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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The following report presents the findings of a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) performed 
by Ransom Consulting Inc. (Ransom) for Lincoln County Regional Planning Commission (LCRPC) and 
the Town of Wiscasset for the properties identified as the Point East Maritime Village located along the 
northern end of Birch Pond Road on the Mason Station Peninsula also known as “Birch Point” in the 
Town of Wiscasset, Lincoln County, Maine (the “Site”).  This Phase I ESA was performed in accordance 
with the requirements of ASTM International Designation:  E 1527-13, Standard Practice for 
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process (ASTM E 1527-13), 
which meets the requirements of the United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) All 
Appropriate Inquiry (AAI), 40 CFR Part 312.  The purpose of this Phase I ESA was to document the 
environmental history of the Site, to evaluate whether a release or threat of release of oil and/or hazardous 
material (OHM) has occurred or has the potential to impact the Site, and to provide our professional 
opinion regarding evidence of recognized environmental conditions (RECs) in connection with the Site.  

The Site consists of 78 parcels of land, identified by the Town of Wiscasset Assessor’s Office as Lots 1 
through 72, Lot 77, Lot 79, and Lots 82 through 85 on Tax Map R-7A.  The entire Site encompasses a 
total of approximately 11.45 acres of land on the Mason Station Peninsula, which encompasses 
approximately 32 acres.  Beginning in the 1940s, the entire Mason Station Peninsula, including the Site 
parcels, operated as the Mason Station oil/coal fired power plant (“former Mason Station property”) until 
the power plant was deactivated in 1991.  Remaining portions of the former Mason Station property are 
considered “off-site” and were not assessed as part of this ESA.   

Currently, the Site is comprised primarily of vacant lots (with the notable exceptions of two 
demonstration houses for the residential development and one garage type building and ash ponds 
formerly utilized by the power plant) which were proposed to be redeveloped as residential dwellings 
(Point East Maritime Village); while the remaining off-site portions of the Mason Station Peninsula are 
currently improved with a Central Maine Power Company (CMP) electrical substation/switchyard, the 
vacant Mason Station power plant, and/or consist of wooded/overgrown vegetated areas. 

During Mason Station’s occupancy, the southeastern portion of the Site was improved with three 
aboveground bulk oil storage tanks (Former Oil Tank Nos. 1, 2, and 3), their associated pipelines, pumps, 
and containment structures, which were used for storage and conveyance of No. 6 fuel oil.  These 
aboveground bulk oil storage tanks were demolished and removed from the Site in 2007.  Mason Station 
also constructed and utilized four ash pond lagoons (Ash Ponds) at the northeastern portion of the Site, 
which currently remain at the property. 

In 2006, the former Mason Station property was subdivided into its current residential lot configuration 
and the property was proposed to be redeveloped for mixed residential, commercial, and marina use.  
Redevelopment plans stalled in the late-2000s and the Site was acquired by the Town of Wiscasset by 
foreclosure circa 2014.  During this time, two Site parcels were improved with speculative (spec) 
dwellings (the “Lot 12 Speculative House” and “Lot 15 Speculative House”).  Other improvements at the 
Site include a former Mason Station facilities maintenance building (the “Maintenance Building), four ash 
pond lagoons (the “Ash Ponds 1, 2, 3, and 4”), a pump house adjacent to the Ash Ponds (the “Ash Pond 
Pump House), a pump house adjacent to the Hilton Pond (the “Hilton Pond Pump House”), and railroad 
tracks/unloading platform.  The remainder of the Site consists of flat to rolling vegetated lawn areas, 
earthen berms, overgrown vegetated areas, and wooded areas.   

The Lot 12 Speculative House was constructed in 2006, and the Lot 15 Site Building was constructed in 
2007.  With the exception of using these buildings for occasional meeting and planning/office areas, both 
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buildings have essentially been vacant since their construction.  The Maintenance Building is a brick 
structure constructed on concrete slab that was constructed circa 1950 and was formerly used for 
miscellaneous storage purposes and as a warehouse by the Mason Station power plant.  The Maintenance 
Building is currently used as miscellaneous storage purposes (plowing equipment) and was historically 
utilized by Mason Station as a warehouse.  The Ash Ponds, formerly constructed for wastewater 
collection (including boiler blow-down water) and settling of solids prior to overboard discharge, at the 
Mason Station power plant, were constructed circa 1980.  Ash Pond Pump House is a concrete structure 
that was constructed circa 1980 to house transfer pumps utilized in the conveyance of ash slurry, and is 
not currently in use.  The Hilton Pond Pump House is a brick and concrete structure that was constructed 
circa 1941, and is not currently used; however, it was historically utilized by Mason Station to convey 
freshwater from Hilton Pond to the power plant for cooling and steam generation purposes.  

The Lot 12 Speculative House and Lot 15 Speculative House are both currently heated by a propane-
fueled boiler system.  Underground propane storage tanks (unknown size) for the Lot 12 and Lot 15 
Speculative Houses are located adjacent to each of the buildings.  The Maintenance Building and the 
Pump House are not currently heated or cooled. 

During our Site reconnaissance, Ransom observed several partially full containers of various sizes 
(ranging from 1-gallon to 5-gallons) of various fluids (i.e. paint thinner, paints, sealer, etc.) stored on the 
concrete basement floors inside the Lot 12 and 15 Speculative Houses.  These containers were observed 
to be in good condition, with no evidence of cracks, leaks, or staining.  No stains or cracks were observed 
in the flooring of these buildings; with the exception of de minimis hydraulic oil staining that was 
observed on the concrete floor in the vicinity of some plowing equipment stored in the Maintenance 
Building.  However, none of the plowing equipment appeared to be actively leaking hydraulic oil during 
our reconnaissance. 

Ash Ponds 1 and 2 were observed to be mostly full of standing water and observed to be lined with a 
synthetic impermeable barrier.  This barrier was observed to be in good condition with no rips, tears, or 
holes.   Ash Ponds 3 and 4 were observed to be overgrown with tall marsh vegetation (mostly cattails) 
and observed to be lined with asphalt.  No sheen or odors, indicative of a release of OHM, were observed 
on the standing water in the Ash Ponds; however, previous laboratory analytical testing of ash sediment in 
the ponds indicated that ash sediment contains elevated concentrations of metals and polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons (PAHs). 

As part of Ransom’s Phase I ESA of the Site, Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) provided a 
search of environmental regulatory databases.  Ransom also reviewed available files and databases 
maintained directly by the Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MEDEP).  The Former 
Mason Station property was identified as a State Underground Storage Tank (UST) facility and a State 
Hazardous Waste Site (SHWS), which is a State-Equivalent Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation and Liability Information (CERCLIS) property.  Seven USTs were registered with the 
MEDEP for the former Mason Station property.  These USTs were reportedly located at off-site portions 
of the Mason Station property and all registered USTs have been removed and/or abandoned in-place at 
the Mason Station property between 1986 and 1990.  Additionally, 29 OHM spills (Maine Spills) were 
reported to the MEDEP at the former Mason Station property from 1997 to 2011; however, only one of 
these Maine Spills occurred at a Site parcel and the remaining Maine Spills occurred at off-site portions 
of the Mason Station property.  According to MEDEP, the OHM releases associated with each of the 
reported Maine Spills have been adequately investigated and/or remediated to the satisfaction of the 
MEDEP.   
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From 1992 to 2013, numerous environmental investigations were completed at the former Mason Station 
property as part of the closure and investigation of the facility leading up to the redevelopment with 
MEDEP notification and guidance.  Results from these previous environmental investigations have 
identified impacts that contain varying levels of contamination to the following media: the soil, 
specifically asbestos-containing materials (ACM), coal, petroleum constituents, PAHs, and heavy metals; 
the groundwater, specifically petroleum constituents and heavy metals; and the sediment in the Ash 
Ponds, specifically, PAHs and heavy metals.  These impacts were inferred to be associated with OHM 
releases during the property’s former use as the Mason Station power plant.  Some of the contaminated 
areas have been remediated to the satisfaction of the MEDEP; however, areas of contaminated soil, 
groundwater, and potentially contaminated soil vapor remain at the Mason Station property and 
potentially remain at some Site parcels. 

In 2005 and 2006, approximately 4,500 tons of petroleum-impacted soil and approximately 250 tons of 
petroleum-impacted gravel at the Former Oil Tank area was excavated and disposed off-site.  In 2006, 
approximately 443 tons of lead-impacted surficial soil in the vicinity of the Former Oil Tanks was also 
excavated and disposed off-site and an approximate 4-foot layer of clean fill was reportedly placed over 
the residual petroleum- and lead-impacted soils.  The remedial actions and confirmatory sampling results 
were reviewed by MEDEP, and no further clean-up action was required.  

In February 2007, MEDEP issued a “Certification for RCRA Closure for the Southern Peninsula 
Including the Tank Farm”, which indicated that the former Mason Station property met MEDEP’s clean-
up goal for the identified lead- and petroleum-impacted soils, and no known hazardous waste or 
hazardous wastes residuals remain at the southern portion of the Mason Station property (referred to as 
the Ice Pond Lots and Hilton Pond Lots).   

In 2007, MEDEP stated that approximately 95 percent of the residual coal material had been removed 
from the former Mason Station property in the coal yard areas.  However, an estimated 1,500 to 2,000 
cubic yards of coal and co-mingled materials still remained at that time in the vicinity of the northern 
portion the Mason Station property, specifically in the vicinity of the North Point Lots.  During the 
subsequent coal removal activities, a 4-to 6-inch thick seam of coal about 2 feet below ground surface 
(bgs) was observed at the northern extent of coal excavation in the vicinity of the North Point Lots.  
Removal of this seam was discontinued because the excavation was approaching a fill area suspected of 
containing asbestos at the northern portion of the Mason Station peninsula. 

Based on the results of previous investigations and remedial activities, no evidence of polychlorinated 
biphenyl (PCB)-impacted media has been noted at any of the Site parcels; however, numerous 
documented OHM releases containing non-regulated concentrations of PCBs have been reported to 
MEDEP at off-site portions of the former Mason Station property.  These known releases have reportedly 
been investigated and/or remediated to the satisfaction of the MEDEP; however, the MEDEP indicated 
that additional characterization and investigation of the presence of potential PCBs in off-Site portions of 
the former Mason Station property is likely necessary. 

In conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM E 1527-13 and U.S. EPA AAI (40 CFR Part 
312), Ransom has completed a Phase I ESA for the Site identified by the Town of Wiscasset Assessor’s 
Office as Lots 1 through 72, Lot 77, Lot 79, and Lots 82 through 85 on Tax Map R-7A, in the Town of 
Wiscasset, Lincoln County, Maine.  Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in 
Section 1.4 of this report.  Based on the information obtained during this Phase I ESA, Ransom has 
identified the following RECs in connection with the Site: 
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1. The license permitting the operation of the Ash Ponds has expired, and the Ash Ponds are 
no longer in operation.  A plan titled Closure Plan for Decommissioning of Wastewater 
Treatment (Ash) Ponds (August 14, 2006) prepared by Ransom was approved with 
conditions by the MEDEP on September 7, 2006; however, decommissioning activities 
were not completed by the owner at that time.  Decommissioning and closure activities 
proposed by Ransom include pumping out the remaining water in the Ash Ponds, 
dewatering and removal of the remaining sediment, offsite disposal of sediment/water 
waste (disposal characterization testing would likely be required by the accepting 
disposal facility), excavation and removal of asphalt liners, confirmatory soil sampling 
beneath the liners for laboratory analysis various parameters.  This plan should be 
updated, approved, and completed in order to properly decommission the Ash Ponds. 

2. Shallow soil beneath the Mason Station roadways has been previously identified to 
contain PAHs and petroleum constituents above their respective MEDEP Remedial 
Action Guidelines (RAGs).  The presence of these impacted soils was inferred to be 
attributed to a black coal ash layer observed throughout the former Mason Station 
property, historic oiling of the roadways to control dust, and/or a byproduct of the asphalt 
pavement.  Therefore, it’s possible that the coal ash and elevated concentrations of PAHs 
and petroleum constituents are present at the Site properties due to their close proximity 
to the roadways;   

3. Several PAHs and metals were detected in the marine sediment along the shore adjacent 
to the Ash Ponds at concentrations above National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) screening values for marine sediment; and  

4. Petroleum-impacted soils were previously identified to remain at the Site in the vicinity 
of the Former Oil Tanks (in particular Former Oil Tank No. 3).  In 2007, the MEDEP 
determined that the residual impacted soils could remain in place, and do not pose a risk 
to human health or the environment at that time.  However; the potential residual 
petroleum-impacted soil, groundwater, and/or soil vapor associated with the Former Oil 
Tanks may be present at the Site at concentrations that exceed MEDEP’s current 
guidance values for various exposure scenarios (i.e., residential, park user, commercial 
worker, and excavation/construction worker). 

Based on Site observations and the findings of this assessment, it is Ransom’s opinion that historical Site 
operations, and current and historical offsite operations, may have impacted the soil, groundwater, and/or 
soil vapor conditions exist at the Site.  Therefore, additional investigation is warranted to address the 
above-stated RECs, document current Site conditions in relation to current regulatory clean up guidelines, 
and identify whether remediation or mitigation measures are necessary to eliminate these potential health 
and environmental risks at the Site.   

Ransom recommends that a Site-Specific Quality Assurance Project Plan (SSQAPP) be developed and a 
Phase II ESA be implemented to evaluate current soil, groundwater, and soil vapor conditions at the Site 
relative to current MEDEP and/or U.S. EPA exposure risk guidelines and/or standards.  Findings from the 
additional investigation should be used to evaluate potential health and environmental risks associated 
with the Site property and identify whether remediation or mitigation measures are necessary to eliminate 
these potential health and environmental risks.   
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In addition to those items and findings discussed above, certain ASTM non-scope considerations were 
reviewed and identified in connection with the Site that represents potential environmental risk and 
requires state and/or federal regulatory compliance:   

1. During previous investigations, Ransom identified fill and demolition debris, including 
apparent ACM, was identified, and still remains, on one Site parcel (North Point Lot 79) 
and nearby, off-site parcels (Lots 73, 74, 75, and 76) of the Mason Station Peninsula.  A 
closure plan for the fill area located on the northern portion of the peninsula (located in 
the vicinity of the North Point Lots) was developed by Ransom and submitted to the 
MEDEP in 2006.  Closure activities proposed by Ransom include disposal of surface 
debris containing ACM, enhancing the stabilization of the shoreline to secure historic fill 
containing ACM, implementation of a closure system for the landward portion of the 
historic fill area containing ACM, providing a deed-restricted buffer adjacent to the fill 
area, and establishing an ongoing maintenance program.  North Point Lots 77 and 79 are 
included in this closure plan.  MEDEP approved this plan on July 1, 2008; Ransom 
recommends that this closure plan be updated to meet current regulatory guidelines 
and/or standards. 

2. Based on the age of the Maintenance Building (circa 1950), Ash Pond Pump House (circa 
1980), and Hilton Pond Pump House (circa 1941), it is possible that asbestos-containing 
building materials (ACBM), lead-based paint (LBP), PCB-containing fluorescent light 
ballasts, mercury-containing fluorescent lamps, and other potential universal wastes exist 
at the Site.  If the redevelopment of the Site will involve renovation or demolition of 
these buildings, Ransom recommends that a Hazardous Materials Inventory (HMI) be 
conducted concurrent with the recommended Phase II ESA. 

This summary does not contain all the information that is found in the full report.  The report should be 
read in its entirety to obtain a more complete understanding of the information provided and to aid in 
decisions made or actions taken based on this information. 



 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

1.0 INTRODUCTION.......................................................................................................................... 1 
1.1 Purpose................................................................................................................................ 1 
1.2 Scope of Work .................................................................................................................... 2 
1.3 Significant Assumptions ..................................................................................................... 2 
1.4 Limitations, Exceptions, Deviations and Data Gaps........................................................... 2 
1.5 Special Terms and Conditions ............................................................................................ 3 
1.6 User Reliance ...................................................................................................................... 3 

2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION .................................................................................................................... 4 
2.1 Location and Legal Description .......................................................................................... 4 
2.2 Site and Vicinity Characteristics ......................................................................................... 4 
2.3 Current Use of the Site ........................................................................................................ 4 
2.4 Description of Structures, Roads, Other Improvements on the Site ................................... 5 
2.5 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties ................................................................................. 6 

3.0 USER-PROVIDED INFORMATION.......................................................................................... 7 
3.1 Title Records ....................................................................................................................... 7 
3.2 Environmental Liens or Activity and Use Limitations ....................................................... 7 
3.3 Specialized Knowledge ....................................................................................................... 7 
3.4 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainable Information ........................................... 7 
3.5 Valuation Reduction for Environmental Issues .................................................................. 7 
3.6 Owner, Site Manager, and Occupant Information .............................................................. 7 
3.7 Reason for Performing Phase I ESA ................................................................................... 7 
3.8 Previous Environmental Reports ........................................................................................ 7 

4.0 RECORDS REVIEW .................................................................................................................... 8 
4.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources ........................................................................... 8 

4.1.1 Site ......................................................................................................................... 9 
4.1.2 Discussion of Database Findings ........................................................................... 9 

4.2 Additional Environmental Record Sources ........................................................................ 9 
4.2.1 State Regulatory Agency File Review ................................................................... 9 
4.2.2 Previous Environmental Reports ......................................................................... 15 
4.2.3 Local Regulatory Agency File Review ................................................................ 23 

4.3 Physical Setting Sources ................................................................................................... 26 
4.3.1 Topography .......................................................................................................... 26 
4.3.2 Soils/Geology ...................................................................................................... 26 
4.3.3 Surface Water Bodies/Floodplains ...................................................................... 26 
4.3.4 Hydrogeology ...................................................................................................... 27 

4.4 Historical Use Information for the Site ............................................................................. 27 
4.5 Historical Use Information for Adjoining Properties ....................................................... 28 
4.6 Chain of Title .................................................................................................................... 29 

5.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE ........................................................................................................ 30 
5.1 Methodology and Limiting Conditions ............................................................................. 30 
5.2 General Site Setting .......................................................................................................... 30 

5.2.1 Hazardous Substances and Petroleum Products .................................................. 30 
5.2.2 Storage Tanks ...................................................................................................... 31 
5.2.3 Odors .................................................................................................................... 31 
5.2.4 Pools of Liquid..................................................................................................... 31 
5.2.5 Drums .................................................................................................................. 31 
5.2.6 Unidentified Substances Containers .................................................................... 31 
5.2.7 Polychlorinated Biphenyls ................................................................................... 31 



 

5.3 Interior Observations ........................................................................................................ 32 
5.3.1 Heating/Cooling ................................................................................................... 32 
5.3.2 Stains or Corrosion .............................................................................................. 32 
5.3.3 Drains and Sumps ................................................................................................ 32 
5.3.4 Other Hazardous Building Materials ................................................................... 32 

5.4 Exterior Observations ....................................................................................................... 32 
5.4.1 Pits, Ponds or Lagoons......................................................................................... 32 
5.4.2 Stained Soil or Pavement ..................................................................................... 33 
5.4.3 Stressed Vegetation.............................................................................................. 33 
5.4.4 Solid Waste .......................................................................................................... 33 
5.4.5 Wastewater .......................................................................................................... 33 
5.4.6 Wells .................................................................................................................... 33 
5.4.7 Drains ................................................................................................................... 33 
5.4.8 Septic Systems and Cesspools ............................................................................. 33 
5.4.9 Other .................................................................................................................... 33 

6.0 INTERVIEWS ............................................................................................................................. 34 
6.1 Past and Present Site Owners ............................................................................................ 34 
6.2 Site Manager ..................................................................................................................... 34 
6.3 Site Occupants .................................................................................................................. 34 
6.4 Local Government Officials ............................................................................................. 34 

6.4.1 Code Enforcement ............................................................................................... 34 
6.4.2 Fire Department ................................................................................................... 34 

7.0 EVALUATION ............................................................................................................................ 35 
7.1 Findings ............................................................................................................................ 35 
7.2 Conclusions ....................................................................................................................... 37 
7.3 Opinions ............................................................................................................................ 38 

8.0 RECOMMENDATIONS ............................................................................................................. 39 

9.0 ADDITIONAL SERVICES AND NON-SCOPE CONSIDERATIONS ................................. 40 
9.1 Additional Services ........................................................................................................... 40 
9.2 Non-Scope Considerations................................................................................................ 40 

10.0 REFERENCES ............................................................................................................................. 41 

11.0 SIGNATURE(S) OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONAL(S) .......................................... 43 
 
FIGURES 

Figure 1: Site Location Map 
Figure 2: Site Parcel Plan 
Figure 3: Site Plan 

APPENDICES  

Appendix A: Photograph Log 
Appendix B: Supplemental Documentation  
Appendix C: The EDR Radius Map™ Report with GeoCheck® and EDR-City Directory 

Image Report 
Appendix D: EDR Historical Topographic Map Report and Certified Sanborn® Map Report 
Appendix E: The EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package 
Appendix F: Qualifications  



 
 
Ransom Project 131.06156.009  Page 1 
P:\2013\131.06156\Point East_Birch Pond Road\Phase I_Point East\Text_Rev1.docx February 5, 2016  

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The following report presents the findings of a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) performed 
by Ransom Consulting Inc. (Ransom) for the Lincoln County Regional Planning Commission (LCRPC) 
on behalf of the Town of Wiscasset for the Point East Maritime Village (Point East) located on the Mason 
Station Peninsula also known as “Birch Point” in the Town of Wiscasset, Lincoln County, Maine (the 
“Site”).  The Site is identified by the Town of Wiscasset Assessor’s Office as Lots 1 through 72, Lot 77, 
Lot 79, and Lots 82 through 85 on Tax Map R-7A.  The Phase I ESA was prepared for the LCRPC using 
United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) Brownfields funding under the LCRPC’s 
Brownfields Assessment Grant No. BF96181901. 

Please refer to the appended Figure 1, Site Location map, to view the general location of the Site on a 7.5-
minute topographic quadrangle. 

1.1 Purpose 

The purpose of this Phase I ESA was to assess the environmental condition of the Site by performing “all 
appropriate inquiry (AAI)” into the previous ownership and uses of the Site consistent with good 
commercial or customary practice, taking into account commonly known and reasonably ascertainable 
information.  The goal of the assessment was to identify recognized environmental conditions (RECs) in 
connection with the Site.  The term RECs means: 

The presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, or at a 
property:  (1) due to release to the environment; (2) under conditions indicative of a release to 
the environment; or (3) under conditions that pose a material threat of a future release to the 
environment.  De minimis conditions are not recognized environmental conditions. 

The term REC includes both controlled RECs (CRECs) and historical RECs (HRECs) as defined below: 

The term CRECs means: 

A recognized environmental condition resulting from a past release of hazardous substances or 
petroleum products that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory 
authority, with hazardous substances or petroleum products allowed to remain in place subject to 
the implementation of required controls. 

The term HRECs means: 

A past release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products that has occurred in 
connection with the property and has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable 
regulatory authority or meeting unrestricted use criteria established by a regulatory authority, 
without subjecting the property to any required controls. 

By performing a Phase I ESA of a parcel of commercial real estate with respect to the range of 
contaminants within the scope of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA) (42 U.S.C. §9601) and petroleum products, a user satisfies one of the 
requirements to qualify for the innocent landowner, contiguous property owner, or bona fide prospective 
purchaser limitations on CERCLA liability. 
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1.2 Scope of Work 

This Phase I ESA was performed in accordance with the requirements of the ASTM International 
Designation: E 1527-13, Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental 
Site Assessment Process, 2013 (ASTM E1527-13) and Ransom’s contract with the LCRPC, and included 
the completion of the following tasks: 

1. Review municipal records and search state and federal environmental databases for sites 
or conditions of environmental concern; 

2. Review historical land use records to evaluate past use of the Site and adjoining 
properties; 

3. Perform a site reconnaissance to visually and/or physically observe current conditions of 
the Site and the general land use of surrounding properties; and 

4. Conduct interviews with readily available past and present owners, operators, and 
occupants of the Site. 

1.3 Significant Assumptions 

No significant assumptions were made during the performance of this Phase I ESA. 

1.4  Limitations, Exceptions, Deviations and Data Gaps 

Along with the limitations set forth in various sections of the ASTM E 1527-13 protocol, the accuracy 
and completeness of this report is limited by the following: 

1. Access Limitations:  None  

2. Physical Obstructions to Observations:  None  

3. Outstanding Information Requests:  None  

4. Historical Data Source Failure:  Reasonably ascertainable historical information sources 
researched in this assessment allowed uses of the property to be traced from the present 
back to 1893, at which time portions of the Site were used for residential purposes.  This 
post-dates the property’s obvious first developed use and constitutes historical data 
failure per ASTM E 1527-05 § 8.3.2.3.  Because it is reasonable to assume that the Site 
was originally developed for residential use, this data gap is not perceived to limit 
Ransom’s ability to identify RECs in connection with the Site and will not materially 
affect our conclusions and opinions regarding environmental conditions of the Site. 

5. Exceptions:  None  

6. Deviations:  None  

7. Data Gaps:  None  

8. Other:  None  
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The findings provided by Ransom in this report are based solely on the information reported in this 
document.  Should additional information become available in the future, this information should be 
reviewed by Ransom and the findings presented herein may be modified.  Information obtained from state 
and local agencies is not necessarily all-inclusive and that files may have been reviewed and purged by 
officials prior to review by the public. 

1.5 Special Terms and Conditions 

This Phase I ESA was conducted in accordance with our executed contract with the LCRPC, dated 
June 17, 2014.  Authorization was provided in writing by the LCRPC, as described above, and Site access 
was coordinated through Doug Fowler, the Road Commissioner of the Town of Wiscasset, who provided 
an explanation of the Site and facilities to be assessed. 

1.6 User Reliance 

The services and the contents of any project reports and associated documents provided to the client by 
Ransom are solely for the benefit of the LCRPC, Town of Wiscasset, and their affiliates and subsidiaries 
and their successors, assigns, and grantees.  Other than for public informational purposes, reliance or any 
use of this report by anyone other than the LCRPC and the Town of Wiscasset, for whom it was prepared, 
is prohibited.  Reliance or use by any such third party without explicit authorization in the report does not 
make said third party a third party beneficiary to Ransom’s contract with the LCRPC.  Any such 
unauthorized reliance on or use of this report, including any of its information or conclusions, will be at 
the third party’s risk.  For the same reasons, no warranties or representations, expressed or implied in this 
report, are made to any such third party. 
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2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION 

2.1 Location and Legal Description 

The Site consists of 78 parcels of land, which encompasses a total of approximately 11.45 acres of land 
on the Mason Station Peninsula, which is located approximately 0.1 miles to the east of the intersection of 
Birch Point Road and Grover Road in the Town of Wiscasset.  The Site is identified by the Town of 
Wiscasset Assessor’s Office as Lots 1 through 72, Lot 77, Lot 79, and Lots 82 through 85 on Tax Map 
R-7A.  These Site parcels are further described and referred to as the following, residential housing 
sections of the proposed Point East Maritime Village: 

1. Ice Pond Lots:  Lots 1 through 18 and 37 through 60; 

2. Hilton Pond Lots:  Lots 19 through 36 and 61 through 66; 

3. North Point Lots:  Lots 67 through 71, 77, and 79; and 

4. Back River Lots:  Lots 82 through 85. 

Please refer to the appended Figure 1 for the Site Location map, and Figure 2, Site Plan, for the layout of 
the Site and adjoining properties.   

2.2 Site and Vicinity Characteristics 

The Site is located in a residential and undeveloped wooded area of Wiscasset; however, the Site is zoned 
as “Shoreland Business II”, where a mixture of uses, including residential, marine, commercial, related 
ancillary business, and low-impact industrial are currently permitted.  The land in the vicinity of the Site 
is zoned as “Rural”, “Shoreland Business”, and “Shoreland Resource Protection” areas.  The Site is 
located on a peninsula on land known as the Mason Station Peninsula, or Birch Point, which extends into 
the confluence of the Sheepscot River and Back River.   

Prior to the Point East Maritime Village’s residential lot subdivision in 2006, the entire Mason Station 
Peninsula, including the Site parcels, were part of the Mason Station power plant (“former Mason Station 
property”), which operated from 1941 until the power plant was deactivated in 1991.  Many Site parcels 
are bounded by water bodies, including the Sheepscot River, Back River, Hilton Pond, Ice Pond, and 
Hilton Cove.  Some Site parcels also adjoin the former Mason Station power plant and Central Maine 
Power Company’s (CMP’s) electrical substation and switchyard, which are located near the center of the 
Mason Station peninsula. 

A photograph log is included as Appendix A. 

2.3 Current Use of the Site 

The Site is currently vacant, but most recently operated as a portion of the Mason Station oil/coal-fired 
power plant.  Two speculative (“spec”) residential houses that were constructed as part of the proposed 
Point East Maritime Village residential subdivision are currently unoccupied.   



 
 
Ransom Project 131.06156.009  Page 5 
P:\2013\131.06156\Point East_Birch Pond Road\Phase I_Point East\Text_Rev1.docx February 5, 2016  

2.4 Description of Structures, Roads, Other Improvements on the Site 

The Site is currently improved with two spec residential houses, which are described herein as the “Lot 12 
Speculative House" and “Lot 15 Speculative House”.  These buildings are located on Lots 12 and 15, 
respectively.  In addition, several former support structures from the Mason Station power plant  remain 
at the Site, including a management/maintenance/storage building (the “Maintenance Building”) located 
on Lot 85; four ash pond lagoons (the “Ash Ponds 1 through 4”) located on Lots 83 and 84; and a pump 
house (the “Pump House”) located on Lot 82.  An asphalt-paved road provides vehicular access to the 
Mason Station Peninsula from Birch Point Road, and extends to several asphalt-paved roads (South Point 
Drive, Ice Pond Lane, Point East Drive, Westerly Way, and North Point Drive), which provide vehicular 
access to the Site parcels.  

Lot 12 Speculative House and Lot 15 Speculative House 

The Lot 12 Speculative House was constructed in 2006, and encompasses a footprint of approximately 
1,435 square feet.  The structure is a two-story spec building with a full finished basement, three 
bedrooms, bathrooms, kitchen, dining room, and 3.5 bathrooms, with wood frame, and asphalt roof.   

The Lot 15 Speculative House was constructed in 2007, and encompasses a footprint of approximately 
1,245 square feet.  The structure is a two-story spec building with a full finished basement, four 
bedrooms, kitchen, and dining room, with a wood frame, and asphalt roof.   

With the exception of using these spec houses for occasional meeting and planning/office areas, both 
buildings have essentially been vacant since the time of their construction.  Exterior areas surrounding the 
buildings are improved with overgrown grass/vegetation and limited landscaping.  An asphalt-paved road 
provides vehicular access to both buildings from South Point Drive.   

Maintenance Building 

The Maintenance Building is a brick structure constructed on concrete slab that was constructed circa 
1950.  The Maintenance Building encompasses approximately 5,000 square feet and was formerly used as 
miscellaneous storage purposes and as a warehouse by the Mason Station power plant facility.  The 
Maintenance Building is currently used as miscellaneous storage purposes (plowing equipment) and was 
historically utilized by Mason Station as a warehouse.  

Ash Pond Pump House 

Ash Pond Pump House is a concrete structure that was constructed circa 1980.  The Ash Pond Pump 
House encompasses approximately 300 square feet, and is not currently in use. 

Ash Ponds 

Four Ash Ponds, identified as “Ash Ponds 1 through 4”, formerly constructed for wastewater collection 
(including boiler blow-down water) and settling and treatment of solids prior to discharge at the Mason 
Station power plant, were constructed circa 1980.  Each Ash Pond is lined with an impermeable liner and 
encompass a total area of approximately 60,000 square feet.  The ash ponds currently contain standing 
water and some vegetation. 
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Hilton Pond Pump House 

The Hilton Pond Pump House is a brick and concrete structure that was constructed circa 1941.  The 
structure encompasses approximately 200 square feet.  The Hilton Pond Pump House is not currently 
used; however, it was historically utilized by Mason Station to convey freshwater from Hilton Pond to the 
power plant for cooling and steam generation purposes. 

Utilities 

The Site is serviced with municipal water and sanitary sewer services, provided by Wiscasset Water 
District and the Town of Wiscasset, respectively.  Electricity is provided by CMP.  The Lot 12 and Lot 15 
Speculative Houses are currently heated by propane-fired, hot-water systems.  Propane is stored in 
underground propane tanks (unknown sizes), which are adjacent to each building.  The Maintenance 
Building and the Pump House are currently not heated or cooled. 

Please refer to the attached Site Plan (Figure 2) for the location of key Site features as well as areas of 
potential environmental concern deemed to represent RECs in connection with the Site. 

2.5 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties 

As part of Ransom’s reconnaissance, observations were made of adjoining properties from the Site or 
public right-of-ways.  Observations included current use of adjoining properties and potential visible 
evidence of environmental impacts.  As previously discussed, many Site parcels are bounded by water 
bodies, including the Sheepscot River, Back River, Hilton Pond, Ice Pond, and Hilton Cove.  Some Site 
parcels also adjoin the former Mason Station power plant and CMP’s electrical substation and switchyard, 
which are located near the center of the Mason Station Peninsula.  

As discussed throughout this report, each of the Site parcels were formerly part of the Mason Station 
power plant property, and various areas of documented contaminated soil, groundwater, and potentially 
contaminated soil vapor have been identified throughout many of the Site parcels during previous 
environmental investigations and remedial activities that were completed at the former Mason Station 
property.   

Some Site parcels are abutted to the south by undeveloped wooded and/or residential properties that were 
not formerly part of the Mason Station power plant property.  These adjoining properties are unlikely to 
have adversely impacted environmental conditions at the Site, since no adverse environmental conditions 
were identified at these properties during our reconnaissance or reported during our review of municipal 
records and federal and state environmental databases.   
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3.0 USER-PROVIDED INFORMATION 

3.1 Title Records 

No title records in connection with the Site were provided by the LCRPC or the Town of Wiscasset. 

3.2 Environmental Liens or Activity and Use Limitations 

No environmental liens or activity/use restrictions in connection with the Site were identified by the 
LCRPC or the Town of Wiscasset.  No environmental liens or activity/use restrictions regarding the Site 
were identified by Ransom during our chain-of-title research at the Lincoln County Registry of Deeds. 

3.3 Specialized Knowledge 

No specialized knowledge in connection with the Site was provided by the LCRPC or the Town of 
Wiscasset, other than the Site’s historical use as the Mason Station power plant facility. 

3.4 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainable Information 

The LCRPC and the Town of Wiscasset have provided Ransom with commonly known or reasonably 
ascertainable information pertinent to recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Site. 

3.5 Valuation Reduction for Environmental Issues 

The LCRPC and the Town of Wiscasset did not identify a reduction in the purchase price of the Site, 
since the Site was acquired due to foreclosure.  

3.6 Owner, Site Manager, and Occupant Information 

It is Ransom’s understanding that the LCRPC and the Town of Wiscasset have provided Ransom with 
available information pertinent to recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Site. 

3.7 Reason for Performing Phase I ESA 

This Phase I ESA was performed to support the LCRPC’s and the Town of Wiscasset’s environmental 
due diligence of the Site, in anticipation of potential property transfer(s) and/or redevelopment of the Site.  

3.8 Previous Environmental Reports 

Refer to Section 4.2.2 and 4.2.3 for a discussion of information, as provided in previous environmental 
investigations/assessments conducted at the former Mason Station property, including the Site, which 
have been filed at the Town of Wiscasset and/or Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
(MEDEP). 
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4.0 RECORDS REVIEW 

4.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources 

Ransom contracted Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) to conduct a search of federal and state 
databases containing known and suspected sites of environmental contamination.  The number of listed 
sites identified within the approximate minimum search distance (AMSD) from the federal and state 
environmental records database listings specified in ASTM E 1527-13 is summarized in the following 
table.  Detailed information for sites identified within the AMSDs is provided in Sections 4.1.1 and 4.1.2, 
along with an opinion about the significance of the listing to the analysis of RECs in connection with the 
Site.  A copy of the EDR research data and descriptions of the databases is included in Appendix C of this 
report.  

Database Record 
AMSD 
(Miles) 

Total Sites 
Found 

On Subject 
Property 

On Adjoining 
Property 

Federal NPL List 1 0 No No 

Federal Delisted NPL List 0.5 0 No No 

Federal CERCLIS List 0.5 0 No No 

Federal CERC-NFRAP List 0.5 0 No No 

Federal RCRA CORRACTS 
Facilities List 1 0 No No 

Federal RCRA Non-CORRACTS 
TSD Facilities List 0.5 0 No No 

Federal RCRA Generators List Property and 
Adjoining 0 No No 

Federal Institutional/Engineering 
Controls Registries 0.5 0 No No 

Federal ERNS List Property Only 0 No No 

State-Equivalent CERCLIS 0.5 1 Yes Yes 

State Landfill and/or Solid Waste 
Disposal Site List 0.5 0 No No 

State Leaking AST List 0.5 0 No No 

State Registered AST List Property and 
Adjoining 0 No No 

State Leaking UST List 0.5 0 No No 

State Registered UST List Property and 
Adjoining 1 No Yes 

State Institutional/Engineering 
Controls Registries Property Only 0 No No 

State Voluntary Cleanup Sites 0.5 0 No No 

State Brownfield Sites 0.5 0 No No 
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The following paragraphs presents a discussion of properties identified within the databases searched by 
EDR.  The properties discussed below are those which are thought to represent a current environmental 
concern to the Site.  Discussions have not been included for databases in which no properties were 
identified, or for properties which were determined not to represent a threat to the environmental 
condition of the Site, based on their location with respect to the Site, or the significance of the 
environmental concern represented by the identified property. 

4.1.1 Site 

EDR identified the former Mason Station property as a State Underground Storage Tank (UST) 
property and a State Hazardous Waste Site (SHWS), which is the State-Equivalent to the Federal 
Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System 
(CERCLIS) site.  As previously discussed, the Site parcels were a part of the larger, former 
Mason Station power plant property, prior to circa 2006, when the Mason Station property was 
subdivided into the current residential lots as part of the proposed Point East Maritime Village.   

Please note all registered USTs at the former Mason Station property were located at off-site 
portions of the Mason Station Peninsula; however, the SHWS designation applies to the Site 
parcels since they were formerly part of the larger Mason Station property.  Refer to Section 4.2.1 
for detailed information pertaining to the former USTs at off-site portions of the Mason Station 
property, SHWS listing, and the current environmental impact to the Site. 

The Site was not identified on any other state or federal environmental databases searched by 
EDR.  

4.1.2 Discussion of Database Findings 

Orphan Sites 

EDR orphan site designation indicates insufficient address information for the site to be plotted.  
Two Orphan Sites were identified by EDR at 25 Fort Fill Road located approximately 0.5 miles 
north of the Site and at 40 Ready Point Road located approximately 2.5 miles south of the Site.  
Both of these properties are identified on the State Leaking Aboveground Storage Tank (LAST) 
database.  These properties are not anticipated to have adversely impacted environmental 
conditions at the Site, since they have been properly investigated and/or remediated with prior 
MEDEP oversight/guidance, and are located in positions and at distances that infer that they 
would be unlikely to have adversely impacted the Site. 

4.2 Additional Environmental Record Sources 

4.2.1 State Regulatory Agency File Review 

Ransom reviewed the following MEDEP online databases for information pertaining to the Site 
and/or properties in the vicinity of the Site with known and/or suspected environmental 
contamination and their potential to adversely impact environmental conditions at the Site: 

1. “Division of Remediation Sites List” (MEDEP “Sites List”) online database; 

2. “Non-Conforming Tanks” online database; 
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3. “Registered Underground Oil Storage Tanks” online database; 

4. “Active and Out of Service Underground Oil Storage Tanks Including Tanks 
That Have Not Been Properly Abandoned” online database; and 

5. “Oil Storage Tank Search & Operator Training” online database; and 

6. “Hazardous and Oil Spill” online database. 

To summarize, the MEDEP online databases correspond with EDR’s database review, as 
discussed in Section 4.1.1.  MEDEP’s online databases did not identify any additional properties 
with known and/or suspected environmental contamination that are anticipated to adversely 
impact environmental conditions at the Site that were not identified by EDR.   

The Mason Station property, which the Site was formerly a part of, was identified on the 
“Hazardous and Oil Spill”, “Registered Underground Oil Storage Tanks”, and the “Division of 
Remediation Sites List” online databases.  Based on our review of the MEDEP online databases, 
Ransom conducted a MEDEP file review on November 30, 2015, for additional information 
pertinent to this ESA.  Information compiled during the file review is summarized below and 
included in Appendix B as Supplemental Documentation. 

Former Mason Station property; Birch Pond Road (Mason Station Peninsula) 

Division of Remediation Site ID: REM00921 

The Former Mason Station property, located at Birch Pond Road, is listed under MEDEP 
Uncontrolled Sites as Transferred to Other Division (April 7, 2009).  No other Division of 
Remediation files were reviewed in connection with the Site.   

Underground Storage Tank Registration No. 7799  

Based on information maintained by the MEDEP Bureau of Remediation and Waste Management 
(BRWM), seven USTs were registered with the MEDEP at off-site portions of the former Mason 
Station property and removed and/or abandoned from the property between 1986 and 1990.  
The following table describes the registered USTs:  

Reg. No. Size (gallons) Product Type Date Installed Status Status Date 
7799-1 1,000 Diesel 01/01/1941 Removed 10/01/1986 

7799-2 1,000 Unleaded Gasoline 01/01/1941 Removed 10/01/1986 

7799-3 5,000 No. 6 Fuel Oil 01/01/1941 Abandoned in 
Place1 03/01/1990 

7799-4 5,000 No. 6 Fuel Oil 01/01/1947 Abandoned in 
Place1 03/01/1990 

7799-5 5,000 No. 6 Fuel Oil 01/01/1952 Abandoned in 
Place1 03/01/1990 

7799-6 10,000 No. 6 Fuel Oil 01/01/1952 Abandoned in 
Place1 03/01/1990 

7799-7 15,000 No. 6 Fuel Oil 01/01/1955 Abandoned in 
Place1 03/01/1990 
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NOTES: 
1. MEDEP file for Tank No. 7799 indicated that the USTs that were abandoned in-place were located in the 

Mason Station power plant building and beneath the concrete floor, below the fuel oil pumps and piping and/or 
located next to the outside wall of the power plant building. The file stated that the removal of these USTs 
would be impractical; thus they were abandoned in-place by filling the tanks with concrete. 

2. Additionally, 29 spill reports in connection with the former Mason Station property were also reviewed.  Based 
on the review of these spill reports, one spill was found in connection with the current Site parcels and 28 spills 
reportedly occurred on off-site portions of the former Mason Station property, which are currently identified as 
Lot 81.  The following is a summary of these spill reports: 

 
Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-154-1997 (Site, vicinity of Ice Pond Lots) 

According to this spill report, approximately 10 gallons of No. 6 oil cut with No. 2 fuel oil was 
released to the ground during the cleaning process of the Former Oil Tank No. 3 in 1997 (Former 
Oil Tank No. 3 was formerly located in the vicinity of Lot 85 at the Site).  Upon cleaning Former 
Oil Tank No. 3, approximately 39 holes were observed on the bottom of the tank.  Approximately 
20 pits were excavated in the vicinity of the perimeter drainage lines surrounding Former Oil 
Tank No. 3.  The pits were excavated to a depth ranging from 1 foot below ground surface (bgs) 
to 10 feet  bgs (down to native clay), and were field screened for the presence of volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) using a photoionization detector (PID).  PID readings ranged from 0.0 parts 
per million (ppm) to 1,180 ppm.  Based on these findings, MEDEP required “No Further Action” 
for Spill No. A-154-1997 at that time; however, MEDEP indicated that if the tank bottom was 
removed prior to tank repair, then accessible petroleum-impacted soil should be managed (i.e., 
excavated and disposed off-site) at that time. 

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-272-1987 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a pipe broke while transferring product oil releasing approximately 
40 gallons of No. 6 fuel oil into a dike at the Mason Station property in 1987.  The oil was 
contained in the dike and cleaned up using sorbent material and removed from the property.  
Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-272-1987.    

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-436-1988 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, approximately 1 gallon of hydraulic fluid was released into the 
Sheepscot River due to a hydraulic line break on a hydraulic drill in 1988.  The spill was 
subsequently cleaned up using sorbent material.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No 
Further Action” for Spill No. A-436-1988.    

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-394-1988 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, approximately one quart of No. 6 fuel oil was released into the 
Sheepscot River in 1988.  The spill was subsequently cleaned up using sorbent material.  Based 
on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-394-1988.    

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-223-1997 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a pressure relief valve failed on an oil barge carrying No. 6 fuel oil 
that was docked at the Mason Station property in 1997.  Although the release occurred at the 
unloading dock, approximately 30 gallons of No. 6 fuel oil was released to a concrete pipe vault 
underneath the dock, and no oil reportedly reached the water.  Subsequent remedial activities 
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included the cleaning and removal of No. 6 fuel oil and oil-debris in the vault.  Based on these 
activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-223-1997.    

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-450-1997 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a heavy rain event caused the temporary oil/water separator (OWS) 
at the Mason Station property to become clogged.  This caused the water in the OWS to rise, 
forcing the oil (No. 2 and No. 6 oil) to be released of out of the top of the OWS onto the ground.  
MEDEP was notified and issued A-450-1997.  Upon arrival, MEDEP noted that some oil had 
reached the nearby cove, causing a minor sheen.  Subsequent remedial activities included the 
placement of a sorbent boom around the sheen, excavating and removal of approximately 2 tons 
of contaminated debris and soil, and the debris blocking the outlet was removed.  Based on these 
activities and the agreement that the OWS will be checked regularly for releases, MEDEP 
required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-450-1997.   

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-149-1998 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a lube oil cooler was broken, resulting in releasing approximately 
10 gallons of lube oil onto a paved surface at the Mason Station property in 1998.  Subsequent 
remedial activities included cleaning the spill using sorbent material, and removing two barrels of 
lube oil-impacted materials from the property.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No 
Further Action” for Spill No. A-149-1998.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-298-1998 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, approximately one quart of No. 6 fuel oil was released onto the 
dock into an area that was already surrounded by a boom in 1998.  The release was caused by a 
coupling failure on the product line of one of the fuel oil tanks.  The release was cleaned up using 
sorbent material.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. 
A-298-1998.   

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-318-1998 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a product pipe broke in the pump room in the Mason Station power 
plant building releasing approximately 200 gallons of oil.  The oil was reportedly contained in the 
building, and was released product was cleaned up using sorbent materials.  Based on these 
activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No A-318-1998.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-271-1999 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, the MEDEP received a report that historical spillage was identified 
at a collection of electrical transformers in an off-site building located at the Mason Station 
property.  The spillage was later identified as minor hydraulic oil staining and non-
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) containing.  An estimated 20 gallons of hydraulic fluid was 
cleaned up using sorbent material.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further 
Action” for Spill No. A-271-1999.  
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Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-318-1999 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, an electrical transformer failed at the Mason Station property, 
releasing approximately one quart of mineral oil dielectric fluid (MODF).  The spill was cleaned 
up using sorbent material.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for 
Spill No. A-318-1999.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-668-2001 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a small stain was observed on the concrete pad beneath an electrical 
transformer at the Mason Station property.  The stain was cleaned up with sorbent material, and 
the transformer unit was inspected.  The transformer was tagged as containing PCB oil; however, 
no PCB concentration was noted.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further 
Action” for Spill No. A-668-2001.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-225-2003 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, the MEDEP received a report that historical spillage was identified 
at a collection of electrical transformers in an off-site building located at the Mason Station 
property.  The spillage was later identified as minor hydraulic oil staining and non-PCB 
containing.  An estimated 20 gallons of hydraulic fluid was cleaned up using sorbent material.  
Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-225-2003.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-275-2003 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, approximately 1.5 gallons of hydraulic oil was released from a 
ruptured hose at the Mason Station property.  The spill was contained and cleaned up using 
sorbent materials.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. 
A-275-2003.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-166-2003 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, approximately one quart of MODF was released on to the ice and 
snow due to a leaking gasket at the Mason Station property.  The impacted snow/ice was removed 
from the property.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. 
A-166-2003.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-96-2003 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, an oil spill resulting from a leaking gasket on an electrical 
transformer occurred allowing approximately one quart of MODF to be released onto the 
concrete pad where the transformer was located at the Mason Station property.  The spill was 
cleaned up using sorbent materials.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further 
Action” for Spill No. A-96-2003.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-396-2003 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a leak occurred from a transformer releasing approximately one 
gallon of MODF onto the ground at the Mason Station property.  The transformer was tagged as 
containing PCBs, but at a concentration less than 2 ppm.  Subsequent removal activities included 
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removing approximately 0.06 cubic yards of impacted soils from the property.  Based on these 
activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-396-2003.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-166-2003 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, approximately half a pint of MODF was released onto the snow and 
ice due to a leaking gasket at the Mason Station property.  Remediation activities included 
removing approximately 0.25 cubic yards of impacted ice/snow material from the property.  
Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-166-2003.  

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-32-2004 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, an oil filled circuit breaker ruptured causing approximately one pint 
of MODF to be released onto the snow at the Mason Station property.  The spill was cleaned up 
and the impacted snow was removed from the property.  The MODF was tested for PCBs and the 
transformer was subsequently tagged as containing PCBs at a concentration less than 2 ppm.  
Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-32-2004.   

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-194-2004 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a spill occurred at the Mason Station property when a hose slipped 
during re-fueling, releasing approximately 2 gallons of No. 6 fuel oil onto the ground.  The spill 
was subsequently cleaned up using sorbent materials.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required 
“No Further Action” for Spill No. A-194-2004.   

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-250-2004 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, approximately 20 gallons of No. 6 fuel oil was released onto the 
ground during the removal of an AST removal at the Mason Station property in 2004.  The spill 
was immediately contained and impacted materials were removed.  Based on these activities, 
MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-250-2004.  Refer to Section 4.2.2 for the 
assessment reports associated with this spill. 

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-475-2004 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, an electrical transformer malfunctioned and caused a release of 
approximately one quart of MODF onto an interior surface in an off-site building at the Mason 
Station property.  The spill was cleaned up using sorbent pads.  Based on these activities, 
MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-475-2004.   

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-477-2004 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, oily soil and a sheen was observed on groundwater water in the 
trench during excavation activities at the Mason Station property in 2004.  The soil and water was 
tested for diesel range organics (DROs) and PCBs.  No PCB contamination was found and the 
DRO results indicate that the oil may be No. 6 fuel oil.  The source of the contamination was not 
identified.  Subsequent removal activities included the excavation and removal of approximately 
300 pounds of impacted soil.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” 
for Spill No. A-477-2004.   
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Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-622-2007 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, less than a gallon of sulfuric acid was released from a battery 
explosion while workers were performing maintenance at the electrical substation at the Mason 
Station property.  The acid was released onto the concrete floor, and was subsequently cleaned up 
with sorbent material.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill 
No. A-622-2007.   

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-628-2007 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, an electrical transformer was observed to be “weeping” releasing a 
small quantity of MODF at the Mason Station property.  The release was wiped up using sorbent 
material.  Based on these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-628-
2007.   

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-711-2009 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, approximately 10 to 15 gallons of MODF was spilled when an 
electrical transformer was damaged as a mobile home was being moved at the Mason Station 
property.  The transformer oil was tested and found to contain less than 1 ppm PCBs.  Subsequent 
removal activities included the excavation and removal of approximately five cubic yards of 
impacted soil and wiping down the side of the mobile home with sorbent pads.  Based on these 
activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-711-2009.   

Hazardous & Oil Spill No. A-597-2011 (Adjacent property, Lot 81) 

According to this spill report, a small amount of hydraulic oil was released to the ground due to a 
failed hose on a forklift.  Subsequent cleanup activities included the use of absorbent material and 
the excavation and removal of approximately 0.25 cubic yards of impacted material.  Based on 
these activities, MEDEP required “No Further Action” for Spill No. A-597-2011.   

4.2.2 Previous Environmental Reports 

Several environmental reports were review in connection with the former Mason Station 
property, which encompasses the Mason Station Peninsula and includes the Site parcels: 

1. “Hydrogeologic Evaluation, Mason Station, Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by 
Haley & Aldrich, Inc. (H&A), dated June 30, 1992; 

2. “Phase II Environmental Site Assessment Report, Mason Station, Wiscasset, 
Maine,” prepared by Jacques Whitford, Inc. (JW), dated November 10, 2004; 

3. “Lead in Soil Testing Results, Former Mason Station Power Plant, Birch Point 
Road, Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by Ransom, dated July 14, 2005; 

4. “Lead Survey Results for Soil Surrounding Former Bulk Fuel Oil Tanks, Former 
Mason Station Power Plant, Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by 
Ransom, dated February 7, 2006; 
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5. “Tank #3 Oil Remediation, Mason Station, prepared by Roux Associates, Inc. 
(RAI), dated March 7, 2006; 

6. “Lead Confirmation Testing with XRF, Mason Station, Birch Point Road, 
Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by Ransom, dated June 14, 2006; 

7. “Closure Plan For Decommissioning of Wastewater Treatment (Ash) Ponds, 
Former Mason Station Power Plant, Wiscasset, Maine, prepared by Ransom, 
dated August 14, 2006; 

8. “Marine Oil Terminal and Bulk Tank Closure, Mason Station, 144 Birch Point 
Road, Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by Ransom, dated February 9, 2007; 

9. “Report on Sediment Sampling, North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village, 
Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by Ransom, dated April 9, 2007; 

10. “Interim Report on Coal Removal and Confirmatory Sample Results, North 
Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by 
Ransom, dated April 10, 2007; 

11. “Subsurface Investigation and Remediation, Former Underground Storage Tank 
Area, Point East Maritime Village, 144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine, 
prepared by Ransom, dated January 23, 2008; 

12. “North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation, 144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, 
Maine,” prepared by Ransom, dated February 26, 2008; and 

13. “North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan, 144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, 
Maine,” prepared by Ransom, dated August 20, 2008. 

Hydrogeologic Evaluation, H&A, June 30, 1992 

In 1992, H&A conducted a hydrogeologic investigation at the Former Mason Station property on 
behalf of CMP.  The scope of this evaluation encompassed the entire Mason Station Peninsula, 
which includes the Site as well as off-site properties.  The purpose of this evaluation was to 
characterize the soil, groundwater, and surface water quality at the Former Mason Station 
property.  Assessment activities included the advancement of fifteen soil borings, seven 
groundwater monitoring wells, and excavation of nine test pits.  The majority of the test pits and 
borings were advanced in the vicinity of the Ice Pond Lots, and included diked areas surrounding 
Former Oil Tank Nos. 1, 2, and 3.  Soils from the test borings and test pits were visually 
classified, field screened for the presence of total VOCs using a PID, and evaluated for visual and 
olfactory evidence of petroleum contamination.  Additionally, select soil samples collected from 
the soil borings and test pits were submitted for laboratory analysis of total petroleum 
hydrocarbons (TPH) and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) 8 Metals (arsenic, 
barium, cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, selenium and silver).  Surface water collected from 
the surface water along southern end of Hilton Pond and the tidal zones of Hilton Cove and the 
Sheepscot River, and groundwater samples collected from the monitoring wells were submitted 
for laboratory analysis of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), VOCs, TPH, and RCRA 8 
Metals.  
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Based on the field screening and laboratory analysis of the soils, H&A indicated that no 
significant impacts were identified on the property from storage and handling of petroleum 
products, and did not identify evidence of oil-saturated soils that might warrant clean-up under 
current (1992) MEDEP guidelines.  Additionally, laboratory analysis of groundwater and surface 
water did not identify significant impacts from petroleum storage and handling at the property.  
Lead was the only metal detected in groundwater and surface water at a concentration above the 
current EPA drinking water guidelines. 

Based on these results, H&A did not recommend any further evaluation or remediation of soils, 
groundwater or surface water at the former Mason Station property, including the Site parcels. 

Phase II ESA, JW, November 10, 2004 

In 2004, JW conducted a Phase II ESA at the former Mason Station property, on behalf of Mason 
Station, LLC.  The scope of this assessment encompassed the entire Mason Station Peninsula, 
which includes the Site as well as off-site properties.  The purpose of this assessment was to 
evaluate the concerns documented on the property identified in previous environmental 
investigations (a Hydrogeologic Evaluation by H&A, 1991; an Independent Engineering and 
Environmental Assessment by Black & Veatch (B&V) in 1997; and a targeted Phase II 
investigation by JW, 2003).  These reports were not reviewed by Ransom as part of this Phase I 
ESA; however, summaries of these reports are included within the 2004 JW Phase II ESA report.   

Investigation activities conducted by JW included the excavation of 60 test pits and the 
advancement of eighteen soil borings.  Select soil samples were collected from the test pit and 
soil boring locations, as well as five surficial soil locations, and submitted for laboratory analysis 
of VOCs, PAHs, TPH, RCRA 8 Metals, PCBs, DRO, and/or gasoline range organics (GRO).  
Four sediment samples were collected from the Ash Ponds and submitted for laboratory analysis 
of PAHs, RCRA 8 Metals, and DRO.  Additionally, two groundwater samples were collected 
from soil borings and one water sample was collected from the Ash Ponds, and submitted for 
laboratory analysis of PAHs, PCBs, and/or DRO.  Approximately 36 test pits and approximately 
ten soil borings were located within the vicinity of the Site parcels, specifically the Ice Pond Lots, 
Back River Lots, and the North Point Lots. 

Based on the laboratory results, JW indicated that no obvious contamination was identified 
surrounding the Former Oil Tanks or along the underground delivery pipeline during their 
assessment.  However, JW indicated that it was possible that contamination may be present 
beneath the tanks, or other areas not investigated as part of their assessment (e.g. Hilton Pond 
Lots).  Limited leaks and soil staining were observed along the aboveground oil conveyance 
piping during their visual reconnaissance and coal was observed to be prevalent to a depth of 
about 1-foot in the areas of the North Point Lots at the Site.  Additionally, miscellaneous fill and 
demolition debris, including apparent asbestos-containing materials, was identified in test pits 
that appear to have been excavated on one Site parcel (North Point; Lot 79) and in the vicinity of 
the North Point Lots, specifically Lots 73, 74, 75, and 76, which are considered off-site portions 
of the Mason Station property.   

Due to high liquid content in the sediment samples collected from the Ash Ponds, the laboratory 
detection limits for some of the PAH compounds using the dry weight methodology were 
elevated above their respective MEDEP Remedial Action Guidelines (RAGs) and/or U.S. EPA 
Region III Risk Based Concentrations (RBCs).  Analysis results based on wet weight did not 
identify PAH compounds above laboratory detection limits.  It should be noted that even on a wet 
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weight basis, the reporting limit for dibenz(a,h)anthracene was above the U.S. EPA Region III 
RBC.  Concentrations of arsenic, chromium, and lead were detected in the sediment samples 
above the MEDEP RAGs and/or the U.S. EPA Region III RBCs.  

Shallow soil beneath the Mason Station roadways was determined to contain PAHs and DRO 
above MEDEP RAGs.  This contamination was inferred to be associated with a black coal ash 
layer that was identified during JW’s investigation, historic oil applications to the roadways 
(formerly dirt roads) for dust suppression purposes, and/or a byproduct of the asphalt used in the 
roadways.  Further delineation of this contamination away from the roadways was not performed 
during JW’s investigation.   

Given the number of investigation areas and laboratory analytical results of the samples 
submitted from the northern portion of the Mason Station peninsula, it appears that the 
contaminants identified during JW’s Phase II ESA at the northern portion of the peninsula with 
concentrations exceeding their applicable regulatory limits appears to be localized to one North 
Point Lot (Lot 79) and off-site portions of the former Mason Station property, specifically 
Lots 73, 74, 75, 76, and 81. 

Lead in Soil Testing Results, Ransom, July 14, 2005 

This letter report summarizes results of lead testing of the soils at the location of the Former Oil 
Tanks in 2005.  The entirety of the testing conducted in this investigation occurred in the area of 
the Site currently referred to as the Ice Pond Lots, specifically in the vicinity of the Former Oils 
Tanks.  Ransom collected eighteen surficial soil samples from the soils surrounding the Former 
Oil Tanks, and submitted them for laboratory analysis of total lead in order to evaluate whether 
lead-based paint from the tanks had adversely impacted the surficial soils of the Former Oil Tank 
area.  

Laboratory results indicated that the concentration of lead in one of the soil samples collected 
from the area surrounding Former Oil Tank No. 1 exceeded the MEDEP RAGs for “Residential”, 
“Trespasser”, and “Adult Worker” exposure scenarios at that time.  Additionally, the 
concentration of lead in one of the soil samples collected from the area surrounding Former Oil 
Tank No. 3 exceeded its MEDEP RAG for “Residential” exposure scenario at that time. 

Lead Survey Results for Soil Surrounding Former Bulk Fuel Oil Tanks, Ransom, February 7, 
2006 

This letter report summarizes results of additional lead screening of the soils at the location of the 
Former Oil Tanks in 2005.  The entirety of the testing conducted in this investigation occurred in 
the area of the Site currently referred to as the Ice Pond Lots, specifically in the vicinity of the 
Former Oils Tanks.  Ransom collected 112 surficial soil samples from the soils surrounding the 
Former Oil Tanks (34 samples were collected from soils near Former Oil Tank No. 1; 35 samples 
were collected from soils near Former Oil Tank No. 2; and 35 samples were collected from soils 
near Former Oil Tank No. 3).  The soil samples were field screened for the presence of lead using 
an x-ray fluorescence analyzer (XRF) in order to delineate the extent of lead contamination 
surrounding the Former Oil Tanks for anticipated remediation (e.g., excavation and off-site 
disposal).   

Based on the field screening results, three soil samples collected near Former Oil Tank No. 1 and 
two soil samples collected near Former Oil Tank No. 3 exhibited lead concentrations greater than 
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its MEDEP Residential RAG of 375 ppm, at that time.  Based on these results, lead-impacted soil 
excavation and off-site disposal was recommended at the discrete areas where lead exceeded its 
MEDEP Residential RAG at the Former Oil Tank area.  

Tank #3 Oil Remediation, RAI, March 7, 2006 

This report summarizes the remediation activities of the petroleum-impacted soils beneath and in 
the vicinity of Former Oil Tank No. 3, which was conducted by RAI, on behalf of CMP in 2005 
and 2006.  The entirety of the remediation occurred on the Site in the immediate area of Former 
Oil Tank No. 3.  Remediation activities included the excavation and offsite removal of 
approximately 2,098 tons of impacted soils from immediately below Former Oil Tank No. 3.  
Confirmatory soil samples were collected from the native clay material at the bottom of the 
excavation (approximately 2 feet bgs) and submitted for laboratory analysis of PAHs and DRO.  
Based on the laboratory analytical results, PAHs and DROs were not detected in the soil samples 
analyzed. 

Lead Confirmation Testing with XRF, Ransom, June 14, 2006 

This letter report summarizes results of lead confirmation testing of the soils at the Site conducted 
by Ransom on behalf of Mason Station, LLC.  The entirety of the testing conducted in this 
investigation occurred in the area of the Site currently referred to as the Ice Pond Lots, 
specifically in the vicinity of the Former Oils Tanks.  At the request of the MEDEP, Ransom 
conducted additional soil sampling in the vicinity of Former Oil Tank No. 1 and No. 3.  Ransom 
selected five of the previous sampling locations from the November 2005 sampling event (Lead 
in Soil Testing Results) event surrounding Former Oil Tank No. 1, and four of the previous 
sampling locations from surrounding Former Oil Tank No. 3.  Surficial soils collected from these 
locations were field screened for the presence of lead using an XRF.  Based on these findings, it 
was determined that the lead concentrations from the June 2006 sampling event were comparable 
to the November 2005 sampling event. 

Closure Plan for Decommissioning of Wastewater Treatment (Ash) Ponds, Ransom, August 14, 
2006 

A closure plan for the decommissioning of the Ash Ponds was developed by Ransom and 
submitted to the MEDEP in 2006.  This closure plan encompasses the area of the Site currently 
referred to as the Ash Ponds.  Decommissioning and closure activities proposed by Ransom 
include pumping out the remaining water in the Ash Ponds, dewatering and removal of the 
remaining sediment, offsite disposal of sediment/water waste (disposal characterization testing 
would likely be required by the accepting disposal facility), excavation and removal of asphalt 
liners, confirmatory soil sampling beneath the liners for laboratory analysis of DRO, PAHs, 
Target Analyte List (TAL) metals, PCBs, dioxins, RCRA Metals, chloride, pH, percent carbon, 
percent moisture, phosphorous, and total vanadium, and backfilling the excavation area.  
Additionally, Ransom proposed installing three groundwater monitoring wells surrounding the 
former Ash Pond area and collecting groundwater samples to be submitted for laboratory analysis 
of RCRA 8 Metals.  This closure plan was approved by the MEDEP on September 7, 2006; 
however is has not been implemented, and will likely need to be updated to meet current 
guidelines and standards. 
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Marine Oil Terminal and Bulk Tank Closure, Ransom, February 9, 2007 

This report summarizes the closure and decommissioning of the marine oil terminal, three Former 
Oil Tanks, and associated pumps, piping, and ancillary structures at the former Mason Station 
Property conducted by Ransom on behalf of Mason Station, LLC in 2006.  This closure plan 
encompasses the area of the Site currently referred to as the Ice Pond Lots.  This report also 
provided closure of a RCRA license for the former generation of hazardous waste at the Former 
Oil Tanks area, which includes the Site parcels on the southern portion of the former Mason 
Station property.  Closure and decommissioning activities included product removal from the 
tanks and piping prior to demolition, demolition and removal of tanks and piping, excavation and 
removal of petroleum-impacted soils in the vicinity of the Former Oil Tanks, excavation and 
removal of lead-impacted soils in the vicinity of the Former Oil Tanks, and certification for 
RCRA Closure of the Former Oil Tanks area.  The areas beneath the Former Oil Tank Nos. 1, 2, 
and 3 were excavated and select confirmatory soil samples were collected and submitted for 
laboratory analysis of VOC, PCBs, PAHs, DRO, and/or RCRA 8 Metals.  Additionally, areas 
beneath the product piping areas were excavated and confirmatory soil samples were collected 
and submitted for laboratory analysis of PAHs and DRO.  Soils excavated from the property were 
also field screened for the presence of VOCs using a PID.  

Approximately 4,500 tons of petroleum-impacted soils were excavated from the area beneath the 
Former Oil Tank No. 3 and removed for offsite disposal, and approximately 250 tons of 
petroleum-impacted soils and base gravel were excavated and removed for offsite disposal.  The 
remedial actions and confirmatory sampling results were reviewed by MEDEP, and no further 
clean-up action was required.   

Based on previous investigations, Ransom directed the excavation and off-site removal of 
approximately 443 tons of lead-impacted soils from the surficial soils in the vicinity of the three 
Former Oil Tanks.  Confirmatory soil samples were collected and submitted for laboratory 
analysis of lead.  Results indicated that residual lead concentrations in these soils were below its 
MEDEP Residential RAG of 375 mg/kg at the Former Oil Tank areas. 

This investigation concluded that petroleum-impacted soils were not present beneath Former Oil 
Tanks Nos. 1 and 2, petroleum-impacted soils were present in soils beneath Former Oil Tank 
No. 3, and a slight petroleum sheen was observed on water seeping from a drainage pipe into the 
foundation of the Former Oil Tank No. 3 pump house.  MEDEP reviewed the confirmatory 
analysis and indicated that the residual DRO-impacted soils identified could remain in place at 
the Former Mason Station property since they likely did not pose a risk to human health or the 
environment.  This assertion was based on proposed placement of an approximate 4-foot layer of 
clean fill over the limited area of residual impacted soils, and the location of the residual 
impacted soils, which were determined to be outside of the limits of Point East Maritime 
Village’s proposed residential lots. 

The “Certification for RCRA Closure for the Southern Peninsula Including the Tank Farm” 
(February 2, 2007) states that Mason Station has met MEDEP’s clean up goal of 375 ppm for lead 
contamination in soil and 50 ppm for petroleum contamination in soil, and no known hazardous 
waste or hazardous wastes residuals remain at the Southern Peninsula (Ice Pond Lots and Hilton 
Pond Lots).  Therefore, MEDEP approved of the closure of the tank farm area and RCRA closure 
certification for this area.  Assuming all required federal, state, and local permits were in place, 
MEDEP indicated that construction activities were allowed to begin on the Ice Pond Lots, Hilton 
Pond Lots, and related infrastructure development of the proposed Point East Maritime Village. 
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Report on Sediment Sampling, Ransom, April 9, 2007 

This report summarizes the testing of marine sediment collected from the areas of the Site 
identified as the Back River Lots as well as off-site portions (Lot 81) at the former Mason Station 
Property in 2007.  The sampling was conducted to characterize sediment chemistry as part of 
ongoing RCRA hazardous waste generator closure activities for the northern areas of the Mason 
Station Peninsula.  Six sediment samples were collected from the vicinity of the Ash Ponds, and 
four sediment samples were collected from the northern area of Lot 81 and submitted for 
laboratory analysis of PAHs, PCBs, RCRA 8 Metals, Herbicides, and/or Pesticides. 

Laboratory results identified concentrations of organic and inorganic constituents above 
background concentrations indicating the possibility of impacts from operations at the former 
Mason Station property.  Several PAHs and metals were detected at concentrations above 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) screening values for marine 
sediment.  Laboratory results did not indicate concentrations of PCBs above reporting limits.  

The test results are consistent with the historically industrial use of the former Mason Station 
property.  Such activities have involved the use, storage and transport of coal, oil and other raw 
materials and products.  Ransom concluded that the presence of elevated organic and inorganic 
constituents to depths of 18 inches indicates historical impacts that likely span several years, if 
not decades. 

Interim Report on Coal Removal and Confirmatory Sample Results, Ransom, April 10, 2007 

This letter report summarizes to the coal removal activities, field observations, and confirmation 
sampling activities conducted at the northern portion of the former Mason Station property in 
2007.  The scope of this evaluation encompassed the northern area of the Mason Station 
Peninsula, which includes the area of the Site identified as the North Point Lots as well as off-site 
properties.  As part of these remedial activities, MEDEP established a target clean-up goal for 
coal material removal at 95 percent by volume; however, due to frozen ground conditions at the 
time of excavation, it was estimated that approximately 1,500 to 2,000 cubic yards of coal and co-
mingled materials still remained in the vicinity of the northern portion of Lot 81 (off-site).  
Additionally, a 4-to 6-inch thick seam of coal about 2 feet bgs was observed at the northern extent 
of coal excavation in the vicinity of the North Point Lots.  Removal of this seam was discontinued 
because the excavation was approaching a fill area suspected of containing asbestos (Off-Site 
Lots 73 through 76); however, this area was planned to be investigated as part of a test pit 
program proposed at the property (North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation, 2008).  Following the 
excavation and removal of coal and associated materials, the excavation area was visually 
inspected to estimate the extent of material remaining.  Additionally, confirmatory soil samples 
were collected from the remaining surface material and submitted for laboratory analysis of 
PAHs, DRO, and RCRA 8 Metals. 

Visual inspections indicated that greater than 95 percent of the coal material was excavated from 
the former Mason Station property in the coal yard areas.  Results from the confirmatory soil 
sampling indicated that contaminant concentrations of soils mixed with coal were below 
regulatory guidelines for PAHs, DRO and all metals, with the exception of arsenic.  Additionally, 
the concentrations of DRO detected did not exceed the MEDEP Site guideline of 100 mg/kg for 
heavy petroleum residuals. 
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Ransom estimated that coal material may still remain on the northern portion of Lot 81 (off-site) 
and the northern portions of some Site parcels (North Point Lots), specifically in the areas 
adjacent to off-site parcels Lots 73 through 76.  

Subsurface Investigation and Remediation, Ransom, January 23, 2008 

This letter report summarizes investigation and remediation associated with the former UST area 
at the former Mason Station property in 2007.  The entirety of this investigation was conducted 
on the adjacent off-site property currently identified as Lot 81.  Investigation and remediation 
activities included the excavation of nine test pits in the area of the former USTs (Lot 81).  Soils 
excavated from the property were field screened for the presence of VOCs using a PID.  
Confirmatory soil samples were collected from the limits of excavation and submitted for 
laboratory analysis DRO, GRO, VOCs, and PAHs. 

Approximately 70 tons of soil were excavated from the property and removed for offsite disposal.  
In general, petroleum-impacted soils were encountered at depths approximately 4 to 12 feet bgs.  
Laboratory results indicate that petroleum-impacted soils remain at the UST area, but are not 
likely to pose a significant risk to human health or the environment given the depth below ground 
surface, relatively low to moderate concentrations of petroleum, and proposed future use of this 
part of the former Mason Station property.  No further remediation activities were required at the 
former UST area at that time. 

North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation, Ransom, February 26, 2008 

This letter report summarizes to the investigation activities conducted at the former Mason 
Station property in 2007.  The scope of this evaluation encompassed the northern area of the 
Mason Station Peninsula, which includes the area of the Site identified as the North Point Lots as 
well as off-site properties.  This report focuses on the investigation conducted within the 
suspected solid waste fill area located on the northern portion of the former Mason Station 
property, including some Site parcels (North Point Lots) and off-site parcels (Lots 72 though 76, 
and 78).  Investigation activities included the excavation of 27 test pits, visual inspection of the 
subsurface soils, and the collection of soil samples for analysis of VOCs, DRO, GRO, acid and 
base/neutral extractable compounds (ABNs), asbestos, PCBs, Chloride, Phosphorus, reactivity as 
Cyanide and Sulfide, total organic halogens (TOX), Dioxin, percent carbon, pH, and various 
metals including aluminum, arsenic, barium, boron, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, 
molybdenum, nickel, selenium, silver, vanadium, and zinc.  Additionally, soils excavated from 
the property were field screened for the presence of VOCs using a PID. 

The asbestos-containing material (ACM) was identified primarily near the shoreline of off-site 
parcels (Lots 72 though 76, and 78).  Fill material encountered during the excavations ranged in 
thickness from about one to eight feet bgs, and included bricks, wood debris, glass, metal, rubber, 
asphalt, coal, and apparent gypsum board and fiberglass insulation; the groundwater table was not 
encountered in the fill materials.  Generally, the fill materials observed in the test pits did not 
contain contaminants exceeding the applicable regulatory action levels, with the exception of the 
PAH benzo(a)pyrene and arsenic detected in two of the soil samples collected from the test pits. 
These concentrations exceeded their respective MEDEP RAG for “Residential” exposure 
scenarios; however, these concentrations did not exceed their respective MEDEP RAG for 
“Trespasser” exposure scenarios.  Results also indicated that DRO was not detected in the soil 
samples at concentrations above its laboratory reporting limits.   
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It was recommended that the ACM identified at the Former Mason Station property should be 
properly removed and disposed off-site.  Additionally, characterization (i.e., chemical testing) of 
fill material excavated identified in this investigation prior to reuse or disposal is recommended 
given the variable nature of the fill.  Additionally, Ransom indicated that a few areas where 
concentrations of metals, PAHs or other compounds exceeded risk-based screening guidelines, 
also have the potential to contain contaminated ACM-impacted fill, given the past industrial use 
widespread use of fill throughout the Mason Station property. 

North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan, Ransom, August 20, 2008 

A closure plan for the fill area located on the northern portion of the peninsula (including the 
North Point Lots as well as off-site properties) was developed by Ransom and submitted to the 
MEDEP in 2006.  Closure activities proposed by Ransom include disposal of surface debris 
containing ACM, enhancing the stabilization of the shoreline to secure historic fill containing 
ACM, implementation of a closure system for the landward portion of the historic fill area 
containing ACM, providing a deed-restricted buffer adjacent to the fill area, and establishing an 
ongoing maintenance program.  Two Site parcels (North Point Lots 77 and 79) are included in 
this closure plan.  MEDEP approved this plan on July 1, 2008; however is has not been 
implemented, and will likely need to be updated to meet current guidelines and standards. 

4.2.3 Local Regulatory Agency File Review 

Assessor’s Office 

Information provided by the Town of Wiscasset Assessor’s Office included current property 
cards and tax map for the Site.  The property cards list the Inhabitants of Wiscasset as the current 
owner of the Site.  Copies of the property cards and tax map are included in Appendix B as 
Supplemental Documentation. 

Information provided by the Assessor’s Office regarding the Site history coincided with 
information discussed in Section 5.1 of this report.  The property cards did not include 
information pertaining to underground or aboveground storage tanks, hazardous waste storage, 
and/or adverse environmental conditions at the Site. 

Planning and Code Enforcement 

The Town of Wiscasset Planning and Code Enforcement Department’s file for the Site included 
Site plans circa 2004 which identified Former Oil Tanks No. 1, 2, and 3, a Geotechnical 
Engineering report (JW, 2005), a Report on Limited Power Building Condition Assessment [GEI 
Consultants, Inc. (GEI), 2013], and a Site Closure Issues Outstanding letter report (MEDEP, 
2013).  Copies of these documents are included in Appendix B as Supplemental Documentation, 
and are summarized below.  The Code Enforcement and Planning Department did not include any 
additional information pertaining to underground or aboveground storage tanks, hazardous waste 
storage, and/or adverse environmental conditions at the Site. 

Three documents were provided by the Town of Wiscasset, and are summarized below:  

1. “Geotechnical Engineering Report, Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine,” 
prepared by JW, dated May 25, 2005; 
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2. “Report on Limited Power Building Condition Assessment, Mason Station, 
Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by GEI, dated May 2, 2013; and 

3. “Site Closure Issues Outstanding, Former Mason Station Facility, 144 Birch 
Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine,” prepared by MEDEP, dated May 15, 2013. 

Geotechnical Engineering Report, JW, May 25, 2005 

A Geotechnical Engineering Report for the Site was completed by JW in 2005 on behalf of 
National RE/Sources (NR).  The scope of this evaluation encompassed the entire Mason Station 
Peninsula, which includes the Site as well as off-site properties.  The scope of this report included 
the advancement of 22 soil borings and the excavation of 17 throughout various areas of the Site.  
The scope did not include an evaluation of environmental conditions of the soils or groundwater 
encountered at the Site.  This report indicates that the Site is underlain by highly variable fill, 
localized deposits of organic materials, glaciomarine clay, and glacial till, overlying bedrock.  Fill 
material varies from re-worked earth and rock, to rubble and debris, and mixtures thereof.  
Bedrock was encountered at the Site and vicinity at depths ranging from 7 to 39 feet bgs.  
Additionally, groundwater was encountered at the Site at depths ranging from 5.2 to 19 feet bgs. 

Report on Limited Power Building Condition Assessment, GEI, May 2, 2013 

In 2013, GEI conducted a limited environmental assessment at the Mason Station power plant 
facility on behalf of the Town of Wiscasset.  This investigation was limited to the Mason Station 
power plant building, and did not include portions of the Site.  Investigation activities included a 
review of MEDEP files, a site visit to observe the existing building interior conditions relative to 
general oil and hazardous material quantity, type and condition, including suspect asbestos-
containing materials, and field screening of selected plant interior areas for mercury in air using a 
hand-held field instrument (Jerome J405 meter).  

The assessment identified several environmental concerns relating to asbestos, potential lead-
based paint, PCBs, and other wastes (i.e. piping inside the building that was coated with or 
containing asbestos, asbestos labeled material ranging from poor to good condition, potential 
lead-based paint on much of the building’s interior, potential PCB in the caulking of the building, 
two transformers that may contain PCB oil, pigeon guano, and residual heating oil and 
miscellaneous wastes).  In conclusion, GEI provided estimated costs to abate/remove these 
environmental concerns from the Mason Station power plant building. 

Site Closure Issues Outstanding, MEDEP, May 15, 2013 

This letter prepared by the MEDEP to the Town of Wiscasset was written to summarize the 
current environmental status at the former Mason Station property, which includes the Site as 
well as off-site properties.  Specifically, the purpose of letter was to summarize the major 
outstanding environmental issues at the former Mason Station property and to indicate that 
further activities may identify additional environmental issues that would require MEDEP 
notification and possible subsequent mitigation and/or remediation, including the following: 

1. Oil Terminal Closure: A closure investigation for the oil terminal (Marine Oil 
Terminal and Bulk Tank Closure, February 9, 2007) identified soils contaminated 
with lead residues and petroleum at some Site parcels (Ice Pond Lots).  The lead 
contaminated surficial soils were fully remediated and covered with 



 
 
Ransom Project 131.06156.009  Page 25 
P:\2013\131.06156\Point East_Birch Pond Road\Phase I_Point East\Text_Rev1.docx February 5, 2016  

approximately 4 feet of clean fill.  Therefore, current subsurface soils at this area 
are impacted with low levels of petroleum residues and lead.  As a result, the 
MEDEP has requested that an environmental covenant be placed on the southern 
portion of the property (Ice Pond Lots) to restrict groundwater extraction.  

2. Ash Pond Closure: The license permitting the operation of the on-site Ash 
Ponds has expired, and the Ash Ponds are no longer in operation.  The Ash Ponds 
must be dewatered and decommissioned in accordance with a closure plant that 
has been reviewed and approved by the MEDEP.  A plan titled Closure Plan for 
Decommissioning of Wastewater Treatment (Ash) Ponds (August 14, 2006) was 
prepared by Ransom was approved with conditions by the MEDEP on 
September 7, 2006; however, was never carried out. 

3. PCB Contaminated Areas (Exterior): There are several off-site areas exterior 
to the Mason Station buildings that have been identified as having PCB 
contamination in soils and possibly on concrete transformer and switchgear pads.  
The MEDEP indicated that these areas need to be further characterized, 
delineated and remediated as necessary. 

4. Coal Area: A large area north of the Mason Station power plant, including some 
North Point Site parcels that contain a substantial quantity of coal and soil 
mixture, which the MEDEP  has allowed to be reused on the property as a sub-
base for parking lots as proposed in the Point East Maritime Village 
redevelopment plan.  The location of this material should be identified.  If it is 
being reused, as permitted by the MEDEP, it may remain in place.  If this is not 
the case, either the material must be removed for proper disposal or alternate uses 
must be established with the MEDEP. 

5. Powerhouse: The off-site Mason Station powerhouse, which is a portion of the 
power plant building, has not been thoroughly investigated.  Although the 
MEDEP is aware that significant asbestos abatement projects have taken place in 
the powerhouse, there are substantial quantities of asbestos remaining.  
Additional issues (i.e. mercury spills, additional chemicals, PCB containing 
equipment) should be investigated and evaluated. 

6. General Site Conditions:  A Site Hydrogeologic Investigation work plan 
(August 18, 2006) was provided to the MEDEP by Mason Station, LLC, and is 
considered suitable by the MEDEP, with the exception that the cleanup criteria 
should reference the current RAGs for soil as well as current groundwater 
standards. 

7. Landfill Area (Tax Map R-7A, Lots 73 through 76): MEDEP approved a 
closure plan prepared by Ransom (North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan, 
August 20, 2008) to close out the fill area of the Mason Station property known 
to be impacted by wastes consisting of asbestos, some wood and non-wood 
demolition debris, brick, and rock.  The closure plan including its cover system 
and maintenance requirements was never implemented. 
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Fire Department 

Ransom contacted the Town of Wiscasset Fire Department to request information in connection 
with the Site, including records of underground or aboveground storage tanks, hazardous waste 
storage, and/or petroleum or hazardous materials spills.  The Fire Department informed Ransom 
that a review of their files did not reveal any additional evidence of underground storage tanks, 
aboveground storage tanks, or oil or hazardous material storage or spill incidents at the Site. 

4.3 Physical Setting Sources 

4.3.1 Topography 

The topography of the Site is generally flat to rolling vegetated lawn areas, with regionally 
topography sloping downwards from the center of the Mason Station Peninsula towards the north, 
east, and south towards Hilton Pond and Hilton Cove, the Sheepscot River and the Back River, 
and Ice Pond, respectively.  Based on the Westport, Maine United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) Quadrangle, the elevation of the Site ranges from approximately 7 to 45 feet above mean 
sea level (MSL), as referenced to the National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD).   

4.3.2 Soils/Geology 

According to the 2003 Surficial Geologic Map of Maine, surficial soils at the Site are identified as 
the Presumpscot Formation (Pp).  The Presumpscot Formation soils are massive to laminated silt 
and silty clay and may locally contain boulders, sand, and gravel.  Soils of the Presumpscot 
Formation were deposited during late glacial marine submergence and occur as a blanket deposit 
over bedrock and older glacial sediments.  The Site overlies the irregular surface of glacial till in 
a complex manner, so it is likely to include areas of till exposed at the ground surface.  Based on 
previous environmental reports, soils at the Site and vicinity consist of highly variable fill, 
localized deposits of organic materials, glaciomarine clay, and glacial till, overlying bedrock.  Fill 
material varies from re-worked earth and rock, to rubble and debris, and mixtures thereof. 

According to the 1985 Bedrock Geologic Map of Maine, bedrock at the Site is identified as the 
Cape Elizabeth formation (OZce), which consists of an assemblage of mostly thin-bedded, light-
gray, siliceous and sericitic slates; and heavier beds of graywacke slate, schist, and quartzite 
containing thin layers of black, micaceous phyllite and light-bluish calcareous schist or slate.  
Several small bedrock outcroppings were observed at the Site during our reconnaissance, 
particularly in the vicinity of the Ice Pond Lots and the Back River Lots.  Based on previous 
environmental reports, bedrock was also encountered at various portions of the Mason Station 
peninsula at depths ranging from 6.9 to 39 feet bgs. 

4.3.3 Surface Water Bodies/Floodplains 

No natural surface water bodies are located at the Site.  The Site is located on a peninsula, 
therefore many of the lots are bordered by bodies of water: Lots 27 through 32B, Lot 35, and 
Lot 36 are bordered to the north and west by Hilton Pond; Lots 20 through 26 are bordered to the 
north by Hilton Cove; Lots 77 and 79 are bordered to the north by Sheepscot River; Lots 2 
through 18 are bordered to the south by Ice Pond, and Lots 82 through 85 are bordered to the east 
by the Back River.   
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Based on the Wiscasset Town/Lincoln County, Maine, Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) 
(Community Panel Number 23015C0331D, effective July 16, 2015), areas of the Site that are 
bordered by bodies of water are designated as Special Flood Hazard Areas Zone AE, and the 
remaining inland portions of the Site are designated as Other Areas Zone X.  Special Flood 
Hazard Area Zone AE designates areas in the 1% annual chance flood (100-year flood), also 
known as the base flood, which is the flood that has a 1% chance of being equaled or exceeded in 
any given year.  Other Areas Zone X encompasses areas determined to be outside of the 0.2% 
annual chance floodplain. 

4.3.4 Hydrogeology 

As stated in Section 4.3.3, the Site is located on a peninsula, and portions of the Site are bordered 
by the Hilton Pond, Hilton Cove, Sheepscot River, and Back River.  Previous investigations 
indicate that groundwater at the Site flows in the following directions depending on where 
geographically where you are on the Site: 

1. Groundwater in the vicinity of the Ice Pond Lots generally flows to the south 
towards Ice Pond;  

2. Groundwater in the vicinity of the Back River Lots generally flows to the 
southeast towards the Back River; 

3. Groundwater in the vicinity of the Hilton Pond Lots generally flows to the west 
towards Hilton Pond; and  

4. Groundwater in the vicinity of the North Point Lots generally flows to the 
northeast towards the Sheepscot River.   

Shallow groundwater flow may also be influenced by underground utilities, heterogeneous 
subsurface soil strata, and/or other subsurface structures, which may act as preferred pathways of 
flow.  

4.4 Historical Use Information for the Site 

The history of the Site was researched to ascertain past use from the present back to the property’s first 
developed use, or back to 1940, whichever was earlier.  Reasonably ascertainable historical information 
sources researched in this assessment allowed uses of the Site to be traced from the present back to circa 
1893, at which time the Site improved with residential structures.  The Mason Station power plant facility 
(which formerly included the Site) was reportedly constructed by CMP in approximately 1940.  The plant 
used both coal and oil for power generation until the early 1960s, at which time the plant was operated 
exclusively with oil.  Power generation ceased at the plant in 1984.  CMP reactivated the plant in 1997 in 
preparation for the sale of the facility.  Florida Power and Light (FPL) purchased the site from CMP and 
owned it from 1999 to December 2003, when it was purchased by Mason Station, LLC.  The Mason 
Station facility has essentially been inactive since then.  In 2006, the Mason Station property was parceled 
out into the current 85 Lots as part of the Point East Maritime Village.  Current property cards for the Site 
indicate that that the Lots associated with the Site “now belong to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of 
2009 tax lien”.  
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The following standard historical sources were reviewed by Ransom: 

1. Information provided by a Doug Fowler, the Road Commissioner of the Town of 
Wiscasset.  

2. Information provided by the Town of Wiscasset municipal offices (Appendix B). 

3. Information provided by the MEDEP (Appendix B).  

4. City directories provided by EDR for the years 1992, 1999, 2003, 2008, and 2013 
(Appendix C). 

5. Historical topographic maps dated 1893, 1944, 1957, 1970, and 2000 (Appendix D). 

6. Aerial photographs, provided by EDR, dated 1967, 1977, 1985, 1991, 1997, 2006, 2007, 
2009, and 2011 (Appendix E). 

7. Information provided by the Lincoln County Registry of Deeds (dated back to 1940). 

The following table is presented as a summary of the historical use of the Site over time.   

Year (s) Property Use and Observed Details Reference Source 

circa 2006 to 
present 

Point East Maritime Village – Ice Pond Lots 
improved by Lot 12 and Lot 15 Speculative 
Houses, portion of Back River Lots improved by 
Ash Ponds.  

Municipal offices, City Directories, 
MEDEP, Aerial photographs, and 
Registry of Deeds 

circa 1957 to 
circa 2006 

Mason Station Peninsula improved by Mason 
Station power plant and associated structures: 
portion of Ice Pond Lots improved by bulk oil 
tanks (Former Oil Tank Nos. 1, 2, and 3), portion 
of Back River Lots improved by Ash Ponds (circa 
1980).  (Mason Station facility was deactivated in 
1991.) 

Municipal offices, City Directories, 
MEDEP, Aerial photographs, and 
Registry of Deeds 

circa 1940 to 
circa 1957 

Mason Station Peninsula improved by Mason 
Station power plant and associated structures. 

Municipal offices, City Directories, 
MEDEP, Aerial photographs, and 
Registry of Deeds 

circa 1893 to 
circa 1940 

Mason Station Peninsula improved by residential 
structures. 

Topographic Maps, Aerial photographs,  
and Registry of Deeds 

 
4.5 Historical Use Information for Adjoining Properties 

Historical uses of the adjoining properties are presented in the table below and were identified in the 
standard historical sources listed above during the course of researching the Site.   
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Year (s) Property Use and Observed Details Reference Source 

Mason Station Peninsula 

circa 1940 to 
present 

Mason Station Peninsula improved by Mason 
Station power plant and associated structures. 

Municipal offices, City Directories, 
MEDEP, Aerial photographs, and 
Registry of Deeds 

circa 1893 to circa  
1940 

Portions of Mason Station Peninsula improved by 
residential structures. 

Topographic Maps, Aerial 
photographs,  and Registry of Deeds 

 
4.6 Chain of Title 

According to the Town of Wiscasset Assessor’s Office, portions of the Site have been owned by the 
Town of Wiscasset since 2012 and 2013 (see Note No. 1 below).  The following ownership history was 
derived from information reviewed at the Wiscasset Assessor’s Office.  A copy of the digital property 
card from the Town of Wiscasset is included in Appendix B. 

Owner Date Book/Page 

Inhabitants of Wiscasset1 4/01/20132 -- 
Inhabitants of Wiscasset1 4/01/20123 -- 
Mason Station, LLC 12/12/2003 3208/307 

Florida Power & Light Co.  04/07/1999 2447/2 
Central Maine Power Co. 12/18/1940 & 12/2/1940  439/476 & 435/448 

McKenney, White, Bellas, Lowrie & Wiseley --- --- 
 
NOTES: 
1. In 2006, these Lots were subdivided from the Former Mason Station property into their current Lots, and 

identified by the Town of Wiscasset Assessor’s office as the Point East Maritime Village.  Additionally, current 
property cards state that the Lots “now belong to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of 2009 tax lien”; Book 
3208, Page 307.  However, Marian Anderson, the Town Manager of Wiscasset, indicated that the Town of 
Wiscasset has owned the Site since circa 2014. 

2. As indicated by the Assessor Cards: Lots 12 and 15. 
3. As indicated by the Assessor Cards: Lots 1 through 11, Lot 13, Lot 14, Lot 16 through 71, Lot 77, Lot 79, and 

Lots 82 through 85. 

No environmental liens or activity/use restrictions pertaining to the Site were identified by Ransom 
during our chain-of-title research at the Lincoln County Registry of Deeds.    
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5.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE 

On October 2, 2015, Stephen Dyer and Kathryn Quay of Ransom conducted a reconnaissance of the Site.  
Doug Fowler, the Road Commissioner of the Town of Wiscasset, accompanied Ransom during the 
reconnaissance.  Mary Ellen Barnes of LCRPC also accompanied Ransom during the site reconnaissance.  
A photograph log is included in Appendix A.  

5.1 Methodology and Limiting Conditions 

The Site reconnaissance included observations of the Site grounds and interior portions of the Site 
buildings for the identification or evidence of releases, or potential releases of OHM, or a material threat 
of releases of OHM.  Weather conditions at the time of the site reconnaissance were overcast and breezy 
with temperatures around 50˚ F.   

5.2 General Site Setting 

The Site consists of 78 parcels, encompassing a total approximate 11.45-acres of land, located on the 
Mason Station Peninsula.  The Site is currently improved with the following: the Lot 12 Speculative 
House and Lot 15 Speculative House located on Lots 12 and 15, respectively; the Maintenance Building 
located on Lot 85; the Ash Ponds located on Lots 83 and 84; the Ash Pond Pump House located on Lot 
82; the Hilton Pond Pump House located on Lot 35; and railroad tracks and unloading platform.  The 
remainder of the Site consists of flat to rolling vegetated lawn areas, earthen berms, bushes and trees. An 
asphalt-paved road provides vehicular access to the Site from Birch Point Road to the west of the Site, 
and extends to several asphalt-paved roads (South Point Drive, Ice Pond Lane, Point East Drive, Westerly 
Way, and North Point Drive), which provide vehicular access to different areas of the Site. 

Circa 2008, clean fill was brought in and used to cover Lots 37 through 60; therefore, these lots are 
located as a slightly higher elevation compared to the remaining Ice Pond Lots.   

The Maintenance Building is a brick structure constructed on concrete slab that was constructed circa 
1950.  The Maintenance Building encompasses approximately 5,000 square feet and was formerly used as 
miscellaneous storage purposes and as a warehouse by the Mason Station power plant facility.  The 
Maintenance Building is currently used to store equipment and machinery.  

The Ash Ponds, formerly constructed for wastewater collection (including boiler blow-down water) and 
settling of solids prior to overboard discharge at the Mason Station power plant, were constructed circa 
1980.  The Ash Ponds encompass approximately 60,000 square feet.  

Ash Pond Pump House is a concrete structure that was constructed circa 1980.  The Ash Pond Pump 
House encompasses approximately 300 square feet, and is not currently in use. 

The Hilton Pond Pump House is a brick and concrete structure that was constructed circa 1941.  The 
Hilton Pond Pump House encompasses approximately 200 square feet, and is not currently in use.  

5.2.1 Hazardous Substances and Petroleum Products 

Ransom observed several partially full containers of various sizes (ranging from 1-gallon to 
5-gallons) of various fluids (i.e. paint thinner, paints, sealer, etc.) stored on the concrete basement 
floors inside the Lot 12 and 15 Speculative Houses.  These containers were observed to be in 
good condition, with no evidence of cracks, leaks, or staining. 
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Flooring throughout both the Lot 12 and Lot 15 Speculative Houses consists of hardwood 
flooring, carpeting, 12-inch by 12-inch tile throughout the first and second floors, and concrete 
flooring in the basement.  Flooring in the Maintenance Building, the Ash Pond Pump House, and 
the Hilton Pond Pump House consisted of concrete slab.  No stains or cracks were observed in the 
flooring of these buildings; with the exception of de minimis hydraulic oil staining that was 
observed on the concrete floor in the vicinity of some plowing equipment stored in the 
Maintenance Building.  However, none of the plowing equipment appeared to be actively leaking 
hydraulic oil during our reconnaissance. 

5.2.2 Storage Tanks 

Underground Storage Tanks 

Ransom did not observe evidence of vent/fill pipes suggesting the presence of petroleum or 
hazardous substance USTs currently in use and/or abandoned at the Site during our 
reconnaissance.  MEDEP records indicate that seven USTs were registered for the Mason Station 
power plant facility and removed from off-site portions (Lot 81) of the Mason Station property 
between 1986 and 1990.  Refer to Section 4.2.1 for more information.  

Additionally, two underground propane storage tanks (unknown size) are currently located on 
Lots 12 and 15, as shown on Figure 2.  These underground tanks contain propane, which is 
utilized to heat the Lot 12 and 15 Speculative Houses at the Site. 

Aboveground Storage Tanks 

Ransom did not observe any ASTs at the Site during our reconnaissance.    

5.2.3 Odors 

No strong, pungent, or noxious odors were noted at the Site during the reconnaissance.  

5.2.4 Pools of Liquid 

No pools of liquid were noted on the Site during the reconnaissance. 

5.2.5 Drums 

No drums were observed on the Site during the reconnaissance. 

5.2.6 Unidentified Substances Containers 

No unidentified substances containers were observed on the Site during the reconnaissance. 

5.2.7 Polychlorinated Biphenyls 

Transformers 

No pad- or pole-mounted transformers were observed on the Site during the reconnaissance; 
however, numerous MODF releases associated with electrical transformers that were located on 
off-site portions of the Mason Station property have been remediated/investigation with MEDEP 
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guidance/oversight.  Refer to Section 4.2.1 for more information on these past MODF releases at 
off-site portions of the Mason Station property. 

Other 

Ransom did not observe fluorescent light ballasts, or other electrical equipment, likely to contain 
PCBs, inside the Site buildings during the reconnaissance.   

5.3 Interior Observations 

5.3.1 Heating/Cooling 

The Lot 12 Speculative House and Lot 15 Speculative House are currently heated by a propane-
fired hot-water system, and are not currently cooled.  The Maintenance Building, Hilton Pond 
Pump House, and the Ice Pond Pump House are not currently heated or cooled. 

5.3.2 Stains or Corrosion 

Evidence of stained flooring, indicative of a release of OHM, was not observed in the Site 
buildings during our reconnaissance, with the exception of de minimis hydraulic oil staining that 
was observed on the concrete floor in the vicinity of some plowing equipment stored in the 
Maintenance Building.  However, none of the plowing equipment appeared to be actively leaking 
hydraulic oil during our reconnaissance. 

5.3.3 Drains and Sumps 

Ransom observed two floor drains in the Lot 12 Speculative House.  These drains are reportedly 
connected to the sanitary sewer.  No other drains or sumps were observed in the Site buildings 
during the reconnaissance.  

5.3.4 Other Hazardous Building Materials 

Based on the age of the Lot 12 and 15 Site Speculative Houses, it is unlikely that building 
materials containing asbestos or lead-based paint were used during the construction of the Lot 12 
and 15 Speculative Houses.  However, based on the age of the Maintenance Building (circa 
1950), Ash Pond Pump House (circa 1980), and Hilton Pond Pump House (circa 1941) there is a 
potential that certain building materials may potentially contain asbestos or lead-based paint in 
these buildings. 

5.4 Exterior Observations 

5.4.1 Pits, Ponds or Lagoons 

No pits, ponds or lagoons were observed on the Site during our reconnaissance, with the 
exception of the four Ash Ponds, located on Lots 83 and 84.  Ash Ponds 1 and 2 were observed to 
be mostly full of standing water and observed to be lined with an impermeable barrier.  This 
barrier was observed to be in good condition with no rips, tears, or holes.  Ash Ponds 3 and 4 
were observed to be overgrown with tall marsh vegetation (mostly cattails) and observed to be 
lined with asphalt.  No sheen or odors were observed on the standing water in the Ash Ponds. 
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5.4.2 Stained Soil or Pavement 

No signs of stained surficial soils or pavement, indicative of a release of OHM, were observed at 
the Site during our reconnaissance. 

5.4.3 Stressed Vegetation 

No signs of stressed vegetation, indicative of a release of OHM, were observed at the Site during 
our reconnaissance. 

5.4.4 Solid Waste 

Solid waste was not observed at the Site and is reportedly not generated by the Site’s vacant use. 

5.4.5 Wastewater 

No wastewater is currently being generated at the Site.  However, the Lot 12 and 15 Speculative 
Houses are connected to the municipal sanitary sewer system. 

5.4.6 Wells 

Ransom did not observe water supply, dry wells, irrigation wells, or injection wells at the Site. 

5.4.7 Drains 

Several exterior drains (i.e., catch basins and storm drains) were observed on South Point Drive 
and Point East Drive during our reconnaissance.  These exterior drains reportedly discharge 
surface water onto soils and/or sediment in the water bodies surrounding the Mason Station 
peninsula. 

5.4.8 Septic Systems and Cesspools 

Neither septic systems nor cesspools were observed on the Site during the reconnaissance.   

5.4.9 Other 

Ransom did not observe conditions of potential concern beyond those described above. 
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6.0 INTERVIEWS 

Ransom interviewed the following entities/individuals in an effort to obtain information indicating 
potential RECs in connection with the Site.   

6.1 Past and Present Site Owners 

On October 2, 2015, Ransom interviewed Doug Fowler, the Road Commissioner of the Town of 
Wiscasset, for information to pertaining to current and historical information pertaining to the Site.  
Mr. Fowler provided information that has been included throughout the pertinent sections of this report.  
Additionally, a Phase I ESA User Questionnaire, which is included in Appendix B as Supplemental 
Documentation, was completed by Marian Anderson, the Town Manager of Wiscasset.  Contact 
information for previous Site owners was not provided to Ransom during this Phase I ESA. 

6.2 Site Manager 

No Site Manager was identified in connection with the Site; however, Mr. Fowler provided information 
that has been included throughout the pertinent sections of this report.    

6.3 Site Occupants 

The Site is currently not occupied. 

6.4 Local Government Officials 

6.4.1 Code Enforcement 

On November 10, 2015, Ransom reviewed the Town of Wiscasset code enforcement files 
pertaining to the Site.  The Town of Wiscasset Planning and Code Enforcement Department’s file 
for the Site included a Stormwater Management Plan (OEST Associates, Inc., August 2005) for 
the Site, Site plans circa 2004 which identified Former Oil Tanks No. 1, 2, and 3,  and a 
Geotechnical Engineering report which is summarized in Section 3.8 (JW, 2005).  Copies of these 
documents are included in Appendix B as Supplemental Documentation, and information 
pertaining to the Site and the vicinity has been included throughout this report.  The Code 
Enforcement and Planning Department did not include any additional information pertaining to 
underground or aboveground storage tanks, hazardous waste storage, and/or adverse 
environmental conditions at the Site. 

6.4.2 Fire Department 

On November 4, 2015, Ransom contacted the Town of Wiscasset Fire Department for 
information pertaining to UST systems or environmental incidents or concerns pertaining to the 
Site.  The Fire Department had no additional records or other knowledge of current/former USTs 
or environmental incidents or concerns pertaining to the Site.   
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7.0 EVALUATION 

7.1 Findings  

Ransom has completed a Phase I ESA in conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM E 1527-
13 and AAI (40 CFR Part 312) for the property located on Birch Point Road in the Town of Wiscasset, 
Lincoln County, Maine. 

The Site consists of 78 parcels of land, identified by the Town of Wiscasset Assessor’s Office as Lots 1 
through 72, Lot 77, Lot 79, and Lots 82 through 85 on Tax Map R-7A.  The entire Site encompasses a 
total of approximately 11.45 acres of land on the Mason Station Peninsula, which encompasses 
approximately 32 acres.  Beginning in the 1940s, the entire Mason Station Peninsula, including the Site 
parcels, operated as the Mason Station oil/coal fired power plant (“former Mason Station property”) until 
the power plant was deactivated in 1991.  Remaining portions of the former Mason Station property are 
considered “off-site” and were not assessed as part of this ESA.   

Currently, the Site is comprised primarily of vacant lots (with the notable exceptions of two 
demonstration houses for the residential development and one garage type building and ash ponds 
formerly utilized by the power plant) which were proposed to be redeveloped as residential dwellings 
(Point East Maritime Village); while the remaining off-site portions of the Mason Station Peninsula are 
currently improved with a CMP electrical substation/switchyard, the vacant Mason Station power plant, 
and/or consist of wooded/overgrown vegetated areas. 

During Mason Station’s occupancy, the southeastern portion of the Site was improved with three 
aboveground bulk oil storage tanks (Former Oil Tank Nos. 1, 2, and 3), their associated pipelines, pumps, 
and containment structures, which were used for storage and conveyance of No. 6 fuel oil.  These 
aboveground bulk oil storage tanks were demolished and removed from the Site in 2007.  Mason Station 
also constructed and utilized four ash pond lagoons (Ash Ponds) at the northeastern portion of the Site, 
which currently remain at the property. 

In 2006, the former Mason Station property was subdivided into its current residential lot configuration 
and the property was proposed to be redeveloped for mixed residential, commercial, and marina use.  
Redevelopment plans stalled in the late-2000s and the Site was acquired by the Town of Wiscasset by 
foreclosure circa 2014.  During this time, two Site parcels were improved with spec dwellings (the 
“Lot 12 Speculative House" and “Lot 15 Speculative House”).  Other improvements at the Site include a 
former Mason Station facilities maintenance building (the “Maintenance Building), four ash pond lagoons 
(the “Ash Ponds 1, 2, 3, and 4”), a pump house adjacent to the Ash Ponds (the “Ash Pond Pump House), 
a pump house adjacent to the Hilton Pond (the “Hilton Pond Pump House”), and railroad tracks/unloading 
platform.  The remainder of the Site consists of flat to rolling vegetated lawn areas, earthen berms, 
overgrown vegetated areas, and wooded areas.   

The Lot 12 Speculative House was constructed in 2006, and the Lot 15 Site Building was constructed in 
2007.  With the exception of using these buildings for occasional meeting and planning/office areas, both 
buildings have essentially been vacant since their construction.  The Maintenance Building is a brick 
structure constructed on concrete slab that was constructed circa 1950 and was formerly used for 
miscellaneous storage purposes and as a warehouse by the Mason Station power plant.  The Maintenance 
Building is currently used as miscellaneous storage purposes (plowing equipment) and was historically 
utilized by Mason Station as a warehouse.  The Ash Ponds, formerly constructed for wastewater 
collection (including boiler blow-down water) and settling of solids prior to overboard discharge, at the 
Mason Station power plant, were constructed circa 1980.  Ash Pond Pump House is a concrete structure 
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that was constructed circa 1980 to house transfer pumps utilized in the conveyance of ash slurry, and is 
not currently in use.  The Hilton Pond Pump House is a brick and concrete structure that was constructed 
circa 1941, and is not currently used; however, it was historically utilized by Mason Station to convey 
freshwater from Hilton Pond to the power plant for cooling and steam generation purposes.  

The Lot 12 Speculative House and Lot 15 Speculative House are both currently heated by a propane-
fueled boiler system.  Underground propane storage tanks (unknown size) for the Lot 12 and Lot 15 
Speculative Houses are located adjacent to each of the buildings.  The Maintenance Building and the 
Pump House are not currently heated or cooled. 

During our Site reconnaissance, Ransom observed several partially full containers of various sizes 
(ranging from 1-gallon to 5-gallons) of various fluids (i.e. paint thinner, paints, sealer, etc.) stored on the 
concrete basement floors inside the Lot 12 and 15 Speculative Houses.  These containers were observed 
to be in good condition, with no evidence of cracks, leaks, or staining.  No stains or cracks were observed 
in the flooring of these buildings; with the exception of de minimis hydraulic oil staining that was 
observed on the concrete floor in the vicinity of some plowing equipment stored in the Maintenance 
Building.  However, none of the plowing equipment appeared to be actively leaking hydraulic oil during 
our reconnaissance. 

Ash Ponds 1 and 2 were observed to be mostly full of standing water and observed to be lined with an 
synthetic impermeable barrier.  This barrier was observed to be in good condition with no rips, tears, or 
holes.  Ash Ponds 3 and 4 were observed to be overgrown with tall marsh vegetation (mostly cattails) and 
observed to be lined with asphalt.  No sheen or odors, indicative of a release of OHM, were observed on 
the standing water in the Ash Ponds; however, previous laboratory analytical testing of ash sediment in 
the ponds indicated that ash sediment contains elevated concentrations of metals and PAHs. 

As part of Ransom’s assessment of the Site, EDR provided a search of environmental regulatory 
databases.  Ransom also reviewed available files and databases maintained directly by the MEDEP.  The 
Former Mason Station property was identified as a State UST facility and a SHWS, which is a State-
Equivalent CERCLIS property.  Seven USTs were registered with the MEDEP for the former Mason 
Station property.  These USTs were reportedly located at off-site portions of the Mason Station property 
and all registered USTs have been removed and/or abandoned in-place at the Mason Station property 
between 1986 and 1990.  Additionally, 29 OHM spills (Maine Spills) were reported to the MEDEP at the 
former Mason Station property from 1997 to 2011; however, only one of these Maine Spills occurred at a 
Site parcel and the remaining Maine Spills occurred at off-site portions of the Mason Station property.  
According to MEDEP, the OHM releases associated with each of the reported Maine Spills have been 
adequately investigated and/or remediated to the satisfaction of the MEDEP.   

From 1992 to 2013, numerous environmental investigations were completed at the former Mason Station 
property as part of the closure and investigation of the facility leading up to the redevelopment with 
MEDEP notification and guidance.  Results from these previous environmental investigations have 
identified impacts that contain varying levels of contamination to the following media: the soil, 
specifically ACM, coal, petroleum constituents, PAHs, and heavy metals; the groundwater, specifically 
petroleum constituents and heavy metals; and the sediment in the Ash Ponds, specifically, PAHs heavy 
metals.  These impacts were inferred to be associated with OHM releases during the property’s former 
use as the Mason Station power plant.  Some of the contaminated areas have been remediated to the 
satisfaction of the MEDEP; however, areas of contaminated soil, groundwater, and potentially 
contaminated soil vapor remain at the Mason Station property and potentially remain at some Site parcels. 



 
 
Ransom Project 131.06156.009  Page 37 
P:\2013\131.06156\Point East_Birch Pond Road\Phase I_Point East\Text_Rev1.docx February 5, 2016  

In 2005 and 2006, approximately 4,500 tons of petroleum-impacted soil and approximately 250 tons of 
petroleum-impacted gravel at the Former Oil Tank area was excavated and disposed off-site.  In 2006, 
approximately 443 tons of lead-impacted surficial soil in the vicinity of the Former Oil Tanks was also 
excavated and disposed off-site and an approximate 4-foot layer of clean fill was reportedly placed over 
the residual petroleum- and lead-impacted soils.  The remedial actions and confirmatory sampling results 
were reviewed by MEDEP, and no further clean-up action was required.  

In February 2007, MEDEP issued a “Certification for RCRA Closure for the Southern Peninsula 
Including the Tank Farm”, which indicated that the former Mason Station property met MEDEP’s clean-
up goal for the identified lead- and petroleum-impacted soils, and no known hazardous waste or 
hazardous wastes residuals remain at the southern portion of the Mason Station property (referred to as 
the Ice Pond Lots and Hilton Pond Lots).   

In 2007, MEDEP stated that approximately 95 percent of the residual coal material had been removed 
from the former Mason Station property in the coal yard areas.  However, an estimated 1,500 to 2,000 
cubic yards of coal and co-mingled materials still remained at that time in the vicinity of the northern 
portion the Mason Station property, specifically in the vicinity of the North Point Lots.  During the 
subsequent coal removal activities, a 4-to 6-inch thick seam of coal about 2 feet bgs was observed at the 
northern extent of coal excavation in the vicinity of the North Point Lots.  Removal of this seam was 
discontinued because the excavation was approaching a fill area suspected of containing asbestos at the 
northern portion of the Mason Station peninsula. 

Based on the results of previous investigations and remedial activities, no evidence of PCB-impacted 
media has been noted at any of the Site parcels; however, numerous documented OHM releases 
containing non-regulated concentrations of PCBs have been reported to MEDEP at off-site portions of the 
former Mason Station property.  These known releases have reportedly been investigated and/or 
remediated to the satisfaction of the MEDEP; however, the MEDEP recommended that additional 
characterization and investigation of the presence of potential PCBs in off-site portions of the former 
Mason Station property is likely necessary.  

7.2 Conclusions  

Ransom has completed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and 
limitations of ASTM E 1527-13 for the property located on Birch Point Road in the Town of Wiscasset, 
Lincoln County, Maine.  Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 1.4 of 
this report.  This assessment has revealed no evidence of RECs in connection with the Site, except for the 
following: 

1. The license permitting the operation of the Ash Ponds has expired, and the Ash Ponds are 
no longer in operation.  A plan titled Closure Plan for Decommissioning of Wastewater 
Treatment (Ash) Ponds (August 14, 2006) was prepared by Ransom was approved with 
conditions by the MEDEP on September 7, 2006; however, decommissioning activities 
were not completed by the owner at that time.  Decommissioning and closure activities 
proposed by Ransom include pumping out the remaining water in the Ash Ponds, 
dewatering and removal of the remaining sediment, offsite disposal of sediment/water 
waste (disposal characterization testing would likely be required by the accepting 
disposal facility), excavation and removal of asphalt liners, confirmatory soil sampling 
beneath the liners for laboratory analysis various parameters.  This plan should be 
updated, approved, and completed in order to properly decommission the Ash Ponds. 
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2. Shallow soil beneath the Mason Station roadways has been previously identified to 
contain PAHs and petroleum constituents above their respective MEDEP RAGs.  The 
presence of these impacted soils was inferred to be attributed to a black coal ash layer 
observed throughout the former Mason Station property, past oiling of the roadways to 
control dust, and/or a byproduct of the asphalt pavement.  Therefore, it’s possible that the 
coal ash and elevated concentrations of PAHs and petroleum constituents are present at 
the Site properties due to their close proximity to the roadways;   

3. Several PAHs and metals were detected in the marine sediment along the shore adjacent 
to the Ash Ponds at concentrations above NOAA screening values for marine sediment; 
and  

4. Petroleum-impacted soils were previously identified to remain at the Site in the vicinity 
of the Former Oil Tanks (in particular Former Oil Tank No. 3).  In 2007, the MEDEP 
determined that the residual impacted soils could remain in place, and do not pose a risk 
to human health or the environment at that time.  However; the potential residual 
petroleum-impacted soil, groundwater, and/or soil vapor associated with the Former Oil 
Tanks may be present at the Site at concentrations that exceed MEDEP’s current 
guidance values for various exposure scenarios (i.e., residential, park user, commercial 
worker, and excavation/construction worker). 

7.3 Opinions 

Based on Site observations and the findings of this assessment, it is Ransom’s opinion that historical Site 
operations, and current and historical offsite operations, may have impacted the soil, groundwater, and/or 
soil vapor conditions exist at the Site.  Therefore, additional investigation is warranted to address the 
above-stated RECs, document current Site conditions in relation to current regulatory clean up guidelines, 
and identify whether remediation or mitigation measures are necessary to eliminate these potential health 
and environmental risks at the Site.   
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8.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 

Ransom recommends that a Site-Specific Quality Assurance Project Plan (SSQAPP) be developed and a 
Phase II ESA be implemented to evaluate current soil, groundwater, and soil vapor conditions at the Site 
relative to current MEDEP and/or U.S. EPA exposure risk guidelines and/or standards.  Findings from the 
additional investigation should be used to evaluate potential health and environmental risks associated 
with the Site property and identify whether remediation or mitigation measures are necessary to eliminate 
these potential health and environmental risks.   

In addition to those items and findings discussed above, certain ASTM non-scope considerations were 
reviewed and identified in connection with the Site that represents potential environmental risk and 
requires state and/or federal regulatory compliance:   

1. During previous investigations, Ransom identified fill and demolition debris, including 
apparent ACM, was identified, and still remains, on one Site parcel (North Point Lot 79) 
and nearby, off-site parcels (Lots 73, 74, 75, and 76) of the Mason Station Peninsula.  A 
closure plan for the fill area located on the northern portion of the peninsula (located in 
the vicinity of the North Point Lots) was developed by Ransom and submitted to the 
MEDEP in 2006.  Closure activities proposed by Ransom include disposal of surface 
debris containing ACM, enhancing the stabilization of the shoreline to secure historic fill 
containing ACM, implementation of a closure system for the landward portion of the 
historic fill area containing ACM, providing a deed-restricted buffer adjacent to the fill 
area, and establishing an ongoing maintenance program.  North Point Lots 77 and 79 are 
included in this closure plan.  MEDEP approved this plan on July 1, 2008; Ransom 
recommends that this closure plan be updated to meet current regulatory guidelines 
and/or standards. 

2. Based on the age of the Maintenance Building (circa 1950), Ash Pond Pump House (circa 
1980), and Hilton Pond Pump House (circa 1941), it is possible that ACBM, LBP, PCB-
containing fluorescent light ballasts, mercury-containing fluorescent lamps, and other 
potential universal wastes exist at the Site.  If the redevelopment of the Site will involve 
renovation or demolition of these buildings, Ransom recommends that a HMI be 
conducted concurrent with the recommended Phase II ESA.  
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9.0 ADDITIONAL SERVICES AND NON-SCOPE CONSIDERATIONS 

9.1 Additional Services 

No additional services beyond the standard scope of services prescribed by ASTM E 1527-13 were 
requested by LCRPC. 

9.2 Non-Scope Considerations 

The following environmental issues are outside the scope (non-scope considerations) of the standard 
practice defined by ASTM E 1527-13.  This Phase I ESA does not identify or evaluate these non-scope 
considerations: 

1. Asbestos-containing building materials; 

2. PCBs in building materials; 

3. Radon; 

4. Lead-based paint; 

5. Lead in drinking water; 

6. Wetlands; 

7. Regulatory compliance; 

8. Cultural and historical resources; 

9. Industrial hygiene; 

10. Health and safety; 

11. Ecological resources; 

12. Endangered species; 

13. Indoor air quality; 

14. High-voltage power lines;  

15. Biological agents; and/or 

16. Mold. 
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View of the front and side of the Lot 15 Site Building.  
View is to the south, from South Point Drive. 

 View of the Lot 15 (left) and Lot 12 (right) Site Buildings. 
View is to the southwest, from South Point Drive. 

 View of the front and side of the Lot 12 Site Building.  
View is to the east, from South Point Drive. 

Basement of the Lot 15 Site Building (basement of the Lot 12 
Site Building is similar). 

 Partially full containers various sizes of fluids (i.e. paint 
thinner, paints, sealer, etc.), located in Lot 15 Site Building. 

Hot water heater in the Lot 12 Site Building (hot water 
heater in the Lot 15 Site Building is similar). 
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 Kitchen of the Lot 12 Site Building (kitchen of the Lot 15 
Site Building is similar). 

 

 Dining room of the Lot 12 Site Building (dining room of the 
Lot 15 Site Building is similar). 

 A bathroom in the Lot 12 Site Building (bathrooms in the 
Lot 15 Site Building are similar). 

 Typical bedroom in the Lot 15 Site Building (bedrooms in 
the Lot 12 Site Building are similar). 

View of Ice Pond Lots (Lots 42 – 60).  
View is to the southwest. 

 View of Ice Pond Lots (Lots 48 – 53), with the Mason 
Station property in the background. View is to the northeast. 
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View of Hilton Pond Lots (Lots 19 – 36, and 61 – 66) and the 

Hilton Pond Pump House. View is to the west. 
Ash Pond 1. View is looking to the northeast. 

 

 Ash Pond 4. View is looking to the northeast. 

 

 View of the Ash Pond Pump House, with the Mason Station 
property in the background. View is to the north. 

 
View front and side of the Maintenance Building. View is to 

the east, from East Point Drive. 
 Interior storage/work space of the Maintenance Building. 
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 Interior office space of the Maintenance Building. 
 

 De minimus staining on concrete flooring beneath 
equipment stored in the Maintenance Building. 

 View of Ice Pond Lots (Lots 42 – 60).  
View is to the southwest. 

 View of Ice Pond Lots (Lots 42 – 60).  
View is to the southwest. 
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Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-001 Account 2 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012
Previous Owner
FPL ENERGY MASON, LLC
ATTN:  FPL CORPORATE TAX - CTX/JB
PO BOX 14000
JUNO BEACH FL 33408

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
Zoned on card as #24 MASON STATION PLANT SITE.  On
zoning map it is zoned #15-SHORELAND BUSINESS.
2002-Changed acreage to 33.19 per map and deleted acct.
#2200 to coincide with the tax map. Former BK435 PG448
2004-PREVIOUS OWNER:  FPLE ENERGY MASON, LLC 
BK2477 PG2
2006-Lot #1 Point East Maritime Village Plan - 45.68 frontage.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.
 

1 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 25 SHORELAND BUSINESS II

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price 3,900,000
Sale Type 2 Land & Buildings

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 100 % 0
0.1121 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015

2009

900,000
900,000
56,700
75,800
75,800
75,830
75,800
75,800
75,800
75,800
75,800
75,800

3,000,000
3,000,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

75,800
75,800
75,800
75,800

3,900,000
3,900,000

56,700
75,800
75,800

75,800
75,800

0
0
0
0

75,830

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.11



Map Lot R07A-001 Account 2 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/20151 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-002 Account 2073 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #2 POINT EAST MARITME VILLAGE PLAN - 65.94
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

3 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1525 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

66,200
279,100
279,100
223,300
223,300
223,300
223,300
223,300
223,300
223,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

223,300
223,300
223,300
223,300

66,200
279,100
279,100
223,300
223,300

0
0
0
0

223,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.15



Map Lot R07A-002 Account 2073 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/20153 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-003 Account 2074 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #3 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 73.83
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

5 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1925 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

74,500
280,200
280,200
224,180
224,200
224,200
224,200
224,200
224,200
224,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

224,200
224,200
224,200
224,200

74,500
280,200
280,200
224,180
224,200

0
0
0
0

224,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.19



Map Lot R07A-003 Account 2074 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/20155 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-004 Account 2075 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #4 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 73.12
FRONTAGE.
2009-Permit for home but may just be a foundation.  6-2-09:
Listed 32x28 Uncapped Foundation as "Capped" with 50%
Functional discount.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

7 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1625 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

68,400
279,400
279,400
223,520
223,500
223,500
223,500
223,500
223,500
223,500

0
0
0

6,640
6,600
6,600
6,600
6,600
6,600
6,600

0
0
0
0
0
0

230,100
230,100
230,100
230,100

68,400
279,400
279,400
230,160
230,100

0
0
0
0

230,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.16



Map Lot R07A-004 Account 2075 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/20157 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

50 CAPPED

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%2008 896 3 100 4 0 50
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-005 Account 2076 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #5 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 67.72
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

9 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.2825 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

90,500
282,700
282,700
226,160
226,200
226,200
226,200
226,200
226,200
226,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

226,200
226,200
226,200
226,200

90,500
282,700
282,700
226,160
226,200

0
0
0
0

226,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.28



Map Lot R07A-005 Account 2076 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/20159 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-006 Account 2077 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #6 POINT EAST MARITME VILLAGE PLAN - 67.28
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

11 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.3325 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

98,200
284,100
284,100
227,260
227,300
227,300
227,300
227,300
227,300
227,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

227,300
227,300
227,300
227,300

98,200
284,100
284,100
227,260
227,300

0
0
0
0

227,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.33



Map Lot R07A-006 Account 2077 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201511 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-007 Account 2078 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #7 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 66'
FRONTAGE.
2009-Permit for a home
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

13 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.2125 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

78,400
280,800
280,800
224,620
224,600
224,600
224,600
224,600
224,600
224,600

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

224,600
224,600
224,600
224,600

78,400
280,800
280,800
224,620
224,600

0
0
0
0

224,600

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.21



Map Lot R07A-007 Account 2078 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201513 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-008 Account 2080 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #8 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 82.62
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

15 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.2125 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

78,400
280,800
280,800
224,620
224,600
224,600
224,600
224,600
224,600
224,600

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

224,600
224,600
224,600
224,600

78,400
280,800
280,800
224,620
224,600

0
0
0
0

224,600

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.21



Map Lot R07A-008 Account 2080 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201515 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-009 Account 2081 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #9 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 82.64
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

17 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1925 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

74,500
280,200
280,200
224,180
224,200
224,200
224,200
224,200
224,200
224,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

224,200
224,200
224,200
224,200

74,500
280,200
280,200
224,180
224,200

0
0
0
0

224,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.19



Map Lot R07A-009 Account 2081 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201517 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-010 Account 2082 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #10 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 61.08
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

19 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1425 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100

0
0
0
0

223,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.14



Map Lot R07A-010 Account 2082 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201519 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-011 Account 2128 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #11 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 61.08
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

21 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1425 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100

0
0
0
0

223,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.14



Map Lot R07A-011 Account 2128 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201521 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-012 Account 2135 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2013
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #12 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 61.08
FRONTAGE.
2013-This property is now tax acquired by town, removed
from tax rolls.

23 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities 2 Public Water

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

3 Public Sewer

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2013
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1425 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

0
268,700
324,500
324,470
324,500
324,500
301,200
301,200
301,200
301,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

524,300
524,300
524,300

64,000
547,600
603,400
547,550
547,600

524,300
0
0
0

547,600

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.14



Map Lot R07A-012 Account 2135 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201523 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

11 1

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
21 Open Frame
21 Open Frame
21 Open Frame
11 1
11 1
11 1
1 ONE STORY
90 BSMT ENTRY......

2006
2006
2006
2006
2006
2006
2006
2006
2006

114
104
162
114
48
196
132
112
20

4 100
4 100
4 100
4 100
4 100
4 100
4 100
4 100
3 100

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

1 Conventional

1
0
5 One & 3/4 Story

2 WOOD SHINGLE

1 Asphalt Shingles

0
0
0
2006
0

1 Concrete

4 Full Basement

0
1 Dry Basement

1 Typical

9 None

1 Full

0%
4 Good 105%

1435
6 Good

0%
100%
9 None

100%
None

5 Estimated

5 Estimate

0
0  0

1 Hot Water BB

1 Refrig A/C

1 GOOD

1 GOOD

5
3
3
2
0
1

0
100%

100%



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-013 Account 2139 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

25 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1425 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100

0
0
0
0

223,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.14



Map Lot R07A-013 Account 2139 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201525 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0

100%

100%



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-014 Account 2141 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #14 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 52.27
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

27 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1425 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

223,100
223,100
223,100
223,100

64,000
278,900
278,900
223,080
223,100

0
0
0
0

223,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.14



Map Lot R07A-014 Account 2141 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201527 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0

100%

100%



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-015 Account 2167 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2013

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #15 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 60.09
FRONTAGE.
2008-NEW HOUSE TOO
2013-This property is now tax acquired by the town, removed
from tax rolls.

29 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities 2 Public Water

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

3 Public Sewer

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2013
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 100 % 0
0.1725 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

70,500
279,700
279,700
223,740
223,700
223,700
223,700
223,700
223,700
223,700

0
0

201,900
246,960
247,000
247,000
247,000
247,000
247,000
247,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

470,700
470,700
470,700

70,500
279,700
481,600
470,700
470,700

470,700
0
0
0

470,700

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.17



Map Lot R07A-015 Account 2167 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/02/201529 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

21 Open Frame

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
21 Open Frame
90 BSMT ENTRY......
1 ONE STORY
11 1
21 Open Frame

2007
2007
2007
2007
2007
2007

117
126
25
126
78
78

4 100
4 100
3 100
4 100
4 100
4 100

4
4
4
4
4
4

0
0
0
0
0
0

100
100
100
100
100
100

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

1 Conventional

1
0
2 Two Story

2 WOOD SHINGLE

1 Asphalt Shingles

0
0
0
2007
0

1 Concrete

4 Full Basement

0
1 Dry Basement

1 Typical

9 None

1 Full

0%
4 Good 105%

1245
6 Good

0%
100%
9 None

100%
None

0

0

0
0  0

1 Hot Water BB

1 Refrig A/C

1 GOOD

1 GOOD

5
4
3
1
0
0

0
100%

100%



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-016 Account 2169 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT @16 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 50.15
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

31 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.1625 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

68,400
279,400
279,400
113,520
113,500
113,500
113,500
113,500
113,500
113,500

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

113,500
113,500
113,500
113,500

68,400
279,400
279,400
113,520
113,500

0
0
0
0

113,500

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.16



Map Lot R07A-016 Account 2169 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201531 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-017 Account 2173 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #17 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 44.07
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

33 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.1625 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

68,400
279,400
279,400
113,520
113,500
113,500
113,500
113,500
113,500
113,500

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

113,500
113,500
113,500
113,500

68,400
279,400
279,400
113,520
113,500

0
0
0
0

113,500

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.16



Map Lot R07A-017 Account 2173 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201533 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-018 Account 2194 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #18 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 61.53
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

35 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.2425 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

83,800
281,600
281,600
115,280
115,300
115,300
115,300
115,300
115,300
115,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

115,300
115,300
115,300
115,300

83,800
281,600
281,600
115,280
115,300

0
0
0
0

115,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.24



Map Lot R07A-018 Account 2194 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201535 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-019 Account 2195 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #19 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 59.14
FRONTAGE.
2012    -Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure
of 2009 tax lien.

34 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1021 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

46,400
38,300
38,300
38,250
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

46,400
38,300
38,300
38,250
38,300

0
0
0
0

38,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.10



Map Lot R07A-019 Account 2195 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201534 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-020 Account 2196 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #20 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 30'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

32 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.1725 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

70,500
142,200
142,200
113,740
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700

70,500
142,200
142,200
113,740
113,700

0
0
0
0

113,700

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.17



Map Lot R07A-020 Account 2196 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201532 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-021 Account 2201 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #21 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 50.17
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

30 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.1725 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

70,500
142,200
142,200
113,740
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700

70,500
142,200
142,200
113,740
113,700

0
0
0
0

113,700

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.17



Map Lot R07A-021 Account 2201 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201530 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-022 Account 2203 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #22 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 50'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

28 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.1525 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

66,200
141,600
141,600
113,300
113,300
113,300
113,300
113,300
113,300
113,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

113,300
113,300
113,300
113,300

66,200
141,600
141,600
113,300
113,300

0
0
0
0

113,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.15



Map Lot R07A-022 Account 2203 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201528 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-023 Account 2205 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #23 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 50'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

26 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.1725 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

70,500
142,200
142,200
113,740
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

113,700
113,700
113,700
113,700

70,500
142,200
142,200
113,740
113,700

0
0
0
0

113,700

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.17



Map Lot R07A-023 Account 2205 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201526 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-024 Account 2206 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #24 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 50'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

24 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.1825 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

72,500
142,500
142,500
113,960
114,000
114,000
114,000
114,000
114,000
114,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

114,000
114,000
114,000
114,000

72,500
142,500
142,500
113,960
114,000

0
0
0
0

114,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.18



Map Lot R07A-024 Account 2206 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201524 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-025 Account 2218 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #25 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 50.14
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

22 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.1425 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

64,000
141,400
141,400
113,080
113,100
113,100
113,100
113,100
113,100
113,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

113,100
113,100
113,100
113,100

64,000
141,400
141,400
113,080
113,100

0
0
0
0

113,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.14



Map Lot R07A-025 Account 2218 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201522 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-026 Account 2230 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #26 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
177.53 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

20 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.2225 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

80,200
143,600
143,600
114,840
114,800
114,800
114,800
114,800
114,800
114,800

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

114,800
114,800
114,800
114,800

80,200
143,600
143,600
114,840
114,800

0
0
0
0

114,800

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.22



Map Lot R07A-026 Account 2230 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201520 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-027 Account 2238 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #27 ON POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
22.52 FRONTAGE
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

19 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.2121 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

78,400
39,100
39,100
39,080
39,100
39,100
39,100
39,100
39,100
39,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

39,100
39,100
39,100
39,100

78,400
39,100
39,100
39,080
39,100

0
0
0
0

39,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.21



Map Lot R07A-027 Account 2238 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201519 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-028 Account 2239 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #28 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 68.12
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

17 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0921 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

51,300
38,200
38,200
38,180
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

51,300
38,200
38,200
38,180
38,200

0
0
0
0

38,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.09



Map Lot R07A-028 Account 2239 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201517 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-029 Account 2240 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #29 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
100.68 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

15 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1221 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

59,200
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400

59,200
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400

0
0
0
0

38,400

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.12



Map Lot R07A-029 Account 2240 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201515 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-030 Account 2375 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #30 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 50'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

13 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1221 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

59,200
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400

59,200
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400

0
0
0
0

38,400

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.12



Map Lot R07A-030 Account 2375 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201513 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-031 Account 2376 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #31 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 50.05
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

11 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1321 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

61,700
38,500
38,500
38,480
38,500
38,500
38,500
38,500
38,500
38,500

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,500
38,500
38,500
38,500

61,700
38,500
38,500
38,480
38,500

0
0
0
0

38,500

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.13



Map Lot R07A-031 Account 2376 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/201511 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-032-A Account 2377 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT 32A POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 84.22
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

9 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1021 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

46,400
38,300
38,300
38,250
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

46,400
38,300
38,300
38,250
38,300

0
0
0
0

38,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.10



Map Lot R07A-032-A Account 2377 Location Card 1 Of 1 10/27/20159 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-032-B Account 2378 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT 32B POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 33.49
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

7 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.2121 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

78,400
39,100
39,100
39,080
39,100
39,100
39,100
39,100
39,100
39,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

39,100
39,100
39,100
39,100

78,400
39,100
39,100
39,080
39,100

0
0
0
0

39,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.21



Map Lot R07A-032-B Account 2378 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20157 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-033 Account 2379 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #33 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
115.48 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

1 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-033 Account 2379 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20151 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-034 Account 2380 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #34 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 55.14
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

3 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-034 Account 2380 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20153 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-035 Account 2381 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #35 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 77.92
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

5 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.2021 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

76,500
76,500
76,500
39,000
39,000
39,000
39,000
39,000
39,000
39,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

39,000
39,000
39,000
39,000

76,500
76,500
76,500
39,000
39,000

0
0
0
0

39,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.20



Map Lot R07A-035 Account 2381 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20155 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-036 Account 2382 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #36 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 80'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

100 POINT EAST DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1121 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

56,700
75,800
75,800
38,330
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

56,700
75,800
75,800
38,330
38,300

0
0
0
0

38,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.11



Map Lot R07A-036 Account 2382 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015100 POINT EAST DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-037 Account 2383 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT#37 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 120.71
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

2 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-037 Account 2383 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20152 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-038 Account 2384 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #38 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 67.16
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

4 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1021 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

46,400
75,800
75,800
38,250
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

46,400
75,800
75,800
38,250
38,300

0
0
0
0

38,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.10



Map Lot R07A-038 Account 2384 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20154 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-039 Account 2385 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #39 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 61.76
FRONTAGE.
2012-    Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

6 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1021 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

46,400
75,800
75,800
38,250
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

46,400
75,800
75,800
38,250
38,300

0
0
0
0

38,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.10



Map Lot R07A-039 Account 2385 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20156 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-040 Account 2386 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #4 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 103.23
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belong to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

8 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1221 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

50,800
75,900
75,900
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,400
38,400
38,400
38,400

50,800
75,900
75,900
38,400
38,400

0
0
0
0

38,400

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.12



Map Lot R07A-040 Account 2386 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20158 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-041 Account 2387 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #41 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
132.85 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

10 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1121 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

48,600
75,800
75,800
38,330
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

48,600
75,800
75,800
38,330
38,300

0
0
0
0

38,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.11



Map Lot R07A-041 Account 2387 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/201510 SOUTH POINT DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-042 Account 2388 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #42 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
185.36 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

1 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0921 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200

0
0
0
0

38,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.09



Map Lot R07A-042 Account 2388 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20151 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-043 Account 2389 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #43 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
117.16 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

3 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0921 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200

0
0
0
0

38,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.09



Map Lot R07A-043 Account 2389 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20153 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-044 Account 2070 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #44 POINT EAST MARITME VILLAGE PLAN - 90.13
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

5 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-044 Account 2070 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/02/20155 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-045 Account 2390 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #45 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
100.09 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

7 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-045 Account 2390 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20157 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-046 Account 2391 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #46 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
100.09 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

9 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
75,600
75,600
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-046 Account 2391 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20159 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-047 Account 2392 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #47 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
103.99 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

11 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0921 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200

0
0
0
0

38,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.09



Map Lot R07A-047 Account 2392 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201511 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-048 Account 2393 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #48 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
104.24 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

13 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1021 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

46,400
75,800
75,800
38,250
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

46,400
75,800
75,800
38,250
38,300

0
0
0
0

38,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.10



Map Lot R07A-048 Account 2393 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201513 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-049 Account 2394 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #49 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
101.04 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

15 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0921 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200

0
0
0
0

38,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.09



Map Lot R07A-049 Account 2394 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201515 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-050 Account 2395 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #50 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 137.3
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

17 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0621 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

35,900
75,500
75,500
37,950
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

35,900
75,500
75,500
37,950
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.06



Map Lot R07A-050 Account 2395 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201517 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-051 Account 2396 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #51 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
163.42 FRONTAGE.
2/10/11-Added 100% factor on 2nd land line as it was
missing.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

20 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
37,500
37,500
37,500
37,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
37,500
37,500
37,500
37,500

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-051 Account 2396 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201520 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-052 Account 2397 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #52 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 100'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

18 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-052 Account 2397 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201518 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-053 Account 2398 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #53 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 100'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

16 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-053 Account 2398 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201516 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-054 Account 2399 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #54 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
100.15 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

14 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-054 Account 2399 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201514 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-055 Account 2400 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #55 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
100.19 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

12 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0721 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

38,800
38,000
38,000
38,030
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

38,800
38,000
38,000
38,030
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.07



Map Lot R07A-055 Account 2400 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201512 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-056 Account 2401 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #56 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
100.19 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

10 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0721 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

38,800
38,000
38,000
38,030
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

38,800
38,000
38,000
38,030
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.07



Map Lot R07A-056 Account 2401 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201510 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-057 Account 2402 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #57 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
100.19 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

8 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0621 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

35,900
38,000
38,000
37,950
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

35,900
38,000
38,000
37,950
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.06



Map Lot R07A-057 Account 2402 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20158 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-058 Account 2403 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #58 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
110.46 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

6 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0721 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

38,800
38,000
38,000
38,030
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

38,800
38,000
38,000
38,030
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.07



Map Lot R07A-058 Account 2403 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20156 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-059 Account 2404 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #59 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
108.28 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

4 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0821 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

41,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

41,500
38,100
38,100
38,100
38,100

0
0
0
0

38,100

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.08



Map Lot R07A-059 Account 2404 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20154 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-060 Account 2405 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #60 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
191.32 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

2 MASON STATION LAND
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1021 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

46,400
38,300
38,300
38,250
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,300
38,300
38,300
38,300

46,400
38,300
38,300
38,250
38,300

0
0
0
0

38,300

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.10



Map Lot R07A-060 Account 2405 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20152 MASON STATION LAND
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-061 Account 2406 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #61 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
157.16 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

21 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0721 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.07



Map Lot R07A-061 Account 2406 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201521 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-062 Account 2407 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #62 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 100'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

23 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0721 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.07



Map Lot R07A-062 Account 2407 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201523 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-063 Account 2408 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #63 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 100'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

25 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0721 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.07



Map Lot R07A-063 Account 2408 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201525 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-064 Account 2409 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #64 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 100'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

27 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0721 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.07



Map Lot R07A-064 Account 2409 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201527 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-065 Account 2410 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #65 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 100'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

29 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0721 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,000
38,000
38,000
38,000

38,800
75,500
75,500
38,030
38,000

0
0
0
0

38,000

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.07



Map Lot R07A-065 Account 2410 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201529 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-066 Account 2411 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #66 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
195.08 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

31 WESTERLY WAY
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.0921 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,200
38,200
38,200
38,200

44,000
75,700
75,700
38,180
38,200

0
0
0
0

38,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.09



Map Lot R07A-066 Account 2411 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201531 WESTERLY WAY
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-067 Account 2412 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #67 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 55.94
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

1 NORTH POINT ROAD
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1921 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

63,900
38,900
38,900
38,930
38,900
38,900
38,900
38,900
38,900
38,900

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,900
38,900
38,900
38,900

63,900
38,900
38,900
38,930
38,900

0
0
0
0

38,900

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.19



Map Lot R07A-067 Account 2412 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20151 NORTH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-068 Account 2413 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #68 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 55.16
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

3 NORTH POINT ROAD
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1921 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

63,900
38,900
38,900
38,930
38,900
38,900
38,900
38,900
38,900
38,900

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,900
38,900
38,900
38,900

63,900
38,900
38,900
38,930
38,900

0
0
0
0

38,900

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.19



Map Lot R07A-068 Account 2413 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20153 NORTH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-069 Account 2414 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #69 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 87.76
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

7 NORTH POINT ROAD
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.2321 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

70,300
39,200
39,200
39,230
39,200
39,200
39,200
39,200
39,200
39,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

39,200
39,200
39,200
39,200

70,300
39,200
39,200
39,230
39,200

0
0
0
0

39,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.23



Map Lot R07A-069 Account 2414 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20157 NORTH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-070 Account 2415 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #70 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
135.47 FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

11 NORTH POINT ROAD
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.2521 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

73,300
39,400
39,400
39,380
39,400
39,400
39,400
39,400
39,400
39,400

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

39,400
39,400
39,400
39,400

73,300
39,400
39,400
39,380
39,400

0
0
0
0

39,400

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.25



Map Lot R07A-070 Account 2415 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201511 NORTH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-071 Account 2416 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #71 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 82'
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

13 NORTH POINT ROAD
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0020 50 % 6
0.1621 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

58,600
38,700
38,700
38,700
38,700
38,700
38,700
38,700
38,700
38,700

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

38,700
38,700
38,700
38,700

58,600
38,700
38,700
38,700
38,700

0
0
0
0

38,700

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.16



Map Lot R07A-071 Account 2416 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201513 NORTH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-077 Account 2421 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-LOT #77 POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN - 67.2
FRONTAGE.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

6 NORTH POINT ROAD
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0022 50 % 6
0.2923 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

92,100
145,500
145,500
145,480
145,500
145,500
145,500
145,500
145,500
145,500

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

145,500
145,500
145,500
145,500

92,100
145,500
145,500
145,480
145,500

0
0
0
0

145,500

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.29



Map Lot R07A-077 Account 2421 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/20156 NORTH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-082 Account 2425 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-COMMON AREA POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE PLAN -
30.37 FRONTAGE.
2007-Corrected lot numbers. This lot now pier Condo with 5
levels.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

11 POINT EAST DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
0.2825 100 % 0

%
%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

65,400
145,200
145,200
116,160
116,200
116,200
116,200
116,200
116,200
116,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

116,200
116,200
116,200
116,200

65,400
145,200
145,200
116,160
116,200

0
0
0
0

116,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 0.28



Map Lot R07A-082 Account 2425 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201511 POINT EAST DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-083 Account 2426 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-COMMON AREA E POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE
PLAN - 119.73 FRONTAGE.
2007-CORRETED LOT NUMBERS.  THIS LOT NOW PIER TWO
CONDO WITH 6 LEVELS.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

21 POINT EAST DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
1.0025 100 % 0
0.0931 100 % 0

%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

77,000
166,200
166,200
133,170
133,200
133,200
133,200
133,200
133,200
133,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

133,200
133,200
133,200
133,200

77,000
166,200
166,200
133,170
133,200

0
0
0
0

133,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 1.09



Map Lot R07A-083 Account 2426 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201521 POINT EAST DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-084 Account 2427 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-COMMON AREA H POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE
PLAN - 186.77 FRONTAGE.
2007-CORRECTED LOT NUMBERS.  THIS LOT NOW PIER
THREE CONDO WITH 6 LEVELS.
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

31 POINT EAST DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
1.0021 100 % 0
0.3031 100 % 0

%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

49,700
148,900
148,900
121,400
121,400
121,400
121,400
121,400
121,400
121,400

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

121,400
121,400
121,400
121,400

49,700
148,900
148,900
121,400
121,400

0
0
0
0

121,400

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 1.30



Map Lot R07A-084 Account 2427 Location Card 1 Of 1 11/06/201531 POINT EAST DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0



Sale Data

Map Lot R07A-085 Account 2428 Location Card 1 Of 2 11/06/2015
WISCASSET, INHABITANTS OF

51 BATH ROAD
WISCASSET ME 04578
B3208P307
Previous Owner
MASON STATION LLC
485 WEST PUTNAM AVENUE
GREENWICH CT 06830
Sale Date: 4/01/2012

Inspection Witnessed By:

X Date

Notes:
2006-COMMON AREA F POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE
PLAN - 67.2 FRONTAGE.
2007-CORRECTED LOT NUMBERS.  THIS LOT NOW PIER 4 &
PIER 5 CONDO WITH 6 LEVELS EACH-WILL BE ONE CARD
FOR EACH CONDO UNIT (BUILDING).
2012-Now belongs to Town of Wiscasset per foreclosure of
2009 tax lien.

41 POINT EAST DRIVE
Property Data Assessment Record

Neighborhood 111 MASON LANDING

Tree Growth Year 0
FARM LAND YEAR 0
OPEN SPACE YEAR 0
Zone/Land Use 14 SHORE RESIDENTIA

Secondary Zone

Topography

1.Level
2.Rolling
3.Above St

8.Rough
9.

7.Steep4.Below St
5.Low
6.Swampy

1 Level

Utilities

1.Public
2.Water
3.Sewer

8.
9.None

7.Cesspool4.Dr Well
5.DUG/LAKE
6.Septic

9
NoWater/NoSewe
r

Street 1 Paved

1.Paved
2.Semi Imp
3.Gravel

8.
9.NoStreet

7.4.Proposed
5.Private
6.Pub Eas

TREE GROWTH PLAN 0
CONSERV  EASE 0

Sale Date 4/01/2012
Price
Sale Type 1 Land Only       

1.Land
2.L & B
3.Building

8.
9.

7.4.Mobile
5.Other
6.

Financing 9 Unknown         
1.Convent
2.FHA/VA
3.Assumed

8.
9.Unknown

7.4.Seller
5.Private
6.Cash

Validity 6 Exempt Property 
1.Valid
2.Related
3.Distress

8.Other
9.Foreclose

7.Renovate4.Split
5.Partial
6.Exempt

Verified 5 Public Record   
1.Buyer
2.Seller
3.Lender

8.Other
9.

7.Family4.Agent
5.Pub Rec
6.MLS

Year Land Buildings Exempt Total

Land Data
Front Foot Influence

Codes11.Regular Lot
12.Delta Triangle
13.Nabla Triangle
14.Rear Land
15.Front Foot

InfluenceEffectiveType Frontage Depth Factor Code
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Square Feet
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Acreage/Sites
1.0024 50 % 6
1.0025 100 % 0
0.8631 100 % 0

%
%
%
%

16.Regular Lot
17.Secondary Site
18.Secondary Site
19.Condominium
20.Base Homesite 

Square Foot

1.Open Space
2.Neighborhood A
3.Topography
4.Size/Shape
5.Access
6.Restriction
7.Corner/Locatio
8.View/Environ
9.Fract  Share

21.HS Size Adj
22.Base Waterfron
23.Deep WF Size A

Fract. Acre

Acres
24.Base Waterfron
25.Shallow WF Siz
26.Base Water Inf
27.Influence W Si
28.Rear Land 1-10
29.Rear Land 11-2

Acres
30.Rear 20+
31.Waterfront Rea
32.Open Space
33.RestrictEsm
34.PASTURE 1
35.HORTICULTURAL-
36.Pasture 3
37.Softwood
38.Mixed Wood
39.Hardwood
40.Wasteland
41.CAMP SITE
42.Mobile Home Si
43.Condo Site
44.Site Improveme

WISCASSET

No./Date Description Date Insp.

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

2012
2013
2014
2015

2011

33,900
176,200
176,200
143,180
143,200
143,200
143,200
143,200
143,200
143,200

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

143,200
143,200
143,200
143,200

33,900
176,200
176,200
143,180
143,200

0
0
0
0

143,200

45.CAMP SITE
46.PAVING/00

Total Acreage 1.86



Map Lot R07A-085 Account 2428 Location Card 1 Of 2 11/06/201541 POINT EAST DRIVE
WISCASSET

1.ONE STORY FRAM
2.TWO STORY FRAM
3.THREE STORY FR
4.1 & 1/2 STORY 
5.1 & 3/4 STORY 
6.2 & 1/2 STORY 
21.Open Frame Por
22.Encl Frame Por
23.Frame Garage
24.Frame Shed
25.Frame Bay Wind
26.1SFr Overhang
27.Unfin Basement
28.Unfinished Att
29.Finished Attic

Additions, Outbuildings & Improvements
Type Year Units Grade Cond Phys. Funct. Sound Value

%%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%
%

Building Style
1.Conv.
2.Ranch
3.R Ranch

10.Double 
11.Multi

9.Other5.Colonial
6.Split
7.Mod/Cont

SF Bsmt Living Layout
1.Typical
2.Inadeq
3.

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Dwelling Units
Other Units
Stories
1.1
2.2
3.3

8.
9.

7.4.1.5
5.1.75
6.2.5

Exterior Walls

Roof Surface
1.Asphalt
2.Slate
3.Metal

8.
9.

7.4.Composit
5.Wood
6.Other

SF Masonry Trim
OPEN-3-CUSTOM
OPEN-4-CUSTOM
Year Built
Year Remodeled
Foundation
1.Concrete
2.C Block
3.Br/Stone

8.
9.

7.4.Wood
5.Slab
6.Piers

Basement
1.1/4 Bmt
2.1/2 Bmt
3.3/4 Bmt

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Bmt
5.None
6.

Bsmt Gar # Cars

Fin Bsmt Grade
HEARTH
Heat Type
1.HWBB
2.HWCI
3.H Pump 7.Electric

8.Fl/Wall

9.No Heat

4.Steam

10.
5.FWA

Cool Type
1.Refrig
2.Evapor
3.H Pump 6.

7.
8.

4.W&C Air

9.None
5.

Kitchen Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.OLD TYPE 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

Wet Basement
1.Dry
2.Damp
3.Wet

8.
9.

7.4.
5.
6.

Bath(s) Style
1.GOOD
2.TYPICAL
3.Old Type 6.

7.
8.

4.Obsolete

9.None
5.

# Rooms
# Bedrooms
# Full Baths
# Half Baths
# Addn Fixtures
# Fireplaces

Attic
1.1/4 Fin
2.1/2 Fin
3.3/4 Fin

8.
9.None

7.4.Full Fin
5.Fl/Stair
6.

Insulation
1.Full
2.Heavy
3.Capped

8.
9.None

7.4.Minimal
5.Unknown
6.

Unfinished %
Grade & Factor
1.E Grade
2.D Grade
3.C Grade

8.AA++Grad
9.Same

7.AA+ Grad4.B Grade
5.A Grade
6.AA Grade

SQFT (Footprint)
Condition
1.Poor
2.Fair
3.Avg-

8.Exc
9.Same

7.V G4.Avg
5.Avg+
6.Good

Phys. % Good
Funct. % Good
Functional Code
1.Incomp
2.O-Built
3.Defmaint

8.OTHER
9.None

7.LAYOUT4.SMALL
5.CDU
6.STYLE

Econ. % Good
Economic Code
0.None
1.Location
2.Encroach

8.
9.

9.None3.Services
4.Traffic
8.Other

Entrance Code
1.Interior
2.Refusal
3.Informed

8.
9.

7.4.Vacant
5.Estimate
6.

Information Code
1.Owner
2.Relative
3.Tenant

8.
9.

7.4.Agent
5.Estimate
6.OtherDate Inspected

11.

4.Cape 12.Cot.8.Log

1.CLAP
2.WD SH
3.COMP

10.
11.

9.OTHER5.T-111
6.BR/STONE
7.NOV

4.ASB/ASP 12.8.AL/VIN

6.GravWA

12.

0

0













































































































































Ext.: Telephone: (207) 626-9679 Zip Code: 04330 st at e . ME 

Town: AUGUS'rA Address: EDISON DRIVE 

Name(Last, First. MI): CMP, PAT ZABROCKI 

CORR, MARY Investigator(s) 
Wells Impacted: 0 Wells At Risk: O 17. 5 Response Time involved: 

Incident Code: C - LI - S - A ('f'able E) 

Detection Method: 6 L (Table D) (Table C) Cause: 01 
1330 Time Reported: 07, 1997 Date Reported: May 

07, 1997 Da t e Of Spill: May 

(Table 8) Product Actually Found: 06 
Time Of Spill: 

(Table B) Product Reported Spilled: 06 

(Gallc'•OS, <..'.Iii>' C' Yr.··cJ:;;, 
Pounds, Bdcr~J5) 

0. 99 u Amount Spilled: Spill Type:~ (Table A) 

Longicude W: Latitude N: 

Local Name: Minor Civil Division: WISCASSET 

26288 Location ID: Address: MASON STA'l'ION 

Name of Spill Location: CMP 

Comments: PRODUCT SPILLED WAS #6 AND #2 USED TO THIN IT 
Ex~: Telephone: (207) 626-9679 Zip Code: 04330 Stace: ME 

Town: AUGUSTA Address: EDISON DRIVE 
Na.'Ue (Last. First, MI) CMP 

0154 -97 
fINAL Report St.atus: 

Spill Number A 

MAINE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
OIL & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS REPORT FORM 



Number of Tanks Abandoned: Tank Registration Number: 

Technical Services Referral: From Hazardous waste Fund: N 
N Insurance Fund Claim: From Ground Water Fund: N 
N 

'.:II Third Party Damage Claim Expected: 
Enforcement Referral: N 

Expenditure (s}: 
From Surface Water Fund: 

Disposa_ Info: 
Contaminated Soil: 

(Table I<) Method: Recovered: Product Other 
('l'able K) Method: c 9. 99 G Spilled Product Recovered: 

0154 - 97 A- Spill Number: 



Around the perimeter of the tank are two fiber drains. These drains could collect water 
from the bermed area, or collect any oil moving away from the tank. The lines empty 

The Coast Guard also conducted an inspection of the entire facility on June 13. 

I learned that there were 39 holes found after the cleaning process. The bottom of the 
tank was be inspected by magnetic resonance on June 16, to find the thickness of the 
bottom, and to assess the appropriate repair method for the tank. The bottom 
inspection was discontinued after only a third of the floor had been inspected, because 
they found a 75 % failure rate. If this tank is to be used a new bottom will need to be 
installed. 

I observed oil staining along nearly a third of the diameter of the tank. See site 
drawing. Reports indicate that the tank sits on a layer of medium to fine sand 3' to 5' 
thick. Under the tank is a marine clay deposit of 5'. Some oil had entered a part of the 
oil water.separator, but this was a small amount and did not appear to be continuing. 
The discharge pipe had a steady drip ot water, and very little oil. CMP obtained 
permission from Mike Barden of DEP to install a 2000 gallon septic tank as an oil water 
separator in this line to collect any oil prior to the ash pond. We calculated about 52 
gallons were recovered, based on the size of the tank. This stopped after a iew days. 

I was next called June 6, by Adam Durand. He reported that oil had been observed 
coming from the discharge pipe from the oil water separator. No oil was entering the 
separator from the surface, so he was unsure how the oil was entering the separator. 
He reported that staff had closed the exit to the ash pond, where the pipe discharged, 
to contain and collect the oil. Staff were monitoring the pond, monitoring wells on site, 
and the shoreline every 4 hours. I met with him on site to observe the situation. 

On May 7, 1997, this spill was reported as less than 1 O gallons by Pat Zabrocki. This 
132,000 gallon tank had been off line for a number of years with about 1' of# 6 oil. The 
plan was to thin the# 6 with # 2 oil to clean the bottom. This would allow for inspection 
of the tank prior to putting it back in use. She reported that the hole was possibly the 
result of the cleaning process itself. Clean Harbors was doing the cleaning and had 
found holes after removing the rust. She reported that a small quantity of oil had been 
observed at the outside edge of the tank, and that it had been cleaned. 

Masons station 
Birch Point Rd.; Wiscasset 
#6&#2 

Subject: 
Location: 
Product spilled: 

SPILL REPORT 
A-154-97 



M.Corr 

No further action is anticipated. 

I have concluded that no additional work will be required. This is a baseline 1 site that 
nearly meets baseline 2 cleanup standards. While some soil in the top few inches is 
nearly saturated, there is not even enough for it to move due to gravity. If the tank 
bottom is removed prior to tank repair it will be simple to excavate any soil that is 
accessible, but there is no need to require this. I have been informally told that if the 
bottom is removed the soil will be removed. 

• Slight evidence of saturation 
**Water at 21" with a sheen 

I Hole I PIO at 6" I deEth to cla;t I PIO at bottom I 
A Middle of tank West 9.6 ppm 18" 3 ppm 
8* area of holes West 1532 ppm 24" *"' 602 ppm 
C* area of holes East 2062 oom 18" 894 ppm 
D"' Middle of tank East 873 ppm 18'' 511 ppm 
E Center of tank 3815 ppm 17" 1282 ppm 

On September 5, l met with Adam Durand. Five holes had been cut in the floor of the 
tank. We collected two samples at each hole. The material consisted of coarse sand 
and gravel. There was a thin# 6 oil stain at holes C & D. There was a 3" plug of# 6 
oil at hole 8. Clay was encountered between 18" and 24··. 

into an oil water separator. On July 24, Frank Gehrling and Adam Durand were at the 
site to access the extent of contamination around the tank. See Attached summary . 

. This work found no evidence of high contamination levels that would require 
remediation. Some oil (less than a quart) was found in the fiber lines. At the time the 
valve connecting the lines to the oil water separator were closed. There is some 
speculation that at the time of the cleaning the valve was open. It is possible that this 
is how the oil reached the ash pond. 
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14B 

13 

12 

llA. Is the site now or in the past been in a 
predominantly industrial land use? 

l~Is the entire area, within a 2000 foot radius of 
the leak or discharge site, a non-attainment zone? 

!.Q..._Is there potential for vapor problems within buildings13 
or for a confined space explosion hazard? 

i..,_Is the area within 2000 feet downgradient or 
1000 feet upgradient served by a public water supply? 

. ~Does the seasonal low of the water table fall below 9 10 
the top of the underlying aquifer (sand and gravel deposit or bedrock)? If unknown, the answer is yes. 

1-.:_Are the area's gradients approximately horizontal 8 9 
(topographic gradient flat or groundwater gradient <1%)? 

13 11A 
9 Q 

9 CV 
CV N/A 

7 (5> 

12 2B 

2A 

12 

.§_._Is there at least 10 feet of silt and/or clay 
between the contaminated zone and underlying more 
permeable surficial deposits (such as glacial till or 
sand and gravel) or bedrock? 

~Was the release into a silt or clay deposit? 
i_,__Was the release directly into a glacial till deposit? 

J..._Was the release directly into bedrock or is the 
bedrock groundwater system contaminated? 

2B. Is there potential for vapor problems within 
buildings or for a confined space fire or explosion 
hazard? 

~Is the entire area, within a 2000 foot radius 
of the leak or discharge site, a non-attainment zone? 

£...__Is the leak or discharge site located in or over 
a sand and gravel deposit? 

.!..:_Is a public water supply well located within 
2000 feet of the leak or discharge site, or is the site 
located within wellhead protection zones 1 or 2 of 
a public water supply well? 

If "No" 
To 

If "Yes" 
Go To Please circle. our res onses: 

Date: j_ fl _1_J 

Town: 
Site Name, Address: 
Investigator: --'/1_ ..... ·_q-=--"___,Y._ __ C_o_/_/ _ 

I 
/1 «,s » ~ s -f .... f;_,.; 

Spill No.A_ IS<./ _1_) 
DEP HYDROCARBON SPILL DEC:ISION TREE (February 1995> 



NOTE: This form must be included in the case's Spill Report if 
completed by Division of Response Services staff. Other Bureau 
staff must include this documentation in the project file. 

2 

JUSTIFICATION OF ALTERNATE CLEAN-UP GOAL: 

Note: ~here there is significant uncertainty regarding the identity of the product, the lower oil standards shall 
apply; and, in the stringent category, groundwater shall be analyzl?d for MTBE and benzene. 

12. Stringent (ST) Clean-Up Goals Remove all free product. Remove or remediate 
contaminated soil containing greater than 10 ppm total fuel oil or kerosene, or 5 ppm total gasoline as deter~ined 
by DEP·approved laboratory methods. Remediate groundwater containing greater than 50 ug/l total hydrocarbons 
(gasoline, kerosene, or fuel oil by OEP approved laboratory analytical methods or field techniques), 50 ug/l MTBE, 
and 5 ug/l benzene by OEP or EPA approved methods. 13. Intermediate (IN) Clean-Up Goals Remove all free product. Remove or 
remediate contaminated soil containing greater than 10 mg/kg total fuel oil or kerosene, or 5 mg/kg total gasoline 
as determined by OEP·approved laboratory methods or equivalent OEP·approved field techniques. 

14A. Baseline-1 (BLl) Goals Remove all free product. Remove or remediate soil saturated 
with gasoline, kerosene, or fuel oil. 14B. Baseline-2 (BL2) Goals Remomve all free product. Remove or remeaiate contaminated 
soil to: 500·1,000 ppm gasoline or 200·400 ppm heating oil or kerosene, each as measured by the OEP field 
headspace analysis or its Department approved equivalent field method. Other (Specify) : Coq>lete justification below. 

Check clean-up goal decided upon: 
2 
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I uriderstand that compliance with the·above does not define the limits of remediation or release the 
facility owner from responsibility for further remediation .. 1 further understand that should this site-: 
become eligibl~ for coverage of clean-up costs under the insurance provisions of the Ground Wat~r Oil 
Clean-up Fund thatjhe applicant is responsible for all ineligible expenses, and that the state may seek 
reimbursement from the resp;<>nsible party for non-eligible expenditures. 
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:. Facility Name: /1 r.1 J.; ,, -..S -f "" 4. · · :> ' Address: {) , ,,. c i-\ ;:Ju . ' · . r\1. c{ .:::;; 
o~ r~P ~ 
Registration.No. DEP Spill No. A - r ..) <..i · • 1 1 ~ 

Date: ------------ 
1 Y"\1 .....,., tt · [...__.. have investigated /1 <'l s • , .5-/ ~, ~ : .:) ·; 

(stgnature.of DEP Rep) . (facility name) 
site and'find the following actions' necessary before . (agreed date?) 
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J. Bureau of Remediation and Waste Manaqernent 
Response Services Division 

- -· 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
-,~:·. Initial Clean-up Actions Agreement 



Page 1 

CMP has signed my actions agreement. They propose hiring a contractor with an excavator to begin work 
near the oil water separator to: 1. find how the oil is getting into the exit pipe; 2. check the storm water 
collection system; and 3. to try to assess the tank oil collection curtain drain in that area. 

I was called by Adam Durand of CMP. They only completed the magna flux(?) survey over a third of the 
bottom of tank # 3. That third was 75% shot so there wasn't much use in continuing. As you know they 
started in the area fart he st from the holes. The bottom will need to be replaced if the tank is ever to be 
used. As of now, the future of the tank is uncertain. 

corr, Mary A. 
Thursday. July 03, 1997 8,22 AM Kaselis, Rick 
Phillips, Denny 
Tank status ilt Mi.Ison Station 

From1 
Senti 
To: 
Cc:: 
subject: 

J thought 1hey were wasteing their money with the Mag Flux. My big concern is that we do not let them get 
away with leaving the contamination under the tank. I know they may fight this but now that we have #2 oil or 
diesel mix in it will continue leaching. 

Kaselis, Rick 
Thursday, July 03, 1997 8:40 AM 
Corr, Mary A. 
RE: Tank status at Mason S1ation 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Corr, Mary A. 



Enclosure 

re~r-- 
PJanetM. Lagasse 

Environmental T echnician 

Attached please find CentraJ Maine Power Company's oil spill report regarding the spill that occurred 
in Wiscasset at our Mason Station facility on May 16, 1997. If you have any questions regarding this, 
please notify me at (207) 626-9679. 

Dear Mr. Phillips; 

Mr. Denny Phillips 
Department of Environmental Protection 
State House Station 17 
Augusta, Maine 04333 

June 16, 1997 

(207i 626-9000 

Environmental and Licensing FAX 12071 626·9633 

~~ Central Maine Power 

~'~~ Nonh Augusta Office Annex 
~ Edison Drive. Augusta. Maine 04336 

•. 



• 
• 

* TCME: 1:45 PM 
TIME: 
TIME: I :45 PM 

DATE: 5/16/97 
DATE: 
DATE: 5/16/97 

ENVIRONMENTAL USE ONLY 
*OEP CONTACT: DENNY PHILLIPS SPILL NO.: 
*NRC CONTACT: SPILL NO.: 
•coNTACT MADE TO AGENCIES BY: PAT ZABROCKI 
*AMBIENT TESTJNG: 
•cHEHJCAL TESTING: 

DATE: 5/16/97 SUPERV[SOR: NATHAN WH[TAKER 

COMMENTS: CONTRACTORS WERE CLEANING OUT OIL TANKS ANO FIXING Oil TANKS DURING THE SPILL. SPILL COULD HAVE BEEN A DRIP 
FROM THESE VEHICLES. 

I HEREBY CERTIFY TO THE BfST OF HY KNOWl.EOGE TllAT THF. INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS REPORT ANO ATTACHMENTS IS ACCURATE AND COMPLETE. 

NORTHEAST LAB SHEET HO.: N/A (PPM) PCB COHTENT: NONE 

INSURANCE/SERV. REQ. NO.: SAMPLE NO: N/A DIVISION/DISTRICT: MASON STATION 

TIME: l :00 PH DATE: 5/16/97 ENVIRONMENTAL CONTACT: PAT ZABROCKI 

HAKE/ADDRESS/TELEPHONE OF PROPERTY OWNER SUFFERING DAMAGE: 
NONE 

CLEANUP WASTE: l BAG PADS & BURNABLES 

AMOUNT RECOVERED: ALL SIGNS Tl HE: 1 : 00 PM CLEANUP COMPLETION: DATE: 5/16/97 

CLEANUP MEASURES/DESCRIPTION OF ITEMS CLEANED/DEPTH OF SOIL REMOVED: 
BOOMED AREA JN WASTE PONO, PUT DOWN PADS, DUE TO SHALL VOLUME SPJl.L DISPERSED RAPIDLY. 

NAME OF CONTRACTOR USED: N/A CONTRACTOR USED: NO 

CAUSE OF SPILL: SPILL FROM TANKYARD DRAIN #3, FROH TRUCKS OR DRIVEWAY 

VISUAL OBSERVATION OF WATER (OIL SHEEN, CLOUDY, ETC): 
SHEEN IN WASTE POND 

NAME OF WATER BODY: WASTE PONO DID SPILL ENTER WATER: YES 

BASIS FOR ESTIMATE: VISUAL (GALS) 
(OTHER) 

AMOUNT RELEASED: 
<l TEACUP 

OIL TYPE: GAS/DIESEL 

S/N: N/A WEATHER: RAINY EQUIPT. TYPE. MAKE & SIZE: N/A 

COUNTY: LINCOLN ROUTE NO.: TOWN: WISCASSET 

STREET: BIRCH POINT ROAD SPILL LOCATION: MASON SlATION 

To 
* * NPOES/OEP Discharge License No. 

*Duration of Discharge: From 

**********************************************'**************** 
PPM PCB TAGGED: 

REPORT I: 
DATE OF TEST: * HYDRO/FOSSIL FUEL FACILITIES ONLY * 

TIME: 10:00 AH SPILL DATE: 5/16/97 

REPORT 41 
CENTRAL MAINE POWER COMPANY 

OIL SPILL REPORT 

A-15iJ-°J) - 
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Points of Reference 
SP - South of Pump house 
NP - North of Pumphouse 
PH - Pumphouse 
IL - Inside DrainageLine 
OL - Outside Drainage Line 

Results: 
PID Reading Location of Hole: 

Hole# (ppm) Clay Depth Sample Depth Tank Pump house 

SP-IL-1 760 I '7" 1 , 5" 2'6" 19' 

SP-OL-2 0 3'5" 3 '3" 14' 19' 

SP-rL-3 0 l '8" r: ...,, 53' .) 

SP-OL-4 0 2' 1 '3" 14' 53' 

SP-IL-5 0 l '6" l '2" 4' 81' 

SP-OL-6 0 l '2" 9" 15' 81' 

SP-IL-7 0 l , 5" l '3'' 4'6" 122' 

SP-lL-8 0 l '5" 1 ) ...,,, 3' 172' _, 

In determining the extent of the contaminated area resulting from several holes in 
the bottom of Tank #3 which leaked product (#6 fuel oil cut with #2 fuel oil), 
CMP used a backhoe to dig a total of 20 holes in the substrate immediately 
surrounding the tank. The holes were dug on either side of the perimeter drainage 
lines (2) surrounding Tank #3. The holes were dug through the fill layer to the 
marine day layer where a soil sample was taken just above the clay and tested for 
oil contamination with a PID meter calibrated with I 00 ppm Isobutylene and Zero 
air. The results were recorded in parts per million (ppm). In addition, the location 
and depth of each hole was recorded. Please refer to the results section below. 

Summary: 

Adam Doran (E&L), Randy Holbrook (Mason), Herb Lilley (Mason), 
Frank Gerhling (DEP), Jen Jones (E•PRO), Derek Chapman (E•PRO), 
Mark St. Germain (St. Germain and Associates, Inc.) 

Persons involved: 

Date: July 24, 1997 

MASON STATION TANK #3 OIL SPO:.J ... CONTAMINATED AREA DETER..'11NATlO~ 



The perimeter drainage lines flow into the pumphouse and are controlled inside 
with a valve (see attached schematic of the pumphouse and oil/water separator). 
Black oil was visible in the valve pit when the valve controlling the drainage lines 
was opened. On 8/7/97 at 8:00 a.m., Clean Harbors vacuumed out the oil from the 
drainage lines when the valve was opened by Herb Lilley. Approximately I pint of 
oil and 1 quart of oil/water mixture was removed from the drainage lines. 

R~~ults (continued) 
Location of Hole: 

Hole# PPM Clay Depth Sample Degth Tank Pumphouse 

SP-IL-9 0 l '2" l' I" 4' 222' 

SP-IL-10 0 2' l '8" ..... 272' .) 

SP-IL-11 0 I' 4" 1 '2" 2'6" 322' 

NP-IL-12 1180 1'4" l '2" 3'6" 47' 

NP-IL-13 845 l '6" 1 '5" 4'6" 6' 

NP-OL-14 0 3' 2' IO" 14' 12' 

NP-OL-15 0 l '8" IO" 1' out from northern comer of PH 

NP-IL-16 706 1 '9" l '7" 2' 67' 

NP-OL-17 0 l '2" l' 14'6" 47' 

NP-OL-18 0 l' 10" 12'6" 67' 

NP-JL-19 968 l '3" I ' l" 
,.,, 86' .) 

NP-OL-20 0 l '8" I '6" 12' 86' 

* Please ref er to the enclosed map for the locations of each sample site. 

~Qnclusions: The results indicated that the product did not leak outside of the drainage lines that 
run around the perimeter of the tank. 

A - IS" 4 - '1} 
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Drainage within the embankment surrounding Tank No. 3 is collected in 4-in. diameter fiber 
drains that circle the tank and connect to a single catch basin. This collection system is piped to a 
sump in the oil purnphousc adjacent to Tank No. 3. Drainage in the sump is retained by a closed 
valve on a discharge line leading to the ash ponds east of the tank. 

Drainage within the oil terminal enclosure is collected by subsurface drains which circle each of 
the tanks. Tank Nos. 1 and 2 are surrounded by 6-in. diameter tile drains that lead to a drainage 
sump. Drainage that collects in the sump is retained by a closed valve on a discharge line leading 
to Main Pond southwest of the tanks (5). 

Oil Terminnl Drainage 2-02.3 

Tank Nos. 1, 2 and 3 were used for storage of No. 6 fuel oil until 1984 when Mason Station 
temporarily discontinued power generation (5). Between 1988 and July 1991, Tank No. 2 was 
brought on line to supply fuel to the power plant which was operated during periods of peak 
electricity demand. Mason Station was deactivated in July 1991. Tank No. 2 contains 
approximately 60,000 barrels of oil which is currently being sold and hauled off. 

Tank No. 1 formerly had the option of oil supply from a railroad loading dock to the north 
(Figure 2). The tank was connected to the loading dock by a 6·in. diameter pipeline encased in a 
concrete-lined trench. The pipeline is presently capped and has reportedly seldom, if ever, been 
used (5). 

The three tanks were designed for storage of No. 6 fuel oil. The capacity of Tank No. J is 
100,000 barrels; the capacity of Tank Nos. 2 and 3 is 132,000 barrels each. The tanks are supplied 
from tankers which off-load product at the dock east of the site (Figure 2). Oil is conveyed 
between the oil terminal, Mason Station and the dock in two pipelines with diameters of 10 in. 
and 12 in. The pipelines arc supported above ground on concrete footings. The Jines are 
enclosed by a concrete tunnel where they cross the embankment surrounding the tanks (Figure 2). 

An embankment composed of relatively low permeability soils surrounds the three tanks. The 
tanks are also divided by an embankment which separates Tank Nos. 1 and 2 from Tank No. 3 
(Figure 2). The embankments are about 13 ft. high and arc faced on the inside with stone. A 
portion of the embankment material was derived from the site following excavation of soils for 
grading of the oil terminal area. 

The oil terminal site originally sloped downward toward Main Pond to the south and toward a 
former canal to the west. As a result, leveling of the site through cut and fill operations was 
required. A bedrock exposure was encountered during construction of Tank No. l. A detail plan 
for Tank No. 1 locates the bedrock exposure under the western portion of the tank (4). 

Oil Terminal Construction amt Operation 2-02.2 



Ir .. \"'.i\ 
~~ 

CMP indicated that a well near Route J more than 1/4 mile northwest of the site was found to be 
contaminated with gasoline around 1982 (5). The well was installed as an emergency source of 
plant process water should dry conditions limit water supplies normally obtained from Hilton 
Pond. CMP noted that the well was never used (5). Gasoline storage and handling, or accidental 
spills along Route 1 may have resulted in the water quality impact observed at the CMP well. 
CMP reported the water quality problem to DEP (5,'12). 

Four additional underground tanks at the power plant were abandoned by CMP in the spring of 
1990. Prior to abandonment of the tanks, CMP communicated with DEP regarding proper tank 
abandonment procedures (5). The tanks were either located under existing buildings or adjacent 
to structures and therefore could not be removed. The tanks were used to store No. 6 fuel oil for 
power plant start-up. In accordance with DEP recommendations, the tanks were drained then 
filled with concrete or sand. 

No underground storage tanks have been identified at the oil terminal site (5, 11 ). At the nearby 
Mason Station power plant, a 1,000 gallon underground gasoline tank and a J ,000 gallon 
underground diesel tank were removed around 1984. The tanks were reportedly in good 
condition with no evidence of product leakage (5). 

2-04. POTENTIAL OFF-SITE SOURCES OF OIL OR OTHER PETROLEUM 
PRODUCTS 

CMP has maintained product inventory records and conducted periodic visual checks of the oil 
tanks and lines since construction of the facility. Other than those incidents noted above, no 
records of leaks or spills at the oil terminal were identified (5,8,9,10). Each of the three 
above-ground storage tanks passed testing of tank wall thickness in L979. 

CMP also reported an incident involving a spill of about 40 gallons of No. 6 fuel oil during 
transfer of product from one of the tanks in 1987 (5,8,9). The spill was cleaned up by Clean 
Harbors and no further action was recommended by DEP (8). 

CMP reported a spill of No. 6 fuel oil at the oil terminal site in about 1979 when a gauge line 
vent was accidcntly left open (5). The leak occurred along the oil supply line about 50 ft. east of 
Tank No. 3 (Figure 2). The spill was estimated to be about 2 in. thick over an area of about 225 
sq. ft. The spill occurred during the winter, thus the fuel oil was removed as a nearly solidified 
"mat" from the ground surface (5). Under the approval of DEP, the oil recovered from the spill 
site was contained in a shallow trench excavated in natural clay soils (6). The trench was located 
just north of the Mason Station power plant. In 1986 the oil and a limited amount of soil were 
removed from the trench and disposed of at Sawyers landfill facility in Hampden, Maine (7). 

2-03. SITE ENVIRONMENTAL HISTORY 

Discharges to either Main Pond or the ash ponds are permitted only after testing has verified that 
the drainage contains less than 15 parts per million (ppm) oil and grease (5). If petroleum is 
observed in the sumps collecting drainage from Tank Nos. 1, 2 and 3, or is found to exceed the 15 
ppm limit, drainage is routed to an oil/water separator located in the purnphouse adjacent to 
Tank No. 3. 
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VOLUME: • 
(cu.ft.) 

OVER 1811 DIAMETER: • • 
(rurber) 

NE 
2S 

~ATER LEVEL (ft) 
SAG SAMPLES 

JAR SAMPLES 

DEPTH (ft) 

~RY 

VOLUME: • 8" TO 18" DIAMETER: 3 

•AFTER Ceti!PLETED 

BOOLDERS 

WIDTH: 3.4 FEET LENGTH: 12.1 FEET 
APPROXIMATE PIT DIMENSIOHS AT SURFACE 

···a·ottom .. ii'f' .. exi)forii.Han···1t:-·lo·:3· .. 1;:-~····- . 
No Refusal 

TtME• DEPTH 
(hours) (feet) 

DATE 
~TER LEVEL 

10 

Silty CLAY has blocky 
texture frOfll 1.5 to 4.8 ft. 

! 

Brownish-gray silty CLAY, w1fn mottling 
·MARINE DEPOSIT- 

·fill- 

Sl 

26.3 ~~~ Oark brown loamy SILT, with roots 
0.3 .· .» I\ -TOPSOIL· 

Brown gravelly medlun to fine SAND, little 
coarse sand 

u.:i 
1.5 

ELEV./ 
DEPTH 
CfT) 

SAMPLE DEPTH 
RANGE 

D 

DEPTH SAMPLE NUMBER REMARKS VISUAL DESCRIPTION 

16.3 
10.3 

(FT) 

H & A REP D. DEARDEN 

80248·40 
SEE PLAN 

DATE 

FILE No. 
LOCATION 

EQUIPMENT USED JOHN DEERE 3TOB BACKHOE 
29 Hay 1991 

ELEVATION 26.6 
CENTRAL MAINE PO\IER Ceti!PANY 

JACK SHA~ & SONS, INC. 

WISCASSET, MAINE 
!CASON STATION 

CONTRACTOR 

CLIENT 

LOCATIO.. 
PROJECT 

10.3 

TP3 TEST PIT NO. TEST PIT REPORT ~
HALEY & ALDRICH, INC. 

SCARBOROUGH, MAINE 

- 

- 

- •. . ·1 . . ••.. ' . .. ·1 ,' ' . . . •. . . . - . ,.. . . ·' - . 



UATER LEVEL (ft) OVER 18" D IAHETER: 5 "' 
(rnanber) 

VOLUME: = 811 TO 18" DIAMETER: 7 

•AFTER COMPLETED 

2S BAG SAMPLES 
u 

JAR SAMPLES BOULDERS 0.0 
lllDTH: FEET 

0.25 5/29/91 

6.9 DEPTH (ft) FEET LENGTH: TIME"' DEPTH 
(hours) (feet) 

DATE 
SUMMARY APPROXIMATE PIT DIMENSIONS AT SURFACE IJATER LEVEL 

Grayish-brown silty fine SAND, some gravel, 
little medi1.111 sand, trace coarse sand with 
occasional cobbles and boulders 

-GLACIAL TILL· 

23.4 
3.6 

·MARINE DEPOSIT· 

Brown coarse to fine sandy GRAVEL 
-Fill· 

.. : 
i-.. 
i.~ :..,.· .... 
-·· .... 
~~ .,.~ . .... 
ff.·· .... 
'rft"· .... 
!:...~. ~· ~~ i;....::i-----,f-_,l ,__ _ _,6.....,,.9_f ___.. \later seeping slowly at 6.8 Bottom o Exp oration at • t. 

Bedrock Refusal ft· 

25.7 ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-J 
1.3 v.~ Brownish-gray silty CLAY with mottling and 

~ occasional brown silty fine sand layers 

~11 
~~~ 

5.0 
6.0 

S2 

S1 

6 

4 

2.0 
3.0 

2 

0 

!J 

REMARKS VISUAL DESCRIPTION 
ELEV./ DEPTH (FT) 

6.8 VOLIME: - 
(cu.ft.) 

20. 1 
6.9 

SAMPLE 
DEPTH RANGE (FT> 

DEPTH SAMPLE NUMBER 

H & A REP D. DEARDEN 
29 Hay 1991 DUE 

ELEVATION 27.0 

SEE PLAN LOCATION 
80248-40 FILE No. 

EQUIPMENT USED JOHN DEERE 310S BACKHOE 

JACK SHAii & SONS, INC. 

CENTRAL MAINE POIJER COMPANY 

UISCASSET, MAINE 
MASON STATION 

CONTRACTOR 

CLIENT 

LOCATION 
PROJECT 

TP4 TEST PIT NO. TEST PIT REPORT ~
HALEY & ALDRICH, INC. SCARBOROUGH, MAINE 



~KALEY l ALDRICH, INC. TEST REPORT 801UNG NO. MW2 SCARBOROUGH, BORING MAINE 

PROJECT MASON STATION HYOROGEOLOGIC EVALUATION, WISCASSET, MAINE FILE NO. 80248-40 
CLIENT CENTRAL MAINE PO'JER C°"PANY SHEET NO. 1 Of 2 
CONTRACTOR MAINE TEST BORINGS, INC. LOCATION SEE PLAN 

ITEl4 CASING DRIVE CORE DRILLING EOUIPHENT & PROCEDURES SAMPLER BARREL ELEVATION 26.4 
TYPE HW SS NX RIG TYPE HOBllE 847 BOMBARDIER DAHM NGVD 
UISIDE Dl"4ETER (IN) 4.0 1 3/8 2.0 BIT TYPE ROLLER BIT START 16 Hay 1991 DRILL HUO - NONE 
HAMMER \/EIGHT (LB) 300 140 - OTHER FINISH 16 Hay 1991 
HAMMER FALL {IN) 16 30 - DRILLER M. COFFIN 

H & A REP O. DEARDEN 

DEPTH CASING SAMPLER SAMPLE SAMPLE ELEV./ BLOIJS BLOWS NUMBER & DEPTH DEPTH VISUAL DESCRIPTtOlf AllD REMARKS (FT) PER FT PER 6 IN RECOVERY (FT> (FT) 
... u 4 sl 0.0 Mediun dense brown med1un to fine SANO, trace 

8 311 2.0 gravel and coarse sand 
8 ·FILL· ,, 24.4 
11 S2 2.0 2.0 ~~ Very stiff brownish-gray clayey SILT (sa~ler 
17 311 4.0 contained sand and gravel, probably from upper 
20 

~~ 
2.0 ft.) 

24 
8 S3 

~ 

4.0 
~ 

Very stiff grayish-brown silty CLAY, trace 
5 9 1511 6.0 ~ 

gravel with occasional grayish-brown fine ... 10 sandy silt se8111S, with mottling v. 
v I~: ·MARINE DEPOSIT· 
6 S4 

~ 

6.0 Very stiff grayish-brown clayey SILT, trace 
9 24'' 8.0 fine sand, with occasional grayish-brown silty 

11 mediun to fine sand seams 
40 18.4 ~ ~~ NOTE: Water encountered at 7.2 ft. 

8.0 Bedrock. encountereo at 8.0 ft. 
Advanced roller bit to 8.2 ft. 
Begin NX rock core at 8.2 ft. (See Core Boring 
Report) 

WATER LEVEL DATA SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION SUMMARY 
DATE ELAPSED DEPTH (FT.) TO: 0 I OPEN END "" 

OVERBURDEN (LIN FT) 8.0 TIME :TIHE (HR) DUI 1'-" DUI I .... WATER T THIN WALL TUBE ROCIC CORED (Liii FT) 10.0 OF CASIHC OF HOLE 
5/16/91 0740 0.50 8.0 7.Z U UNDISTURBED SAMPLE S"4PLES 4S . S SPLIT SPOON 

BORlHG NO. MW2 
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GROUNDWATER WELL NO. i'tWZ J<.~'J\ Haley & Aldrich.' Inc. OBSERVATION WELL REPORT FILE NO. 802f18-ti0 Portland. Maine 

PROJECT MASON STATION BORING NO. MW2 
LOCATION WISCASSET, MAINE LOCATION SEE PLAN 
CLIENT 

CENTRAL MAINE POWER COMPANY 

CONTRACTOR MAINE TEST BORINGS, INC. INSTALLATION DATE 16 NAY 91 

DRILLER M. COF.FIN H&A REP D. DEAR DE~ 

_._ELEVATION OR STICKUP ABOVE/&8::GllJ 3.2 ft. 
SURVEY .a GROUND SURFACE OF CASING OR 
DATUM NGVD ROADWAY BOX 

ELEVATION OR STICKUP ABOVE/ 8E.ww 3. l ft. , __ 
GROUND GROUND SURFACE OF RISER PIPE 
ELEVATION 26.4 

,, ,~ ,,, "" ., ., ......... , ~ .. ,, \....,.."".,,~ 
~THICKNESS OF SURFACE SEAL 2 • 2 fc • Cement 

-SAND FILL- 0.5 ft TYPE OF SURFACE SEAL Bentonite/Cemenr 
[INDICATE ALL SEALS SHOWING J 
DEPTH, THICKNESS ANO TYPE 

Bentonite 

2.0 ft l'.l 

- TYPE OF CASING Stand2i2e 
-CLAY A..~D w 3.0 in. ....J SILT- INSIDE DIAMETER OF CASING c( 

0 2.2 ft L, i - EC:E¥01TIOWDEPTH OF BOTTOM 2.3 f~. (/l 

0 

I 
OF CASING I- -MARINE 

I- 
0 DEPOSIT- z - 
(/l 

INSIDE DIAMETER OF RISER PIPE 2.0 in. z 
0 
i== TYPE OF BACKFILL AROUND RISER Filter Sang Ci ~ 
z 

- DIAMETER OF 80RE!-iOLE 4.5 in. 0 
0 
....J Filter Sand 
0 8.0 ft 
(/l 

11 
J_ ELE'1'/1'FIO~UDEPTH OF BOTTOM OF RISER 

UJ 
N 

3.3 ft er ....._ 
c( 
.::: -HIGA TYPE OF POINT OR MANUFACTURER SCH 40 PVC ~ 
:::) SCHIST- 0 c (/) 

SCREEN GAUGE OR SIZE OF OPENINGS 0.010 in. 0 

-BEDROCK- I'' •'U DIAMETER OF WELLPOINT 2 .0 in. o~ 

~ 
0 0 

TYPE OF BACKFILL AROUND POINT Filt~r Sand I - .. , . El('l"'l0WOEPTH OF BOTTOM OF POINT l z. J ft 
17.3 ft. 18.2 ft. -ELE'o'MIOWDEPTH OF BOTTOM Subsurface Well OF BOREHOLE 

Conditions Materials 
[FIGURES REFER TO: EL. J DEPTH y 

[ s.s fc, l[ 6.4 r e , .. 14.Q ft, = 2Q,4 ft. J 
LENGTH OF CASING ( L J l LENGTH OF RISER PIPE t L 

1 
l LENGTH OF POINT Cl 1 l PAY LENGTH 

l ---- -. - 
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Enclosure 

~SWHIT)J;~ 
Gary R. M~er, P;E. 
Geotechnical Practice Leader 

Sincerely, 

Two (2) copies of this report have been submitted to SMRT, and one (1) to your 
attention. We trust that the infonnation contained in this report is adequate for 
your present requirements. Please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned at 
your convenience with any questions. 

The intent of this report is to provide preliminary information for initial project 
planning and permitting purposes. A geotechnical report with more detailed 
geotechnical recommendations is currently being completed, and will be 
submitted under separate cover. 

Jacques Whitford Company, Inc. (Jacques Whitford) is pleased to submit this 
Geotechnical Engineering Report which has been prepared pursuant to our 
revised proposal PNHP877R2, dated October 1, 2004. The geotechnical 
exploration program and the data collected is subject to the limitations that are 
included in section 6 of this report. 
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.At the time of the explorations, the site was occupied by the 4±-story steel-frame Mason Station power 
plant main building, a guyed steel telecommunications tower, three (3) above-ground 40±~foot high fuel 
storage above-ground storage tanks (ASTs) four ash ponds, a fixed pier, a rail line, fence-enclosed, 

The extent of the property and our study are indicated on Figure 2. The Site surrounds the Central 
Maine Power Company (CMP) substation on 3 sides and is almost entirely surroundedby tidal water. 
The onf y current land access is via a gated entrance off Birch Point Road at the south end of the Site . 

The Site, known the existing Mason Station and proposed Maritime Village, is located on the west 
shore of the Sheeppscot River, at the confluence of the Back River, in Wiscassett, Maine, 
approximately 1 mile south of the Route 1 bridge, as indicated on Figure 1. Historically, the site has 
been used as a fossli-fuel burning power plant. From review of historic USGS topography, the site 
shoreline has not changed dramatically since 1893. However, the ground surface topogrpahy has been 
altered since the construction of two secondary containment berms at the south end of the site, and 
overall grading and filling within the north and east areas of the site. 

2.1 Site Description 

The site description is based on our site reconnaissance completed at the time of the explorations, as 
well as review of site plans and surveys provided to us by others. The proposed development layout, 
grading, usage, and loading is based on our discussions with SMRT, and review of conceptual site 
design plans provided by SMRT. 

2.0 SITE AND PROJECT INFORMATION 

The scope of services does not include environmental opinions on soil and groundwater conditions, or 
regulatory compliance. It is important to note that this report is subject to the limitations included in 
Section 7. 

The scope of services included test boring and test pit explorations with associated field testing, soil 
sampling, and laboratory testing. This report presents our findings of th~ site observations and 
explorations, and provides geotechnical recommendations for the project's earthwork, and design and 
construction of proposed foundations, floor slabs, and. pavements based upon the proposed 
development information understood at the time of this study. 

Jacques Whitford Company Inc. (Jacques Whitford) has carried out a geotechnical exploration program 
and completed this report for the proposed Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine (Site). The work has 
been completed pursuant to our October 1, 2004 proposal to National RE/sources (Client). The 
purpose of these services was to provide geotechnical data for initial planning and permitting purposes. 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 
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The "east area" of the Site is indicated on Figure 2, and is defined as the area south of the Mason 
Station main building, east of the substation, and north of the existing bermed above-ground storage 
tank (ASn area. It is proposed that this area will be developed with two 6-story "wharf dwellings", and 3 
smaller one-story commercial buildings. The east area is currently occupied by four asphalt-lined "ash 
ponds", above-ground fence-enclosed distribution pipes, four buildings, and grassed and paved areas. 
The four buildings include two one-story office/maintenance structures occupied by CMP and 
Wiscasset Water District, a small. brick structure housing the gate valves for the ponds, and a brick 
structure housing the gate valve and trash racks for inlet water used by the Mason Station . main 

East Area 

The "north area" of the Site is indicated on Figure 2, and is defined as the area north of the CMP 
substation yard, and the Mason Station main building, and it is proposed that this area will be 
developed with single family residences. The north area is currently occupied by the guyed 
telecommunications tower, rail line, unpaved access roads, an open field, and dense trees, which 
border the shoreline. Existing grades in the north end range from EL (El.) 0 at the shorelines of Hilton 
Cove and Sheepscot River, to as high as El. 32 feet near the rail line. According to contractors and 
former Mason Station employees, and as observed along the faces of some un-vegetated slopes, the 
north area has been significantly filled with excess materials from Site construction activities, and with 
excess coal. At the time of our exploration program, earthwork and landscaping work were taking place 
along the north shoreline. Areas of rack outcrops, visually observed to be metamorphic schist, were 
also observed along the north area shoreline. 

North Area 

SMRT provided Jacques Whitford with an electronic copy of a plan titled "Boundary Survey", prepared 
by Maine Coast Surveying, revised October 5, 2004, and this plan is the basis for Figure 2. Ground 
surface elevations are noted to reference NGVD (1929) benchmarks. The Site is divided into the north, 
east, south, and west areas as indicated on Figure 2, for purposes of discussion in this report. 

Preliminary review of plans provided by former Mason Station employees indicates that the existing 
main building is supported directly on bedrock, and required substantial rock excavation to construct 
foundations, and sub-floor vaults and chases. The plans indicate that the AST's are supported on 
conventional shallow ring foundations. The southern-most AST experienced several inches differential 
settlement under full loading conditions (est. 2,500 psf uniform loading), and required remedial 
geotechnical work to restore tank design grades. 

above-ground distribution pipes, paved access roads and lots, and several smaller buildings and tanks, 
as indicated on Figure 2. The remainder of the site is generally open grassed land and pavement, or 
densely wooded. Based on "Boundary Survey", prepared by Maine Coast Surveying, revised October 
5, 2004, the Site topography ranges between roughly El. 40 at the highest point on the AST berm, to El. 
0 along the shoreline. 
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lt is anticipated that the single-family residences proposed in the north area, as well as the shingle 
lodge, cottages, duplexes and townhouses planned in the south and west areas, will be wood-framed, 
2- to 3-story buildings with basements. The six-story wharf dwellings in the east area are anticipated to 

In general, it is anticipated that proposed grades will follow existing topography with the notable 
exceptions described below. Overall, filling is anticipated along the shoreline areas to raise main floors 
of building$ above flood levels and potential wave action. In the east area, it is anticipated that the ash 
ponds will be remediated and filled, and some cuts and additional fills of up to 5± feet will be required 
surrounding the ash ponds to moderate the existing topography. In the south area, the existing above 
ground storage tank containment berms will be cut as much as 10± to 15± feet, and adjacent areas 
raised as much as 5± feet to establish exterior grades in that area. 

It is our understanding that the proposed grading for the Site has not presently been established. 
Assumptions have therefore been made for the purposes· of this report. If actual grades vary 
significantly (±2 feet} from those assumed herein, Jacques Whitford should be contacted to review the· 
final grading plan and review these recommendations. 

. 2.2 Project Description 

The "west area" of the Site is indicated on Figure 2, and is defined as the area south of the CMP 
substation, and west of the main entrance road. It is proposed that this area will be developed with 
three rows of residential buildings. The west area is currently occupied by the rail line, wooded, and 
open grassed areas, and an unpaved access road. Existing grades in the west area range from El. 0 at 
the shorelines of Hilton Pond and Hilton Cove, to El. 30 feet at the rail line . 

West Area 

The "south area" of the Site is indicated on Figure 2, and is defined as the area south of the ash ponds, 
and the CMP substation, and east of the main entrance road. The south area is planned to be 
developed with a 3-story "shingle lodge" and 2- to 3-story residential buildings. The south area is 
currently occupied by three above-ground bulk storage tanks (currently empty) the surrounding earthen 
containment berm, and wooded and grassed areas. In addition, the south area is occupied the above 
ground distribution pipes, and wooded and grassed areas. Existing grades in the south area range 
from El. 0 at shoreline with Jee Pond, to El. 40 feet at the top of the berm. 

South Area 

building. Existing grades in the east area range from El. 0 at the shoreline of the Sheepscot River, to 
El. 28 feet near the substation. According to former employees. and contractors, the ash pond area was 
formerly occupied by a large building associated with a former dam which abutted the east area, as 
indicated on Figure 2. 
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Rock coring to confirm and classify the un,derlying bedrock was not authorized or requested as part of · 
this study. Due to the deep, ·oversized fills and rubble encountered in the east (ash pond) area, rock 

East Coast .Explorations, Inc. was retained to drill the test borings using a rubber-tired all-terrain rig 
mounted CME 550 drill rig with 3%-inch l.D. hollow stem augers. Hollow stern methods were selected 
for their typically faster drilling production. However, auger refusal was encountered at several 
locations, and commonly within the east area within the fill. Test borings were advanced to depths 
between 7± and 39± feet below existing grades. Soil samples were typically obtained at the ground 
surface and at 5-foot vertical increments or less. Test boring soil sampling consisted of driving a 24- 
inch long, .2-iryc.h outside diameter split spoon sampler with·a 140:-pound hammer falling 30 inches, in 
general accordance with ASTM 01586, the Standard Penetration test {SPT). In areas of known berm 
fill, split spoon sampling was started at the approximate base elevation of the berm, Auger cuttings 
were observed as the auger advanced throughout the berm fill. The number of blows required to drive 
the sampler for each 6 inches of penetration was recorded. The number of blows required to drive the 
sampler from 6 to 18 inches of penetration is the SPT blow count measured in. blows per foot (bpf), a 
commonly-used indicator of soil density and consistency. Upon completion, the boreholes were 
backfilled with drill cuttings and patched with asphalt or concrete where necessary. 

I . 

Jacques Whitford has completed several subsurface explorations as part of prior environmental studies 
for National RE/sources at this site. The explorations consisted of Geoprobe ® borings and shallow test 
pits, at the locations indicated on Figure 2. These prior explorations were performed for environmental 
studies, and do not contain soil strength data. The general strata depths from these prior exploratlons 
were referenced on a limited basis as part of this study. The Geoprobe ®and test pit logs have been 
submitted under separate report cover. 

Subsurface explorations were completed between October 22 and November. 3, 2004 and included 
twenty-two hollow stem auger test borings (801 through 822) and seventeen test pits (TP01 through 
TP17). Figure 2 presents the exploration locations and the logs are attached in Appendix A. The 
borings and test pits were laid out referencing physical site features. A Jacques Whitford geologist 
observed and logged the explorations. USCS soil classifications were reviewed by a Jacques Whitford 
geotechnical engineer. 

3.0 EXPLORATION PROCEDURES 

It is our understanding that the proposed structural information, such as column/bay spacing, wall and 
columns loads and building construction materials, have not been determined at the time of this report. 
Conceptually, the six-story wharf dwellings will have interior and exterior column loads on the order of 
500 kips and 300 kips, respectively, and wall footing loads of approximately 4 to 6 kips per foot. 

be 'steel and masonry consfructlon, and include one level of below-grade parking. The single-story 
commercial buildings in the east area are expected to be constructed at or near existing grades. 



5 

{NHP04288 - Maritime Vilfage Geoteohnical.DOC- 05125105) 
©Jacques Whitford, 2005 

Index testing included Atterberg Limits tests (ASTM D 4318) on two (2) clay samples from 801 to 
determine plasticity and assist with soil classification. Moisture content tests (f.STM D 2216) were 
performed on sixty-eight (68) silt or clay soil samples to preliminarily assess soil stability, void ratio, and 

The soil samples were returned to Jacques Whitford's laboratory for further classification and index 
testing. Soil samples were visually classified in general accordance with the visual-manual method 
(AST!\11D2488). Samples which underwent index testing were re-classified in general accordance with 
the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS) (ASTM D 2487). The laboratory test results (Gradation 
Curves, Soil Plasticity) and a Summary of Material Properties are included in Appendix B. 

4.0 LABORATORY PROCEDURES 

All soil samples recovered were stored in new glass jars with threaded lids and returned to our 
laboratory for classification and testing. Samples remaining after testing will be stored for a period of 
60 days following the date of this report; at which time they will be disposed of unless we have been 
notified otherwise. 

Reasonable efforts were made to restore site conditions following the explorations, including backfilling 
of boreholes and test pits, cold-patching paved surfaces, and smoothing ruts in non-paved areas. In 
addition, Jacques Whitford retained Jack Shaw & Sons to replace the guide posts surrounding the ash 
ponds, as several posts needed to be removed in order to provide access with the drill rig to those 
locations. It is anticipated that borehole and test pit . backfill will settle over time, requiring that the 
property owner periodically check, and patch these areas in order to provide continued pedestrian 
safe.ty and vehicle access. 

The exploration locations were selected based upon a site layout provided by a 2004 SMRT conceptual 
site layout available at the time. Exploration locations were modified slightly, due to limitations of 
gaining equipment access to the areas of the ash ponds, and to the east of the existing berms. Figure 2 
is based on a more recent May 5, 2005 Concept Site Plan by SMRT, which indicates some changes in 
building layout. Further, it is our understanding that additional site layout changes may be made. As 
such, the explorations performed as part of this study may not coincide with the latest site layout, and 
additional exploration is likely to be warranted once the final design is selected. 

. l 

Test pits were excavated by Jack Shaw & Sons, Inc. using a Caterpillar 307C tracked excavator with a 
30-inch toothed bucket. The test pits were advanced to depths of 2± and, 10~±feet below the existing 
ground surface, with bulk soil samples obtained at selected locations. The degree of excavation 
difficulty is noted on the test pit logs in Appendix A. Groundwater levels were measured in the test pits . 
upon completion. These levels may not have had time to equilibrate and actual groundwater levels 
probably differ. 

coring is recommended to distinguish whether auger refusal was due to cobbles, boulders, rubble fill, 
very dense till, or bedrock. This is especially of concern if pile foundations are selected for this area. 
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In general, the Site is underlain by highly variable fill, localized deposits of organic mateirals, glacio- . . 

marine clay, and glacial till, overlying bedrock. The fill material varies from re-worked earth and rock, to 
rubble and debris, and mixtures thereof. The fill did not appear to be "engineered fill'' selected, placed 
and compacted for the purposes of structural support. The glacio-marine clay stratum is known as 
"Presumpscot Formation". The clay typically has a generally stiff to hard "crust", decreasing in strength 
with greater depth and water content; until becoming very soft, compressible, and unstable, in some 
cases. The glacial till at the Site was observed to be dense, and classified as either coarse- or. fine 
grained, frequently with nearly equal percentages of fines and aggregate. Based on rock outcrops and 
test pits, the underlying bedrock visually appeared to be a hard, dark-gray metamorphic rock, such as 
schist of sedimentary origin. Groundwater levels varied across the Site from at the ground surface, to 
19± feet below, the current ground surface grades. 

The subsurface conditions encountered at the test boring and test pit locations are described in detail 
on the Borehole Records and Test Pit Records in Appendix A of this report, and are summarized in the 
paragraphs below. The soil and groundwater conditions described below are based on widely spaced 
subsurface explorations and variations ·in subsurface conditions during construction should be 
anticipated. A summary of the encountered subsurface conditions is included as Table 1 of this report. 

5.0 SUMMARIZED SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

The soil samples collected as part of this project were screened with a Photo-Ionization Detector (Pl D), 
to assess for the presence of organic vapors, which may be indicative of common petroleum- and 
solvent-related compounds in the soil. The PIO readings are noted in the PIO column of the borehole 
logs, enclosed ln Appendix A. The recorded PIO readings were below the instrument's detection level 
of 1 PPM, or . within reasonable backqround levels. As part of the visual-manual procedure for 
describing and identifying soils (ASTM D 2488), the collected soil samples were visually assessed for 
the presence of obvious petroleum-like staining, and/or foreign content, indicative of common 
petroleum- and solvent-related compounds. This procedure also includes noti.ng obvious petroleum-like 
or foreign odors. Significant petroleum-like odors were not observed with this method in the collected 
soil samples. It is noted, however, that apparent coal fragments, and rubble (brick, concrete, etc.) were 
encountered, as noted on the borehole and test pit logs. 

material reuse. Washed-sieve gradation tests (ASTM D 422 I 1140) without hydrometer testing, were 
performed on three (3) representative berm fill bulk samples to assess material re-use, and assist with 
classification. P200 testing (ASTM D 1140), was performed on two additional soil samples to assess 
percentage of fines (silt and clay), and to assist with soil classification and evaluating the feasibility of 
material re-use. In addition, field measurements of clay strength were confirmed with the use of 
Humboldt pocket penetrometer and/or a Torvane ® CL-600A instrument, following manufacturer's 
recommended methods. 
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The ten Subsurface explorations in the East Area consisted of eight test borings 801, 803 through 809. 
and two test pits, TP01 and TP16. In general,.beneath the surficial material of pavement, grass, leaves 
and/or surficial organics, the explorations indicate that the east area is underlain by widely varying fill, 
clay, deep organic materials, wood, till and bedrock. It is understood from historical information, that the 
area currently occupied by the ash ponds, was once occupied by a building, related to a former dam, 

. . ' 
which once abutted the south east corner of the ash pond area. It is suspected that remnants of the 
buried structure are responalole for the difficult dr'illing and miscellaneous fill materials encountered in 

5.2 East Area 

Groundwater was observed on the top of the bedrock surface at 2± feet in TP10 during the course of 
excavating the test pits, and not encountered in the remaining test pits. The test pits were immediately 
backfilled, hence these do not represent long-term equilibrated water levels. 

Gray schist weathered bedrock was encountered in TP10 and TP11 at depths of 1%± and 5± feet 
below existing ground surface, respectively. Excavation into the rock was very difficult, resulting in 
"bucket refusal" within only inches below the observed top of the bedrock. 

The glacial till stratum was encountered only in TP12, and consisted of light brown clayey sand with 
gravel (SC) and cobbles/boulders from 3%± feet to the termination of the test pit at. 9± feet below 
existing ground surface. Excavation effort was generally difficult, indicating a dense to very dense 
relative density. 

The native glacio-marine clay, classified predominantly as lean clay (CL to CL-ML), was encountered in 
the test pits beneath the fill, ranging from 'V2± to at least 1 O feet i!1 thickness. The undrained shear 
strength of the· clay generally decreased with depth, from 2+ tons per square foot (tsf) to 0. 7 tsf, 
indicating a hard to stiff consistency. Excavation effort ranged from moderate to very difficult. TP13 
encountered a 3±-foot diameter boulder at a depth of 2 feet within the clay stratum. Although not 
encountered in the test pits,. prior explorations indicate the presence of soft clays locally ln the north 
area, beginning at a depth of 10± feet below grade. 

Seven of the eight test pits encountered variable fill, which ranged from silty sand, clayey sand, and 
silty clay, with varying amounts of gravel, roots, metal, brick, cobbles, boulders, and coal to depths of 
Y:z± to 4± feet (El. 8± to El. 27±) below the ground .surface. Excavation effort ranged between easy to 
moderate, suggesting a generally variable, loose to medium dense relative density. 

Subsurface explorations in the North Area consisted of eight test pits TP06, TP10 through TP15, and 
TP17. In general, beneath the surficial material of grass, leaves and surflcial organics, the north area is 
underlain by variable fill, clay, till and bedrock. 

I 

5.1 North Area 
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Glacial till consisting of brown and gray silty to clayey fine to coarse sand with gravel (SM, SC) and little 
cobbles/boulders was encountered in borings 804, 808 and TP01 at depths of 1± to 8%± feet (El. 6± to 
El. 21±) below existing ground surface to the termination of the borings. The recorded SPT N-values 
ranged between 19 and 51, and excavation effort was moderate to difficult, indicating a dense relative 
density. 801 may have encountered glacial till beneath the clay at a depth of 15.5± feet (El. 11.5±), 

Silty,·clay (CL-ML) was encountered within 3± feet of the ground surface in 801, BOS, 808, and 809, 
located upland of the ash ponds. The undrained shear strength of the clay ranged from 0.1 to 2.5 tons 
per square foot (tsf) indicating a hard, decreasing with depth to very soft, consistency. The very soft 
zone of the clay was observed where the clay extended to depths of about 15± feet (El. 11± to El. 12±) 
in 801 and 809. TP16 also encountered the clay strata, observed to be very stiff, with measured 
undrained shear strength of 1.8 tsf, immediately beneath the rock fill (El. 6±). Atterberg Limits testing on 
two samples from 801 indicate the clay is classified as lean clay (CL), plotting near the A-Line 
(boundary line between predominantly silt vs. predominantly clay) with Liquid Limits, and Plasticity 
Indices of 39 to 41, and 17 to 21, respectively. 

Beneath the fill, 807 encountered a 5±-foot thick layer of dark brown fibrous peat with wood starting at 
El. 2± to the termination depth of the boring at El. -3± on cobbles/boulders or bedrock. The SPT N 
value of the peat was 19, which was likely due to the wood content, and is not indicative of the strength 
of the peat deposit. 

Within the fill, 806 encountered predominantly wood from EL -6± to EL -19±. This wood may indicate a 
timber pile used to support the former structure(s) at that location, or possibly timber cribbing or framing 
associated with the dam works or building demolition debris. 

The fill encountered in 803, 804, 806, and 807 within the area of the existing ash ponds, consisted of 
widely varying gradations of sand, gravel, silt, clay, and organics, with varying amounts of roots, coal, 
wood, cobbles and boulders to depths of 8}'2 ±to at least 38± feet (EL 6± to El -24±) below existing 
grade. The recorded SPT N-values also varied widely, between 5 and 79 bpf, indicating an erratic 
relative density. The high N-values are likely due to cobbles, boulders and/or rubble encountered within 
the fill, and are not necessarily indicative of the soil strength. The fill encountered in TP16, was 
apparent blasted rock, with fragments as large as 4± feet, and extended to a depth of 6± feet (EL 5±) 
below existing ground surface. The excavation effort was difficult to very difficult. Multiple attempts were 
made to advance the test borings through the fill, and it is considered very likely that the blasted rock 
encountered in TP16 was responsible for the shallow auger refusal encountered in several test boring 
attempts in the east area. The fill encountered in 801 was observed to be granular, medium dense 
sand and silty sand to depths of 3± feet, and not apparently related to the fill type encountered in the 
area of the ash ponds. 

806 and 807. Difficult drilling, which was also encountered in 803, is also Hkely due to rock fill, 
assumed to have been excavated during construction of the adjacent Mason Station main building. The 
rock fill was evident in TP16, and can be observed along the east area shoreline. 
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With the exception of 814, 815, 816, TP02, and TP04, the south area explorations encountered olive 
brown to gray silty clay (CL-ML), in some cases fissured, mottled or blocky, immediately below the 
surficial materials and fill at depths of 1± to 14± feet bel.ow existing grades. The clay thickness ranged 
between 6± and 22± feet. Silt and sand seanis became prevalent in the lower portions of the clay 
stratum. The silt and sand layers within the clay had varying effects of the clay properties, in some 
cases increasing N-values to 50 bpf as in 812. The undrained shear strength of the clay ranged from 
02 to 2.5 tons per square foot (tsf) indicating a very soft to very $tiff consistency. 

Explorations 814, 815, 816, and TP05, located beyond the berms, encountered more granular (SW, 
SW-SM, SM) sand with gravel, with occasional roots and rubble content. SPT's in the fill beyond the 
berms ranged widely from 6 to 61 bpf, indicating loose to dense materials. The high N-values may be 
influenced from cobbles and boulders, and not necessarily indicative of soil strength. 

With the exception of 809, 810, 817, and 818, the south area explorations encountered fill to depths of 
1 ± to at least 14± feet (El. 28± to El. 10± or below}. The explorations indicated that the berms· are 
comprised of a mixture of silty sand (SM) and silty clay (CL) fill with occasional rubble fragments and 
cobbles, and boulders. Gradations of the berm fill samples from TP02, TP03, and TP04, and P200 of a 
sample from 815, are included in Appendix 8. Although SPT's were not obtained from the berm fills, 
excavations were noted as easy' to moderate, indicating a generally loose to medium dense relative 
density. 

Fourteen subsurface explorations were completed in the south area, consisting of ten test borings, B 1 O 
through 818, and four test pits, TP02 through TPOS. Six explorations, 811, 812, 813, TP02, TP03, and 
TP04, were advanced through the berms. In general, the south area explorations encountered a similar 
stratigraphy comprised of fill, clay and glacial till. 

5 .. 3 South Area 

Groundwater was observed during drilling at eight of the ten east area explorations at depths ranging 
between 5± and 16± feet (El. -1 to El. 21±) below the existing ground surface. 801-was left open in 
order to measure water levels following a 5-day equilibration period. The remaining explorations were 
backfilled immediately upon completion, and these water level readings do not necessarily represent 
equilibrated levels at those locations. 

Weathered gray schist bedrock was encountered in TP01 at 3%± feet (El. 18.5±) feet below existing 
ground surface. Auger refusal in 801 and 803 through 809 at depths of 7± to 38± feet (EL 15± to El. - 
24±) may be indicative of bedrock, however, confirmatory rock coring was not performed, and refusal 
may be due to cobbles or boulders, or in the cases of 803 and 806, rubble fill. 

however, auger refusal was encountered before an adequate sample was recovered to confirm this. A 
P200 of the till sample from 808, as shown on the Gradation Curves in Appendix B, indicates 38% silt 
and clay content. 
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Four of the west area explorations were advanced to sufficient depths to encounter glacial till, 
consisting of silty to clayey sand· with gravel (SM, SC) at depths between 7 ·and 13%± feet below 
existing ground surface to termination of the borings. The recorded SPT N-values ranged between 32 
and 35, and excavatlon difficulty was moderate, indicating a generally _dense relative density. 

The eight explorations encountered olive-brown to gray silty clay (CL-ML), in some cases fissured, 
mottled or blocky, immediately-below the surficial materials and fill. The clay thickness ranged between 
6%± to at least _16± feet in thickness. Silt and sand seams became prevalent below a depthof 15± feet 
below existing grades in the clay stratum in 819 and 821. The undrained shear strength of the clay 
ranged from 0.3 to 2.5 tons per square foot (tsf) indicating a very soft to very stiff consistency. 

Immediately beneath the surficlal layer, 820 encountered fill consisting of very loose, very moist brown 
sandy silt (ML) with trace roots to a depth of 3%± feet. Fill was not encountered in the remaining West 
Area explorations. 

Eight (8) subsurface explorations were completed in the West Area, consisting of test borings 802, B 19 
throuqh 822, and test pits TP07 through TP09. Beneath ·a surficial layer of grass/topsoil these 
explorations encountered fill, clay and glacial till. 

5.4 West Area 

Groundwater was observed in nine of the ten test borings at depths of 0± to ·19± feet (El. 5± to El. 24±) 
below the ground surface. 809 through 8-12, 815, 817, and 818 were left open for periods of 4 to 5 
days to measure equilibrated water levels. Groundwater was not observed during drilling in B 15, 
however was encountered at the· ground surface following a 4~day waiting period. It is anticipated that 
this water level measurement was affected by precipitation, or surface runoff, and may, or may not, be 
indicative of the groundwater level at this location. Groundwater was not observed during drilling in 816 
or during excavation of the four test pits in the South Area, 

Bedrock outcrops were not observed in the south area, and bedrock was not confirmed with test pits of 
sufficient depth or rock coring in the south area. Auger refusal was encountered in eight of the ten test 
borings at depths ranging between 2%± and 35± feet (EL 24± to El. 4±) below existing grade. Three 
attempts were made at 5-foot offsets to advance 816 below 2%± feet. However, since auger refusal 
can be caused by tightly nested cobbles and boulders, and very dense till, it is possible that the auger 
refusals were not caused by bedrock at all or some of the auger refusal depths. 

Glacial till consisting of silty to clayey sand (SM, SC) to silty clay (CL) with grav~I and possible cobbles 
and boulders was encountered in 811, 812, 815, 816, 817, and 818 at depths ranging between 1± and 
34± feet (El. 26± to El. -10±) below the existing ground surface to termination of the borings. The 
recorded SPT N-values ranged between 18 and 100+ bpf, indicating a compact to very dense relative 
density. 
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• Fill was encountered in all four (north, south, east, and west) areas. The existing fill is widely 
varying in content and relative density and is subject to unpredictable, and potentially 
unacceptable, settlements under proposed foundation loads, and to a lesser extent, slab and 
pavement loads. Re-use of the fills will be limited, and off-site disposal of fills may be 
problematic. The site has undergone substantial development in its history, resulting in buried 
fill, excess materials, and former structures, as encountered in the explorations, and at the 
ground surface. It should be expected that similar buried unsuitable bearing fills, structures, 
rubble, debris, organics, etc., are present elsewhere . on· site, where ·no evidence of such 
materials has yet been obtained .. It is recommended that the contractor be made aware of, and 
contract contain provisions for, the removal, and disposal of such materials, as they become 
encountered during construction, and the resulting areas· structurally backfilled, or otherwise 
improved. 

• Organic materials were encountered in 807, within the east area. The organic materials (peat) 
will continue to undergo long-term cornpresslon under existing . fill loads, which will be 
exacerbated by new development loads. The organics are generally deep (13± to 18± feet), and 
removal will pose a technical and economic challenge to the project. Deep foundations and 
ground improvement options have therefore been considered in this report. 

e Clay was encountered in all four areas of the site. The near-surface clay is generally suitable for 
support of lightly loaded foundations and fills. In areas where the clay extends about 15 to 20 
feet below existing grade, the clay strength is reduced, and its compressibility increases. In 
these areas a case-by-case review of proposed foundation and fill loads is warranted to assess 
long-term settlements and the need for ground improvement. The clay is highly frost-susceptible 

The geotechnical implications of the subsurface conditions encountered on site are summarized as 
follows: 

6.1 Implications 

6.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOM~ENDATIONS 

Groundwater was observed during drilling at the five west area test boring locations at depths of 8± to 
14± feet (El. 23± to El. 1±) below the existing ground surface. 820 was left open for aperiod of 4 days 
to obtain a second water level measurement before backfilling the borehole. Groundwater was not 
observed during excavation of the test pits in the west area. 

An apparent bedrock outcrop was observed west of TP09, consisting of similar schist observed in the 
north area outcrops. Bedrock was not observed elsewhere in the west area, nor confirmed with test pits 
of sufficient depth, or via rock coring. Auger refusal was encountered in 819 and 820 at depths of 13% 
and 12 feet (El. 12± and EL 19±), respectively below existing grade. Auger refusal can be caused by 
tightly nested cobbles and boulders, and very dense till, the auger refusal at these two locations may or 
may not be caused by bedrock. 
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• East Area: The proposed 6-story wharf dwellings are anticipated to have· finished main floor 
elevations at roughly El. 20±, and a below-grade parking level is anticipated at El. 10±. The 
foundations will carry significant column and wall loads, and will not tolerate significant 
settlement, and should bear on suitable glacial till or bedrock bearing surfaces and not on the 
clay, fill, or organic materials. It Is anticipated that the bottom of footing (BOF) elevation, 
assumed at average El. 7± for purposes of discussion. Foundation grades at the west portion of 
the wharf dwellings will therefore bear upon glacial till and inferred bedrock. By contrast, at the· 
east enp of the wharf dwellings, the depth to the top of bearing stratum (TOB). will be as great 
as 31±, feet (Building "B") warranting the use of deep foundations, for eastern portions of the 
wharf dwellings. There will be a transition from shallow spread footing to deep foundations at 
some point within the wharf dwellings. Additional explorations, capable of penetrating the fill are 
warranted to confirm the till and bedrock surfaces at the east end of the wharf dwellings, and to 
the depth of suitable foundation bearmg strata. An assessment of the cost for removal ·of 

• North Area: The proposed 2- to 3-story residences within the north area are assumed to have 
full basements, and site grading will be nominal with the exception of the low area immediately 
north of the Mason Station main building, where fills of 10± feet are anticipated. The building 
will induce only nominal net loads to bearing soils when factoring 'the compensa_ting reduction 
in loads by removing soil to construct the basement. Presuming new fills surrounding the 
proposed residences are less than 3 to 4 feet in height, compressible portions of the clay, are 
not anticipated to significantly compress; and settlements are anticipatedto be acceptable. The 
exiting fill is anticipated to extend 1 ± to 1 a±· feet below the existing ground surface. Most fill is 
anticipated to be removed from the planned building areas as part of the basement 
construction, However, additional overexcavation should be anticipated to remove the fill in its 
entirety beneath planned foundations and slabs. The existing fill may remain in place beneath 
pavements, subject to the pavement subgrade requirements recommended subsequently 
herein. 

The above geotechnical implications have the following impact on the proposed foundations and slabs: 

and highly sensitive, and not recommended within 2.5 feet of finished pavement grade or for re 
use as fill in structural areas. 

• Glacial till was encountered in all four areas of the site. The glacial till in its existing natural 
undisturbed conditions is a competent bearing stratum. The till is frost-susceptible, and once 
disturbed, the till is difficult to re-compact or re-use, without substantial moisture control 
measures. 

o Bedrock was encountered, and potentially encountered, at widely varying depths and 
elevations in all four areas of the site. The bedrock will pose excavation difficulties. Bedrock also 
represents the bearing stratum for the 6-story wharf dwellings. 

• Groundwater was encountered at widely varying depths and elevations in all four areas of the 
site. Groundwater control will be important during construction and permanent sub-drainage is 
also required. 
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The proposed 2- to 3-story duplexes and 2-story cottages closest to the shorelines are 
anticipated to have finished floor at El. 18± while the 2- to 3-story townhouses, and rear 2-story · 

• South Area: The proposed 3- to 4-story shingle lodge is anticipated to be constructed with 
finished main floor at El. 24±, with a lower basement level at El. 14±. The latest concept plan 
moves.the shingle lodge closer to the shoreline, and away from the test boring iocations, which 
were selected for the origi_nal building location. Additional explorations are warranted at· the 
east limits of the shingle lodge. Based on the available information, a portion of the foundations 
will be bearing on inferred bedrock, whereas other portions would be bearing on soft clay, 
requiring overexcavations of potentially several feet to achieve a suitable bearing till or' bedrock 
surface. Additional explorations for the revised east extent of the proposed shingle lodge may 
identify greater compressible clay thickness, potentially warranting deep foundations, similar to 
that discussed for the wharf dwellings. 

The proposed pavements and site improvements in the area of 807 will be susceptible to 
excessive settlements without ground improvement methods to improve the deep organic 
material (peat) encountered at that location. Additional explorations are recommended to 
assess the extent of the organic materials at such time more information on grading and site 
improvements becomes available. Considering it's location, it may be feasible to eliminate 
pavements and site improvements from this area. If not, a systematic approach to compressing 
the organic soils with "surcharging", followed with geogrid reinforcing within the overlying fill 
may be feasible to reduce long-term total and differential pavement settlements in this area. 
Alternatively, the peat could be removed in its entirety beneath pavements and site 
improvements, contingent on the findings of the cost analysis discussed for the building 
fou~dations. It is highly recommended that additional explorations be completed to assess the 
extent of the peat in this area, as it may have significant implications to the building code Site 
Class for wharf dwelling "B", and performance of pavements and site improvements in this 
area. 

The proposed sales/admin building is anticipated to be constructed at El. 24±, and shallow 
foundations may bear on the stiff clay and glacial till encountered at nominal depths within two 
explorations at that location. 

The proposed clubhouse is anticipated to be one to two stories with no basement, and 
constructed at El. 20±. Although structure loads are relatively light, the fill and peat are not 
considered suitable for support of the clubhouse, and deep foundations are recommended, 
similar to that anticipated for the eastern portions of the wharf dwelling(s). 

unsuitable materials and cost of deep foundations to various depths is then necessary to 
determine the optimal location of the deep/shallow foundation transition. Dewatering, braced 
excavations, and/or disposal of environmentally-impacted soils and rubble fill can significantly 
impact this cost analysis. 
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6.3 Demolition 
Site development will include demolition and removal of existing tanks, buildings, utilities, and 
pavements. All existing structures, foundations, and slabs, should be completely removed from within 
planned structural (proposed foundation, slab, pavement, wall, steep slope, etc.) areas. Existing 
underground utilities and utility backfill planned for re-use should be evaluated by the structural and 
geotechnical engineer, to determine if these elements can support the planned load. The contractor 
must keep the utilities to be reused in workable condition, and protected from damage during earthwork 
activities. Utilities not planned for re-use should be removed from planned structural areas, capped off 
at the property lines, and either removed or filled with concrete and abandoned in place. All soils 
disturbed by the demolition operations should be either removed or properly recompacted in-place. 

Test Boring 807 encountered a peat layer of 5± feet in thickness adjacent to wharf dwelling "B". If 
subsequent explorations indicate a greater thickness (H>10 feet) of peat in the ash pond (east) area, a 
Site Class F will be required for the buildings overlying the peat, regardless of the foundation type. A 
Site Class F will require a site-specific dynamic response analysis per /BC 2003, and is anticipated to 
have significant implications to the design, construction, and material costs of the wharf dwelling in 
particular. Additional explorations have been recommended in this area to delineate the peat. If, during 
the course of this investigation, a significant area of peat greater. than 10 feet in thickness is 
encountered; the Site Class should be reduced to Site Class F for the respective overlying buildings. 
The site soils beneath the water table are predominantly clay, and glacial till, which are not susceptible 
to liquefaction. 

The seismic parameter recommended herein references Table 1615.1.1 of the 2003 International 
Building Code (/BC) and 2004 /BC Supplement. Based on the subsurface explorations, a weighted 
average property to a depth of 100 feet, taking into account both the overburden soils, and bedrock 
(assumed N=100 bpf) the the recommended Site Class is "C -Very Dense Soil and Soft Rock". 

6.2 Seismic Design Parameters 

"· West Area: The proposed 2-story cottages in the west area are anticipated to be set at close to 
existing grades, and anticipated to have full basements. As such, foundation subgrades will 
encounter predominantly suitable bearing clay and occasionally till surfaces. The clay may be 
soft to medium stiff in some locations, warranting very careful subgrade preparation and 
protection until foundations are constructed. 

cottages will be set higher. for visibility, anticipated at El. 28±. Some of the buildings are 
anticipated have full basements. It is understood that the existing berm material is intended to 
be used to raise surrounding grades. Suitable bearing clay, till, or bedrock are anticipated 
within nominal depths of anticipated finished floor grades, with the exception of potentially weak 
unsuitable clays near 813, and deep fill near 814. Unsuitable subgrades are recommended to 
be overexcavated and structurally backfilled within foundation bearing zones. 
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Excavations may be required adjacent to existing structures, utilities, or other site features, which are to 
be protected. Such excavations should not undermine encroach within a 1.SV: 1 H prism beneath 

Due to the sensitivity of the clay soils it is recommended that all excavations proximate to final 
subgrades be completed with a smooth-edge bucket, and a lean concrete mud mat be constructed 
immediately following the engineers acceptance of the subgrade. 

Excavations are anticipated to be predominantly within overburden soils. The overburden slopes should 
be flattened or braced to maintain stability, and all excavations should be performed in accordance with 
current OSHA requirements under the observation and responsibility of the project contractors. 
Excavation slopes should be checked regularly for signs of instability and flattened as required. 
Temporary slopes should be protected from surface run-off erosion by means of berms and swales 
located along the top of the slope and by means of plastic sheeting placed over the slope. 

6.6 Excavations 

6~5 Existing Fill 

The Site has a· history of development, and has been filled with various materials. Further, the Site will 
undergo demolition, resulting in additional fill, backfill, and disturbed areas. The fill strength and 
content may vary considerably, possibly requiring more or less overexcavation and/or subgrade 
improvement relative to that recommended herein. Consistent observation of subgrade suitability by a 
geotechnical engineer is recommended during construction. 

Due to its extreme frost susceptibility, the existing clay soils should also be stripped within 2.5 feet of 
finished pavement grades and replaced with Structural Fill, as discussed later herein. Existing fill should 
be removed from within all foundation bearing zones, and floor slabs, as discussed later, herein. 

6.4 Stripping 

All vegetation, mulch, root balls, topsoil, topsoil fill, rootmat, and other surficial materials with significant 
organic content should be stripped from within proposed structural areas. Tree root balls can extend 
several feet deep. The extent of stripping should be determined during construction by Jacques 
Whitford based on observations of organic content and stability. 

The existing asphalt pavement grades are anticipated to be unsuitable for the proposed development, 
and re-use of the existing pavements in their existing condition is not recommended.· All existing 
pavements, walks, and exterior slabs should be removed from planned structural and non-structural 
(green and/or landscape areas) and disposed of off-site. Alternatively, the pavement and slabs may be 
pulverized (processed) to maximum 3-inch size well-graded aggregate and either compacted into the 
subgrade or re-used as structural fill. Pulverizing concrete slabs, which contain steel reinforcement is 
not expected to be feasible. The existing slabs and pavements are recommended to remain in-place as 
long as possible during demolition and construction in order to protect the sens_itive subgrade soils. 
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It is recommended that specifications require the Contractor submit shop drawings for excavation 
support and dewatering, prepared and sealed by a Maine Registered Professional Engineer. The 
Owner may wish to limit the types of rock excavation means (e.g. blasting) to be allowable on the 
project, and request the contractor submit their means and methods of planned excavations in advance 
for Owners approval: Such submittal should include the assumptions of subsurface conditions, the 

Pre-and post-blast condition surveys of adjacent structures are recommended (attended by the 
respective property owners) to help identify pre-construction conditions and to help avoid fraudulent 
damage claims. Blasting should be designed to control fly rock· with proper charge and blasting mats or 
overburden. Overblast should be kept to a minimum to protect bearing subgrades and reduce the need 
for overexcavating and structurally backfilling. loosened, dislodged bedrock, containing excessive void 
space. 

If blasting is anticipated to be necessary to productively achieve design subgrades, all blasting should 
be performed using controlled blasting methods such as pre-splittinq or cushion blasting in accordance 
with local ordinances, and be carefully controlled so as not to damage adjacent and nearby structures, 
utilities and roadways. It is recommended that peak particle velocities be continuously monitored and 
maintained below the U.S. Bureau of Mines recommended levels, and 1 inch per second, as well as 
other applicable blasting guidelines at these nearby structures, and be properly monitored with 
.seismograph instruments at sensitive locations. 

It is anticipated that excavations may be required to advance several feet or more below the 
encountered bedrock surface. The depth to the bedrock surface, and degree of rock quality has not yet 
been determined through rock coring at the test boring locations. It is important to note that blow counts 
and drilling difficulties are not reliable confirmation of the bedrock surface, nor good indicators of rock 
quality or excavation difficulty. To further assess the depths to the rock surface, a standard excavator 
may be used to excavate test pits to planned excavation depths to assess excavation rates, and 
reasonable depths of excavation before employing. specialty equipment, such as mechanical rock 
removal. These test pits provide data which is useful in reducing unanticipated conditi.ons during 
construction, and should therefore be attended by the prospective contractor(s), owner and civil and 
geotechnical engineers. If significant rock excavation is anticipated, rock coring is recommended to 
assist in obtaining rock quality and hardness parameters, which can be interpreted by contractors to 
plan excavation means and methods. Further, a definition of rock excavation should be provided in the 
contract documents to reduce potential dispute over excavation methods and payment terms. - 

Deep excavations. may be elected in the east area to remove unsuitable fills, and rubble. This work 
may require sheetpfle cofferdam and dewatering. It is anticipated that driving steel sheeting through the 
rubble fill, boulders, concrete and wood will be difficult. Trenching and backfilling with granular fill along 
excavation support lines prior to driving sheeting may be considered. 

bearing surfaces of such structures, utilities, or site features, without proper underpinning. Such 
underpinning should first be reviewed and approved by the Owner's engineer before proceeding. 
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In addition to the subgrade improvement recommendations herein, any weak, unstable fill or clay 
subgrade soils encountered during proofrolling and site observation should be stabilized, as necessary. 
Once exposed, the clay, till and silty and clayey fill subqrades, are extremely sensitive to weather and 
construction traffic disturbance and the contract should contain provisions for subgrade repair. All 
exposed ·subgrades should be graded to promote positive runoff to a suitable drainage feature at all 
possible tlmes during construction. During dry weather, all excavations and exposed subgrades should 
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6.8 Subgrade Stabilization 

The contract. for construction should contain provisions for containment, transportation and 
treatment or disposal to a licensed and approved disposal facility, of environmentally-impacted water 
encountered during construction. All environmental work on site should be in accordance with 
applicable Federal, State, County, and Municipal regulations. A safe working environment must also be 
maintained, which will be the responsibility of the site contractors. Dependent upon future 
environmental assessment or remedial activities, and the conditions encountered during construction, a 
subfloor impermeable geomembrane and/or vent system (passive or active) may be needed for 
residential buildings. Furthermore, future remedial activities may have ah impact on the geotechnical 
recommendations presented in this report. It is recommended that we be notified of all future on-site 
remedial operations so that we can determine if alterations of the geotechnical recommendations 
contain herein are required. 

Groundwater levels encountered at the time of the exploration are indicated on Table 1 and the 
Borehole Logs and Test Pit Logs. Groundwater levels are anticipated to vary significantly seasonally, 
and with changes in precipitation and snow melt, surface runoff, and tide. The dewatering is the 
responsibility of the Contractor, and should be sufficient to provide a dry stable safe excavation to 
accommodate excavations, below-grade construction, and backfilling. In addition, precipitation is 
anticipated to collect on top of the lower permeable clay, till, and bedrock surfaces, which should also 
be controlled. Such perched water conditions are anticipated to be handled with conventional filtered 
open sump dewatering methods. Deeper excavations below the hydrostatic water level may require 
multiple concurrent open sump dewatering or more elaborate well point dewatering methods. Seepage 
from soil excavation sidewalls should anticipated in the design of any shoring or bracing. Proper filtering 
is critical to prevent disturbance to the fine sands. Specifications should also require that the Contractor 
divert stormwater away from excavations so that structures and fill are not undermined. Discharge of 
the dewatering fluids should also factor in the environmental history of the Site. 

6. 7 Dewatering 

equipment planned for use, with estimated productivity, and the means of controlling and monitoring 
vibrations, noise, and dust. If blasting is to be considered by the Owner and contractor, a blast design 
program, prepared and sealed by a Registered Maine Professional Engineer is recommended to be 
submitted to the Owner. The contract specifications should include clear language to differentiate types 
of .excavation (i.e. common, rock, unclassified, etc.) and the resulting means of determining pay limits 
and quantities. 
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Particle Size Percent Passing, by_ Weight 
3-lnch 100 
No.4 25-55 
No.200 0-12 

Structural Fill 

All new fills, which may be used for support of foundations, slabs, utilities, pavements, walks, walls, etc. 
is defined herein as Structural Fill. Structural Fill should be comprised of clean soil and/or aggregate, 
free of organics, deleterious materials, .ice, snow, and waste of any kind. The particle sizes should be 
well graded, and comprised of: 

6.1 OStructural Fill, Placement, Compaction 

Once rough graded, and immediately prior to placing any fill,_ the floor slab and pavement subgrades 
should be proofrolled and compacted with 8 passes ( 4 each way) ·of a 15-ton steel-drum roller. The use 
of a vibration is not recommended within 3 feet of groundwater or _on otherwise stable till and clay 
subgrades. Proofrolling should be in the presence of, and approved by, Jacques Whitford to detect any 
weak or unstable areas as evidenced by rutting, pumping, or weaving, that should be repaired. 
Methods of repair of low strength, excessively dry or wet, frozen, and/or variable materials are 
discussed under "Subgrade Stabilization". 

6.9 Subgrade Proofroll and Compaction 

One or more geotextile materials may be utilized. It is recommended that Jacques Whitford be 
contacted to provide subgrade stabilization and geotextile recommendations. Frozen subgrades should 
be stripped and replaced with compacted Structural Fill. Optionally, the frozen subgrade may be 
thawed by means approved by Jacques Whitford, scarified, and recompacted. 

Subgrade repair should be determined based on actual conditions encountered, and may include 
either: 
1. Scarification, moisture conditioning, and recompaction; 
2. Overexcavation and structural backfill; or 
3. Overexcavation and/or stabilization with coarse graded aggregate and/or geotextile. 

Due to the sensitivity of the clay soils it is recommended that all excavations for clay subgrades be 
prepared with a smooth-edge bucket, and a lean concrete mud mat be constructed immediately 
following the engineers acceptance of the subqrade, 

be maintained in a moist (unsaturated) condition throughout construction. The degree of subgrade 
disturbance is also due, in part, on the contractor's coordination of site activities around anticipated 
precipitation, and to protect exposed subgrades from excess moisture and construction equipment 
traffic disturbance. 
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Re-use of on-site materials should be expected to require sorting of unsuitable materials, and screening 
of oversized materials (cobbles, boulders, debris) prior to being considered for re-use. In an effort to 
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It is anticipated that a significant portion of the berm fill, and on-site till will met the requirements for 
Common Fill. It is important to note that the Common Fill will be very sensitive to moisture and 

. construction disturbance, and use of this material should be limited to 'fair weather conditions, and be 
immediately protected from precipitation, once placed and compacted. Compaction will require careful 
attention to moisture content being maintained within ±3% of optimum per ASTM D 1557 moisture 
density test. 

* Must also be _no greater than 2/3 lift thickness. 

Structural Fill 
Particle Size Percent Passing, b:t Weight 

8-lnch * 100 
3-inch 85-100 

No. 200 0-30 

As a cost-savings measure, and to encourage re-use the on-site materials, fills designated herein as 
Common Fill, may be used in limited applications. Common· Fill, is recommended for use 3 feet or more 
below pavements, and in slopes of 3 horizontal to 1 vertical (3H:1V) or flatter. Common Fill is not 
recommended beneath foundations and floor slabs or adjacent to below-grade walls. Common Fill 
should consist of .generally granular materials, free of ice, snow, stumps, and with no appreciable 
amounts of organics, roots, sticks, or other deleterious materials, as determined by the geotechnical 
engineer in the field, and meet the following gradation·: 

Free-Drainina Structural Fill 
Particle Size Percent Passing, bl'. Weight 

2-Jnch 100 
%- inch 50-85 
No.4 40-75 

No. 40 10-35 
No. 200 0-5 

All new fills to be used as floor slab base course, free-draining and potential frost area applications, and 
as· Structural Fill d1,1ring periods of expected precipitation .is defined herein as Free-Draining Structural 
Fill, and should meet the requirements for Structural Fill, with the following modifications to the 
gradation: 

The .fine fraction (passing the No. 200 U.S Standard Sieve) should NOT consist of MH, CH, OL, OH or 
Pt, per USCS Classification (ASTM D 2487). The soil moisture content range should be ±3 percent of 
its optimum moisture content as determined by Modified Pro.ctor. Compacted Structural fill should be 
placed in uniform lifts not exceeding 10 inches loose thickness, to at least 95% of Modified Proctor 
Maximum Dry Density (ASTM D 1557). 
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Depending upon additional exploration for the revised shingle lodge location, deep foundations may be 
necessary for support of a portion of the shingle lodge. Similarly, additional explorations are warranted 
to further assess the depth to suitable bearing glacial till and bedrock, and the need for pile foundations 
beneath wharf dwelling "A". 

The proposed structures can feasibly be supported on spread footing foundations, with the exception of 
a portion of wharf dwelling "B", the clubhouse, and potentially a portion of wharf dwelling "A", due to 
deep existing fill, and organic materials encountered at those locations. The test borings 803, 806, and 
807 did not decisively encounter suitable bearing glacial till or bedrock at their respective depths of 
refusal (El. 1.5± to El. -24±), and as such, additional explorations are warranted to further assess the 
depth to suitable bearing glacial till and bedrock, and the need for pile foundations beneath wharf 
dwelling "A". In addition, additional subsurface exploration is recommended following initial site grading 
at the cottages in the south area near the shoreline, where exploration was not feasible due to the 
containment berm and fence-enclosed distribution pipe. 

6.12Foundation Support Options and Additional Exploration 

Perimeter subdrains should be set near the foundation bearing grade, or the base of the wall, with 
minimum 0.5% slope to a suitable outlet structure. In cases where groundwater may foresee ably rise 
to within 3±-feet of permanent floors, interior perimeter subdrains, hydraulically connected to a 
minimum thickness of 12 inches (residences) and 24 inches (commercial or multi-use buildings) of 
Free-Draining Structural Fill floor slab base course, and to the perimeter drainage system, are also 
recommended. Final subdrainage layout should be reviewed based upon final grading plans, 
foundation details, and conditions encountered during construction. 

Permanent exterior perimeter subdrainage is recommended to control groundwater levels below the 
floor and foundations grades, and to relieve hydrostatic pressures behind below-grade (foundation or 
retaining) walls. Typically, subdrains are recommended to consist of a 4- or 6-inch diameter 
corrugated, slotted polyethylene tubing. The tubing should be backfilled with %- to %-inch washed 
stone, enveloped with a suitable filter fabric. The outlet structure should be outside the buildings, and 
designed to prevent backflow into the tubing at all times. A collection sump and pump is necessary 
where continuous positive drainage may be foresee ably interrupted. Gravity dra_inage is preferable 
compared to pumping from sumps due to concerns about pump maintenance and the need for back-up 
power. 

6.11 Permanent Drainage 

minimize off-site disposal of the site soils, materials· not suitable for Structural Fill, Free-Draining 
Structural Fill, or Common Fill may be used in non load-bearing areas (i.e. landscape areas with slopes 
flatter than 4H:1V, etc.). 
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Based on the anticipated building loads, and difficult driving conditions, driven steel H-piles, equipped 
with drive shoes, and founded on bedrock are recommended to achieve predominantly end bearing 
capacity within the underlying glacial till and/or on the bedrock surface. Field static load testing is 
required for piles exceedlng 40 tons in capacity, unless the building official accepts the alternative of a 
Pile Driving Analyzer (PDA) to confirm pile capacities. The following pile parameters are offered. 

I - 

Based on the information currently available, it is recommended that the clubhouse, and the east 
portion of at least wharf dwelling "B" be pile-supported on glacial till or bedrock. Additional exploration is 
warranted to assess the need for deep foundations for the east portion of wharf dwelling "g and the 
shingle lodge. 

6.13Pile Foundations 

Various deep foundation alternatives have also been considered. Driven pile systems wiU encounter 
difficult driving conditions, and will need significant load carrying capacity for the 6-story structure. As 
such, steel H-piles with drive shoes are recommended. Drilled and cast pile systems, such as concrete 
piers i,,yill face installation problems through the rubble and oversized fill and require casing below the 
groundwater table, and although not insurmountable, are anticipated to be less cost-effective than H 
piles. 

Various ground improvement options have been considered for support of the proposed wharf 
..' 

dwellings and clubhouse, including overexcavatlon, dynamic compaction, lime/cement columns and 
stone columns. The overexcavation and structural backfill option is technically feasible, provided the 
additional exploration and cost analysis is completed as recommended herein. In general, areas where 
over-excavation and removal of fill, clay and organics is feasibly completed above the groundwater 
table, the building may be supported on shallow spread footing foundations bearing on structural 
backfill. Dynamic compaction and lime/cement columns are not considered technically feasible for the 
project due to the peat and rubble fill, and settlement performance criteria for the buildings. Stone 
columns are not anticipated to be technically feasible due to installation challenges posed by rubble fill, 
and groundwater. 

Additional explorations, capable of penetrating the fill are warranted to confirm the till and bedrock 
surfaces at the east end of the wharf dwellings, and to the depth of suitable foundation bearing strata. 
An assessment of the cost for removal of unsuitable materials and cost of deep foundations to various 
depths is then necessary to determine the optimal location of the deep/shallow foundation transition. 
Dewatering, braced excavations, and/or disposal of environmentally-impacted soils and rubble fill can 
significantly impact this cost analysis. 
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Careful observation during driving is necessary to prevent overdriving and damaging the pile. Drive 
shoes are recommended to reduce damage at the pile tip upon penetrating the rock fill; rubble, cobbles 
and. boulders within glacial till, and encountering the bedrock surface. Near-surface cobbles, boulders 
and rubble within the overlying fill will create significant resistance and potentially damage or divert 

. piles .during driving. Accordingly, pre-augering or spudding of the pile locations is recommended if this 
is observed during driving. 

Pile capacity is anticipated to be achieved within the dense glacial till or on top of bedrock. Final pile tip 
elevations will.be determined during installation, upon achieving the pile driving resistance criteria 
established for the project, and the geotechnical engineer's confidence that the piles are suitably 
seated within the glacial till or on top of bedrock, without overdriving. It is recommended that the pile 
driving resistance criteria be calculated using either wave equation methods (WEAP) based on the 
selected hammer and cushion proposed by the contractor. A factor of safety of 2 is recommended to 
be applied to design loads to determine the ultimate capacity to be input into the WEAP analysis. 
Driving stresses on steel piles should be limited to 0.9 * Fy. 

Corrosion protection of steel piles is recommended, otherwise, a reduction in steel cross-section is 
necessary, resulting in reduced design capacity or increased pile section. The perimeter pile cap should 
be 4 feet below adjacent exterior grade for frost protection, and backfilled as recommend for spread 
footing foundations. Final pile depth will be detennined upon conditions encountered during pile driving, 

·specifically the depth of suitable Qearing glacial till and bedrock. Additional explorations within the 
eastern portions of the proposed building are recommended prior to making a final determination of 
foundation support. 

Preliminarily, For H-piles driven to an average tip depth of El. -10, uplift resistance of 1 ton may be 
assumed. A lateral resistance of 1 ton and 2 tons, respectively, for weak and strong axis, may be also 
used for initial design. A more detailed analysis of uplift and lateral resistance may be completed upon 
request, and review of the additional exploration. 

The recommended vertical capacity is based on an allowable stress assumed to 35% of Fy = 36 ksi 
steel (IBC 2003), and no reduction in cross-section from corrosion. A negative skiri friction from 
compressible soils of 4 tons per pile has been factored. Driving stresses and hammer selection should 
be determined by WEAP analysis, and may require a greater pile section be used. 

Pile Type Steel H-Pile Steel H-Pile 
Size HP10X42 HP12X53 

Preliminary Pile tip 
elevations Varies; May be as deep as El. -24± or greater. 

(To be determined Additional explorations recommended. 
during driving) 

Vertical Capacity "' 74 tons 93 tons 
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Table 1 indicates the depths to bottom of fill at the exploration locations. The actual depth and extent of 
fill removal may vary and should be determined by the Geotechnlcal Engineer based on actual field 

As part of the building subgrade preparation, all existing fill (re-worked soils) buried structures 
(foundations, slabs, pavements, utilities), and any organics and other foreign and/or deleterious 
materials, including rubble {brick, concrete, wood, steel) should be completely removed, and replaced 
with compacted Structural Fill within planned foundation bearing zones. The foundation bearing zone is 
defined as the 1 H:2V prism starting one (1) foot horizontally beyond the bottom edges of all footings. 

The Site has been historically developed and razed, and is underlain by remnants of previous 
construction and demolition, and variable existing fill. Fill strength and content may vary considerably 
from that encountered in the test borings. Additiona~ buried structures or features may be encountered 
during construction. As such, a· greater extent of subgrade excavation or stabilization may be warranted 
upon lhe Geotechnical Engineer's observation of actual field conditions. The contract should be 
structured to accommodate removal of unsuitable existing fill, buried structures or other materials in 
addition to that recommended herein, which may be identified during proofrolling, grading, and testing. 

The proposed buildings in the north, south, and west areas of the site may be supported on shallow 
spread footing foundations supported on suitable bearing clay, till and bedrock. The western portions of 
wharf dwellings "A" and "B" where suitable bearing till and bedrock are encountered at or within 
reasonable depths of foundation grades, may also be supported on spread footings. It is assumed that 
no buildings will be constructed below potential flood levels or where wave action may erode shallow 
foundations. It this is not the case; than these structures should also be pile supported, or otherwise 
protected from erosion and wave- and flood-related forces. 

6.14Shallow Spread Footings 

H-piles supported on bedrock and seated well into the glacial till are anticipated to experience negligible 
settlements. Construction joints are recommended in exterior walls where foundation types change to 
shallow foundations. Since exterior grades will likely experience noticeable settlements relative to the 
building, underground utilities and floor slab penetrations should, be designed to accommodate for 
deflections and include swivel joints or other mechanisms to protect the utilities from damage against 
anticipated differential settlements. Further, sidewalks and ramps at entrances and exits should be 
designed to be adjusted, or plans made to shim these areas over time. 

Jacques Whitford should be retained to prepare pile specifications, observe the pile driving procedures, 
review pile records, and make modifications to these recommendations, as needed, based on actual 
equipment used and subsurface conditions encountered during driving. 

Piles should be spaced a minimum of 3 feet. During driving, adjacent installed piles should be 
monitored for heave. Significant heave(>% inch) should be measured and brought to the attention of 
the engineer. Re-driving of any heaved piles is necessary. 
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The foundation grade is recommended to be a minimum depth of 4.5 feet below adjacent finished 
exterior .grade for frost protection, This depth may be reduced to 2.5 feet where footings bear directly on 

Footings are anticipated to encounter subgrades which transition from soil to rock. For continuous 
footings, it is recommended a minimum 10-foot length of this transition be.comprised of a 12-inch, 
uniform depth cushion of compacted Structural Fill directly overlying the leveled bedrock subgrade. 
Alternatively, the footings may be longitudinally reinforced 1 O feet in both directions of the subgrade 
transition with at a minimum of six (three top, three_bottom) No. 5 bars. For column pads, the bedrock 
surface should be excavated fairly level to provide for a uniform thickness of Structural Fill. 

Foundations may be supported directly on bedrock, and weathered bedrock, provided all voids and 
loosened or dislodged rock fragments resulting from excavations, are removed within foundation 
subgrades and replaced with compacted Structural Fill. Coarse open-graded aggregate may be 
required where effective compaction can not be achieved due to irregular bedrock surfaces. All open 
graded aggregate should be separated from Structural Fill and otherfills containing appreciable sand or 
silt content with the use of conventional geotextile filter fabric to prevent migration or raveling of 
materials into the aggregate. Sloped rock foundation subgrades in excess of 5 horizontal to 1 vertical 
(5H:1V) should be should be stepped generally level prior to foundation construction. Otherwise, 
foundations are recommended to be pinned to the bedrock subgrade with epoxy grouted dowels to 
obtain adequate sliding resistance. The structural engineer should contact Jacques Whitford to discuss 
dowel anchor spacing and .embedment. 

The foundation subgrades are also anticipated to be within the natural glacial till. The glacial till is 
. typically compact to dense, when undisturbed, and is considered suitable tor direct support of 
foundations, provided it remains undisturbed. Materials disturbed during excavations should be 
recompacted as recommended in "Structural Fill, Placement, Oompaction", herein. Oversized materials 
such as cobbles, or boulders within the till should be removed to a minimum depth of 18 inches below 
foundation grades and replaced with compacted Structural Fill. 

The foundation subgrades are anticipated to be within the natural clay soils. The clay is generally firm 
to stiff in the upper 10 to 15 feet, however, is variable in strength and content, and should be evaluated 
by the Geotechnical Engineer, where encountered. The clay subgrades are considered suitable for 
direct support of foundations supporting 2- to 3-story structures, provided the subgrades remain 
generally undisturbed. The clay is not recommended for support of the wharf dwelling due to the high 
design loads, and intolerance to differential settlement. Materials disturbed during excavations should 
be recompacted as recommended in "Structural Fill, Placement, Compaction", herein. Due to the 
sensitivity of the clay soils it is recommended that the bottom 1 to feet of the excavation be completed 
with a smooth-edge bucket, and a lean concrete mud mat be constructed immediately following the 
engineers acceptance of the subgrade. 

conditions. Backfilling to planned foundation and floor slab subgrades is recommended under 
"Structural Fill, Placement, Compaction", herein. 
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In spread footing situations, the floor slab-on-grade is recommended to be supported directly by a 
minimum of 6 inches of Free-Draining Structural Fill floor slab base course over Structural Fill, as 
required, overlying proofrolled and approved natural undisturbed clay, till or bedrock subgrades as 
recommended herein. The floor slab-on-grade settlements are anticipated to be less than % inch. It is 

The pile-supported eastern portions of the wharf dwellings and the clubhouse, are recommended to be 
structural slabs supported on piles. In these locations, the first floor should be a structural slab 
supported by integral reinforced concrete grade beams supported on pile caps. Sub-floor moisture 
breaks and barriers are recommend as discussed below. 

6.15Slabs-on-Grade 

Foundation drains are recommended herein, and should be further reviewed during construction to 
assess the need for additional drains, and to confirm proper installation. 

Following the foundation subgrade preparation outlined above, the foundation can be designed for a 
net allowable bearing pressure of 2,500 pounds per square foot (psf) or 1.3 tons per square foot (tsf). 
The wharf dwellings, which are excluded from having clay subgrades, may be designed for a net 
allowable bearing pressure of 4,000 pounds per square foot (psf} or 2.0 tons per square foot (tsf). 
Foundations bearing directly on the bedrock surface may be designed for 10 tsf, where applicable. Strip 
and column pad footings should have a minimum dimension of 24 inches and 30 inches, respectively. 
The total post-construction settlements on subgrades constructed as recommended herein, are 
anticipated at approximately 1 inch where founded on soil subgraoes, and negligible amounts where 
founded directly on bedrock subgrac:fes. Differential settlements between adjacent columns, assuming a 
25-foot bay spacing, is ~inch (1/600). 

To prevent adfreezing, the exterior foundation walls should be backfilled with Free-Draining Structural 
FiU. All foundation backfill should be placed and compacted to the criteria outlined above. To minimize 
the strain on foundation walls during construction, foundation backfill should be placed in a manner that 
maintains a balanced fill height on both sides of the wall. 

Footings should not be cast on loose, soft, or frozen soil, slough, debris, existing fill, other structures or 
utilities, or surfaces covered by standing water. In the event of winter construction, the foundation 
subgrade must be protected from freezing. Jacques Whitford should observe the base of all footing 
excavations prior to placing concrete in order to assess suitable bearing soils and subgrade stability. 
Soil subgrades in clay, or in and till within 2± feet of the groundwater, should be cut an additional 1 ·to 2 
inches to accommodate a lean concrete mud mat comprised of 1,000± psi high-slump concrete to 
cover soil subgrades immediately following the Geotechnical Engineer's acceptance of the subgrade. 

competent bedrock, and adequate perimeter subdrainage is installed. Interior footings within heated 
areas of the building should be founded a minimum of 2 feet. below slabs for confinement purposes. 
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It is our understanding that the basement walls will be reinforced cast-in-place concrete, arid retaining 
walls will be constructed of the same, or of reinforced-earth modular block. Assuming the walls are 
backfilled with Free-Draining Structural Fill as recommended herein, an equivalent fluid pressure of 65 
pcf for at-rest conditions (fixed wall) may be used in the design of the foundation walls. Similarly, an 
equivalent fluid pressure of 48 pcf for active conditions (non-fixed wall) may be used in the design. of 
the retaining walls. These parameters assume no hydrostatic loads and level backfill. Lateral loads 
from surcharges due to the floor loads, or construction loads should be applied at 0.5 (fixed walls) and 
0.35 (non-flxed walls) times the vertical surcharge pressure. Higher lateral pressures will be created 

Site grading and earthwork activities must be coordinated and performed to divert surface runoff and 
ponding away, and avoid creating surcharge loads behind walls. All stockpiles and heavy construction 
equipment should be kept from behind the walls and slopes a distance of at least 1.5 times the wall 
height 

6.17Below-Grade Walls 

It is recommended that final slope faces be constructed 2.5H:1V or flatter. Re-use of the clay material is 
not recommended in embankments with slopes steeper than 4H:1V. Cut slopes in the clay are 
recommended to have an open-graded aggregate slope face cover material underlain by filtration 
geotextile, appropriately designed by the Engineer. All areas behind slopes should be graded to divert 
water away from the slope face. Temporary erosion control measures (jute mesh, geotextiles, etc.) are 
recommended in non-armored applications to protect slope faces until surface vegetation is firmly 
established. Slopes below flood elevations should be designed to withstand wave action using US 
Army Corps of Engineers design criteria. 

6.16Slopes 

The Free-Draining Structural Fill base course should be hydraulically connected to interior perimeter 
drains. Additional subfloor drainage may be warranted uport observing subgrades during construction. 

A vapor barrier is recommended for slabs on grade that are expected to receive moisture-sensitive floor 
adhesives or finishes. With the use of vapor barriers, the position of the barrier, materials used for the 
base course, curing methods for the concrete slab, and scheduling of the floor finishes should be 
carefully evaluated. The Geotechnical Engineer should observe all slab-on-grade bearing surfaces prior 
to concrete placement. 

For the recommendations given, the slab-on-grade can be designed using a Modulus of Subgrade 
Reaction (kv1) (calculated by 1 'x1' plate) of 100 pounds per cubic inch (pci), increased to 500 pci where 
bedrock is within 2 feet of finished floor grade. 

recommended that clay and bedrock, where encountered, be excavated a minimum depth of 18 inches 
below finished floor grade and backfilled with Free~Draining Structural Fill. 
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New pavement recommendations assume proper drainage and construction observation and testing 
and flexible pavements are based on MSHTO design parameters for a twenty-year service life design 
period. However, this is based on a routine pavement maintenance program, with pavement 
rehabilitation after about 8 to 10 years and additional maintenance to obtain the twenty-year pavement 
service life. 

It is anticipated that paved areas will be subjected to a variety of loading conditlons; depending on the 
locations. The majority of the pavement for the proposed development will be subjected only to light 
vehicle traffic. However, the main access roads, and areas surrounding the marina and boat lift will 
carry heavily-loaded transport, delivery, and trash truck traffic: For the purposes of this design, the 
maximum daily traffic volume used for design of the heavy duty pavement section consists of 
automobile traffic and thirty 18,000-pound equivalent axle loads {six (6) five-axle heavy loaded trucks 
per day), or 250,000 18k ESALs 'over the life of the pavement. The maximum daily traffic volume used 
for design of. the standard pavement section consists of 2,000 automobiles per day or less and no 
heavy truck traffic. The pavement sections were designed based upon a 20-year service life. All paved 

. . . . 
areas reasonably foreseeable to experience heavy truck traffic should be designed using the heavy 
duty section. 

6.18Pavement Design 

Site grading may require retaining walls. Mechanically-stabilized earth {MSE) with modular block facing 
such as Versa-Lok, Keystone, Mesa-Block, etc. provide an economical wall system and are 
recommended. The global stability of the walls will need to be evaluated, particularly where these walls 
are founded in clay. For cut areas, gravity wall systems such as "Doubl-Wal" require less excavation, 
particularly with a slope behind the wall that is increasing. The global stability of the walls will also need 
to be evaluated. 

A permanent perimeter subdrainage system should be incorporated into the wall construction to 
remove trapped water in the backfill and to mitigate any potential hydrostatic pressures as described 
under the "Permanent Drainage" section, herein. Proper damp proofing is also recommended for the 
exterior of below-grade walls. Temporary and permanent surface drainage should be maintained to 
prevent ponding and divert water away from the wall. 

The backfill within a 1 H: 1V zone behind the walls should consist of Free-Draining Structural Fill 
compacted to between 90 and 93 percent of the maximum dry density per Modified Proctor (ASTM D 
1557). Backfill within this zone is recommended to utilize hand-operated lightweight equipment to avoid 
stressing the walls from localized high lateral pressures. Additionally, foundation walls should be 
temporarily braced during construction, and backfill placement and compaction until permanently fixed. 

with clay or till backfill, and due to the poor drainage of these materials, should not be used for 
backfilling walls. 
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All asphaltic concrete materials and procedures should be in accordance with the requirements of fhe 
Maine Department of Transportation Standard Specifications. The asphalt materials should be 
compacted per Subsection 401.16, and the aggregate base should be compacted to a minimum of 95% 
of modified Proctor maximum dry density. 

Top Course 
1Yz 2 Sections 401 and 703.07 

Asphaltic concrete Type 9.5mm 
Binder (Base) Course 

1Yz 2Yz 
Sections 401 and 703.07 

asphaltic concrete Type 12.Smm 
Aggregate Base 

6 10 Section 703.06 
Course 

Granular Subbase 
12 12 

Free-Draining Structural Fill 
Course Recommended Herein 

The following table summarizes the recommended minimum thicknesses of new asphaltic concrete and 
aggregate base courses, along with the appropriate Maine Department of Transportation Standard 
Specifications to ensure proper materials are used. Pavement sections for standard and heavy duty 
have been provided. 

The pavement subgrade soils (bottom of subbase course) are therefore anticipated to consist of a 
variation of silt, sand, and gravel fill and natural soils, which are proofrolled, compacted and approved 
by the geotechnical engineer. It is assumed that poor to fair subgrade support characteristics with an 
estimated minimum field CSR value of 6 will be present beneath the pavement section. In order to use 
this CSR value, all fill used to raise low areas must have pavement support characteristics at least 
equivalent to the existing soils and must be placed under engineering controlled conditions. 

Existing non-engineered fill in paved areas is susceptible to settlement without treatment. It is likely 
feasible to selectively leave portions of the fill In place beneath the recommended pavement section as 
long as the selected areas are properly proof-rolled, with the geotechnical engineers oversight. Clay fills 
should also be stripped from within 2.5 feet minimum, of finished pavement grades. 

The clay soils are highly susceptible to heaving from frost, if present within the frost penetration depth, 
which is estimated to be 4.5 feet. The risk of frost heave decreases with an increasing thickness (and 
cost} of non-frost susceptible free-draining granular fill to a depth of 4.5 feet. The thickness of non-frost 
susceptible material placed below the base/subbase course is a choice appropriate for the Owner to 
make, weighing up-front versus long-term annual maintenance costs. It is recommended that at a 
minimum, the clay be stripped from within 2.5 feet of finished pavement grades and replaced with 
Structural Fill. 
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Subsequ~nt f nvofvement · 
The geotechnical process is intended to incorporate exploration and recommendations, followed by 

The Geotechnical Report provides recommendations, and Isintended for informational use, requiring 
interpretation by the owner and design team for the design and construction of the project. Exploration 
logs and test data are incJudedwith the report, for the contractor's interpretation of final quantities and 
construction costs'. The Geotechnical Report is not intended, or sufficient or suitable for use as a 
technical specification: to determine quantities, or to obtain bids. Anticipated quantities and/or an 
opinion of comparative probable costs may be provided in the Geotechnical Report; such infonnation is 
Jacques Whitford's lnterpretation, and may vary dramatically from market conditions at the time of 
bidding, and contractor bids, which are based on potentially differing i"nterpretations, and several other 
variables not available or considered by Jacques Whitford. 

Use of Report 
This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of National RE/sources and their respective 
assigns and designees. This report is not intended for the use or reliance of other (third) parties, without 
the express consent of Jacques Whitford, and Nationa.1 RE/sources. Any use, which a third party makes 
of this report, or any reliance on decisions made based on this report is the responsibility of such third 
parties. Further, the findings of this study apply only to the specific Site and project described herein. 
The findings herein are inapplicable to other Sites, and to developments of different grading, layout, 
loading, and performance requirements. Jacques Whitford accepts no responsibility for damages, real 
or perceived, suffered by parties as a result of decisions made or actions based on the unintended 
and/or inappropriate use of this report. 

7.0 LIMITATIONS 

Additional explorations are recommended to address the following concerns: 
•1 The extent of the peat encountered in 807 will have significant implications to the performance 

of pavements and site improvements, and potential revision of the Site Class to be used for 
structural design· of buildings in this area. 

• The auger borings encountered refusal at variable depths in the east area. Due to the presence 
of oversized fill and rubble, refusal may not be indicative of suitable bearing till or bedrock, 
which is necessary for end-bearing piles to support these buildings. 

o The site layout has been modified since the commencement of the explorations, and will likely 
be modified again prior to final design. Upon review of final design, additional explorations are 
recommended, such as in the area of the shingle· lodge to assess subsurface conditions and 
review the applicability of these recommendations. 

The additional exploration_ should be selected and designed to obtain the necessary information, and 
have the capability of penetrating the fil and rubble encountered in the east area. 

6.19Additional Explorations 
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Jacques Whitford has endeavored to conduct these services identified herein in a manner consistent 
with that level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by members of the profession currently practicing in 
the same locality and under similar conditions as this. project. No other representation, express or 
implied,. is included or intended. 

Groundwater levels were recorded du'ring the time periods and frequencies noted on the explorations. It 
is important to note that groundwater levels are disrupted by the exploration, and require equilibration 
pertods to return to actual hydrostatic levels. This equilibration time may exceed the duration of the 
measurement period. Multiple hydrostatic groundwater levels may exist, including.perched or trapped 
water, which may not necessarily be accurately represented by one water level reading. Groundwater 
.levels fluctuate due to seasonal variations, adjacent surface water bodies, precipitation, tides, and on 
Site and nearby land use. 

Representation and Interpretation of Data 
Surficial and subsurface information presented herein is based on field measurements obtained during 
the course of the exploration and site reconnaissance. The precision and accuracy of surficial data is a 
function of the references, benchmarks, methods and instruments employed, as sumrnarlzed in the 
report. Subsurface data is based on measurements within the borehole or test pit using the sampling 
methods described on the exploration logs. The completeness, precision, and accuracy or such data is 
a function of the frequency and type of exploration and sampling employed, as. well as the precision 
and accuracy of the surface location and elevation of the borehole, and may vary from actual conditions 
encountered during excavations. Subsurface conditions between, beyond and below explorations, may 
vary, dramatically from the nearest exploration, due to natural geologic action, deposition and 
weathering, or man-made activities. 

Jacques Whitt ord should be retained to observe excavations and subgrade preparation to assess 
whether the intent of these recommendations is followed during construction, and whether or not other 
appropriate and/or cost-effective solutions may be warranted based on the actual conditions 
encountered. Further, a soil exploration is a random sampling of a Site. Should any conditions at the 
Site at any point during the project be encountered that differ from those summarized in the report, 
Jacques Whitford should be notified immediately in order to permit reassessment of these conditions 
and the recommendations contained in the report. 

continuous involvement during key design and construction benchmarks. The recommendations 
provided herein are based on preliminary information and assumptions regarding proposed site 
grading, structural loading and performance requirements. It is recommended that Jacques Whitford 
review final foundation, grading, and other applicable plans to assess whether or not Jacques 
Whitford's recommendations have been interpreted as intended, and/or require modification in light of 
design changes. Further. it is recommended that Jacques Whitford either review or prepare applicable 
earthwork specifications. 
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TABLE 1 - SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

TABLES 
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1. All elevations approximate; interpolated From "Boundary Survey" by Maine Coast Surveying, 
dated October 5, 2005. All Units in feet. 

2. See Borehole I Test Pit Logs for interpretation of auger refusal I top of bedrock conditions. 
3. See Test Borehole I Test Pit Logs for water level measurement details. 
4. -- - Not encountered within the depth of the exploration. 

Test 
Elevatio Bottom of Fill 

Depth of Auger 
Groundwater (3) 

Boring I Area Refusal (2) 
n (1) 

Pit# Depth Elev. Depth Elev. Depth Elev. 

801 East 27 3 24 17.5 9.5 8.4 18.6 
802 West 15 -- - -- -- 14 1 
803 East 15 ~13.5 .:::1.5 13.5 1.5 11 4 
804 East 15 8.5 6.5 18.3 3.3 9.2 5.8 
805 East 22 -- 7 15 -- -- 
806 East 14 .::'.38.3 .:::-24.3 38.3 -24.3 7.5 6.5 

807 East 15 13 2 18.1 -3.1 16 -1 

808 East 19 - -- 9.3 9.7 -- -- 
809 East/ 26 18.7 7.3 5.2 20.8 . -- -- South 
810 South 30 -- -- 11 19 5.7 24.3 
811 South 41 13 28 32.7 8.3 17.5 23.5 
812 South 41 14 27 36.3 4.7 18 23 
813 South 40 14 26 -- - 19 21 
814 South 24 ~14 _:::10 14 10 7 17 

. 815 South 27 4.5 22.5 9.2 17.8 0 27 
816 South 27 1 26 2.5 24.5 -- -- 
817 South 17 -- - -- -- 11.5 5.5 

818 South 23 -- -- 18.5 4.5 2.5 20.5 
819 West 26 -- -- 13.5 12.5 11 15 

820 West 31 3.5 27.5 12 19 7.6 23.4 

TABLE 1 
SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

MARITIME VILLAGE 
WISCASSET, NEW HAMPSHIRE 
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1. All ·elevatrons approximate; interpolated From "Boundary Survey" by Maine Coast Surveying, 
dated October 5, 2005. All Units in feet. 

2. See Borehole I Test Pit Logs for interpretation of auger refusal I top of bedrock conditions. 
3. See Test Borehole I Test Pit Logs for water level measurement details. 
4'. - - Not encountered within the depth of the exploration . 

Test 
Elevatio Bottom of Fill Depth of Auger 

Groundwater (3) Boring I Area 
n (1) Refusal (2) 

Pit# Depth Elev. Depth Elev. Depth Elev. 
821 West 24 - -- -- -- 15 9 

822 West 19 -- -- -- -- 10 9 

TP01 East 22 -- -- 4 18 -- -- 
TP02 South 39 .:::_9 ::_30 -- -- -- -- 
TP03 South 39 8 31 -- -- -- -- 
TP04 South 38 ~8 ::_30 -- -- -- -- 
TPOS South 24 1.5 22.5 -- - -- -- 
r=oe North. 25 4 21 -- -- -- -- 
TP07 West 23 -- -- -- -- -- -- 
TPOB West 16 . -- -- -- -- -- -- 
TP09 West 11 -- -- -- -- - -- 
TP10 North 9 1.3 7.7 2 7 2 7 
TP11 North 30 3 27 5 25 -- -- 
TP12 North 25 1.5 23.5 -- -- -- -- 
TP13 North 26 .5 25.5 -- -- -- -- 
TP14 North 22 - -- -- -- -- -- 
TP15 North 26 2.5 23.5 -- -- -- -- 
TP16 East 11 6 5 -- -- 6 5 
TP17 North 26 4 22 -- -- -- -- 

TABLE 1 (cont.) 
SUMMARY OF SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

MARITIME VILLAGE 
WISCASSET, NEW HAMPSHIRE 
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SYMBOLS AND TERMS USED ON EXPLORATION AND TEST PITS RECORDS 
BOREHOLE RECORDS 801 TO 822 
TEST.PIT RECORDS TP01" TO TP17 

APPENDIX A 
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"':.= Continued Page 3, .. 

Terminology describing weathering: 

Slight Weathering limited to the surface of major discontinuities. Typically iron stained. 
Moderate Weathering extends throughout rock mass. Rock is not friable. · 
High Weathering extends throughout rock mass. Rock is friable. 

Strength Classification Uniaxial Compressive 
Strength (MPa). . 

Very Low l-25. 
Low 25-50 
Medium 50-100 
High 100-200 
Very High >200 

Spacing (mm) Bedding, Laminations, Bands Discontinuities 

2000-6000 Very Thick Very Wide 
600-2000 Thick Wide 
200-600 Medium Moderate 
60-200 Thin Close 
20-60 Very Thin Very Close 
<20 Laminated Extremely Close 
<6 · Thinly Laminated 

Terminology describing rock mass: 

ROCK QUALITY 

Excellent, intact, very sound 
Good, massive, moderately jointed or sound 
Fair, blocky and seamy, fractured . 
Poor, shattered and very seamy or blocky, severely fractured 
Very poor, crushed, very severely fractured 

RQD 

90-100 
75-90 
50-75 
25-50 
0-25 

ROCK DESCRIPTION 

Rock Quality Designation (RQD) 

The classification is based on a modified core recovery percentage in which all pieces of sound core over 4 
inches (100 mm) long are counted as recovery. The smaller pieces are considered to be due to close shearing, 
jointing, faulting, or weathering in the rock mass and are not counted. RQD was originally intended to be done 
on NW core; however, it can be used on different core sizes if the bulk of the fractures caused by drilling 
stresses are easily distinguishable from "in situ" fractures. 

Consistency In-Situ Soil Shear Strength 'N' Value 

Unc.Comp.Strength Undr. Shear Strerigth 
· (tons/st) (tons/sf) 

Very Soft <0.25 <0.13 <2 
Soft 0.25 - 0.5 0.13 - 0.25 2-4 
Firm 0.5 - 1.0 0.25 - 0.50 4-8 
Stiff 1.0-2.0 0.50 - 1.0 8 - 15 
Very Stiff 2.0-4.0 1.0 -2.0 15 - 30 
Hard >4.0 >2.0 >30 
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WOOD ASPHALT 

Clay with silt 
and sand 
seams 

~Peat 

~ 

~A-and/or illj B·horizons 

clean sand, ii BEDROCK poorly graded _ =- 

m GLACIAL TILL ~CLAY 

STRATA PLOT 

Strata plots symbolize the soil or bedrock description. 

OIBERTESTS 

s ...... Sieve analysis H ..... Hydrometer analysis 
Gs···· Specific gravity of soil particles r ...... Unit weight 
k ...... Permeability (cm/sec) c ...... Consolidation 

J 
Single packer permeability test; CD ... Consolidated drained triaxial 
test interval from depth shown cu ... Consolidated undrained triaxial 
to bottom of borehole with pore pressure measurements 

I Double packer permeability test; uu ... Unconsolidated undrained 1riaxial 
test interval as indicated 

DS .... Direct shear 

t Falling head permeability test 
Qu .... Unconfined compression using casing 

T Falling head permeability test Ip ..... Point Load Index (Ipon Borehole Record 
using well point or piezometer equals lp(SO); the index corrected 

to a reference diameter of 50 mm) 

N-VALUE 

Numbers in this column are the results of the Standard Penetration Test: The number of blows of a 140 pound (64 
kg) hammer falling 30 inches (760 mm), required to drive a 2 inch (50.8 mm) O.D. split spoon sampler one foot 
(305 mm) into the soil. For split spoon samples where insufficient penetration was achieved and 'N' values cannot 
be presented, the number of blows are reported over sampler penetration in inches 
(e.g. 50/3"). 

BS.... Bulk sample 
WS .... Wash sample 
HQ, NQ, BQ, etc .... Rock core 

samples obtained with the use 
of standard size diamond drilling bits. 

SAMPLES 

SS.... Split spoon sample 
(obtained by performing the 
Standard Penetration Test) 

ST.... Shelby tube or thin wall tube 
PS.... Piston sample 
A ..... Auger 

Piezometer 
Borehole or 
Standpipe 

WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENT 



- 

r 
Wp W WL 
I 0 I 

>C Pocl<et Penetrometer I Torvane 
• Remokled 0 Field Vane Test 

t:.. Unconfined Compression Test 
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Dynamic Penetration Test, blowslfoot * 
Standard Pene!ratfon Test, blows/foot • 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 

Wate,r Content & Atterberg Limits 

I I I 

Undrained Shear Strength - tsf 

1~ lO 3~ 
I I 

X; 1900 Y: 796 Driller: EastC-OastDrilling; Supervisor: D. Chapman. C.G. 
CME 550 All-terrain vehicle; 3.25" I.D. Hollow Stem Augers 

Boring Terminated at 17.5' -Auger Refusal on 
Cobbles, Boulders, or Bedrock 
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Difficult Drilling Conditions 

~-~9~.s~_~_0_s_~_P_1e_~~~-v_e_~---------~:~~~~~~~-~~~--1ji)! )l~) i~~i ~ ~~ ~l~~ l~li ~~!~ !!ll ~~ .__ 
:::: :::: :::: :.:: :::: :::: :::: :-;:: :: :::: :::~ :::~ :::: :;:: ::;: ::: : :::: ~~ ~ 

27.0 Grass ~o+-~--1--=--------~~-------i...,,.rt.~1.---1f--+--+~-+~-+-~-+~.---...--..~r-..,......-r"""C'..,.......'"'T'."~-1 
FILL AU 1 BDL H j H H y H : T : T 

_ _ __ 1_6,,Q :-1 Silty f-c Sand (SM) , 

1Bromi, Moist I 5 : : : : : : : : : : : ; ; : ; : ~ : : : : : ; : ~ 

~~i~~~---------------'! SS 2 IO ~ 12 BDL ~::~~~: H )j:: u T\ :jj ...... r 
24~0 Brown, Moist , ... -+---r--1--5-+---1-----1 : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : ; ; : : : ; ; : : : · : : : .: : : ~ 

~bCLixAeYdw/f-cSandvC!avlCV ~~ SS 
3 21 

:5 ;;: ;;;: ;;~ :;;: ;;;; :::; :: : :::: :: 
~ 14 BDL Hf =.:i > H iUti:;: H :j - 

LeanC!ay(CL) ~ 11 T H H H un H U:: H n 
Olive-Brown, Mottled, Moistto Wet, Fissured to 10' ~ 16 ~ ~ j / I~ B j ~ ~ t .u ! \ ~ ~ H : f 

~ SS 4 24 19 41 BDL ;:; ;;;; ;;;; ;;;:1F:~;;; ::: ; :;;; ;; '- 
~ 22 ::: ::;: :::: :::::::: :::: :::::::: :: ... 

~ 

21 

i jl \l~~ :i~i i:\~ i~ji i~~j \~U ii~: li ~ 
~ ~ in nn nu Y n~: uu :iu [U: n 
~~ 5l~~.J------+-+----I ::: ~:~: :::: :~:: :~:: ::;: :::~ :::; :: ,__ 
~ 6 :;: :::: :~{ :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :: 
V / SS 5 24 7 13 BDL : ~ ~: ~ ~ : ~ : : : ~:: ~: ~ : : : ~ ; : : ~ ; : : ; : : ; V/ - 6 . 
V/ 11 ::;; :::: :::: :::: :::: ;;;: :::: ;;:: :: V/ 1"1---+--+----i--+---+----t:::: :::: ;::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: .: L- 

~ HHHTj2HjHj:)jj 
l . _ ~~ :1li T~ j\l1 Hi~~~ ~li: ~~n Tl ~: .__ 
r- : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

~ :::::::::::::::;::;::::::::::::::: 
.... - ~-1.3,,,Q .__ 4 1.,1--+--1--1---1---1---1H /HUH H H !TH H C- 

Same.with Silty fine Sand seams "~" ~ ~~1 nu H~~ ~~n > un UH H n 
L SS 6 8 6 BDL i:.;.~ ... >!-.i-:..~ •• .;.i . .;..; __ c;.. .. ;.i.·;..;.·;..;.··i-:.·.;.;.··~· .;..; .• .;..; .• ~.~. ·:..;.·.i..;·.;..;· .c;..i. ~ •• ;..;..;..i.-1 

" 4 :::: :::: :::: :: . :::: :::: :::: :::: :: ................................ 56 :::: :::: :::: .: : :::: :::: ;;:: :::: .: 
F>---1--1----<l---+--+-----1:::: :::: :::!: : :::: :::: :::: :::: .: .._ ................................. .... .... ..... .. .... .... .... .... .. 

4.0 
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PROJECT No. NH:P04288. l 
EXPLORATION No. Jill!_ 
DATIJM T(Jpo 

BOl 
10 ft. durmg dr1llmg 

WATERLEVEL 84ft @Sda:ys 

CLIENT National RE/sources 
LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 10/28/2004 tg 10128/2005 

LOG BOREHOLE I /ti I .Jacques V tY Whitford 
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Dynamic Penetration Test, blowslfool * 
Standard Penetration Test, blowslfoot • 
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15.0 Grass 

Undrained Shear Strength - tsf 

1.0 2.0 3.0 
o I I 

SAMPLES 

WATER LEVEL 14 ft duringdrming 
LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 11/3/2004 to 1 l/3/2005 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.l 
EXPLORATION No. B02 
DATUM Topo 

B02 LOG BOREHOLE 1 1-' Jacques 
~WWhitford 
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CME 550 All-terrain vehicle; 3.25" ID. Hollow Stem Augers 
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Boring Terminated at 13.5' - Auger Refusal on 
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PROJECT No. NHP04288.l 
EXPLORATION No. B03 
DATIJM Topo 

4.0 
' 

WATER LEVEL 
LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 10/27/2004to10/27/2005 

B03 LOG BOREHOLE ~ t. I Jacques 
l\JWWhitfwd 
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EXPLORATION No. B07 
DATUM Topo 

B07 LOG BOREHOLE I 1- I Jacques 
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EXPLORATION No. BOS 
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CLIENT National RE/sources 
LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE Hll22l2004 to rna2aoos WATER LEVEL Not Enrountered 

g b _J SAMPLES 
w ..... z > s _J >- &> 4) t:n 
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t ~ s _J ll:'. ci:: ! .E 
MATERIAL DESCRIPTION 0:: w w w ~ 
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Undrained Shear Strength - tsf 

1.0 2.0 a.o . . . 
SAMPLES 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 
EXPLORATION No. :809 
DATUM Topo Not Encountered 

WATER LEVEL 5 2 ft @5 days 

LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 10/28/2004 to 10/2812005 

B09 LOG BOREHOLE I t- I Jacques fV W Whitford 
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SAMPLES 
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LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 

EXPWRATIONDATE 10/29fZOQ4 to 10/29/2005 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.l 
EXPLORATION No. J!1L 
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Water Content & Atterberg Limits I 0 I 
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13 ft. during drilling 
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LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 1012912004 to HUZ9/2QQ5 
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EXPLORATION No. Bl8 
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Water Content & Atterberg Limits 
MATERIAL DESCRIPTION 
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WATER LEVEL lJ rt during drilling 

LOCATION Maritime Village, Wisca~set, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 11/3/2004to11/3/20Q5 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

EXPLORATION No. JU.L 
DATIJM Topo 

Bl9 LOG BOREHOLE I II/A!/ .Jacques 
~ wr¥! Whmcwd 
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SAMPLES 

PROJECT No. NOP04288. l 
EXPLORATION No. B20 
DATIJM Tei po IO ft. during drilling 
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Ii: MATERIAL DESCRIPTION n:: UJ 
w a.. 
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j WATER LEVEL 

LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset; Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 11/3/2004 to 11(3/2005 

B20 LOG BOREHOLE 
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~r I Jacques 
vWWhitford 
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D Field Vane Test II Remolded 
X Pocket Penetrometer I rervare 

- 

............................... .. .... .... .... .... .... .... ..... ................................ ............................... 

.: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::: ............................... ............................... .. .... .... .... .... .... .... ..... 
~~ ~~~~ ~~i~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~;~~ ~.;;~ ~ ............................... .. .... .... .... .... .... .... ..... : : : ; : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
• • • • • • • 4 • • • • • • • • • • • ~. • • • • • • • • • • 

:: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: .r.: :::\: ............................... .. . .. . 
• • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 • • • • • • • 

:: :::: :::: :::: :::: ·:::: :;:: ::;:: 

............................... .. . .. . ............................... .. .... .... .... .... .... .... ..... ............................... ............................... .. .... .... .... .... .... .... ..... 

: : : : ~: : : : : : : . : : : : : : ; : ; : : : : : : : ; : 

.... . .. .... . 
.. .... .... .... .... .... .... ..... ............................... 
: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :-::: ::::: . ····· . 
: : : : ~ : ; : : : ; : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

: : : : ·: : : : : ~ : : : : ; : : : : : : : ; : : : : : : : .. ·-·· . "" - 

- - 
~ s - - I:; 
I.'! 
IL 

~ ""20- 
ill 
2 .. I- - li 
~ 
t; I- - 
~ 
i - - :I' 

- 
~-- 
m 

~ ,..25 

8 
:t a 
w 

" 
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24.0 Grass 

Dynamic Penetration Test, blows/foot * 
Standard Penetration Test, blows/foot • 
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Water Content & Atteiberg Lim~s 
MATERIAL DESCRIPJION 
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LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 11/3/2004 to 11/3/2005 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

EXPLORATION No. _fill__ 
DATIJM Topo 

LOG BOREHOLE B21 I 1- I Jaettues fN W Whitford 
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X Pocket Penetrometer I Torvane 
• Remolded 0 Field Vane Test 

X: 1156 Y: 1497 Driller: East Coast Drilling; Supervisor: D. Chapman, C.G . 
CME 550 All-terrain vehicle; 3.25" l.D. Hollow Stem Augers 

A Unconfined COmpressloa Test 
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Water Content & Atterberg Limits 

Dynamic Penetration Test, blows/foot * 
Standard Penetrafion Test. blows/foot G'I· 
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~ 0 z 4) Q.. 

:0 0:: o, ~ 0 !i: o >: z w I- 
Cl'.: a.. (f) a: 

(J) 

in. 

..-. I- ....I 5 0 w g z ....I > 
0 0.. LU 

J: 
~ 

~ 

....I 

li: MATERIAL DESCRIPTION a:: w 
lU 0.. 

LU (i'j I- i'.:: 0 ....I I- ~ lU (/) 

Undrained Shear Strength - tsr 

1.0 2.0 3.0 
' I '. 

SAMPLES 

I I I 

WATER LEVEL 10 ft during drilling 

LOCATION Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine 
EXPLORATION DATE 11/3/2004 to 11/312005 

PROJECT No. NHP04288. l 
EXPLORATION No. ...filL 
DATUM Topo 

B22 LOG BOREHOLE I Ii- I Jacques rY W Whitford 
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~ 

AU 1 BDL ::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: 
.._ _.__ ]_8.,Q 

11silty 
Clay (CL-ML) --~---1~-+----1---1----4 :: : :::: :::: :::: :::: :~:: :: ~~ : : :: ::: ,_ 

10live-Brown,Moist 
lV/ 2 ::: :::~ :::: :::: :::: :::: ::~: :::: ... 

~ti=~~~~g~1i)------------'~ SS 2 20 
. ; 

8 
BDL il~ H i1i~ ;i~: iiii [~ij i~H T1 ::: - 

D
Orytiveo·fBProlaswnti·c' LDun~1.Pt ttoo 3M.5o' ist ~ ---r-----1--+--:--t--+---1 : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : ~::: : : ~: : : ~: : : : : ~ ::::::::>::;:::::::::::::::::::: 

0 SS 
3 24 r~ 19 

BDL l:~ [~!r I) ~rn :~~l li~l l!!l [~l! ::: - 
~ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

~ SS 4 24 ~O 19 BDL j:! .:i· ~~l tl!i ~ii! ·~ll ~!~i ·!i: 0 9 ······························· '// . 0 •--1--+--+--7-1---1------1 H: H H :H: H H : H ~ H : :: .._ 
~ SS 5 24 :~ 23 BDL ···~·· ~Q ' ••• •.•. ••••• .• - 

~ 
13 . 

I // ••• •••• •••• •••• •••• •·•• ••·• •••• .. - / / ---+--1---+--~-+----I . 

'-10- ~-.3.& ._GraSlltyy-,CW~eyt(CCUi)------------ ~0 ~ .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••..• 
// ;:;; :::: ;:;: ;;:: :::: :::; :::: ;::: :: I-- // ,, . 

0 ~:=~ :::; :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ~::: 
// :::: ;::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::; ::;; .::'. // .... .... .... .... .... .... .... .... - 
V/ :::::::: :::::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: 
// ::=::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::::::: V/ :::::::: :::-: :::: :::::::::::::::: 
// :::: :::~ ::~: :::: :::: :::: =~== :;:: ~ ld---l--~-4---1----f:::~ :::: :::: ::~: :::~ :::: :::: :::: 
~ ss 6 24 ; 4 BDL 1~~~ !~!\ / \Y f~\ / ::~: / V~/ 

32 

•••· .... •··· •••• •••• ···• ··•• .... 

30 
// :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ;::: :::: :::: 

-1---..:.:.·i<+---'--------------~~l-F"l--+--l----lt---+--l----I:::: : : : : :: : : : : : : ::: : : ::~ : : : : : :: : 
Boring Terminated at 16' -Bedrock not encountered :::: :: : : :::: ; : : : :::: ; :: : : : : : : :: : 

::;: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ................................ 



J.,{, Jaeques TEST PIT LOG TPOl Whitfonl 

CLIENT National RE/sources PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset1 Maine TEST PIT No. TPOl 

DATES:'DUG 11-02-2004 WATER LEVEL Not Eoco11otel:fd DATUM TORO 

@: I- _J 

0 w g z _J > a:: 
0 a. w ·W UJ :c _J 

b: e SOIL DESCRIPTION <{ 0.. Ill REMARKS 
~ 

0:: ~ ::?' 
w > w :J 
0 w !;: z 

_J I- w (/) ~ 

22.00 Grass 
... 0 

10" Brown Silty f-m Sand (SM) w/ little roots - Moist 3'X7' 

I= 21.2 v. 
f- - TILL .,,. 

L. 

Clayey f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SM/SC) " 
§--- ... - Brown and Gray, Moist ,;~ ~ Moderate 

wl Little cobbles, boulders "". 
~ 

f- - (,• 

18.5 
ts.o WEATHERED BEDROCK ~ ... 

\Gray Schist I . Difficult ~ 
... 5- Pit Terminated at 4' - Bucket refusal on Bedrock 

- - 
... - 

... - 
- - 
r-10- 

- - 

- - 

... - 
- - E 
..... 15- i= ... - E .... - .i= 

.... - ~ r- ,_ - I= 
r- 

... 20- t - - 
~ - I= 

- - ~ - = ~ - =- 
~ 

f-25 t::· 

X: 1973 Y: 757 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.R. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 



CLIENT National RE/sources PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

--- LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset1 Maine TESTPITNo. TP02 

DATES: DUG 11-02-2004 WATER LEVEL Not Eoc1111ot£[ed DATUM TORO 

¢? g rrl ....... g z > 0::: 

r 0 a. ~ w w 

~ SOIL DESCRIPTION <( a. Ill REMARKS 
ti: ~ 

0:: ~ ::!! 
w > w :) 

0 w !;; z 
...I I- 
w (/) $: 

39.00 Grass Berm 
... 0 ,__3.B.5 r-6.:_ !!r2!YnJ::!11_S~dy ~i!! (M!., l !YI Ji!!l~ tQQ.ts_- _V~ry 1Y-[.Qig ______ 41x8' g_ 
... - FILL 

I f-c Sandy Clay (CL) and Silty f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SM) 
I- - Olive-Brown, Very Moist 

wl little cobbles, boulders Easy to Moderate 
:x 

,_ - 
.... - [ 
.... 5 34.0 l f-c Sandy lean Clay w/ Gravel (CL) RUV ~1 
'-- - Olive-Brown, Moist !, Lab Gradation 

I- - (moisture= 14%) t 
- 

~ 
.... F 
t- 30.0 

Pit Terminated at 9' Groundwater, bedrock not encountered ::= 
~ 

"-10- 
~ 

t ,_ - 
~ 

I- - t 
.... - t - - 
'-15- 

~ 
[ . t .... - 

.... - §.- 
E-- 

.... - §- 

..... - F 

.... zo- ~ 

I- - ~ 
=- 

I- - §'-- 

=- 
I- - 

§.- 

\ - F 
"-25 

X: 1472 Y: 1100 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavatorw/ 30" toothed bucket 

TP02 TEST PIT LOG ~ - I Jacciues yWWhitford 



J"'1 Jacques TEST PIT LOG TP03 . Whitford 

CLIENT -National RE/sources PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset, Maine TEST PIT No. TP03 

DATES: DUG ll-02-2004 WATER LEVEL Not Eo£a11ntea:d DATUM Topo 

g I- ...J 

9 w 
€ z ~ 0:: 

0 a. w UJ 
:r: 

~ 
<( ...J 0.. al REMARKS 

t: SOIL DESCRIPTION i a:: r: ~ 
> w ::i 

w I- a w z 
...J I- ~ UJ {/) 

- 0 
39.00 Grass Benn 

':Ill<; 6" Brown Siltv f-c Sand (SM) w/ little roots - Moist 3'x8' 

'"" - FILL 
Silty f-c Sand (SM) mixed with 

... ·- f-c Sandy Clay w/ Gravel (CL) 
Brown, Moist 

... - wl trace Cobbles Easy 
- - 
c. 5 - Composite: Silty f-c Sand w/ f-c Gravel (SM) 

., 
~UL Cl Lab Gradation t - - 

, 

... - ~ 

31.0 
: 

- r CLAY ~ 
- - Silty Clay (CL-ML) 

~ 
;......, 

Olive, Stiff, Moist - 
>-10 29.0 (su 1.0 tsf) ~ 

Pit Terminated at 1 O' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered - 

- - - 
- 

- - - 
- 

- - - 
- 

- ~ - 
-- 

-15- - 
~ 

- - ~ 
~ 

- - 
~ 

" 

- - 

- - l. 
-:-20- 

L 
L 

- - 
~ 
L 

- - ~ 
~ 

- - L 
:.,_ 

- ·~ 
;..._ 

~25 
X: 1215 Y: 1238 Contractor. Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

.. 



'"Jacques TEST PIT LOG TP04 
Whitford 

CLIENT National RE/sources PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

-- LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset, Maine TEST PIT No. TP04 

DATES: DUG 11-02-2004 WATER LEVEL Not Enconuter.i:d DATUM TOJ!O 

g I- -l 

g 
0 w 

z _. Gi 0:: 
0 

a, w w 
:r 

~ SOIL DESCRIPTION ~ 
...I 0. cc REMARKS 

Ii: a:: ~ :::!: 
w 6i ~ 

w =i 

0 ~ z 
...J !il w ~ 

'- 0 38.00 Grass Berm 
__ 31...5 FILL 3'x 8' 

~ 

jsilty f-c Sand (SM) 
I 

'- - I 
1Brown, Moist I 

'-- - lw/ little roots I 
cTayey f..c sand-w7 f Gravet(sc)- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - Easy 

- - Brown, Moist 
w/ little cobbles and boulders 

- - ~ '1 ~· ~UL Lab Gradation f"" 
,_ 6 - r 
'- - 

t 
~ 

- - 
~ 

~ 30.0 
Pit Terminated at 8' - Bedrock, Groundwater not encountered L 

~ - ~ 
g- 

-10- 
g- 
=-- 

- - 
L 
L 

- - r 
r 

- - r 
f- - 

L 
~ 

'-15- 
~ 
§- 

,__ - .~ 

'- - 
L s 

,__ - t 
,__ - E 
'-20- t- 
- - 

::.-- 

L 
= 

'-- - t 
'- - t r- 

- §'- 

- 
; 

'-25 
' 

X: 942 Y: 1375 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P .E. 
CAT307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

' 



X: 856 Y: 1324 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P .E. 
CAT 3070 tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

Pit Terminated at 6.5' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered 
17.5 

I- - 

~ - 

~ - 

>-10- 

,_ - 

,_ - 

... - 

'- - 

... 15-· 

... - 

... - 

... - 

§ 
~ - 

~ 
l:i 1-20- 
0 
<L 
:%: z ... - ~ 
2 
0 

~ I- - 

~ ti ... - z 
0 
!" 

- 
1·- ~25 
2· 
~ 
"' g 

Easy 

l:O- 

~ 
=-- 

t 
·[_ 

~ 

~ 
~ 
f" "'-- t 
~ 
I=- t r- <'-- 

~ 
~ 
~ 

t 
L 
~ 
I:- 
g_ 
~ 
=-- 
~ 

E 
~ 
I:- 

t =- 
a, 

=- g_ 
l 
L 

3' x 10' 

CLAY 
Silty Clay (CL-ML) 
Olive Brown, Stiff, Moist 
(su = 0.6 tsf) 

FILL 
f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SW) 
Brown Moist 

Grass 

- - 

I- - 

I- - ~ 

~ 

~ 
19.0 ~ '- 5- L----1------------------------------------- trJ 

Same, with Silt and fine Sand seams - Very Moist 1.1 ~ 
llll 

SOIL DESCRIPTION REMARKS 

WAIBRLEVEL Not Enco11utered 

LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset. Maine 
DATES: DUG _.....:1=1'-'-0=2'--"-2=0-"-04_,__ _ 

g 
..-.. z s 0 J: j:: li: ~ w 
0 w 

--' w 

24.00 ... 0 

... - 22.5 

TEST PIT No. TP05 
DATUM ----=T-=o..,_po"'---- 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

TP05 TEST PIT LOG . /j- I Jacques 
Vf!Whitford 



""Jacques TEST PIT LOG TP06 Whitford 

CLIENT National RE/sources PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

-- WCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset, Maine TEST PIT No. TP06 

DATES: DUG 11-02-2004 WATER LEVEL Not Em:ouotered DATIJM To~o 

g b ill 
g z ...I a; Q'.'. 

0 0.. UJ w 
r: 

~ 
<( -' a. m REMARKS 

ll: SOIL DESCRIPTION 
~ 

a:: ~ ~ 
UJ iii 

IJJ => 
0 ~ z 

..J f- 
UJ 

U) ~ 

25.00 Forest Litter ,_ 0 
FILL 4'x 10' t .... - Clayey f-c Gravel w/ f-c Sand (GC) 
Dark Brown, Moist 

- - w/ little roots, metal, brick Moderate t ,_ - m 21.0 t ~ 
CLAY ~ 

,_ 5 - Silty Clay (CL-ML) 
~ Olive-brown, fissured, hard, Moist 

I- - (su =2+tsf) 
~ 

[ 
Difficult to Very t ~ - 

~ 

Difficult 

I- 17.0 
Pit Terminated at 8' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered ~ 

l 

~ 

.. - 
~10- 

§"""'. 
,_ - 

~ 

I- - 

~ - 
I- - f >-15- 

~ - r: 
I:- 

~ - L 
L 

~ - 
L 
§_ 

,_ - 
§.. 
§.. 

~20- t 
~ - 

§.- 
I:.- 

L... - t 
,__ . f 

- f- 
E 

'-25 
X: 2332 Y: 1475 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McA11ister, P.E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator wt 30" toothed bucket 



~ 

Jacques TEST PIT LOG TP07 
Whitferd 

CLIENT National RE/sources PROJECT No. NHP04288.I 

. -- .... LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset1 Maine TEST PIT No . TP07 

DATES: DUG 11·02·2004 WATER LEVEL Not Eocouubm:rl DATUM TOJ!O 

g I- -I 

g s w 
z > IY 

J: 0 
n, w UJ w 

~ 
-c -I a. Cl REMARKS 

I- SOIL DESCRIPTION IY ~ 
a.. ~ ~ 
w > UJ :::i 

0 w ~ z 
-I I- 
UJ 

(/) 3: 

23.00 Grass, Forest Litter -o 10" f-m Sandy Silt (ML) w/ little roots - Moist 
~ 

3' x 12' 

~ 

~-~,2 '----------------~----------~------- 
'- - CLAY . 
'- - 

Silty Clay (CL-ML) ~ 
Olive-Brown, Very Stiff, Moist ~ 

Moderate to Difficult 
,_ - (su = 1.2 tsf) 

~ r- 
~ 

=- 
'-- - 

L 
~ 

L 
'-- 5 - ~ ~ 

~ L.. - r- 
~ 

- - ~ 
L 

15.0 ~ ~ 
'-- Pit Terminated at 8' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered 

i::: 

E 
l- - t 

.. 
::..10- ~ 
'-- - = 
'- - 

[ 
§--- 

- - 
:--- 

- - i= 
L...15- 

f" 
L 

- - 
L 

- - t 
=--- 

,_ - ~ 
~ 

,_ - 
~ 

-2.0- 
§'-- 

,_ - ~ 
~ 

- - ~ 
- - :-- 

E-- 

i - =- 
s; 

-..zs 
I: 

X: 1341 Y: 1422 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P .E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 



Moderate 

REMARKS 
UJ 
0. 

?: 
0:: w rn :; 
:) z 

TEST PIT No. TP08 
DATUM T=op~o=---- 

X: 1067 Y: 1587 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P .E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavarorw/ 30" toothed buck.et . 

15 

Pit Terminated at 9' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered 
7.0 

(su = 0.8 tsf, moisture= 24%) 

g 
g z 

0 J: 
~ SOIL DESCRIPTION I- 

0. w > a LU _J 
w 

5 

WATER LEVEL Not Encountered 

LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset. Maine 
DATES: DUG 11-02-2004 

§ 
s 
s 20 
:l) 
.: c <: ~ ., 
~ 
i 
( 
;; 
§ 
f 

r 25 
I 
~ 
r 
: 

16.00 Grass o+-~...--+-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~---~+.-.--r+--+...--~~1----~-~~--...-...:.. 
Brown Sil f-m Sand S w. little roots - Moist 3' x 10' 
CLAY 
Silty Clay (CL-NIL) 
Olive-Brown, Stiff, Moist 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.l 

TP08 TEST PIT LOG JJacques 

"~"' Whitford 



- 

- 

X: 1147 Y: 1807 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

L. - 
L. 

'"10- 

L. - 
L. - 
f- - 
L. - 
'"15- 

.. - 
'- - 
~ - 

§ '- - 
~ 
5 '-20- 
:?I .: 
" " - - ~ .. 
~ 
~ ~ - 

5 
0 .. - 5 ~ 

- 
~ .. s -25 a 
! 

~ 

Grass '-0+---11-o--+~-B-r_o_wn-.fi-1n_e_S_an_· -d-v·_s_il_t_CML_,-)w_/_li-ttl_e_r_o_o~---M-o-i-st-------4~.IJ~.+-+.--1----1-3-,-x-12-,------~E-1 
~ ~ ~ 
Silty Clay (CL-ML) 0 
Olive-Brown, Moist ~ r_ ~ Moderate ~ 

~ F 
-5: ~ l 

5.0 ~ E L. _,_ ,_ ~" 

Same, with Silt, Sand seams - Moist 11 ltUL .,.. 1 L 
_,_~4~.o"'--1--. ~ ~ 

~u=0.8M) I~·~. ~ 
TIU ~ E 
Silty f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SM) ~~ · §'"" 

-+----'2=·0~Brown, Moist M--1<4--+.Jf---+--f--------~ 

\~/ little cobbles and boulders 1 i- 
Pit Terminated at 9' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered =- §.-.. 

. E- 
f r 
L 
§--- 
§'--- 
°"'- 

!- ..J 
·O ur 
..J ~ rr: 
n, ..J w U1 

SOIL DESCRIPTION ~ 
n, Ill REMARKS a::: ~ 

:.; 
~ 

w ::> 
~ z 

f- 
(/) 3: 

g ,..... z $ 0 J: 
~ t: w > 

Cl UJ 
.J w 

11.00 

- 

WATERLEVEL . 
LOCATION __.M"'-=a....,.ri=ti=m..,,e'-'V,_,i,....lla~g,.,e;.._.!..W,_,i=sc~a=ss,,..e=t,c:.M=a=i=n=e-------------- 
DATES: DUG 11-02-2004 Not Enco11ntered 

TEST PIT No. TP09 
DATUM ----=T'-"o'""p=o __ 

PROJECT No. NHP04288. l 

TP09 TESt PIT LOG A.I Jacques 
yWWhitford 



""Jacques TEST PIT LOG TPlO Whitford 

CLIENT National RE/sources PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 
···-,, LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset, Maine TESTPITNo. TPlO 

DATES: DUG 11-02-2004 WATER LEVEL 2 ft during exca:£atiau DA1UM TORO 

g f- ...J 
0 w 

§: z __J > 0::: 
.0 0... w w ur 

I: 
~ ~ 

..J 0... Ill REMARKS 
t SOIL DESCRIPTION 0::: ~ ~ 
w 

~ 
~ 

w :) 

0 
f- z 

f- ~ UJ (/) . 
9.00 Sparse Grass 

.... 0 
1--..B..5 FILL I 

3' x 8' ~ 
.... - 7.7 hm~k~~~~~Illil~Y~ry_M~~-----------------1 

~ Clayey f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SC) E§y 
Easy 

- 7.0 10rown and Olive Verv Moist - Very Difficult t WEATHERED BEDROCK 
.... - lr'rrav Schist - Wet 

Pit Terminated at 2' - Bucket Refusal on Bedrock 
.... - t 
.... 5 - t ~ - 
,_ - 

~ r- 
.... - t 
t- - t 
-10- ~ 
~ - [ ,_ - 

,_ - f ,_ - -- 
'-15- r 
L- - 

§__ 

~ 
,_ - §... 

' ~ 
.... - t 
I- - ~ 

'-20- t 
§"- 

.... - t 
I- - =- a, 

,_ - 
g_ 
:... 

- 
:... 

.. •' f 
'-25 

X: 2584 Y: 1042 Contractor: Jack Shew & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 



-25-1----.lL-----------------------4---'---'-l---1---'----------F; 
X: 2451 Y: 1187 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

- 

- 

- 

Pit Terminated at 5' - Bucket Refusal on Bedrock;.Groundwater not 
encountered L 

~ 
~ 
@- 

t 
C 
L 
L 
~ 
:-- 

IUL C 1 Moderate 

Easy 

4'x8' 

- - 

- - 

- - 

- - 

- - 

- - 

>-15- 

- - 

~10- 

c - 

- - 

- - 

30.00 Tall Grass 
- O FiLL 
'" i2& Silty Clay (CL-ML) 

10liv'e-Brown, Moist / 
~ - - -~Jl n\~l._tr~~.r.o_g~ :.- J, 

1Silty Clay (CL-ML) 1 
27.0 Olive and Brown, Stiff, Moist ~ 

ITTa.~l&~~rarnien~~:rV:foTsf-------------------:~ 
~~-~ CLAY === VervDifficult Silty Clay (CL) ~--.J-1-~----1-~'->-""-~=----F'L-1 

Brown and Gray, Mottled, Stiff, Moist == 
su=0.7tsf m=20%) ~ 

WEATHERED ROCK &-~@- 
Grav Schist i:: 

SOIL DESCRIPTION 

a:: 
ur w a. m 

. ?: 5 
z 

REMARKS 
g 
:r: 
t 
w 
0 

TEST PIT No. 
DATUM __ _.T,,_o""'p~o,____ i Not Encmmtered 

TP11 
PROJECT No. NllP04288.1 CLIENT_~N~a~ti~o~na~l~RE~ffl~o~u~rc~e~s----------------'---- 

WCATION __.M'""""ar._.it""im..._,,,_e--'-V_.,il""'la<eg-"'-e--'W~is""'ca,....s,,,se""'t'....,M~a1..,·u"""e _ 
DATES: DUG _ __.,l~l-'-'-0~2'-"·2..,,0~0_,_4 WATERLEVEL 

TPll TEST PIT LOG Jj •I Jacques 
yWWhitford 



r 
lL 
I: 

Very Difficult 

- 

Very Difficult 

Moderate 

Moderate 

4' x 15' 

X: 2720 Y: 1146 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAlliSter, P .E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

Pit Terminated at 9' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered 
16.0 

FILL 
Silty Clay (CL-ML) w/ f-c Sand 

23.5 Brown, Moist I jV/ 
r~w~/l~iill~e~r~o~offi:o:-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--'~ 
CLAY v/ 
Silty Clay (CL-ML) ~ 

21.5 Olive and Brown. moilled Moist ' / 
TILL 
Clayey f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SC) 
Light Brown, Moist 
wl little Cobbles 

~-~~ ,____ . ~:~: 
Same, with some Cobbles and Boulders - Moist 

SOIL DESCRIPTION 

..... s 
z 
0 
~ 
~ w 

~o 
~ - 
- - 
~ - 

'- - 

'- 5 - 

- - 
~ - 

'- - 

,- 

-10- 

..... - 
~ - 

'- - 

'- - 

... 15- 

~ - 
'- - 
._ - 
L- - 

5 '-20- ~ 
L 
t • '-- - 

'- - 
,_ . 

- 
'-25 

25.00 Moss 

REMARKS 

Not Encmmtered WATER LEVEL 

g 
t w 
0 

TEST PIT No. TP12 
DATIJM ----"-T~o~po::<.__ 

LOCATION __.,M=a..._,ri""ti,....m..,.e'-V,_,il,..l,..ag~e'--'-W'-'i><-'sc.,,a,,,,ss,,.,e,...t • .,..M""'a~i..,,n"'-e -------------- 
DATES: DUG 11-02-2004 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

TP12 
CLIENT _ __,N,...a=t=io=n=a~l =R=E"-'/s=o=u=--rc=es~------------------- 

TEST PIT LOG /j - I Jacques 
VWWhitford 



~ 
~ 
g 20 
~ c z 
~ 
~ 
;!! 

~ < ;; 
~ 
i 

~ .. 25 a ~ . 
~ 
[ 

15 

10 
1 

Difficult to Very 
Difficult 

5 

€ 
J: 
li: w 
0 

REMARKS 

26.00 Sparse Grass o-r~-""f--'.-=-=----------------------'---;,,.,,m--+.---+---t~-,.,----------i=~ 
-1---...MJ....L+-.FILL 4' x 10' 

Silty f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SM) 
ark Brown Wet 

WCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset. Maine 
DATES: DUG --'1=-=1:...-0:::.::2=--2=0::.:0:....:4'-------- WATERLEVEL NntEucountered 

1EST PIT No. TP13 
DATUM T=op""'o,,,__ 

X: 2409 Y: 1328 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.E. 
. CAT ~07c tracked excavator w/ 3()" toothed bucket 

Pit Terminated at 10.5' - Bedrock, groundwater not encountered 

(su = 0.9 tsf, m = 29%) 
15.5 

CLAY 
Silty Clay (C&ML) 
Gray-Brown, Stiff, Moist 
at 2' - 3-foot diameter boulder (rounded! 

SOIL DESCRIPTION 

g 
z 
0 
~ 
~ w 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.l . 

TP13 TEST PIT LOG A~/Jacques 
yWWhitford 



.... 

g I- -1 
0 w 

g z __J > er 
0 Cl. w w w 

J: 
-1 

i== SOIL DESCRIPTION ~ 
Q. a) REMARKS 

Ii: ;;; Cl:'. ~ ~ 
w ~ 

UJ :::> 
0 w ~ z 

_J I- 
w (/) ~ 

22.00 Forest Litter 
I- 0 CLAY 3' x 10' t 
I- - Silty Clay (CL-ML) w/ Gravel . I/ 

Gray-brown, Moist "·I/ t - '--~& 
v 

..... 
n~]~~~Q!s ____________________________ ; 

ti Silty Clay (CL-ML) 
~ 

I- - Olive fissured, Very Stiff, Moist ~· (su = 1.8 tsf) 
Moderate to Difficult =- 

I- - 
~ ~ 

,_ 5 - 

~ 

E 
~ 

I- - 
= 

~ 

i:-- 

15.0 
~ 

I- 
= 

Pit terminated at 7' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered ~ 
ho - §- 

. r- 
I - !== 
-10- ~ 

E 
,_ - r 
I- - 

~ 
'-- - 

E I- - - 

i-15- 
~ 
~ 

I- - ~ 
g- 

- - i: 
r 

I- - ~ r- 
I- - r 
~20- 

r- r- 
~ - ~ = 
..... - 

~ 
.... - i: 

~ 
~ - ~ 

'-25 
r 

X: 2492 Y: 1487 Contractor: Jack Shaw.& Sons; SupervisorrG, McAllister, P .E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

TP14 
Tooo 

TESTPITNo. 

DATUM WATERLEVEL Nnt En .. nnntP.rP.rl 

LOCATION Maritime village Wiscasset, Maine 

DATES· DUG 11-02-2004 

PROJECT No. NHP04288. t 

TP14 TEST PIT LOG A - I Jacques 
yWWhitford 



LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset, Maine TEST PIT No. TP15 

DATES: DUG 11-02-2004 WATER LEVEL Nat Eocanntned DATUM To110 

g I- ..J 
0 w 

g z ....I > Q'. 
0 0.. w w w 

r 
~ 

<( ....I 0. en REMARKS 
ti: SOIL DESCRIPTION 

~ 
0:: ~ ::? 

w 
~ 

w ::> I- z 
0 t; ~ w 

26.00 Grass, Forest Litter 
-0 

FILL 4'x8' §__ 
.... - Grass and leaves over Dark Brown Silty f-c Sand (SM) w/ some roots, 

~ 

little coal fragments, trace cobbles - Moist Easy 

- - 
23.5 

- ._ CLAY ;/; =- 
Silty .Clay (CL-ML) 

~ 

~ 
- - Olive-Brown, fissured, Hard, Moist G 

. (su = 2+ tsf) r- 
5- 

~ 
Moderate to Difficult ~ 

.... - 
~ 

~ 
~ 

:... - 
~ F 

- 18.0 
Pit terminated at 8' - Groundwater, bedrock not encountered 

~ 
.- - 
1-10- ' 
I- - [ 
'- - ~ 

:- 

I- - 
~ 

- - :...... 
)- 

'-15 - 
- 

... - - . 
- 

I- -- ~ 
~ 

- - - 
- 

- - - 
~ 

'""20- t - - ~ 
-- - .~ 

- - ~ 
- ~ 

~ 
i-25 

X; 2195 Y: 1468 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 CLIENT _ __,N'"'"'a='t""io"'n~a~I R~E:!.l:/s;.!!o.!!.ur~c~es~-~------------~---- 

TP15 TEST PIT LOG A_IJacques 
yWWhitford 



X: 2174 Y: 594 Contractor: Jack Shaw & Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P.E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 3.0" toothed bucket 

Pit Terminated at 7' - Bedrock Not Encountered ~ 
~ ~ 

t 

~ 

~ 
[_ 
[._ 
~ s, 
~ s 
~ 

~ 
~ 

t 
::,_ 

L 
L 

... - 

... - 

-5- 

- 
... 
... - 

- - 

'-10- 

... - 

... - 
.... - 
- - 

i-15- 

... - 
L... - 
- - 

~ 
L... - 

s 
l:i '-20- 
~ 
:!: 

"' - - ~ 
2 
0 

.~ - - 
~ t; - 
~ 

,_ 

- - 
r· -25 fil 
i g 

11.00 Sparse Grass '-Q-j---t-~----------------------im!'Xl--h--t--+--:--c,----------;r:-1 
1--ffi:7nFILL 8'x15' ~ 

... - ~J2°kTIL~tty_f~-S~j_(SJ0JFLli_!tl~_!.o_Qt~ j ~ 
~ _ Cobbles and Boulders with varying amounts of Silt, Sand and Gravel Difficult to Very ~ 

Angular, Broken Rock up to 4' diameter, Damp ~ Difficult ~ 

f" 
L 

~ 
~- y u-~er=c=he=-.:do....W~ate=-r =at;_,;6;....' __,Jr% - ~ 
4.0 CLAY ~ Difficult = 

--J-----'~ Silty Clay (CL-ML) .l"-"'-+-++--1--~~,.,_._-----1l.E-1 

Olive and Brown, Very Stiff, Moist -~ 
k'su = 1.8 tsf) ~ 

SOIL DESCRIPTION 
~ w 
0 

REMARKS 
g. 
z 
0 
~ > w 
_J w 

WATER LEVEL 6 ft during excayation 

LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset. Maine 
DATES: DUG _....:l=l'-'-0=2'--=-2=0-=-04..__ _ 

TEST PIT No. TPl 6 
DATUM __ _,,,.T'"""o""'po~- 

PROJECT No. NHP04288.1 

TEST PIT LOG TP16 ~ - I Jaefiues 
VWWhitford 



X: 2579 Y: 1316 Contractor: Jack Shaw.& Sons; Supervisor: G. McAllister, P .E. 
CAT 307c tracked excavator w/ 30" toothed bucket 

- 

Pit Terminated at 9.5' - Bedrock, Groundwater not encountered 
16.5 

r i 

'- - 

... - 

'- ·- 

'- - 

'- . 
'-15- 

,_ - 
- - 

... - 

t- - 

'10- 

g 
z 
0 
~ > w 
_J 
w 

... - ~ -22& 1-c-oai :Fr~gffieirts-W7 litileroot5-= v;y M~s't- - - - - - - - - - - - -m 

... 22.0 
CLAY !%t 
Silty Clay (CL-ML). . ~ 
Olive and Brown, mottled, fissured Very Stiff, Moist V/ 
(su = 1.6 tsf) ~ 

~ 

~ 

26.00 Tall Grass, Rubble '-0+---+----~-------------------J,,,,,~--h-+--+---------~,.,--1 FILL 4' x 12' . ~ 
Clayey f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SC) ~ ~~~ E 
w/ trace cobbles, boulders, concrete, brick = Moderate t 

I: a, 
§-. 
I§- 
~ 

F 
~ 

~ 
r 

REMARKS SOIL DESCRIPTION 

WATER LEVEL Not Encountered 

TEST PIT No. TPl 7 

DAWM ----=-T~op""'o~- 
LOCATION Maritime Village Wiscasset, Maine 
DATES:DUG ~~l=l~-0=2~-2=0~04.:..------- 

.... - 

..... - 

..... 5 - 

- - 

CLIENT ----""N.:..:a!.!Oti"°'·o:::.n~al~RE=/.,_,so~u~rc"'"'e"""s _ PROJECT No. NHP04288. l 
TP17 TEST PIT LOG '4 M I Jacques 

yWWhitford 
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GRADATION CURVES 
SOIL PLASTICITY 

SUMMARY OF MATERIAL PROPERTIES 

APPENDIXB 
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• 1 
! 
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1x102 

Date: SOIL PLASTICITY 
Notes: Project No.: NHP04288.1 
Location: Maritime Village Project: National RE/sources 

_ 1c- I .Jacques 
yWWbitfonl 

39 22 17 26.0 5.5 BOl Lean Clay (CL) 

3.5 Lean Clay (CL) 41 20 21 27.0 BOl 

DESCRIPTION · LL PL PI W% DEPTH(ft) SOURCE SYM. 

LIQUID LIMIT (WL) 

9x101 

MtorOL 

CL-ML : . 

1x1D' Li .. llii ii\ i,:Ji*i'ii; '··· 
. . /' : 

o.__----~~:_ML __ ~~~~/----_;._: ~~~--~_...~----'~~----~ .......... ------~~---' 
o w~ w~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ w~ ~~ 

. . 
... ················=-···············=················=················:-·-············· . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

: }vfH or OH ~ : . . . . . . . - . . . . ......... ; ; ':. ,.:, .: .: . 

···:···············;··············· ·····-·········-:··············· . . . . . . . . . . . . 

~ ~ ~ c : : 
~ . . . : . . . . 
~3x101 i i·--···· .. ······'.······ .. ······-~·······"··---- ; ; ; ; . 
Q . . ; CL . . . - . 
~ . s 
a.2x10' ·····-·········i·-··········:··) j : (fll' . 

: CL; : 9 

·········································· . . 
. : : ~4x101 g- 

CH 
~"A "LINE: 

5x10' ····· : ; : . 

6x101 

HIGH LOW 

PLAsr1c1rv CHART 

. l 

, I 

\ . ) 



51 

19 

6 

19 

5 

19 

10 

9 

7 

8 

16 

13 

6 

13 

41 

20 

Summary of Material Properties 
Jacques Whitford 
Company, Inc. 

3.0 5.0 SS 

5.0 7.0 SS 

9.0 11.0 SS 

14.0 16.0 SS 

1.0 2.3 SS 

4.0 4.8 SS 

9.0 11.0 SS 

1.0 3.0 SS 

3.0 5.0 SS 

1.0 3.0 SS 

3.0 5.0 SS 

5.0 6.8 SS 

14.0 16.0 SS 

19.0 21.0 SS 

9.0 11.0 SS 

14.0 16.0 SS 

1.0 3.0 SS 

3.0 5.0 SS 

5.0 6.7 SS 

Jtf~ 

~9.~ Clayey f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SC Till) 
...... J~,Q . . 

13.0 : : : 38.0 

808 ....... 3:5· 
···---r5:5· :···· :···· .. ••"•• 

808 ::::::::@: . 
17.5 : : : 

807 :::::::~~$: . 
5.5 : : : 

806 ""'"19:5' ...... :..s:5· : : : . 

806 ::::j{$ . ~~ : : : 

805 ··--·--3:5 
'"'''1if5' ····--····--:············:············:--···--···· 

804 ··--·--3:5 ...... f-t:5" · ·:· : - --:· . 

804 ::::::T$ . 
13.5 : : : 

802 :::::::~} . 
5.5 : : : 

802 ....... :(5 
····"10.'5" :·········· .. :······· .. --·:·· .. ······" 

~P? . 
1.5 ·- .. ··1:fs· :············:·--····· : . 

801 ::::::1~~$: - . 
12.5 : : : 

801 :::::::~I . 
17.5 : . 

~Q1 lean Clay (CL) 
5.5 . ··- '"21:5 .. ·39:() : "22.(i' .. ; .. 'ff(j ;- . ' f 

i 

27.0 CL 

26.0 CL 

28.0 CL 

29.0 CMS 
21.0 subsoil 

22.0 CL 

27.0 CL 

20.0 FILL 

21.0 FILL 

29.0 CL 

21.0 CL 

22.0 CL 

23.0 FILL 

22.0 FILL 

18.0 FILL 

286.0 PT 
31.0 CL 

13.0 CL 

TILL 

14 
~QL .... Lean Clay (CL) 

&5 . ······2a:5· '''4(0''':····20.if ·:"·21:0·"; .. ·········· 

• l 
. ~ 
. I 

Borehole Specimen Layer Sample Data ············ Bulk Ory Water ... P~P.~~- Description ......................................... ········· Density Density Content Code Elev. LL PL : Pl Fines Top I Bottom I Type I Rec I 'N' 

t i 
! 
' 

! 

- I 

Manager: Client: Project Description: 

Location: Maritime Village 

Wiscasset, Maine . 
Elevation Datum: 

Sheet 1 of 4 NHP04288.1 Job Number: Project: Maritime Village, 



Jacques Whitfotd "~ Company, Inc. r s·um.mary of Material Properties 

20 1.0 3.0 SS 18.0 CL 
817 
::::::::1;$, ·····-············ 

15.5 : . : 

5.0 7.0 SS 

18.0 20.0 SS 

TILL 

27.0 CL 
!?~.!? Clayey f-c Sand w/ Gravel (SC TILL) 
....... J,Q . 

20.0 : : . 29.0 

35 

16.0 18.0 SS 24.0 CL 
813 ...... 1s:s· 
.... ""i3."5" ··:· : ····---: . 45 

14.0 16.0 SS 23.0 CL 
813 ""•··14:5· ..... ".25."5" ":· : ' ·:· . 42 

18.0 20.0 SS 23.0 CMS 
812 ::::::1H: . 22.5 . . . 46 

14.0 16.0 SS 25.0 CL 
812 "'···14;·5· .... '".2if5' ·;· : -~· . 23 

29.0 31.0 SS 24.0 CMS 
811 ::::::?~J . 11.5 . : : 6 

23.0 25.0 SS 25.0 CL 
811 ...... :fa:s· 
······17:5· ··:······· ·:····· ·······;···· . 36 

17.0 19.0 SS 24.0 CL 
811 
: : : .. :11~$: . 23.5 . : . ; 51 

15.0 17.0 SS 20.0 CL 
811 ::::::1~I . 25.5 : . : 28 

13.0 15.0 SS 27.0 CL 
811 ::::::t~J . 27.5 . : ; 9 

9.0 11.0 SS 22.0 CMS 
810 ·······9:5· 
····-·20:5· :········ .. ··:·''"'"······;············ 14 

5.0 7.0 SS 24.0 CL 
810 · ······ii:s· 
...... ;2:(5" : .. ··········:·· .. ······•·;""'""""""""• 37 

3.0 5.0 SS 26.0 CL 
810 ....... 3:5· 
····-·2(Ls· ············:············;············:············ 24 

1.0 3.0 SS 23.0 ·CL 
810 ······Tri" 
. ··-··2iLs· : :·----·-··--:········· .. 17 

14.0 16.0 SS 33.0 CL 
809 ::::::r~;$: .. 10.5 . ; : 6 

14.0 16.0 SS 30.0 CL 
~Q~ . 
...... 14,~ .. 11.5 : ; . : 6 

9.0 11.0 SS 28.0 CL 
~Q~ . 

9.5 · · · ···1ifs· · ·· · · · · ···· : .. ·· · .. ··· ··: :. · · · · · ·· 16 

5.0 7.0 SS 28.0 CL 
809 ....... 5:5· 
"""'"26."5" ············;·····>< .. • .. :············ .. ·····"•··· 36 

24 3.0 5.0 SS 26.0 CL 
809 ::::::T$: . 

22.5 : . : 

34 

813 ::::J~;$: . 21.5 . . . 

1.0 3.0 SS 20.0 CL 4 
809 ·······fs· 
...... 2;f5· ·············· ··········: .. ······ .. ··:············ 

• j 

Borehole Specimen 
Layer Sample Data ............ Bulk Cry Water .... ~~P.~~- Description ......................... , .. , ...................... Density Density Content Code Elev. LL ; PL : Pl Fines Top I Bottom I Type I Rec I 'N'. 
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Summary of Material Properties 
Jacques Whitford 
Company, Inc. 

12 3.0 SS 1.0 

~-0 35 • 11.0 SS 

4.0 26 6.0 SS 

1.0 3 3.0 SS 

13 12.0 SS 10.0 

3.0 5.0 SS 23 

5.0 7.0 SS 26 

s.o 11.0 SS 28 

14.0 16.0 SS 17 

19.0 . 21.0 SS 1 

24.0 26.0 SS 3 

1.0 3.0 SS 21 

3.0 5.0 SS 40 

5.0 7.0 SS 39 

9.0 11.0 SS 70 

1.0 3.0 SS 18 

s.o 11.0 SS 24 

14.0 16.0 SS 17 

1.0 3.0 SS 8 

3.0 ·5,0 . SS 19 

J'::ts=. 

822 ::::::)~$: . 
15.5 . : : . : 

822 ...... Ts · · -·· ·rt:s· ·: : : . 

821 ::::::~{$: . a5 : : : 

821 :::::::~;$, . 
14.5 ; : : 

821 ..... ,.~rn· 
..... 'Hf!!i" ·:· : : .. 

821 :::::::n: . 
22.5 : . : : 

~~Q ....... 
9.5 . ..... ·:i(5' ·:" ·:: ·:· -··· - .. 

820 :::::::{$ . 
26.5 : : : 

820 
""'""'{5' ..... '29.'5" ·:·-- : :·----·· ·- 

819 ::::::1~f$. ··············································-···· 15.5 : : : 

819 ·······;rs· ..... ·215· ·:· : ·: . 

819 ........ {5' . 
·- .. "24.'5' : ·:· ···:·· . 

818 ....... ~}:5' 
······13:5· :··'·"·"·";···- .. ··· .. ·:··- .. 

~~-~ . 
5.5 · ·--··r7:5· : : · : . 

818 :::::::~;$: ·········--··························-············ 19.5 : : : 

818 ....... :g· 
··---·21;:5· : : : . 

817 ::::::?{$: ······-···············-······-········"'''•······· ~5 : : : 

817 :::::j~J .. 
-2.5 : : : 

817 ::::::14-1 . 
2.5 : : : 'l 

817 ::::::)-1 . 
7.5 : : : 

21.0 CL 
24.0 CL 
27.0 CL 
31.0 CL 
35.0 CL 
27.0 CMS 

26.0 CL 
23.0 CL 
25.0 CL 
17.0 TILL 

21.0 CL 
27.0 CL 
26.0 CL 
30.0 FILL 
26.0 CL 
26.0 CL 

21.0 CL 
25.0 CL 

29.0 CL 

30.0 CL 
-19.o CL 
21.0 CL 

817 ....... 5:5· 
.... "f(i;' : - - : · - - .. ·: - - .. -- .. 

817 ·······3,-5· 
'·····13:5· ············:············;·········· ·············· 

• l 
I 
f 
i 

Borehole Specimen Layer Sample Data ············ Bulk Dry Water ... P~P.~~- Description 
··················································· Density Density Content Code Elev. LL : PL Pl : Fines Top I Bottom I Type I Rec I 'N' 
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Summary of Material Properties 
Jacques Whitford 
Company, Inc. 

822 .. ·····s:5· 
··················································· 21.0 CL 5.0 7.0 SS 19 .... "13.5' . . . . . 

822 
""'"7:5 ................................ , .................. 25.0 CL 7.0 9.0 SS 23 ..... TU>" . . . . . 
822 ... "'14:5· 

··················································· 43.0 CL 14.0 16.0 SS 4 
' i 

....... :.u>" . . . 
J:P.9:4 .... . 01-Bn f-c Sandy lean Clay w/ Gravel 

FILL i 5.0 14.0 5.0 6.0 BULK 
"'""34.'6' ............ : ......................... : .. ··55_(j'" 
............ (CL FILL) 
............ ··················································· . . 
TP03 Silty f-c Sand w/ f-c Gravel (SM Fill} ::::::J;Q: FILL 5.0 6.0 BULK 

34.0 ············:············:············:···22.2··· 
TP04 Clayey f-c Sand w/ f Gravel (SC FILL) . ::::::)J FILL 4.0 5.0 BULK 

33.0 ............ : ........... : ............ : ... 27.2··· 
TPOS ""'"if6' 

··················································· 25.0 CL 6.0 7.0 BULK ...... 10.'6" . . . . . 
TP11 ::::::JI ············-·························"'·········· 21.0 CL 3.5 4.5 BULK 

25.5 . . ' . . 
TP13 ::::::tQJ ................................................... 30.0 CL 

15.5 . . 

Borehole Specimen Layer Sample Data ............ Bulk Dry Water .... '?.~P.~~- Description ......... ········································· Density Density Content Code Elev. LL ; PL : Pl Fines Top I Bottom J Type I Rec J 'N' 
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FIGURE 1 - SI.TE LOCATION 
FIGURE 2-EXPLORATION LOCATION PLAN 

FIGURES 
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PRESQUE ISLE 
1235 CENTRAL DRIVE, SKYW'AY PARK 
PRESQUE ISLE, MAINE 04679-2094 
(207) 764-0477 FAX: (207) 760-3143 

PORTLAND 
312 CANCO ROAD 
PORTLAND, MAINE 04103 
(207) 822-6300 FAX: (207) 822-6303 

BANGOR 
106 HOGAN ROAD, SUITE 6 
BANGOR, MAINE 04401 
(207} 941-4570 FAX: (207) 941-4584 

AUGUSTA 
17 STATE HOUSE STATION 
AUGUSTA, MAINE 04333-0017 
(207) 287-7688 FAX: (207) 287-7826 
RAY BLDG., HOSPITAL ST. 

Ash Pond (Lagoon) Closure: The Mason Station operations included the "Ash 
Ponds", a series of four lagoons operated as part of a wastewater discharge license. These 
lagoons are located along the eastern shore of the peninsular immediately south of the 
powerhouse. The license permitting the operation of these lagoons has expired. It is believed 
that the lagoons are no longer in use with the possible exception of receiving incidental 
quantities of surface runoff These lagoons must be dewatered and decommissioned in 

Oil Terminal Closure: The licensed oil terminal was closed to the Department's 
satisfaction with the exception of the need for an environmental covenant. This effort included 
removal of the tank farm and associated pipelines. The closure activities are addressed in a 
report titled "Marine Oil Terminal and Bulk Tank Closure" dated February 9, 2007. The oil 
terminal occupied much of the Southern end of the peninsular. This closure investigation 
identified soils contaminated with lead residues and petroleum. The lead contaminated soils 
were fully remediated however some deeper soils with low levels of petroleum residues were not 
able to be fully remediated. As a result, the Department has requested that an environmental 
covenant be placed on this portion of the property to restrict groundwater extraction. This 
portion of the site has since been backfilled, re-graded and prepared for redevelopment. The 
Department is seeking completion of the environmental covenant. The Uniform Envirorunental 
Covenant Act (UECA) requires that the Department be a signator and the holder of such 
covenants. 

This letter is written to follow-up on several meetings with Department staff, you and town 
planner Misty Parker to discuss the current environmental conditions at the former Mason 
Station facility at Birch Point in Wiscasset. Following those meetings you requested that the 
Department provide a summary of the outstanding environmental concerns at this facility. As 
you would expect, there were a number of environmental concerns to be considered at this site, 
several of which have been addressed or partially addressed and others still outstanding. 

Dear Ms. Smith: 

Re: Site Closure Issues Outstanding 
Former Mason Station Facility 
144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset 

Ms. Laurie Smith, Town Manager 
Town of Wiscasset 
51 Bath Road 
Wiscasset, ME, 04578 

May 15, 2013 

COMMISSIONER GOVERNOR 

PATRICIA W. AHO PAUL R. LEPAGE 

STATE OF MAINE 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 



Powerhouse: To the Department's knowledge, the powerhouse has not been 
thoroughly investigated. The Department is aware that significant asbestos abatement projects 
have taken place in the powerhouse, However, there are substantial quantities of asbestos 
remaining. While the remaining asbestos appears to be intact (primarily in pipe and boiler 
coverings), any activities undertaken to disturb or remove it would require the services of 
professional asbestos abatement contractors. The Department is not aware of a formal asbestos 
survey for this facility but has noted the remaining asbestos appears to be generally well marked. 

Other issues in the powerhouse are less well documented however there are certain 
conditions that warrant particular attention. During a 2005 site visit, several mercury spills were 
identified inside of the boiler control panels. A total of 4 mercury spills were subsequently 
identified and remediated by an environmental contractor. I believe these controllers were 
manufactured by Bailey Controls but in any case the mercury containing unit in the controller is 
known as a "Ledoux Bell". There is one bell in each controller and each bell contained 30-35 lbs 

Coal Area: A large area north of the power plant had been covered with a layer of 
pulverized coal. Removal of the coal resulted in a substantial quantity of coal and soil mixture 
which the Department allowed to be reused on site as a sub-base for parking lots as proposed in 
the redevelopment plan. The location of this material should be identified. If it is being reused 
as permitted by the Department it may remain in place. If this is not the case, either the material 
must be removed for proper disposal or alternate uses must be established with the Department. 

PCB Contaminated Areas (Exterior): There are several areas exterior to the buildings 
that have been identified as having PCB contamination in soils and possibly on concrete 
transformer and switchgear pads. These areas need to be further characterized, delineated and 
remediated as necessary. The areas include a small transformer area on the north encl of the 
powerhouse, a larger transformer and switchgear area on the western side of the powerhouse and 
a soil test pit location (TP-149) approximately 500 feet west of the powerhouse. Ransom 
Envirorunental has provided a plan for further characterization of these locations in a May 2007 
North Peninsular Investigation & Remediation Plan. The Department found this plan to be 
acceptable for further characterization of the PCB impacted areas but noted that the findings 
from this investigation would not necessarily delineate the contamination and additional 
sampling for delineation is needed under the direction of the EPA-TS CA Program as wells as 
this Department. Once fully delineated, the PCB areas will be subject to remediation in 
accordance with TSCA guidelines and Maine RA Gs. 

accordance with a closure plan that has been reviewed and approved by the Department. A Plan 
titled "Closure Plan for Decommissioning of Wastewater Treatment (Ash) Ponds" prepared by 
Ransom Envirorunental dated 8/14/2006 was approved with conditions by the Department on 
9/7/2006. This plan still needs to be executed however the cleanup criteria should be modified 
as needed to reference the current Remedial Action Guidelines (RAGs)(May 2013) for soil as 
well as current groundwater standards. Material referred to as "sediments" in the lagoon is 
considered surface impoundment residues by the Department. This residue, when dewatered, 
will be assessed as soil under the soil criteria of the Maine RA Gs, as will the surrounding soils, 
subsurface soils and containment structure components. 

Letter to Ms. Laurie Smith, Town of Wiscasset 
May 15, 2013 Page 2 of 4 



On November 2, 2010 Department staff met with representatives of Mason Station LLC (Scott 
Houldin and J eel Colby) at the disposal site. Mr. Colby and Mr. Houldin stated that no funds 
were currently available to implement the closure plan and requested that plan implementation 
be postponed. Department solid waste staff agreed provided no exposure or erosion of wastes to 
the Sheepscot River occurs and Mason Station LLC documents that sufficient funds are set aside 

Landfill Area (North Peninsular): Mason Station LLC includes about 33 acres in 
Wiscasset. In 2004, in response to a complaint by Mr. William Phinney, the Department's solid 
waste staff identified a waste disposal area covering approximately one acre of the Northern 
Peninsula. The north face of the disposal area abuts along the Sheepscot River. Subsurface soil 
test-pitting conducted by Ransom Environmental determined that the wastes consisted of 
asbestos, some wood and non-wood demolition debris, brick, and rock. Although most of the 
waste meets the regulatory definition of inert fill, and 38 MRSA § 131 O-N(8) exempts the on-site 
disposal of demolition debris, land clearing debris and wood wastes in a less than 1 acre area, the 
disposal of asbestos triggered the need for appropriate closure of the disposal area. In 2008, 
Department solid waste staff approved a closure plan prepared by Ransom Environmental 
Consultants, Inc., dated August 20, 2008, and entitled: North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan. 
The closure plan including its cover system and maintenance requirements was never 
implemented. 

General Site Conditions: A site-wide groundwater study was requested by the Department. 
In response, Mason LLC provided a Site Hydrogeologic Investigation work plan elated August 8, 
2006. This workplan was accepted (with conditions) by the Department on August 18, 2006. As 
stated , this plan would still be considered suitable with the exception that the cleanup criteria 
should reference the current Remedial Action Guidelines (RA Gs) for soil as well as current 
groundwater standards. 

of mercury when in use. There were at least 10 controllers present in the powerhouse so the 
potential for additional spills (historic or otherwise unobserved) is significant. Although the 
mercury from the bells was drained and removed from the site, a mercury survey of the 
powerhouse should be completed to assess the potential of residues in the equipment and any 
other unidentified releases inside the building. A "mercury survey" should include a careful 
visual inspection, screening with sensitive mercury vapor detection meter (such as a Lumex) and 
wipe samples and/or media samples as needed. Other potential mercury sources would be the 
glass ampules on the numerous thermo-sensors located on the boilers and steam lines. There 
appeared to be limited use of other chemicals in the powerhouse with the exception of various 
boiler treatment chemicals. These chemicals had been removed and since these chemicals are 
typically consumed in use the only residues likely would be anything remaining in distribution 
lines or feed pumps. During site visits, no PCB containing equipment was noted inside the 
building however the potential for PCB releases should be further evaluated. Additionally, due 
to the age and nature of the building, there is the potential that PCBs may be present in caulking, 
glazing materials or other building materials used in either interior or exterior of the strncture. 
This should be evaluated especially in the areas proposed for major renovation or building 
demolition. 
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Mason station issues 2013 

Pc: Scott Whittier, MEDEP 
Rick Kaselis, MEDEP 
William Butler, MEDEP 
Stacy Ladner, MEDEP 
Nick Hodgkins, MEDEP 

Sin~)~ 
Edward J. Vigneault, Environmental Specialist III 
Division of Oil & Hazardous Waste Facility Regulation 
Bureau of Remediation and Waste Management 

This letter is an attempt to summarize the major outstanding environmental issues at this site 
however further activities may identify additional issues that would require attention. Please feel 
free to contact Rick Kaselis or Scott Whittier if you have any questions concerning any items in 
the summary above except for the Landfill Area. Questions regarding the landfill should be 
directed to William Butler. All Department staff can be reached at 207 287-2651. 

Based on our meeting with Town of Wiscasset planner Misty Parker and you it appears likely 
that Mason Station LLC may soon cease to exist and the potential for the closure plan to be 
implemented is remote. 

should implementation of the closure plan be necessary clue to a massive failure of the clump 
slope. Mr. Colby and Mr. Houldin agreed. An inspection of the disposal site by Department 
solid waste staff on November 2, 2010 showed the top of the clump was vegetated with brush and 
vegetation, small trees and a stand of large diameter Douglas Firs. Erosion along the disposal 
area face abutting the Sheepscot River was minimal with two locations along the disposal area 
face clue to its steep grade showing erosion potential. Both areas were flagged as potential 
locations to check after storm events and seasonally. Mr. Colby and Mr. Houldin agreed to 
check the face weekly and record their results. In addition, many follow-up inspections by 
Department solid waste staff were conducted from December 7, 2010 to January 13, 2013. No 
significant erosion of soils or exposure of wastes along the disposal area face was observed by 
either Department solid waste staff or Mason Station LLC personnel. Despite repeated requests 
by Department solid waste staff, Mason Station LLC never provided the funding documentation 
that they agreed to submit. At this time, based on the observations of this area over time, an 
alternate plan to stabilize the two areas showing the potential for erosion could be substituted for 
the Department's approval in lieu of the previously approved plan to cap the entire disposal area. 
Another alternative is to remove the asbestos from the disposal area, using qualified personnel 
and dispose of the asbestos in a facility licensed to accept it. 
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Mason Station Background 
June 1, 2015 

 
The collapse of the Mason Station development, slated to be the Point East Maritime Village, has 
become an outstanding issue for the Town of Wiscasset. As one of the most significant parcels 
for economic development in town, the outstanding issues including an approved subdivision 
plan, tax acquired parcels, environmental issues, and significant tax debt to the Town, are a 
detriment to Wiscasset. The issues regarding Mason Station are significant and complex. This 
document provides a brief history on the issues and actions taken to date by the Town, including 
the approved subdivision plan (Figure 1) and 2014 ownership map (Figure 2). 
 
Background 
Mason Station was owned and operated by Central Maine Power (CMP) as an oil/coal fired 
power plant. CMP sold the property (33 acres) to Florida Power and Light, retaining a portion of 
the peninsula containing their transmission lines and switch yard as well as a number of 
easements on the peninsula. Florida Power and Light sold the Mason Station peninsula (33 acres) 
to Mason Station LLC in 2003. In 2005 Mason Station LLC received Town approval for a mixed 
use development called Point East on the Mason Station peninsula (33 acres). Approval was 
granted for an 85 lot subdivision containing single family homes, 5 condominium buildings (160 
total units), and 6 commercial units within the condominiums (see Figure 1); Mason Station LLC 
was also proposing a mixed use facility in the Mason Station building itself as well as a 250 slip 
marina and boat repair facility as part of the Point East development. 

 Infrastructure for the development was installed on the property.  
 Water and Sewer upgrades on Birch Point Road were needed before the development 

could be fully built out (around $1 million). The Town made an agreement with Mason 
Station LLC that they would apply for grants with the understanding that if the Town was 
unsuccessful Mason Station LLC would pay for infrastructure upgrades on Birch Point 
Rd. This was never completed.  

 Because the Birch Point Road water/sewer improvements were not completed, the Maine 
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) only granted permits to build out 15 lots 
until the infrastructure was upgraded. Two houses were built as spec houses (lots 12 and 
15) and another foundation was installed. Maine DEP did not give approval for lots on 
the north point due to known environmental issues. Condominium lots also did not 
receive Maine DEP approval (lots 82-85). Lots 19, 33-36, and 61-66 did not receive 
approval due to existing railroad easement held by CMP. See Figure 1, Mason Station 
Subdivision Plan for clarification. 

 Initial permitting was obtained for the marina with the Army Corp of Engineers; this 
permit has since expired.  
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Tax Acquired Properties 
Tax years 2007, 2008, and 2009 remain unpaid and have gone through the automatic foreclosure 
process by the Town. The Town has tax acquired all properties on the Mason Station peninsula 
previously owned by Mason Station LLC except for lots 73-76 and 78 (identified on the 
ownership map as ñparcels containing asbestos fillò) and lot 81 which Mason Station LLC 
continues to pay taxes on (see Figure 2, Mason Station Peninsula Parcel Ownership Map. The 
tax acquired parcels are now owned by the Town. Common lots (noted on Figure 2) are 
associated with lot 81. According to the covenants for the subdivision, rights to these lots are 
with the abutting properties (tax acquired by the town). The Town has taken the position that 
these lots are to be associated with the Town acquired parcels however this information has not 
been thoroughly investigated to determine ownership. At the time of foreclosure in 2012 the 
back taxes owed to the Town by Mason Station LLC were approximately $850,000.  

Annually, the taxes for Mason Station LLC, associated with the 85 parcels, are about $150,000, 
primarily because of the approved subdivision and base value per lot. The Town approached 
Mason Station LLC to collect the back taxes and assist with reconfiguring the subdivision to 
lower the property valuation to a more reasonable value for the undeveloped land. No agreement 
was reached.  

 The Town pursued redevelopment options for the tax acquired parcels and found a 
number of complications with the approved subdivision and the undeveloped streets 
approved in the plan (see Figure 2). The undeveloped streets, called paper streets, 
approved in a subdivision are granted legal rights, even if not constructed. Mason Station 
LLC remains a property owner in the subdivision, thus, in order for the Town to pursue 
vacating the legal rights to the streets, it would involve a lengthy legal process requiring 
Mason Station LLC to abandon their rights to the streets willingly or have a court decide 
they do not have rights to those streets.  

During the summer of 2012 the Town did attempt a Request For Proposals (RFP) process for 
redevelopment of the tax acquired parcels, however, because of the subdivision configuration, 
among other things, the process yielded no proposals.  
 
Environmental Issues 

 In 2004 Jacques Whitford Company Inc. completed an investigation of the peninsula 
identifying debris fill area at the northern end of the property.  

 URS Corporation implemented shoreline stabilization program under contract with CMP 
(NRPA permit) to contain asbestos material exposed by erosion.  

 In 2007 Ransom completed investigation of the North Peninsula asbestos fill area in 
accordance with a work plan approved by Maine DEP.  

 In 2008 Ransom completed a remediation plan for the asbestos fill area.  
 In 2010 Ransom and Mason Station LLC moved forward with remediation of the 

asbestos fill area. A local citizen group filed lawsuit against Mason Station LLC because 
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the remediation plan required cutting of buffer trees along the shoreline and Mason 
Station LLC did not receive Planning Board approval for the proposed work. Maine DEP 
directed Mason Station LLC to draft a new remediation plan. This has not been 
completed to date and Maine DEP continues to monitor the area for signs of erosion. 
Maine DEP has taken no action toward Mason Station LLC to remediate the site. They 
have reported to the Town that the site is a low priority and with the lack of funds it is 
likely little will be done to pursue action against Mason Station LLC to complete the 
work.  

 A significant amount of asbestos is still inside the building. To our knowledge no 
remediation plan was prepared for the building itself. Some asbestos has been removed 
from the building in relation to removal of equipment.  

 During the spring of 2013 GEI Consultants Inc. prepared a preliminary cost summary for 
remediation of the site (see Table 1 below). 

Table 1 ï Preliminary Cost Summary for Remediation of Mason Station Peninsula (2013) 
Environmental Aspect Estimated Cost Comments 
Asbestos $6 - $7.5 million Lower end costs associated 

with abatement in conjunction 
with building demolition 

Lead-based paint $0.6 - $1.3 million Speculative ï testing for lead 
in paint not conducted to date; 
range depends on whether 
distressed paint is 
encapsulated in place or 
removed and disposed of off-
site 

PCBs in building materials $0.25 - $2 million  Speculative ï testing not 
completed to date for PCBs in 
caulk 

PCB transformers $42,000 Speculative ï testing of oils 
for PCBs not conducted to 
date; inside building only 

Mercury $8,000 Based on report of extensive 
mercury removal in 
2004/2005 

Residual heating oil and 
hazardous waste 

$25,000 - $75,000 Based on estimated quantities 

Total Estimate $6.9 - $10.9 million 
 

 During the spring of 2013 Laurie Smith, Town Manager, and Misty Parker, Town 
Planner met with Maine DEP staff to discuss the status of remediation efforts and 
environmental issues. The Maine DEP was able to confirm that the oil terminals have 
been closed to the Departmentôs satisfaction; the ash ponds (a series of four lagoons used 
for waste water discharge) require decommissioning and possibly further testing; PCB-



4 
 

contaminated areas on outside transformer pads require further characterization, 
delineation, and possible remediation; the Coal Area is an area on the north portion of the 
property where the Department permitted a coal and soil mixture to be reused on site as a 
sub-base for parking lots (confirmation of this area and compliance with the 
Departmentôs approval is needed); the Powerhouse needs a detailed investigation and 
remediation plan (outstanding issues include a significant amount of asbestos and may 
also include mercury or PCBs; the landfill area is known for containing a solid waste 
dump of less than one acre, which also requires a new remediation plan). The Maine DEP 
has agreed to continue working with the Town and discussing potential liability with 
Mason Station LLC, Flodira Power and Light, and CMP. 

 
Mason Station Equipment Removal 
Mason Station LLC has sold some of the power plant equipment to ESI, a company in 
Guatemala. Some equipment has been removed and shipped while other equipment remains to be 
dismantled, packaged, and shipped. During the removal of equipment, asbestos surrounding the 
equipment has been removed. While the Town has spoken on many occasions with a United 
States representative for ESI regarding the purchased machinery, we have not seen proof of the 
sale or a contract identifying the equipment sold to ESI. The building and all equipment inside 
currently have a court issued lien. 
 
Legal Actions Pursued to Collect Back Taxes 

2012 
Since the Town was unsuccessful with the RFP redevelopment process, and no deal could be 
reached with Mason Station LLC to pay the nearly $850,000 owed in back taxes, the Town 
decided to file a lawsuit against Mason Station LLC for the back taxes in 2012. During the 
winter of 2012/2013 the Town received a judgment from the court for $846,618.67 and a writ of 
execution to collect this debt. The award of a judgment means that the court has agreed with the 
Town that Mason Station LLC owes the Town $846,618.67. The writ of execution grants 
authority for the Town to collect this debt from Mason Station LLC. At this time, known assets 
of Mason Station LLC included lot 72 and lot 81 as well as any equipment still owned by Mason 
Station LLC in the Mason Station building or on lots 72 or 81. The summons and complaint were 
served on Mason Station LLC on December 11, 2012. Mason Station LLC failed to file an 
answer within the required twenty days as required by M.R. Civ. P. 12(a).While the writ of 
execution does not give the Town ownership of lots 72 and 81, it does provide the Town the 
authority to sell those parcels through a sheriffôs sale (auction) in order to collect the 
$846,618.67. The Town still retains ownership of the other parcels, minus the asbestos lots the 
Town did not foreclose on. 

A sheriffôs sale would require 30 day notice of the sale, at which time the sale would be 
advertised. The Town can reserve a minimum bid on the sale. If a sale was made for the 
properties, the amount paid would be awarded to the Town to fulfill the judgment amount of 
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$846,618.67 owed by Mason Station LLC. If the sale of the auction was greater than the 
judgment amount, the excess amount would be awarded to Mason Station LLC after the Town 
received their portion.   

Mason Station LLC has the ability to pay the $846,618.67 prior to the sale to reclaim ownership 
of lots 72 and 81. If the properties do go to sale, a buyer can purchase the parcels at the auction 
and have full rights to the properties purchased. However, within one year after the sheriffôs sale, 
Mason Station LLC has the ability to purchase the lots back from the buyer for the amount paid 
at auction by the buyer. If the buyer has made investments in the property during this time, the 
buyer can charge Mason Station LLC for their improvements to recoup their costs.   

2013 
On January 23, 2013, the Town requested the entry of a default and default judgement and 
submitted a supporting affidavit. Shortly thereafter, the clerk entered a default and default 
judgement in the amount of $846,263.67. Mason Station LLC did not appeal and a writ of 
execution was requested in February 2013 and issued on March 10, 2013. 

2014 
On July 10, 2014 Mason Station LLC moved to set aside the default and for relief from the 
default judgement in January 2013. In support of Mason Station LLCôs claim, they argued that 
the Town had obtained ownership of the properties for which taxes were owed through automatic 
foreclosure. However, the Town argued that Mason Station LLC had failed to demonstrate any 
reason for its delay in responding to the complaint in 2013 and did not establish that the 
foreclosed properties had a value in excess of the $846,263.67 in unpaid taxes. In August 2014 
the Lincoln County Superior Court denied Mason Station LLCôs motions to set aside the default 
and for relief from the default judgement in 2013.   
 
In November 2014 Mason Station LLC filed an appeal with the Maine Supreme Judicial Court. 
The appeal asks the Maine Supreme Judicial Court, Maineôs highest court, to vacate the August 
2014 decision in Lincoln County Superior Court to deny Mason Station LLCôs request for relief 
from the 2013 default judgement in the Townôs favor. Mason Station LLC claimed that the Town 
was ñdouble-dippingò by seeking taxes in court even though it foreclosed on dozens of properties 
formally owned by Mason Station LLC. 

2015 
On April 10, 2015 the Maine Supreme Judicial Court, Maineôs highest court, heard from lawyers 
representing the Town and Mason Station LLC. Mason Station LLC filed an appeal asking the 
Maine Supreme Judicial Court to vacate the August 2014 decision in Lincoln County Superior 
Court, which denied Mason Station LLCôs request for relief from the 2013 default judgement. 
The Maine Supreme Judicial Court rejected Mason Station LLCôs appeal. According to the court 
ruling, ñ(Mason Station LLC) offered no excuse for failing to answer in a reasonable time or at 
all, and it did not move for relief from the default judgement until nearly eighteen months after 
the judgment was entered and sixteen months after the writ of execution was issued. In these 
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circumstances, the court did not abuse its discretion in declining to grant Mason Station relief 
from the default judgment.ò At this point, Mason Station LLC is legally required to pay the 
Town $846,618.47 in owed back taxes. 
 
Next Steps and Questions to Consider 

 What are the next steps in collecting the back taxes owed by Mason Station LLC? What 
is the best way to proceed? 

 What is the best way to utilize the land located on the Mason Station peninsula? 
 From a redevelopment perspective, does it make sense for the Town to include all parcels 

in a sheriffôs sale or just lot 81?  
 If the Town chooses to put lot 81 to sheriffôs sale, is it a benefit to retain the other parcels 

currently owned by the Town in hopes to partner with the buyer of lot 81 for a 
development project? 

 For the sheriffôs sale, the Town has the option to have the attorney and sheriff perform 
the sale or hire an auction company to perform the sale. The Town would have to pay an 
auction company, plus their advertising expenses. The benefit could be that an auction 
company may have broader reach in attracting developers to the sale. Should the Town 
consider an auction company or just sheriff and attorney? 

 Is there a benefit to having a third party entity, like the Wiscasset Regional Economic 
Development Corporation (WREDC), involved with the redevelopment of Mason Station 
peninsula?  

 What resources may be available to assist the redevelopment of the Mason Station 
peninsula?  

 And are there particular resources available to a non-profit/Town versus a private 
developer? 

 What types of financing could be available to assist the property in redevelopment?  
 What options are available to resolve the environmental issues on the property? 
 Does WREDC see a benefit to playing a part in the next steps of Mason Station 

peninsula?  
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Figure 1 ï Mason Station Subdivision Plan (2006) 
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Figure 2 ïMason Station Peninsula Parcel Ownership Map (2014) 

 
 
 



























































STATE OF MAINE Date of Certificate:
September 21, 2015

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

FACILITY REGISTRATION CERTIFICATE FOR

Aboveground and Underground Storage Tank

Please display this certificate in a visible location at the registered facility.

Facility:

MASON STATION
BIRCHPOINT ROAD
WISCASSET

Facility Registration Number: 7799

Date of Registration: October 07, 1986

Facility Phone: 207-882-6212

Operator:
 
MASON STATION
BOX 102  RR 2
WISCASSET, ME 04578- 
207-882-6212

Sensitive Area Status:

Facility Use: INDUSTRIAL

Owner:
TOM DANIELS
CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO
83 EDISON DR
AUGUSTA, ME 04336- 
207-621-4417

Aboveground and Underground Storage Tanks

Number of Active Aboveground Tanks: 0
Number of Active Underground Tanks: 0

If the information on this form is accurate and complete, please retain for you records.

The Maine Department of Environmental Protection must be notified of any errors or changes in the information on this form. To
accomplish this, please draw a line through the incorrect or outdated information, insert the correct information, and return this form to:

Department of Environmental Protection Bureau of Remediation and Waste Management
State House Station #17 Augusta, ME 04333

Attn: Underground Tanks Program

If you have any questions concerning this process, please call (207)287-2651 and ask for the administrator
of the Underground Storage Tanks Program



INDIVIDUAL TANK DATA FOR SITE NUMBER: 7799

Tank

1

Tank Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Tank Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Tank
Size

1000

Tank
Monitoring

Unknown

Date Tank
Installed

01/01/1941

Tank
Status

Removed

Tank
Substatus

 

Tank Status
Date

10/01/1986

Chamber

1

Chamber
Size

1000

Product
Stored

Diesel

Pipe Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Date Piping
Installed

 

Pipe
Monitoring

Unknown

Piping
Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Overfill
Protection

Unknown

INDIVIDUAL TANK DATA FOR SITE NUMBER: 7799

Tank

2

Tank Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Tank Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Tank
Size

1000

Tank
Monitoring

Unknown

Date Tank
Installed

01/01/1941

Tank
Status

Removed

Tank
Substatus

 

Tank Status
Date

10/01/1986

Chamber

1

Chamber
Size

1000

Product
Stored

Unleaded Gasoline

Pipe Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Date Piping
Installed

 

Pipe
Monitoring

Unknown

Piping
Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Overfill
Protection

Unknown

INDIVIDUAL TANK DATA FOR SITE NUMBER: 7799

Tank

3

Tank Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Tank Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Tank
Size

5000

Tank
Monitoring

Unknown

Date Tank
Installed

01/01/1941

Tank
Status

Abandoned In Place

Tank
Substatus

 

Tank Status
Date

03/01/1990

Chamber

1

Chamber
Size

5000

Product
Stored

#6 Fuel Oil

Pipe Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Date Piping
Installed

 

Pipe
Monitoring

Unknown

Piping
Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Overfill
Protection

Unknown



INDIVIDUAL TANK DATA FOR SITE NUMBER: 7799

Tank

4

Tank Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Tank Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Tank
Size

5000

Tank
Monitoring

Unknown

Date Tank
Installed

01/01/1947

Tank
Status

Abandoned In Place

Tank
Substatus

 

Tank Status
Date

03/01/1990

Chamber

1

Chamber
Size

5000

Product
Stored

#6 Fuel Oil

Pipe Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Date Piping
Installed

 

Pipe
Monitoring

Unknown

Piping
Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Overfill
Protection

Unknown

INDIVIDUAL TANK DATA FOR SITE NUMBER: 7799

Tank

5

Tank Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Tank Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Tank
Size

5000

Tank
Monitoring

Unknown

Date Tank
Installed

01/01/1952

Tank
Status

Abandoned In Place

Tank
Substatus

 

Tank Status
Date

03/01/1990

Chamber

1

Chamber
Size

5000

Product
Stored

#6 Fuel Oil

Pipe Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Date Piping
Installed

 

Pipe
Monitoring

Unknown

Piping
Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Overfill
Protection

Unknown

INDIVIDUAL TANK DATA FOR SITE NUMBER: 7799

Tank

6

Tank Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Tank Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Tank
Size

10000

Tank
Monitoring

Unknown

Date Tank
Installed

01/01/1952

Tank
Status

Abandoned In Place

Tank
Substatus

 

Tank Status
Date

03/01/1990

Chamber

1

Chamber
Size

10000

Product
Stored

#6 Fuel Oil

Pipe Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Date Piping
Installed

 

Pipe
Monitoring

Unknown

Piping
Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Overfill
Protection

Unknown
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Tank

7

Tank Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Tank Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Tank
Size

15000

Tank
Monitoring

Unknown

Date Tank
Installed

01/01/1955

Tank
Status

Abandoned In Place

Tank
Substatus

 

Tank Status
Date

03/01/1990

Chamber

1

Chamber
Size

15000

Product
Stored

#6 Fuel Oil

Pipe Under/
Above ground

Below Ground

Date Piping
Installed

 

Pipe
Monitoring

Unknown

Piping
Type

Asphalt Coated.
Steel - Bare Or 

Overfill
Protection

Unknown
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I. INTRODUCTION

1-01. GENERAL

This report presents the results of a hydrogeologic evaluation of the Mason Station oil terminal in
Wiscasset, Maine.  The work performed by Haley & Aldrich, Inc. has been carried out in accordance with
our work plan to Central Maine Power Company (CMP) dated 9 January 1991 and revised on 17 April
1991.

1-02. PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The Mason Station terminal, located in Wiscasset, Maine, contains three above-ground tanks used for
storage of No. 6 fuel oil.  Fuel oil from the tank farm is piped to the nearby Mason Station power plant.  In
September 1990, the Maine Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) granted CMP a Maine Oil
Terminal Facility license subject to completion of a site hydrogeologic evaluation.  In April 1991, DEP
approved a work plan for the site hydrogeologic evaluation prepared by Haley & Aldrich.

The primary objectives of the hydrogeologic evaluation were to (a) characterize site groundwater flow
characteristics, (b) evaluate soil, groundwater and surface water quality at the site, and (c) evaluate the
need for remedial measures.  In order to meet these objectives, the hydrogeologic evaluation included an
exploration program of test pits, test borings, groundwater monitoring well installations, and chemical
analysis of soils, groundwater and surface water.

In accordance with DEP requirements, this report documents site background information, site conditions,
quality of site soils, groundwater and surface water, and includes the following:

 Boring logs,

 Groundwater flow maps,

 Site location map,

 Laboratory testing results,

 Groundwater measurements,

 Topographic survey of monitoring well elevations,

 Quality assurance/quality control information, and

 Geologic cross-sections.



-2-

1-03. LIMITATIONS

The conclusions provided by Haley & Aldrich are based solely on the scope of work completed and
sources of information referenced in this report.  Any additional information that becomes available
concerning this site should be provided to Haley & Aldrich so that the conclusions contained herein may
be reviewed and modified as necessary.  This work has been undertaken in accordance with generally
accepted consulting engineering practices.  No other warranty, express or implied, is made.
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II. SITE LOCATION, HISTORY AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

2-01. SITE LOCATION

The site consists of about ten acres of land located on Birch Point in Wiscasset, Maine (see Figure 1,
Project Locus).  Birch Point is a relatively narrow extension of land that juts into the Sheepscot River west
of Davis Island and Clough Point.  The Sheepscot River drains into the Atlantic Ocean about 14 miles
south of the site.

The site is located at the southwestern end of Birch Point and is bordered by tide-water areas of the
Sheepscot River to the northeast, east and south (Figure 2).  The river inlet south of the site has
historically been referred to as Main Pond and was once dammed at its eastern end.  North-northwest of
the site, a small body of water called Hilton Pond drains eastward into Hilton Cove.  The Mason Station
Power Plant lies northeast of the site.

As shown on Figure 2, the site consists of an oil terminal containing three above-ground oil storage tanks
surrounded by earth embankments.  The site includes an approximately 50 ft. wide strip of land that
contains oil supply lines leading from the oil terminal to Mason Station.  The site also includes a
rectangular extension of land to the north that contains a discontinued oil supply line leading to a former
railroad oil loading dock.

2-02. SITE HISTORY

2-02.1 Site Development

Historical records indicate that Birch Point was first settled by Captain Jonathon Williamson before the
mid-1700s (1)1.  Williamson constructed a mill for grinding corn, and it appears that the mill was either
converted or expanded for use as a saw mill by the early 1800s (2).  A 1913 Plan of Birch Point shows the
location of a mill just east of the site and adjacent to Main Pond (3).  The mill was destroyed once by fire
in 1837 and finally closed in 1896.  Other documented historic uses in the vicinity of the site include a
store and waterfront wharf, also located just east of the site.

Records at the Lincoln County Registry of Deeds indicate that the site was purchased as part of numerous
land acquisitions by CMP in the Birch Point area between 1940 and 1943 (2).  Construction of the first of
three above-ground oil storage tanks at the site (Tank No. 1) was completed in 1941.  In 1950, Tank No. 2
was constructed west of Tank No. 1.  Tank No. 3 was constructed east of Tank No. 1 at the location of a
former residence in 1955.  The residence, including a house and garage, is referred to as the Burton
property on a 1941 site plan (4).

1Refer to References attached to this report.
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2-02.2 Oil Terminal Construction and Operation

The oil terminal site originally sloped downward toward Main Pond to the south and toward a former
canal to the west.  As a result, leveling of the site through cut and fill operations was required.  A bedrock
exposure was encountered during construction of Tank No. 1.  A detail plan for Tank No. 1 locates the
bedrock exposure under the western portion of the tank (4).

An embankment composed of relatively low permeability soils surrounds the three tanks.  The tanks are
also divided by an embankment which separates Tank Nos. 1 and 2 from Tank No. 3 (Figure 2).  The
embankments are about 13 ft. high and are faced on the inside with stone.  A portion of the embankment
material was derived from the site following excavation of soils for grading of the oil terminal area.

The three tanks were designed for storage of No. 6 fuel oil.  The capacity of Tank No. 1 is 100,000
barrels; the capacity of Tank Nos. 2 and 3 is 132,000 barrels each.  The tanks are supplied from tankers
which off-load product at the dock east of the site (Figure 2).  Oil is conveyed between the oil terminal,
Mason Station and the dock in two pipelines with diameters of 10 in. and 12 in.  The pipelines are
supported above ground on concrete footings.  The lines are enclosed by a concrete tunnel where they
cross the embankment surrounding the tanks (Figure 2).
Tank No. 1 formerly had the option of oil supply from a railroad loading dock to the north (Figure 2).  The
tank was connected to the loading dock by a 6-in. diameter pipeline encased in a concrete-lined trench.
The pipeline is presently capped and has reportedly seldom, if ever, been used (5).

Tank Nos. 1, 2 and 3 were used for storage of No. 6 fuel oil until 1984 when Mason Station temporarily
discontinued power generation (5).  Between 1988 and July 1991, Tank No. 2 was brought on line to
supply fuel to the power plant which was operated during periods of peak electricity demand.  Mason
Station was deactivated in July 1991.  Tank No. 2 contains approximately 60,000 barrels of oil which is
currently being sold and hauled off.

2-02.3 Oil Terminal Drainage

Drainage within the oil terminal enclosure is collected by subsurface drains which circle each of the tanks.
Tank Nos. 1 and 2 are surrounded by 6-in. diameter tile drains that lead to a drainage sump.  Drainage

that collects in the sump is retained by a closed valve on a discharge line leading to Main Pond southwest
of the tanks (5).

Drainage within the embankment surrounding Tank No. 3 is collected in 4-in. diameter fiber drains that
circle the tank and connect to a single catch basin.  This collection system is piped to a sump in the oil
pumphouse adjacent to Tank No. 3.  Drainage in the sump is retained by a closed valve on a discharge line
leading to the ash ponds east of the tank.

Discharges to either Main Pond or the ash ponds are permitted only after testing has verified that the
drainage contains less than 15 parts per million (ppm) oil and grease (5).  If petroleum is observed in the
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sumps collecting drainage from Tank Nos. 1, 2 and 3, or is found to exceed the 15 ppm limit, drainage is
routed to an oil/water separator located in the pumphouse adjacent to Tank No. 3.

2-03. SITE ENVIRONMENTAL HISTORY

CMP reported a spill of No. 6 fuel oil at the oil terminal site in about 1979 when a gauge line vent was
accidently left open (5).  The leak occurred along the oil supply line about 50 ft. east of Tank No. 3
(Figure 2).  The spill was estimated to be about 2 in. thick over an area of about 225 sq. ft.  The spill
occurred during the winter, thus the fuel oil was removed as a nearly solidified "mat" from the ground
surface (5).  Under the approval of DEP, the oil recovered from the spill site was contained in a shallow
trench excavated in natural clay soils (6).  The trench was located just north of the Mason Station power
plant.  In 1986 the oil and a limited amount of soil were removed from the trench and disposed of at
Sawyers landfill facility in Hampden, Maine (7).

CMP also reported an incident involving a spill of about 40 gallons of No. 6 fuel oil during transfer of
product from one of the tanks in 1987 (5,8,9). The spill was cleaned up by Clean Harbors and no further
action was recommended by DEP (8).

CMP has maintained product inventory records and conducted periodic visual checks of the oil tanks and
lines since construction of the facility.  Other than those incidents noted above, no records of leaks or
spills at the oil terminal were identified (5,8,9,10).  Each of the three above-ground storage tanks passed
testing of tank wall thickness in 1979.

2-04. POTENTIAL OFF-SITE SOURCES OF OIL OR OTHER PETROLEUM PRODUCTS

No underground storage tanks have been identified at the oil terminal site (5,11).  At the nearby Mason
Station power plant, a 1,000 gallon underground gasoline tank and a 1,000 gallon underground diesel tank
were removed around 1984.  The tanks were reportedly in good condition with no evidence of product
leakage (5).

Four additional underground tanks at the power plant were abandoned by CMP in the spring of 1990.
Prior to abandonment of the tanks, CMP communicated with DEP regarding proper tank abandonment
procedures (5).  The tanks were either located under existing buildings or adjacent to structures and
therefore could not be removed.  The tanks were used to store No. 6 fuel oil for power plant start-up.  In
accordance with DEP recommendations, the tanks were drained then filled with concrete or sand.

CMP indicated that a well near Route 1 more than 1/4 mile northwest of the site was found to be
contaminated with gasoline around 1982 (5).  The well was installed as an emergency source of plant
process water should dry conditions limit water supplies normally obtained from Hilton Pond.  CMP noted
that the well was never used (5).  Gasoline storage and handling, or accidental spills along Route 1 may
have resulted in the water quality impact observed at the CMP well.  CMP reported the water quality
problem to DEP (5,12).

2-05. SITE ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

On 15 May 1991, Haley & Aldrich conducted an environmental reconnaissance of the site.  The
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reconnaissance focused on identifying possible visual evidence of soil and water quality impacts from
storage and handling of petroleum products at the site.  The reconnaissance included site grounds and
surface water conditions along the southern end of Hilton Pond and tidal zones of Hilton Cove and the
Sheepscot River north and south of the site, respectively.  Site topography and surficial features, including
above-ground oil storage tanks and piping, soil embankments/dikes, and access roads are shown on Figure
2.

The reconnaissance indicated that site grounds are well maintained with no obvious visual evidence of
leaks or spills of petroleum products (e.g. stressed vegetation, surface stains).  Observation of surface
water along Hilton Pond, Hilton Cove and the Sheepscot River, likewise, revealed no evidence of leaks or
spills of petroleum products (e.g., no petroleum sheen or related odors).

Two apparent groundwater seeps were observed in tidal areas along the Sheepscot River south of Tank
No. 1 and north of the site at surface water sampling point S1 (Figure 2).  Surface water from the seep at
S1 was sampled for chemical testing on 28 June 1991; the flow rate from the seep was estimated at about
0.06 gallons per minute (82 gallons per day), based on the rate of flow into a container of known volume.
The seep along the Sheepscot River south of the site was observed to be dry on the 28 June sampling date,
possibly as a result of an observed seasonal drop in water levels across the site.
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III. EXPLORATION PROGRAM

3-01. INTRODUCTION

In accordance with the requirements of DEP for the site hydrogeologic evaluation, the exploration
program was designed to provide information on site hydrogeologic conditions and quality of soils,
groundwater and surface water at the site.  Soil and groundwater characteristics were evaluated with a
program of test pits, test borings and groundwater monitoring well installations.  The explorations
permitted sampling of soils and groundwater for screening and laboratory testing.  Groundwater
monitoring wells were also used for hydraulic conductivity testing, measurement of water levels and
identification of possible phase-separated liquid hydrocarbons (i.e., free petroleum product).  Surface
water and groundwater were tested for select water quality parameters and monitored for seasonal water-
level fluctuations.  The scope of the proposed exploration program was based on site history research,
information on site usage, and a review of published information on area geologic conditions.

3-02. TEST PITS

Nine test pits were excavated at the site on 29 May 1991 for detailed characterization of soil and fill
materials.  The test pits were generally located in the vicinity of pipelines, underground drains, and above-
ground oil storage tanks.

The test pits were excavated to depths below ground surface varying from 6.2 ft. to 10.3 ft. by Jack Shaw
& Sons, Inc.  Test pit excavations were monitored by a Haley & Aldrich environmental geologist who
determined the lateral and vertical extent of each test pit and classified soil samples.   Test pit logs
prepared by Haley & Aldrich are contained in Appendix A.

Before sampling at each test pit, the sampling trowel was washed with soapy water (i.e., water and
detergent), then sequentially rinsed with tap water, methanol, and distilled water.  Soil samples were
placed in airtight, sterile containers and kept chilled at about 40C or cooler in an ice chest until delivery to
the Haley & Aldrich laboratory in Scarborough, Maine.

3-03. TEST BORINGS

Seven test borings were completed during the period 13 to 23 May 1991.  Drilling of the test borings
permitted evaluation of soil and groundwater characteristics at depths beyond the limits of test pit
excavation equipment.  The test borings also allowed installation of groundwater wells for monthly
monitoring of groundwater levels and quarterly groundwater sampling.  Test boring locations were
selected to evaluate the possible presence of petroleum contamination in the vicinity of the above-ground
oil storage tanks and to provide data on the spacial variation of soil, fill and groundwater characteristics.

Test borings were drilled to depths below ground surface varying from 12.4 ft. to 27 ft. by Maine Test
Borings, Inc.  Drilling of test borings were monitored by a Haley & Aldrich environmental geologist who
determined the boring extent, classified soil samples and documented evidence of contamination.  Test
boring logs prepared by Haley & Aldrich are provided in Appendix B.
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Six of the seven test borings penetrated at least 3 ft. into natural soils/bedrock underlying fill or at least 5
ft. below the water table, whichever was greatest.  The remaining boring, MW4, was completed adjacent
to, and 14 ft. deeper than, MW3.  This boring permitted installation of a monitoring well pair (wells MW3
and MW4) for evaluation of vertical groundwater flow.  Bedrock was encountered in all borings with the
exception of MW6.  Bedrock cores were evaluated to characterize discontinuities and weathering.

The drill rig was steam cleaned prior to the start of the first boring.  All down-hole equipment, including
split-spoons, rods, core barrels, roller bits, casings, etc., were also steam cleaned prior to the start of each
boring.  These activities were performed in a decontamination area located adjacent to the storage
building east of Tank No. 3.  Due to shallow depths to bedrock, test borings were advanced with 4-in. I.D.
HW casings with roller bit or core barrel.  No solvents, adhesives, or greases were applied to the
downhole drilling equipment.

The borings were continuously sampled to a depth of at least 5 ft. below the water table, then at 5-ft.
intervals using a split-spoon sampler.  Bedrock was continuously cored using a double-wall core barrel.
Prior to sampling, the split-spoon sampler was washed in accordance with the guidelines specified for test
pit sampling apparatus noted above.  Soil samples obtained from the test borings were placed in washed,
airtight containers and kept chilled at about 40C or lower in an ice chest until delivery to the Haley &
Aldrich laboratory on a daily basis.

3-04. EMBANKMENT BORINGS

On 22 and 23 May 1991 six embankment borings, located as shown on Figure 2, were drilled for
evaluation of embankment materials surrounding the three above ground tanks at the site.  The borings
were drilled to depths ranging from 13 ft. to 20 ft. below ground surface.

The borings were advanced through fill soils in the embankment using 3-1/4 in. hollow stem augers. Soil
samples were collected continuously using a split-spoon sampler.  The drilling equipment was
decontaminated as described above.  Logs of embankment borings completed by Haley & Aldrich are
contained in Appendix B.

3-05. MONITORING WELL INSTALLATIONS

Monitoring wells were installed in test borings MW1 through MW7.  The monitoring wells were utilized
to obtain groundwater samples for chemical analysis, monitor groundwater levels, and evaluate soil
hydraulic conductivity.  Six of the seven monitoring wells were screened approximately from 5 ft. above
to 5 ft. below the groundwater table.  Monitoring well MW4 located adjacent to MW3 was screened over
a 2 ft. interval approximately 10 ft. deeper than MW3.

Each monitoring well consists of pre-cleaned 2-in. I.D., Schedule 40 PVC pipe and a slotted section
(screen).  The slot pattern consisted of three rows of slots along the pipe length with a slot width of 0.010
in.  All wells employed screw-coupled PVC sections with fitted end caps.  No solvents, adhesives or
cleaners were used to assemble the wells.

A filter sand compatible with the grain-size characteristics of the surrounding formation was used to
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backfill from a few inches below the well screen, the annular space around the entire well screen, and to
approximately 2.0 ft. above the well screen.

A bentonite seal approximately 2 ft. thick was placed at the top of the filter sand.  An appropriate tamper
was used, as necessary, to prevent bentonite balls from lodging in the casing.  The annulus above the
bentonite seal was filled with filter sand to near the ground surface.  A steel protective sleeve with locking
flip top was cement grouted at ground surface to protect the installation.  Monitoring well installation
reports are provided in Appendix C.

3-06. MONITORING WELL DEVELOPMENT

Well development was performed using a suction pump with dedicated polyethylene tubing and a
pre-cleaned stainless-steel bailer.  Well development was undertaken to (a) clear possible clogging of the
well screen or sand-pack with fine-grained materials subsequent to drilling and (b) remove drilling water
possibly introduced to the formation.  The wells were developed until the water appeared visually clear of
any suspended solids or until no additional improvement in clarity was apparent.

3-07. FIELD HYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY TESTING

Hydraulic conductivity tests were conducted at monitoring wells MW3, MW4 and MW6 using the
"recovery" test method.  Wells MW3 and MW4 are screened entirely within bedrock at screen-bottom
depths of about 12 ft. and 24 ft., respectively (Appendix C).  Well MW6 is screened within
unconsolidated materials between depths of 3 ft. and 25 ft. below ground surface.

The recovery tests were conducted by measuring the rate of water level recovery after a known volume of
water was rapidly removed from the well.  Water level changes with time were recorded using down hole
pressure transducers linked with a central computerized data processor.  Following evacuation of water
from the wells, the water level changes were recorded over a time period ranging from about 20 to 24
hours.  The hydraulic conductivity at each well location was calculated using the Hvorslev Method (13).
Hydraulic conductivity test data and plots are provided in Appendix D.
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IV. SITE GEOLOGY

4-01. GEOLOGIC SETTING

Surficial geology at the project site is representative of surficial deposits mapped within the Midcoast
Province (14).  Typical landforms encountered in this region are rocky peninsulas which are  separated by
deep tidal inlets forming narrow winding bays.  Located along the coastal lowland, this region is blanketed
by marine sediments at lower elevations and thin deposits of glacial till overlying bedrock at high
elevations (15).

During the melting of the Late Wisconsin glacier, sediments comprised predominantly of fine sand, silt
and clay settled out of the glacial meltwaters onto the ocean floor when relative sea level was higher than
at present.  These marine deposits are known as the Presumpscot Formation and are prevalent in the
Midcoast Province.  The Presumpscot Formation typically overlies glacial till which was deposited
directly by melting glacial ice at the front edge of the glacier as it advanced.  The unconsolidated marine
and glacial deposits overlie metamorphic bedrock containing coarse-grained intrusive rock zones.

4-02. SITE STRATIGRAPHY

Site subsurface conditions described below are based on information encountered in the test borings and
test pits completed at the site.  Cross-sections A-A' and B-B' (as shown on Figure 3) illustrate the local
geology across the site based on the soil units encountered and geologic interpretation between the
explorations.  The soil units encountered are as follows:

Topsoil or Vegetative Mat: Topsoil ranging in thickness from approximately 0.3 ft. to 1.5 ft.
was encountered in borings MW1, MW5, MW6, MW7, EB1, EB2, EB3, EB4, and in test pits
TP1, TP2, TP8, TP9.  The bottom of the topsoil encountered in the explorations ranges from
El. 15.6 (TP1) to El. 41.5 (EB4).  The topsoil consists of brown loamy SILT with grass roots.

Fill: Fill ranging in thickness from 1.3 ft. to 15.1 ft. was encountered in borings MW1, MW2,
MW3, MW4, in each embankment boring and in all test pits except TP2, TP8, and TP9.  Fill
bottom elevations range from El. 12.2 (TP1) to El. 31.4 (EB3).  The fill varies from dark
brown coarse to fine sandy to silty GRAVEL; to gray brown fine sandy SILT; to silty CLAY,
occasional little to trace gravel and fine sand.

Marine Deposits: The marine deposits range in thickness from 2.3 ft. to 25.5 ft. and were
encountered in all of the borings and test pits except MW3, MW4, EB5 and TP5.  The bottom
of this layer ranges from El. -7.5 (MW6) to El. 27.4 (EB3).  The marine deposits consist of
brown to gray mottled clayey SILT; to silty CLAY, occasional medium to fine sandy silt
layers, trace gravel, trace organics.

Glacial till: Glacial till ranging in thickness from 0.3 to 3.5 ft. was encountered in MW5,
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MW7, TP1, TP4 and TP6.  Elevations at the base of the till layer range from El. 7.9 (TP1) to
El. 20.2 (MW7).  The glacial till consists of gray-brown silty fine SAND, little medium sand,
little to trace gravel, trace coarse sand; to brown gravelly coarse to fine SAND, trace silt, with
boulders and cobbles.

Bedrock: Bedrock in the site area is predominantly fine grained quartz-feldspar-biotite mica
schist of the Cape Elizabeth Formation (16).  This formation is Ordovician-Precambrian in
age, and was encountered in borings MW1, MW2, MW5, and MW7.  Granite intrusive rocks
formed during the Devonian period were also encountered at the site in borings MW3 and
MW4.  These rocks are composed of coarse to fine grained pegmatite granite.  Fracturing and
slightly weathered joint surfaces are evident in both the mica schist and the pegmatite granite.
Top of bedrock ranges from El. 7.9 (TP1) to El. 28.3 (EB5).  In explorations where bedrock

core samples were not taken, the assumed top of rock elevation is based on the refusal depth.

Variations in the extent of the stratigraphic units described above are illustrated in the geologic cross-
sections on Figure 3.  The most extensive fill zones at the site were observed in the vicinity of the above-
ground oil tanks where man-made soil berms surround each tank for spill protection.  Fill soils decrease in
thickness beyond the berms and roadway areas as exhibited in the cross sections.  Marine sediments
appear most extensive where bedrock elevations are lowest as indicated in borings MW5 and MW6.
Marine sediments appear to taper out in areas of relatively high bedrock elevation, shown in borings
MW3, MW4, and EB6.  The geologic cross sections indicate that bedrock elevations drop to the north into
Hilton Cove and to the southeast into the Sheepscot River.  A thin layer of glacial till is shown at two
boring locations on Figure 3.  Past erosion has likely resulted in the absence of till at higher bedrock
elevations and along relatively steep bedrock slopes.

4-03. SOIL QUALITY

Soil samples from the test borings and embankment borings were evaluated for visual or olfactory
evidence of petroleum contamination.  As noted on the boring logs in Appendix A, a slight petroleum odor
was noted at the base of the fill zone in borings EB1 and EB3.  Localized black staining of soils from
potential petroleum or organic material was also observed at a depth of about 6 ft. in EB3 and at a depth
of about 3 1/2 ft. in test pit TP1.  Each of these observations was limited to soil layers only a few inches
thick and did not appear indicative of significant or widespread petroleum contamination at the site.

4-04. HYDROGEOLOGY

4-04.1 Hydrogeologic Setting

Regionally, groundwater generally flows from recharge areas comprising topographic highs to discharge
areas, typically water bodies, along topographic lows.  Due to the relatively low permeability surficial
soils, the site area has been classified as a tertiary watershed with limited groundwater recharge capacity
(17).

No water supply wells completed in overburden material have been identified in the site vicinity.  The site
is not located on a mapped sand and gravel aquifer (18).  The closest private bedrock well to the site was
identified at the Brooks property (Map R-7, Lot 46) approximately ½ mile southwest of the site (17).
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Groundwater flow in bedrock is likely to be influenced by the orientation of bedrock features and
separations along foliation planes (19).

4-04.2 Hydrologic Units

Based on an evaluation of test boring data and groundwater level measurements, the principle hydrologic
units encountered at the site include marine deposits and bedrock.  These units are described below:

Marine Deposits:  Groundwater was encountered at depths less than 5 ft. below ground surface
in the predominantly silty clay marine deposits in the central and northern portions of the site
(refer to wells MW2 and MW6 on Figure 3).  The greatest thickness of saturated marine
deposits appears to be located in the vicinity of MW6 where the bedrock surface slopes
steeply downward to the north.

A hydraulic conductivity of 5.8 X 10-6 cm/sec (0.02 ft/day) was calculated for the marine
deposits based on a rising head test at monitoring well MW6.  This hydraulic conductivity is
consistent with deposits composed of silt and clay.

Bedrock:  Groundwater was encountered in bedrock at depths ranging from about 4 ft. (MW3)
to about 19 ft. (MW5).  Unconfined aquifer conditions are likely to predominate at the site
given the similarity in permeability between bedrock and marine deposits and observations of
groundwater levels below the bedrock/marine deposit contact at most well locations (Figure
3).  Groundwater recharge to bedrock is likely to be limited by the overlying low-permeability
marine deposits.

The hydraulic conductivity of the bedrock aquifer was evaluated with single-well rising head
tests at wells MW3 and MW4 which are screened entirely within bedrock.  The testing
indicated a hydraulic conductivity of 1.6 X 10-6 cm/sec (0.005 ft/day) at MW3 and a hydraulic
conductivity of 8.0 X 10-6 cm/sec (0.02 ft/day) at MW4.  MW4 is screened about 10 ft. deeper
that MW3, thus the lower hydraulic conductivity at MW4 may reflect less weathered, more
competent bedrock conditions (i.e., fewer water-bearing fractures) at depth.

4-04.3 Water Level Measurements

Water levels were measured monthly at each monitoring well and surface water gauge location for one
year starting at the completion of the subsurface exploration program in May 1991.  Survey of monitoring
wells MW1 through MW7 and surface water gauge S2 by CMP permitted evaluation of groundwater and
surface water elevations.  Water levels measured at each monitoring well and surface water gauge S2 are
presented on the monitoring reports in Appendix E.

Monthly groundwater level elevations are graphically shown on Figures 4A and 4B.  The graphs indicate
seasonally high water level elevations generally during the Spring and Fall months when precipitation and
snow melt are greatest, and seasonally low elevations during the Summer and Winter months.  Water level
fluctuations in monitoring wells over the monitoring period range from about 1 ft. (MW5) to about 3 1/2
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ft. (MW6).  The water level in Hilton Pond declined at least 0.6 ft. between May 1991 and August 1991
when the pond level had receded beyond the surface water gauge.

Figure 4A also illustrates unusual groundwater behavior in well MW7, where water levels decline in early
Fall 1991 despite a rise in water levels at other well locations.  Water levels then appeared to decline
below the bottom of the well until March 1992.  It is possible that water is only present in the well
following a sustained period of surface water infiltration, such as during Spring snow melt.  During these
periods, water may "seep" into the well giving a false indication of water table conditions.  This
hypothesis is supported by the data on Figure 4A where rising water levels in well MW7 were observed
only during the Spring.  Given the unusual water level behavior, monitoring data from MW7 is not
included in the evaluation of groundwater flow below.

4-04.4 Groundwater Flow

Groundwater contours based on 27 April 1992 water level readings are shown on Figure 5, Groundwater
Contour Plan.  As indicated by the contour pattern and flow direction arrows, groundwater appears to flow
radially outward from an area of relatively high ground surface elevation in the vicinity of the storage tank
area.  The storage tank area therefore appears to lie within a groundwater recharge zone that is enhanced
by soil embankments that limit runoff.  Based on the relative spacing of groundwater contours on Figure
5, horizontal groundwater gradients range from about 0.02 to 0.1 ft/ft.  The higher gradients correspond to
areas of relatively steep ground surface topography, such as those portions of the site adjacent to the
Sheepscot River (Figure 5).

The presence of a groundwater recharge zone along the relatively high ground in the vicinity of the above-
ground storage tanks is also evident based on water level measurements in monitoring well pair MW3 and
MW4.  As shown on Figure 4B, water level elevations are typically higher in well MW3 than in well
MW4.  Because MW3 is screened over a depth interval higher in elevation than MW4 and has a greater
hydraulic head, a downward component of groundwater flow is apparent.  Groundwater recharge in the
tank area is less pronounced during the summer and winter months when water levels are low in response
to limited precipitation and snow melt.  Based on water level measurements in MW3 and MW4 on 27
April 1992 and the respective screened interval and depths of the wells (Appendix C), a downward
vertical gradient of 0.05 ft/ft was calculated.

A temporary 3/4-in. diameter piezometer (PZ1 on Figure 2) was installed about 3 ft. below the mudline in
Hilton Pond to evaluate potential vertical gradients.  Water levels observed in the piezometer on 28 May
1991 were about 0.07 ft. above the water level in the pond.  Given a slight upward gradient at this
location, Hilton Pond appears to constitute a groundwater discharge zone.  Based on the above water level
and piezometer construction data, an upward vertical gradient of about 0.02 ft/ft was calculated.

Possible seasonal variation in groundwater flow direction was evaluated by plotting seasonal water level
data as shown on Figure 6, Seasonal Water Level Elevations.  The Figure illustrates that despite seasonal
water level fluctuations across the site, the pattern of groundwater flow is essentially unaltered.

4-04.5 Tidal Effects

On 29 May 1991, water level measurements at surface water gauge S2 and in each monitoring well were
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obtained hourly for a complete tidal cycle (twelve hours).  This monitoring data was compared with tidal
fluctuations of the Sheepscot River to evaluate potential tidal effects on site groundwater.  Tidal
fluctuations in the Sheepscot River were recorded hourly over the same twelve hour period as the inland
monitoring points using a tide gauge installed on a dock northeast of the site (Figure 2).

As shown on Table I, water levels in the monitoring wells and at surface water gauge S2 fluctuated less
than 0.1 ft. over the twelve hour period between high tides.  During this same period, the Sheepscot River
fluctuated about 9 ft. between high and low tides.  The apparent lack of tidal influence at inland
groundwater monitoring points is likely due to the attenuating effects of relatively fine grained soils and
competent bedrock encountered at the site (refer to Report Sections 4-02. and 4-04.).
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V. SAMPLE SCREENING AND CHEMICAL TESTING

5-01. SOIL SCREENING

An HNU Systems, Inc. PI-101 photoionization analyzer was used to measure the relative concentration of
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in the headspace above each of the soil samples obtained from the
test pits, test borings and embankment borings.  Using ultraviolet light from an 11.7 eV lamp, the HNU
instrument ionizes trace gases such that the positive ions created are attracted to an electrode having an
applied negative potential.  The current measured on this electrode is proportional to the trace gas
concentration.  The instrument readout provides a general indication of the presence of detected VOCs in
parts per million (ppm).  Some inorganic gases may also be detected.

Results of headspace measurements obtained in the Haley & Aldrich laboratory are provided in Appendix
F.  Only three soil samples exhibited HNU readings over 1 part per million (ppm): sample TP1-S2 (2.5
ppm), sample TP3-S1 (2.0 ppm) and EB5-S1 (21 ppm).  No visual indication of petroleum contamination
was observed in soil samples TP3-S1 and EB5-S1.  Localized dark staining was noted in soil sample TP1-
S2.

5-02. GROUNDWATER AND SURFACE WATER SCREENING

Groundwater samples from each well and surface water from location S2 were sampled quarterly between
June 1991 and March 1992, and screened in the Haley & Aldrich laboratory for VOCs using an HNU
Model GC321 gas chromatograph (GC).  The groundwater and surface water samples were obtained in
laboratory-prepared 40 ml vials following well development as outlined below.  Groundwater screening
included evaluation of target petroleum constituents including benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and
xylenes.  These compounds were evaluated using respective standards of known concentration.

A summary of groundwater and surface water screening data is provided on Table III.  Haley & Aldrich
detected none of the target petroleum constituents above the detection limits noted on the table.
Relatively low concentrations of unknown compounds (expressed as benzene equivalents) were detected
in samples from MW1, MW2, MW3, MW6 and MW7.  In order to evaluate the possible presence of EPA
Target Compound List VOCs among the unknown compounds, a groundwater sample from MW2 was
obtained on 28 June 1991 and submitted to Matrix Analytical, Inc. for VOC testing.

5-03. CHEMICAL TESTING

5-03.1. Introduction

A laboratory testing program was undertaken to evaluate the quality of soil and groundwater sampled at
selected exploration locations.  In accordance with the DEP-approved work plan, samples were selected
for chemical testing based on sample screening, location relative to petroleum storage and handling
facilities and observations of subsurface conditions during explorations.

Deviations from proposed testing in the work plan result from screening and/or field observations that did
not indicate soil or water quality impacts at select locations.  The chemical testing was performed by
Matrix Analytical, Inc. of Hopkinton, Massachusetts.
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A summary of the chemical test data is provided on Tables III and IV.  Laboratory test data sheets and
chain-of-custody forms are contained in Appendix G.

5-03.2 Soils

Soil samples from test pits TP3, TP5 and TP8, and embankment boring EB3 were tested for total
petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) by the infrared method (IR), and the eight Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) metals (arsenic, barium, cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, selenium and silver).

Test samples were obtained at depths between 0.5 and 4 ft. in the test pits and at a depth between 11 and
13 ft. in EB3.  Results of soil testing are summarized on Table III and indicate the following:

 Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons:  Relatively low TPH concentrations ranging from 6 ppm
(TP3-S1) to 45 ppm (EB3-S6) were detected in the soil samples.

 RCRA Metals:  Each of the RCRA metals was detected in the soil samples with the exception
of selenium and silver.  Concentrations of metals ranged from 0.1 ppm for mercury to 92 ppm
for barium, common elements in background soils (refer to typical ranges of metals in Eastern
U.S. soils on Table II).

5-03.3 Groundwater and Surface Water

Groundwater from each monitoring well and surface water from location S2 (Figure 2) was sampled
quarterly in June, September and December 1991, and March 1992.  A sample from an apparent
groundwater seep was collected at location S1 on 28 June 1991.

Groundwater samples were obtained using a bailer that was decontaminated prior to sampling at each well
location with an Alconox soap wash, followed by successive rinsing with tap water, methanol, and
distilled water.  Surface water samples were collected by direct immersion of the sample container in the
water body.  The water samples were kept chilled at about 40C or cooler until delivery to the testing
laboratory under chain-of-custody protocol.

Before sampling the groundwater, the monitoring wells were developed either by (a) removing a minimum
of 3 well volumes of standing water from the well with a stainless steel bailer, or (b) bailing the well until
dry.  Samples were collected following recovery of water levels in the wells to approximately 95% the
original level.

Testing of pH, conductivity and temperature at each sampling location was conducted in the field
following well development.  The field data, which are summarized on Table V, are characteristic of
naturally occurring waters.  Note that the relatively high conductivity of the seep at S1 is likely to have
resulted from the influence of salt water in this tidal zone.

Selected groundwater and surface water samples were tested in the laboratory for polynuclear aromatic
hydrocarbons (PAHs) by EPA Method 8270, TPH by IR, and the eight RCRA metals.  PAHs are a
constituent of No. 6 fuel oil.  Groundwater test results are summarized on Table III.
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The test data indicate the following:

 VOC:  VOCs were not detected in groundwater sampled from monitoring well MW2 or seep
S1 on 28 June 1992.

 PAH:  PAHs were not detected at any groundwater or surface water location throughout the
quarterly sampling program.

 TPH:  TPH were detected in the groundwater and surface water samples only during the initial
sampling round in June 1991.  TPH concentrations detected during this round ranged from 0.1
ppm (MW2, S1) to 0.5 ppm (MW7).

 Metals:  Arsenic (0.008 ppm) was detected only at sampling location S1 during the June 1991
sampling round.  Barium was detected at MW2 in each sampling round and at S1 during the
June 1991 round.  Barium concentrations ranged from 0.02 ppm (S1) to 0.1 ppm (MW2).
Lead was detected at a majority of the sampling locations during the first two sampling
rounds, and at location S2 during the last sampling round.  Lead concentrations over the four
sampling rounds ranged from 0.002 ppm (MW3, MW4, S2) to 0.028 ppm (MW2).

5-04. DISCUSSION

Screening and chemical testing of selected soil samples has identified no significant impacts on the site
from storage and handling of petroleum products.  Small spills of oil possibly during the early operational
period of the facility are likely to have resulted in the localized staining and slightly elevated
photoionization detector readings noted in selected soil samples.  Field observations and petroleum
hydrocarbon testing indicated no evidence of oil-saturated soils that might warrant clean-up under DEP
guidelines.  Soil exploration locations included diked areas surrounding the above ground oil tanks and
supply lines, as well as the location of a No. 6 oil spill that was cleaned-up under the guidance of DEP in
1979.

Screening and chemical testing of groundwater and surface water, likewise, identified no significant
impacts from petroleum storage and handling at the site.  Petroleum hydrocarbons were identified in water
samples only during the initial sampling round at concentrations at or close to the laboratory detection
limits.  This finding is consistent with the lack of VOCs or PAHs in the samples tested. Furthermore, field
observations indicated no petroleum odors, phase-separated petroleum product or sheen at any
groundwater or surface water location.

Lead was the only metal detected in groundwater and surface water at a concentration above EPA
drinking water guidelines; lead concentrations were above the EPA "Action Level" of 0.015 ppm only
during the initial sampling round in June 1991.  The EPA Action Level is the concentration of lead in
drinking water at the tap that triggers evaluation and possible treatment of source water. It is our
understanding that the EPA Action Level for lead becomes effective on 7 December 1992.

It should be noted that lead at concentrations similar to those at the sampling locations was detected in the
rinse blank during the initial sampling round. The rinse blanks are obtained by pouring distilled water
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into a decontaminated bailer, then filling sampling bottles with the "rinse water" from the bailer for
chemical testing.  Based on contacts with the contract laboratory, testing error appears unlikely.  Given
that similar concentrations of lead were detected in a surface water sample, rinse blank contamination
from residual lead on the bailer is likewise unlikely since bailers were not used for collection of surface
water samples.  As such, the exact cause of the reported lead concentrations cannot be determined.
Therefore, the validity of the lead testing results during the first sampling round must be questioned as a
result of the rinse blank testing.

Subsequent to the initial sampling round, quarterly testing indicated lead concentrations that were non-
detect or substantially below the EPA Action Level.  Based on the test data and the fact that groundwater
at the site is not used for drinking water supply, it is the opinion of Haley & Aldrich that further
groundwater evaluation would not likely be warranted.
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VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

A hydrogeologic evaluation of the Mason Station oil terminal in Wiscasset, Maine has been conducted in
accordance with the requirements of DEP for licensing of oil terminals.  The primary objectives of the
hydrogeologic evaluation were to (a) characterize site groundwater flow characteristics, (b) evaluate site
soil, groundwater and surface water quality and (c) evaluate the need for remedial measures due to
possible impacts from storage and handling of petroleum products at the site.  In order to meet these
objectives, the hydrogeologic evaluation included an exploration program of test pits, test borings,
groundwater monitoring well installations and chemical testing of soils, groundwater and surface water.

The site consists of about ten acres of land located on Birch Point in Wiscasset, Maine.  The site is
bordered to the south by an inlet of the Sheepscot River and to the north by Hilton Pond which drains
eastward to Hilton Cove.  The Mason Station power plant lies northeast of the site.

Three above-ground oil storage tanks were constructed at the site between 1941 and 1955. The tanks
supplied Mason Station with No. 6 fuel oil until 1984 when the plant was temporarily shut down.  Tank
No. 2 was brought on line in 1988 and is the only tank containing fuel oil since Mason Station was
deactivated in July 1991.  Product remaining in the tank will be sold based on demand.

Surficial deposits at the site consist predominantly of fill material, marine silts and clay and relatively thin
deposits of glacial till overlying bedrock.  The marine deposits exhibit low hydraulic conductivity and
limit groundwater recharge to underlying bedrock.  Much of the fill material appears to consists of re-
worked native marine deposits or till and is likely to exhibit relatively low hydraulic conductivity.  Soil
berms surrounding the above-ground oil tanks are comprised of the fine-grained fill material and are thus
favorable for retaining possible spills.

Groundwater was encountered at depths ranging from about 2 ft. to 20 ft. below ground surface within
bedrock and marine sediments.  Water level elevations indicate radial groundwater flow outward from an
area of relatively high ground-surface elevation in the vicinity of the above-ground storage tanks.  This
area of high ground appears to constitute a groundwater recharge zone, whereas Hilton Pond and the
Sheepscot River, north and south of the site, respectively, likely constitute groundwater discharge zones.

Seasonal groundwater fluctuations at the site range from about 1 ft. to 3 ft.  Seasonal fluctuations,
however, appear to have little effect on the pattern of groundwater flow.  An evaluation of possible tide-
induced water level fluctuations indicated no apparent relationship between tides and groundwater levels
at the inland monitoring points.  The apparent lack of tidal influence on groundwater at the site is likely
due to the attenuating effects of relatively fine-grained soils and competent bedrock encountered at the
site.

Screening and chemical testing of soils identified no significant impacts on the site from storage and
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handling of petroleum products.  Small spills may have occurred based on observations of localized soil
staining and slight petroleum odors at selected exploration locations.  Field observations and petroleum
hydrocarbon testing indicated no evidence of oil-saturated soils that might warrant clean-up under DEP
guidelines.

Screening and chemical testing of groundwater and surface water also identified no significant impacts
from storage and handling of petroleum products at the site.  Relatively low concentrations of petroleum
hydrocarbons and selected metals decreased to non-detect levels at a majority of the sampling points
subsequent to the initial sampling round.  The lack of VOCs and PAHs in groundwater and surface water
is consistent with observations indicating no petroleum odors, phase-separated petroleum product or sheen
at any groundwater or surface water location.

Based on the available information, Haley & Aldrich has not identified the need for further evaluation or
remediation of soils, groundwater or surface water at the site.
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The 1997 B& V assessment included a review of licensing and regulatory compliance, and a site 
assessment of environmental conditions. Prior to 1997, many of the environmental permits and 
licenses had been allowed to expire due to inactivity of the power plant. The B&V report 
discussed the status of various permits and licenses, and the reapplication process undertaken by 
CMP upon reactivating the power plant in 1997. Compliance issues discussed included air 

The H&A evaluation included test pitting, test borings, groundwater monitoring well 
installations, and chemical testing of soils, groundwater, and surface water across 10 acres of 
land at the Site in the vicinity of the bulk fuel oil tanks. H&A identified mi significant impacts 
on the Site from storage and handling of petroleum products. They found no evidence of oil 
saturated soils that might warrant clean-up under Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
(MDEP) guidelines. H&A also found no petroleum odors, phase-separated petroleum product, or 
sheen at any groundwater or surface water locations sampled. Based on their findings, H&A did 
not identify the need for further evaluation or remediation of soils, groundwater or surface water 
at the Site. 

Known previous environmental assessment work at the subject property included a 
hydrogeologic evaluation by H&A in 1991, an Independent Engineering and Environmental 
Assessment by B& V in 1997, and a targeted Phase II investigation by Jacques Whitford in 2003. 

Known Previous Assessments 

The Mason Station power plant was constructed in approximately 1940. Three aboveground fuel 
oil storage tanks, each with a capacity of 100,000 to 132,000 barrels were constructed between 
1941 and 1945. Both coal and oil were burned until the early 1960's when oil was used 
exclusively. Power generation ceased at the facility in 1984. The plant was brought back on-line 
in 1988, and then deactivated in 1991. The Site was owned by Central Maine Power (CMP) until 
1999. CMP reactivated the plant in 1997 in preparation for sale of the plant. Florida Power and 
Light (FPL) purchased the Site from CMP and owned it from 1999 to December 2003, when it 
was purchased by Mason Station, LLC. 

Site History 

The approximately 32-acre subject property is located in Wiscasset, Maine at 144 Birch Point 
Road, approximately 0.5 miles south-southwest of the Village of Wiscasset. The Sheepscot 
River is located to the north and east of the site. A tidal area known as the "Ice Pond" is located 
to the south, and Hilton Cove and Hilton Pond can be found to the west of the site. 

Previous investigations at the former Mason Station power plant site ( .. site" or "subject 
property") identified several potential sources of soil and groundwater contamination. Jacques 
Whitford was contracted by Mason Station, LLC to conduct a Phase II Environmental Site 
Assessment prior to site redevelopment to evaluate whether contamination exists at the subject 
property from these sources. 

. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
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In addition to the known previous assessments and the USTs discussed above, Jacques Whitford 
performed interviews with various former employees of the plant and other knowledgeable 
parties to gather information to assist in targeting our investigation work. Numerous individuals 
reported direct knowledge of on-site disposal of waste chemicals in the northern peninsula of the 
Site, including waste trenches for acid disposal. dumping of drums with petroleum and other 
chemicals, as well as dumping of demolition debris containing asbestos-containing materials. 
Although no direct evidence of this disposal was uncovered during the investigation conducted in 
Summer 2004 (with the exception of asbestos containing fill and sporadic petroleum 
contamination), the interviews performed suggest that encountering additional contamination 

In addition to the environmental concerns identified above, Jacques Whitford also proposed to 
evaluate known and suspected underground storage tanks (USTs) at the Site. From reviewing 
files and interviewing representatives of the Site owner, it was determined that three fuel oil 
USTs existed beneath the basement floor of the plant building, and that two other USTs may be 
present elsewhere on-site that formerly contained gasoline and diesel fuel. 

The 2003 Jacques Whitford assessment included a file review and test pitting in the northern 
portion of the Site that was intended to address a different and specific site use focused on the 
northern peninsula. Jacques Whitford found fill containing boiler brick, friable and non-friable 
asbestos containing materials, petroleum product, and miscellaneous debris (i.e., iron, wood, 
asphalt, concrete, and railroad ties). Asbestos materials were exposed on the ground surface and 
along the shore in the northern portion of the Site. Free (oily) product was observed in three test 
pits near the center of the northern portion of the subject property. Two sediment samples 
collected from the shoreline in the dock area identified polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons 

· (PAHs) in. excess of regulatory limits. The coal in the coal storage area of the site was identified 
as a likely source of this contamination. - 

• Fonner ash pond and tidal flats; 
• Former upper coal pile area and environs; 
• Fonner lower coal pile area; 
• PCB transformers and observed soil staining; 
• Asbestos pipe insulation throughout the plant; and 
• Bulk fuel oil tanks and visible piping and subsurface oil contamination. 

Tue B& V environmental assessment indicated that the Site was placed on the Uncontrolled 
Hazardous Waste Sites list as a result of the MDEP Discovery Program, and was designated as 
"inactive" in the 1997 B&V report. The inactive status for the Site was due to its referral to 
another program in the MDEP (Division of Oil and Hazardous Waste Facilities). It was noted 
that no environmental investigations had been performed at the facility with the exception of the 
H&A hydrogeologic investigation conducted on the 10-acre oil terminal portion of the Site. 
B&V's 1997 report identified the foJlowing recognized environmental conditions in connection 
with the Site: 

emissions, wastewater discharge, bulk fuel oil delivery and storage, and hazardous 
substances/waste. 
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Jacques Whitford excavated 13 test pits in the vicinity of the bulk fuel oil tanks in the southern 
portion of the subject property, including along the underground delivery piping that originates at 
the nearby railroad off-loading area. The test pits were excavated to depths ranging from 2 to 
11.5 feet below grade and were terminated based on encountering groundwater, refusal, or the 

Bulk Fuel Oil Tanks 

°The Site was located on a peninsula that sloped down to the east and west. Relief from the 
central portion of the peninsula down to the water was approximately 40 feet. Bedrock depth at 
68 of the exploration points completed by Jacques Whitford in 2004 varied from less than a foot 
to over 18 feet below grade. Surficial deposits consisted of fill, glaciomarine material, and 
glacial till. Fill (up to approximately 8 feet deep) contained boulders, wood.timbers, brick, coal, 
demolition debris (including asbestos containing building materials), organic matter, concrete, 
metal, pipe, possible lead flashing, glass, an unidentified yellow material (at TP-143),, asphalt 
pavement, rags, blue and red solids (at TP-148), and/or wire. Most of the fill contained a thin 
layer of coal ash. At the upper and lower coal storage areas in the northeast portion of the Site, a 
surface layer of coal averaging I-foot deep was observed. · 

Analytical results of the soil samples were compared to the MDEP Remedial Action Guidelines 
(RAGs) for residential use, and the US EPA Risk Based Concentrations (RBCs) for residential 
use for those compounds with no RA Gs. Analytical results of the groundwater samples were 
compared to the Maine Department of Human Services (OHS) Maximum Exposure Guidelines 
(MEGs) for drinking water and the US EPA Maximum Contaminant Levels {MCLs) for those 
compounds with no MEGs. Additionally, the analytical results for the ash pond sediment 
samples were compared to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 
Effects Range-Low guidance for contaminated sediment impacts to the natural marine 
envirorunent. Analytical results of the soil and groundwater samples for total petroleum 
hydrocarbons were evaluated using the MDEP Decision Tree Analysis. Based on the 
availability/use of public water in the project Site area, the geologic conditions identified, and the 
past industrial nature. of the Site, the Mason Station property would likely be considered a 
"Baseline I" site. However, discussions with the MDEP indicated that the proposed residential 
redevelopment/use of the Site would likely change the cleanup standards. Based on this, Jacques 
Whitford has selected to compare the results to a slightly more stringent standard (Baseline 2). 

To assess the concerns identified in previous investigations as detailed above, Jacques Whitford 
excavated 60 test pits, installed 18 Geoprobe borings, collected 5 surface soil samples, and 
obtained 4 ash pond sediment samples in the Summer of 2004. The soil, groundwater, and ash 
pond sediment samples were collected for laboratory analysis of applicable chemical parameters. 
The discussion and recommendations presented below are meant to be consistent with the 
intended redevelopment/use of the Site by Mason Station, LLC. 

Scope of Work 

from these reported discharges is probable during the large-scale earthwork that will be required 
during site development. 
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Soil Analytical Results . - Concentrations of benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(a)pyrene, and 
benzo(b )fluoranthene were detected above the EPA Region ill RBCs for residential land use. 
These PAH exceedances were identified in one soil sample collected from test pit TP-149. It 
should be noted, however, that the laboratory reporting limit for dibenz(a,h)anthracene in the 
remaining soil samples was above the EPA Region Ill RBC for this compound. Concentrations 
of PCBs were not detected in soil samples from the northern peninsula above laboratory 

The test-pitting program identified a surface layer of coal in the former upper and lower coal 
storage areas that extended to approximately one foot below ground surface. Based on visual 
observations during test pitting in 2003 and 2004, and review of historical maps available at the 
Mason Station Plant, the approximate extent of the coal layer appears to be 60,000 square feet or 
1.4 acres. 

Jacques Whitford excavated 45 test pits; advanced 6 Geoprobe soil borings, and collected 5 
surface soil samples in the northern peninsula of the subject property to investigate for the 
presence or absence of contamination as a result of apparent dumping, waste disposal, or storage 
of coal (i.e., upper and lower coal pile area). Field screening of soil samples with an FID resulted 
in concentrations ranging from 0 to 103 ppm. In addition, Jacques Whitford selected 14 soil 

· samples for laboratory analysis of a full suite of parameter including volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs); PAHs; 8 RCRA metals, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs); DRO and/or TPH as 
gasoline range organics (ORO) based on the unidentified nature of filling activities. Jacques 
Whitford collected 2 groundwater samples from Geoprobe borings for laboratory analysis of 
PAHs, PCBs, and/or DRO based on Jacques Whitford's 2003 investigation that uncovered 
petroleum free product. In addition, Jacques Whitford collected 5 surface soil samples adjoining 
2 transformers known to contain PCBs and along the western boundary of the subject property in 
drainage swales near the substations. The collected surface soil samples were chemically 
analyzed for P AHs, 8 RCRA metals, PCBs, and/or DRO. 

Northern Peninsula 

Soil Analytical Results - Concentrations of P AHs were not detected above the laboratory 
reporting limits in the soil samples tested. It should be noted, however, that the laboratory 
reporting limit for dibenz(a,,h)anthracene was above the EPA Region ID Risk Based 
Concentration (RBC) for residential use. The lab reported that limitations in their instrument did 
not allow reporting down to the low level of the EPA cleanup standard. Concentrations of ORO 
were not detected above the laboratory reporting limits in the soil samples tested. 

limit of the excavator. Groundwater was not encountered on a consistent basis in the test pits, 
but was observed between 4 and 8 feet below grade in a few of the pits. The on-site Jacques 
Whitford field geologist screened the excavated soil at 2-foot depth intervals with a flame 
ionization detector (FID). FID results ranged from 0 to 1.2 parts per million (ppm). In addition, 
Jacques Whitford selected 4 soil samples for laboratory analysis of P AHs and total petroleum 
hydrocarbons (TPH) as diesel-range organics (ORO). No visual or olfactory evidence of 
contamination was observed in soil or groundwater during advancement of the test pits for the 
bulk fuel oil tanks. 

····---·--·~ -- .. •·-- .,,_,, _ - ·- .. ·-· - --...... . . .. . . 
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Soil Analytical Results - Concentrations of P AHs were not detected above laboratory detection 
limits in the analyzed soil samples. It should be noted, however, that the laboratory reporting 

Jacques Whitford excavated 2 test pits and advanced I Geoprobe soil boring in the assumed 
location of a gasoline underground storage tank (USl) and a diesel UST adjoining a former 
equipment shed, and advanced 1 Geoprobe soil boring near a known fuel oil UST at the 
southwest comer of the plant. The test pits and soil boring were advanced to the top of bedrock 
at approximately 11.5 feet below grade. Groundwater was not encountered during the subsurface 
exploration for the USTs. It should be noted that investigation activities were not performed to 
address 3 other USTs beneath the concrete floor of the plant due to subsurface utilities and 
limitations on access and proximity to the tanks. Field screening of soil samples with an FID 
resulted in concentrations ranging from 0 to 84 ppm. In addition, Jacques Whitford selected 3 
soil samples for laboratory analysis of VOCs, PAHs, DRO, and/or GRO. 

Undergrgund Storage Tanks 

Surface Soil Analytical Results - Concentrations of benzo(a)anthracene, benzotajpyrene, 
benzo(b)fluoranthene, dibenz(a,h)anthracene, indeno(l,2,3-cd)pyrene, and the PCB aroclor-1260 
were detected in surface soil samples (SS-I and SS-2) above the MDEP RAGs and/or the EPA 
Region ill RBCs for residential land use. The samples that exceeded the guidelines were those 
adjoining the 2 known PCB transformers north and west of the iplant. Concentrations of arsenic 
were detected in each of the surface soil samples above the MDEP RAG and the EPA Region Ill 
RBC for residential land use. DRO was detected above the laboratory reporting limit in the 
surface soil samples, but below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50-100 mg/kg). 

Groundwater Analytical Results - Concentrations of P AHs and PCBs were not detected above 
laboratory detection limits in the groundwater samples collected from the northern peninsula. 
ORO was detected in groundwater from one Geoprobe sample (GP-103) at a concentration of 53 
micrograms per liter (µg/L). However, no cleanup of dissolved phase contamination is required 
for Baseline 2 sites according to the MDEP Decision Tree Analysis. For reference, the cleanup 
standard for Decision Tree "Stringent" sites is 50 µg/L. 

reporting limits with the exception of soil from one test pit. The soil sample collected from 0-2 
feet bgs in test pit TP-149 contained aroclor 1260 at a concentration of 5.1 mg/kg, which is above 
the EPA Region ill RBC for residential use of 0.32 mg/kg. This concentration is also above the 
MDEP RAG of 2.2 mg/kg. Each of the soil samples collected and analyzed from the northern 
peninsula contained arsenic above the MDEP RAG and the EPA Region III RBC for residential 
land use. Based on the consistency of 13of14 of the soil samples and the concentrations being 
only I to 3 times the MDEP RAG, the detected arsenic concentrations may be indicative of 
background concentrations for this area of Maine. One soil sample from 0-10 feet below grade 
in TP-143 contained a concentration of arsenic 14 times the standard. Based on the other 
consistently lower results, it appears that this elevated result is an outlier and not indicative of an 
arsenic source area. ORO was detected in soil samples from two test pits (TP-147 and TPwl59) 
at concentrations above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50-100 milligrams per 
kilogram [mg/kg]). 



vi Mason Station Phase JJ Report.doc 

Ash Pond Sediment Sample Analytical Results - Due to high liquid content in the sediment 
samples, the laboratory detection limits for 5 of the P AH compounds using the dry weight 
methodology were elevated above their respective RAGs and/or EPA Region III RBCs. Analysis 
results based on wet weight did not identify P AH compounds above laboratory detection limits. 
It should be noted that. even on a wet weight basis, the reporting limit for dibenztahjanthracene 
was above the EPA Region Ill RBC. Concentrations of arsenic, chromium, and lead were 
detected in the sediment samples above the MDEP RAGs and/or the EPA Region III RBCs. 

Groundwater Analytical Results - Concentrations of P AHs were not detected above laboratory 
detection limits in the groundwater sample collected. Arsenic, chromium; lead, selenium, and 
silver were each detected in the groundwater sample from the ash pond area above their 
respective Maine DHS MEG for drinking water. DRO was not detected above the laboratory 
reporting limit in the analyzed groundwater sample. 

Soil Analytical Results - No P AH compounds detected in the soil samples exceeded the MDEP 
RA Gs or the EPA Region Ill RBCs with the exception of benzo( a)pyrene, which was detected in 
soil from one of the borings (GP-110) at a concentration that exceeded the EPA Region ID RBC. 
However, the concentration ofbenzo(a)pyrene in GP-110 was below the MDEP RAG. It should 
be noted, however, that the laboratory reporting limit for dibenz(a,h)anthracene was above the 
EPA Region Ill RBC for this compound. No metals detected in the soil samples exceeded the 
MDEP RA.Gs with the exception of arsenic, which was detected in 3 of the 4 soil samples above 
the MDEP RAG. Detected arsenic concentrations may be indicative of background 
concentrations for this area of Maine. Low concentrations of DRO were detected in the soil 
samples, but at concentrations that were below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard 
(50-100 mg/kg). 

Jacques Whitford advanced 4 Geoprobe soil borings surrounding the ash ponds in the southeast 
portion of the subject property, and collected 1 sediment sample from the floor of each ash pond 
( 4 total). Groundwater was collected from one of the Geoprobe borings. Geoprobe borings were 
advanced to refusal or groundwater, which was between 6 and 18 feet below grade in the area of 
the ash ponds. Field screening of soil samples with an FID resulted in concentrations ranging 
from 0 to 329 ppm. In addition, Jacques Whitford selected 4 soil samples and 1 groundwater 
sample for laboratory analysis of P AHs, RCRA metals, and ORO based on the known discharges 
to the ponds (i.e., boiler blow down, roof drains, etc.). Four sediment samples were selected for 
analysis of PAHs and RCRA metals. 

Ash Ponds 

limit for dibenz( a,h)anthracene was above the EPA Region III RBC for this compound. Low 
levels of voes were detected in the one soil sample tested for these compounds, but below the 
.MDEP RAGs. DRO was detected above the laboratory reporting limit in the soil samples) but 
below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50~100 mg/kg). GRO was detected in the 
one soil sample tested (GP-JOI) at a concentration of 260 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg), 
which is above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50-100 mg/kg). 
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• Coal is prevalent to a depth of about 1-foot in the upper and lower coal storage areas within 
the northern peninsula. Tue approximate extent of the coal is 60,000 square feet. The coal 
may represent an unacceptable hazard for residential users, and also may be unsuitable as 
subgrade beneath structures. A separate geotechnical analysis of this material and the site in 
general will be submitted under separate cover. 

• Historical evidence exists indicating that the northeastern bulk tank leaked oil to the 
subsurface. Holes were identified in the floor of the tank at the time of the product removal 
and tank cleaning in 1997. Oil was identified surrounding the product piping in the berm to 
the northeast of the tanks in 1997 by the tank contractor. In addition, oil was reported to be 
seeping into excavations recently (this Fall) conducted by CMP within the switchyard to the 
north of the tanks. Groundwater flow in the vicinity of the northeastern tank was identified to 
be toward the north during the 1992 Haley & Aldrich investigation. Despite historical 
evidence to suggest a release may have occurred from the bulk fuel oil tanks; no obvious 
contamination was identified surrounding the tanks or along the underground delivery 
pipeline during this assessment. It is possible that contamination may be present beneath the 
tanks. surrounding the concrete vault that encases the aboveground conveyance piping 
through the berm northeast of the tanks, northeast of the railroad off-loading area, or north of 
the bulk tanks in the vicinity of the switchyard, all areas not investigated as part of this 
assessment. Limited leaks and soil staining were observed along the aboveground oil 
conveyance piping during our visual reconnaissance. 

Based on the results of the fieldwork and analytical testing described above, Jacques Whitford 
presents the following conclusions and discussion: 

Discussion 

Soil Analytical Results - Several P AH compounds were detected in various roadway samples 
above both the MDEP RAGs and the EPA Region ill RBCs. PCBs were not detected above 
laboratory detection limits in the roadway samples analyzed. DRO was detected in three of the 
samples at concentrations the exceeded the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50-100 
mg/kg). 

Jacques Whitford advanced 6 Geoprobe soil borings to investigate whether the reported historic 
disposal of oils on Site roadways has impacted the subsurface. The Geoprobe borings were 
advanced to a depth of 6 feet below grade. Field screening of collected soil samples with an FID 
resulted in concentrations ranging from 0.4 to 7 .1 ppm. A total of 6 soil samples, one :from each 
boring, were collected for laboratory analysis of P AHs. PCBs, and DRO based on the assumed 
petroleum nature of the oil application. It should be noted that a black layer of what appeared to 
be coal ash was observed at varying depths beneath the roadways. 

Site Roadways 

Additionally, concentrations of many of the 8 RCRA metals exceeded the NOAA Effects Range 
Low guidance for contaminated sediment impacts to the natural marine environment. 

····---·-·······-······. -····· . 
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• Shallow soil beneath the Site roadways was determined to contain P AHs above regulatory 
standards. PCBs were not identified, as previously suspected. This contamination may be a 
result of the black coal ash layer identified during drilling, possible oil placement on the 

• Soil and groundwater contamination was identified in the area of the existing and former ash 
ponds. One P AH compound and several metals were detected ill soil and groundwater above 
regulatory limits. Three of the metals detected in the groundwater sample (arsenic, lead, and 
chromium) were significantly above the Maine DHS MEGs. It is possible that this 
contamination is a result of the former ash pond that was likely not lined. Additionally, 
arsenic, lead, and chromium were detected in the existing ash pond sediment samples above 
various regulatory limits, further implicating the historical ash pond, and possibly the existing 
ash ponds, as the possible source of the contamination in this area of the Site. 

• Of the US Ts investigated, only the one adjoining a former workshop shed north of the switch 
yards exhibited soil contamination above applicable regulatory limits. GRO was. detected in 
soil at 260 mg/kg, which is above the Baseline 2 Standard of 50-100 mg/kg. No groundwater 
was detected in the test pits -or soil boring advanced adjoining the shed. It is- not known 
whether the UST(s) in this location was removed from the ground, and it should be noted that 
a potentially associated concrete slab was encountered during test pit excavation. It is 
possible that the tank(s) and/or piping may remain, and therefore, additional elevated 
contamination is possible; Due to limitations with utilities and equipment access near the 
tanks, USTs identified beneath the floor of the plant building could not be evaluated for 
potential impact to the subsurface. 

• Given the number of investigation points and the analytical results of the samples submitted 
from the northern peninsula. it appears that contamination is not widespread in this area of 
the subject property with the exception of the asbestos-containing fill material. The 
contamination identified during this assessment in the northern peninsula that was above 
applicable regulatory limits appears to be localized in the following areas: (1) northeast 
portion of the northern peninsula (near the upper coal storage area); (2) near the radio antenna 
(near the former location of identified free product); and (3) adjoining 2 known PCB~ 
containing transformers north and southwest of the plant building. 

• Miscellaneous fill and demolition debris, including apparent asbestos-containing materials, 
were identified in test pits excavated in the northern peninsula. The filling appears to be 
widespread across the banking of the northern shoreline and may extend approximately 340 
linear feet along the shoreline, as well as up to 8 feet deep as you move south away from the 
shoreline. A shallower area of fill, approximately 5 feet deep, appears to continue southward 
toward the radio antenna. The extent of the fill material known to contain, or potentially 
containing, asbestos is approximately 49,400 square feet in area and 298,000 cubic feet or 
11,000 cubic yards. If exposed, this fill material and asbestos presents a possible 
environmental hazard to occupants of the Site. Additionally, it may also impact the design of 
Site structures and improvements. A separate geotechnical analysis of this material and the 
site in general will be submitted under separate cover. 
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· formerly dirt roads for dust suppression, or a byproduct of the asphalt. Further delineation of 
the contamination away from the roadway was not performed during this assessment. 
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Mason Station was originally developed as a coal-fired electric generating power plant and was 
subsequently converted to oil. The site has five steam generating units. Boilers 1 (1942) and 2 
(1947) began operation prior to 1952. Units 3, 4, and S began commercial operation in 1952, 
1952, and 1955 respectively. An auxiliary boiler, lH, was fired with oil and provided building 
heating and auxiliary steam. Boiler lH was first permitted in 1976. Three aboveground bulk 
storage tanks (ASTs) were constructed at the site between 1941and1955. Number 6 fuel oil was 
stored in these tanks. The three ASTs are depicted 'on Figure 2. 

Mason Station (the "site") is located at 144 Birch Point Road approximately 0.5 miles south 
southwest of the Village of Wiscasset and approximately 0.7 miles from the intersection of Birch 
Point Road and U.S. Route 1 (see Figure I). The approximately 32-acre subject property is 
located in Wiscasset, Maine at 144 Birch Point Road, approximately 0.5 miles south-southwest 
of the Village of Wiscasset. The Sheepscot River is located to the north and east of the Site. A 
tidal area known as the 11Ice Pond" is located to the south, and Hilton Cove and Hilton Pond can 
be found to the west of the Site. The peninsula of land encompassing the subject property 
contains the power pant building, three bulk fuel oil tanks, a marine oil terminal, a Central Maine 

'Power (CMP)-operated switchyard and maintenance facility, a former coal storage yard, a 
railroad spur, various outbuildings, a microwave tower and unimproved land in the northern 
portion of the peninsula. Figure 2 provides a plan of these features. Mason Station, LLC is 
currently proposing to redevelop the Site into a Maritime Village including, but not limited to, 
the following planned uses: retail, office, commercial, residential (including single-family, multi 
family, Co-op, Condo), Hotel, Marina, and recreational uses. In preparation for this 
development, Mason Station, LLC contracted Jacques Whitford to complete a geotechnical 
exploration, the fieldwork for which has just been completed. A report discussing the soil 
conditions and geotechnical engineering recommendations will be submitted by Jacques 
Whitford under separate cover. 

1.1 Background 

Attached to this report are figures, tables, and six attachments containing exploration logs and 
laboratory analytical reports. 

This report is presented in seven sections. Section 1 is our introduction and presents background 
information about the site and the Jacques Whitford scope of work. Section 2, Environmental 
Setting, includes a description of the geology and hydrogeology of the site area. Section 3, Work 
Performed, details the methods of investigation. Section 4 presents our results. Section 5 
includes a swnmary of data and pertinent conclusions. A discussion of the results is presented in 
Section 6. The limitations of the investigation are included in Section 7. 

Jacques Whitford has completed a Phase II Environmental Site Assessment of the former Mason 
Station Power Plant ("the site") at 144 Birch Point Road in Wiscasset, Maine. The assessment 
was performed in accordance with Jacques Whitford's Proposal for a Phase II Environmental 
Site Assessment dated May 10, 2004. 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 
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The 2003 Jacques Whitford assessment included. a file review and test pitting in the northern 
portion of the Site that was intended to address a different and specific site use focused on the 

· • Fonner ash pond and tidal flats; 
• Form.er upper coal pile area and environs; 
• Former lower coal pile area; 
• PCB transformers and observed soil staining; 
• Asbestos pipe insulation throughout the plant; and 
• Bulk fuel oil tanks and visible piping and subsurface oil contamination. 

The B&V environmental assessment indicated that the Site was placed on the Uncontrolled 
Hazardous Waste Sites list as a result of the MDEP Discovery Program, and was designated as 
"inactive" in the 1997 B& V report. The inactive status for the Site was due to its referral to 
another program in the MDEP (Division of Oil and Hazardous Waste Facilities). It was noted 
that no environmental investigations had been performed at the facility with the exception of the 
H&A hydrogeologic investigation conducted on the 10-acre oil terminal portion of 'the Site. 
B&V>s 1997 report identified the following recognized environmental conditions in connection 
with the Site: 

The 1997 B&V assessment included a review of licensing and regulatory compliance, and a site 
assessment of environmental conditions. Prior to 1997, many of the environmental permits and 
licenses had been allowed to expire due to inactivity of the power plant. The B& V report 
discussed the status of various permits and licenses, and the reapplication process undertaken by 
CMP upon reactivating the power plant in 1997. Compliance issues discussed included air 
emissions, wastewater discharge, bulk fuel oil delivery and storage, and ·hazardous 
substances/waste. 

The H&A evaluation included test pitting, test borings, groundwater monitoring well 
installations, and chemical testing of soils, groundwater, and surface water across I 0 acres of 
land at the Site in the vicinity of the bulk fuel oil tanks. H&A identified no significant impacts 
on the Site from storage and handling of petroleum products. They found no evidence of oil· 
saturated soils that might warrant clean-up under Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
(MDEP) guidelines. H&A also found no petroleum odors, phase-separated petroleum product, or 
sheen at any groundwater or surface water locations sampled. Based on their findings, H&A did 
not identify the need for further evaluation or remediation of soils, groundwater or surface water 
at the Site. 

Known previous envirorunental assessment work at the subject property included a 
hydrogeologic evaluation by H&A in 1991, an Independent Engineering and Environmental 
Assessment by B&V in 1997, and a targeted Phase II investigation by Jacques Whitford in 2003. 

The site was owned and operated by Central Maine Power (CMP) prior to acquisition by Florida 
Power and Light (FPL) in 1999. Mason Station, LLC purchased the subject property in early 
2004. 
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• Task 4: Northern Peninsula Area Including Coal Storage: conducted test pitting and 
surface soil sampling to characterize surficial soil. Also drilled and sampled with a 
Geoprobe to evaluate groundwater conditions. 

• Task 3: Tank Farm Area & Associated Facilities (Piping & Railroad Off-Loading) 
conducted a test .. pitting and sampling program, characterized the geology, screened 
samples with a flame ionization detector (FID), and submitted soil samples for laboratory 
analysis. We also docwnented field activities with digital photography and walked the 
pipelines making visual observations of pipe integrity. 

• Task 2: Dig Safe Clearance - marked areas of anticipated excavation/drilling, notified 
Dig Safe, reviewed available maps at the site, and subcontracted Dig Smart of Maine to 
assist in locating underground utilities. 

• Task I: Health & Safety Plan - developed a site-specific health and safety plan based on 
the likely contaminants of concern and work tasks/exposure pathways anticipated. 

To evaluate the site areas, as well as assist with other pre-development planning and permitting 
issues, Jacques Whitford's scope of work dated May 10, 2004 included thefollowing tasks: 

1.2 Scope of Work 

In addition to the known previous assessments and the USTs discussed above, Jacques Whitford 
· perf onned interviews with various former employees of the plant and other knowledgeable 
parties to gather information to assist in targeting our investigation work. Numerous individuals 
reported direct knowledge of on-site disposal of waste chemicals in the northern peninsula of the 
Site, including waste trenches for acid disposal, dumping of drums with petroleum and other 
chemicals, as well as dumping of demolition debris containing asbestos-containing materials. 

In addition to the envirorunental concerns identified above, Jacques Whitford also proposed to 
evaluate known and suspected underground storage tanks (USTs) at the Site. From reviewing 
files and interviewing representatives of the Site owner, it was determined that three fuel oil 
USTs existed beneath the basement floor of the plant building, and that two other USTs may be 
present elsewhere on-site that formerly contained gasoline and diesel fuel. 

northern peninsula. Jacques Whitford found fill containing boiler brick, friable and non-friable 
asbestos containing materials, petroleum product, and miscellaneous debris (i.e., iron, wood, 
asphalt, concrete, and railroad ties). Asbestos materials were exposed on the ground surface and 
along the shore in the northern portion of the Site. Free (oily) product was observed in three test 
pits near the center of the northern portion of the subject property Two sediment samples 
collected from the shoreline in the dock area identified polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons 
(PAHs) in excess of regulatory limits. The coal in the coal storage area of the site was identified 
as a likely source of this contamination. 
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The ground surface topography slopes from the. central portion of the peninsula downward 
toward the river to the east and downward toward Hilton Cove to the west. Elevation varies from 

The site is located at Birch Point, a peninsula extending into the Sheepscot River, approximately 
0.5 miles south-southwest of the Village of Wiscasset. The site is accessed via the facility road 
off Birch Point Road. The Sheepscot River is located to the north and east of the site. A tidal 
area known as the "Ice Pond" is located to the south, and Hilton Cove and Hilton Pond can be 
found to the west of the site. 

2.1 Site Setting 

Information pertaining to the natural setting of the site is presented below. This information was 
collected through a review of published literature, the 1992 Haley & Aldrich lH&A) report, and 
this on-site investigation. 

2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETIING 

• Task 11: Site Roadways - advanced shallow Geoprobe soil borings through site roadways 
to investigate reports of historic oil placement on dirt roads at the site. Collected soil 
samples from the borings for laboratory analysis of pertinent parameters> including PCBs 
among others. · 

• Task 10: Waste Trench-advanced test pits in the northern portion of the site in the . 
vicinity of the radio antennae to investigate reports of a reported waste disposal trench. 
Collected soil samples from the test pits for laboratory analysis of pertinent parameters. 

• Task 9: Project Planning, Administration, Meetings - provided management support for 
planning, budgeting, scheduling, invoicing, and routine project communications, as well 
as support for permit maintenance, transfer and closure. 

• Task 8: Reporting- completed analysis and interpretation of the data gathered and 
prepared this report on the methods and results of the investigation. 

• Task 7: Surveying-provided a site sketch of investigation locations for use by site 
survey for eventual preparation of a base map in CAD format, 

• Task 6: Ash Ponds- collected and analyzed a sediment sample from each of the four 
sediment ponds at the site. Also characterized soil and groundwater by collecting 
samples with a Geoprobe drill rig for laboratory analysis of soil and groundwater 
samples. 

• Task 5: Closed/Abandoned Underground Storage Tanks ..... advanced test pits and drilled 
soil borings with a Geoprobe rig to evaluate soil and groundwater in the area of 
underground storage tanks (USTs) formerly used to store petroleum products at the site. 
Collected samples of soil and groundwater for laboratory analysis. 
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The fill layer at some of the exploration locations contained boulders, wood, timbers, brick, coal, 
demolition debris, organic matter, concrete, metal pipe, possible lead flashing, glass, an 

A surficial layer of fill generally overlays the bedrock, till, or glaciomarine material. The depth 
of fill encountered generally was between 0 and 2 feet. The fill mostly had a sandy or clayey silt 
matrix. Some of the fill appeared to be reworked glaciomarine material. At some locations, such 
as TP-119 in the lower coal storage yard the fill layer was thicker (5 feet). At TP-142 and TP- 
143 at the north end of the site, approximately 8 feet of fill was observed. 

A layer of glaciomarine clayey silt overlays the till; up to approximately 10 feet of clayey silt was 
encountered in test pits and borings. This fine-grained Presumpscot Formation material is 
composed of glacial sediments that accumulated on the ocean floor ·during late glacial 
submergence of the coast of Maine. The clayey silt generally had a blocky structure with vertical 
fracture planes, some with manganese staining. Towards the bottom of the glaciomarine layer, 
some of the clayey silt contained seams to layers of fine sandy silt. 

Surficial units at the site consist of glacial till, glaciomarine deposits, and fill. The till was 
deposited directly under glacial ice and forms a thin blanket of sand, silt, clay and cobbles over 
the bedrock. The till thickness varied from 0 to approximately 4 feet. 

2.2.l Surficial Geology 

Depth to bedrock varied from 0.8 feet (at lP-125 in the lower coal storage yard) to over 18 feet 
(at OP-110 near the northeast ash pond) during the 2004 Phase II investigation. 

According to the Geologic Map of Maine (1985), the protolith (rock type prior to metamorphism) 
of the Cape Elizabeth formation was interbedded pelite (ocean bottom sediment) and sandstone. 
During metamorphism, void spaces in the sandstone and petite (primary porosity) were removed. 
Tectonic events subsequently created fractures (secondary porosity) in the rock. Fractures, rather 
than the rock matrix, transmit groundwater through the schist and pegmatite. 

They also identified pegmatitic (igneous) rocks at two monitoring well locations. They described 
these Devonian-aged intrusives as fine to coarse grained. 

Haley & Aldrich (H&A), in their 1992 report. identified two types of bedrock in the site area. 
They found mica schist of the Cape Elizabeth Formation while drilling and installing four 
monitoring wells. This fine-grained metamorphic rock containing quartz, feldspar and biotite is 
Ordovician to Precambrian in age. 

2.2. I Bedrock Geology 

2.2 Site Geology 

sea level to approximately 40 feet above sea level in the central portion of the site. Site 
topography is depicted on Figure I. 



6 Mason Station Phase II Report.doc 

In order to obtain utility clearance, Jacques Whitford marked proposed investigation points on 
site and contacted Dig Safe prior to conducting intrusive work. Dig Safe identified the types and 
locations of subsurface utilities entering the property, but did not mark the utility locations within 
the boundaries of the site. Therefore, Jacques Whitford contracted Dig Smart of Maine to screen 
exploration locations for possible buried utilities and other subsurface impediments. Glen 
Valencourt of Dig Smart used geophysical equipment to locate utilities on May 27, 2004. Mr. 
V alencourt returned to the site on June 18, 2004 to clear additional locations. In addition, on 
May 27t 2004, Jacques Whitford met with Jed Colby of Mason Station, LLC and reviewed as 
built plans of the facility. 

3.1 Utility Clearance 

-Between May 27, 2004 and July 20t 2004t Jacques Whitford cleared utilities and conducted test 
pitting, Geoprobe drilling, and soil, groundwater and ash pond sediment sampling at the Mason 
Station site. 

3.0 WORK PERFORMED 

The nearest mapped Sand and Gravel Aquifer is approximately 1,000 feet to the northwest of the 
site according to the State of Maine Drinking Water Program's ArclMS database 
(http://megisims.state.rue.us/dwp_sdwis). 

In 1992, H&A installed seven monitoring wells at the site (MWI to 7), primarily in the southern 
portion of the site. H&A reported encountering groundwater at depths of between 2 and 20 feet 
below ground surface (refer to the 1992 H&A report). On June 9, 2004, Jacques Whitford 
measured water levels in the wells between approximately 6 and 23 feet below the top of PVC 
casings. Jacques Whitford observed no free product in any of the monitoring wells. 

2.4 Groundwater 

Surface water at the site consisted of four lined ash ponds or settling basins located near the 
power generation building. Surface water runoff from the eastern portion of the site flows 
generally east toward the Sheepscot River and the Ice Pond, some of which drains through storm 
water catch basins and into the southwest of the 4 ash ponds. Surface water runoff from the 
western portion of the site flows generally west toward Hilton Cove and Hilton Pond. 

2.3 Surface Water 

unidentified yellow material (at TP-143)t asphalt pavement, rags, blue and red solids (at TP-148), 
and/or wire. Most of the fill contained a thin layer of coal. At the upper and lower coal storage 
areas at the northeast portion of the site, a surface layer of coal, an average of 1 -foot deep, was 
observed. 
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• A total of 16 test pits were excavated in the lower coal storage area (TP-119 to TP-13 5) 
· to evaluate the depth of residual coal and perform visual observation for the presence of 
contamination. 

• Seven test pits (TP-114 to TP-118 and TP-136 and TP-137) were excavated between the 
railroad tracks and microwave tower. Pits 136 and 137 were trenches oriented at 90 
degrees to each other and designed to intercept a potential waste disposal trench in that 
area. 

• A total of 13 test pits (TP~ I 01 to TP-113) were excavated around the 3 bulk storage tanks 
near the facility gate, and at the railroad fuel loading area across the access road from the 
tanks. 

Jacques Whitford excavated 60 test pits numbered TP-101 to TP-160. Test pit locations are 
depicted on Figure 2. The 100-series numbers were used to differentiate the pits from those dug 
in 2003. In general, test pits were excavated to refusal or to the maximum backhoe reach (11.5 
feet). Observations recorded by the on-site geologist are included on test pit logs in Attachment 
1. 

The pits were dug by Jason Shaw of Jack Shaw and Sons, Inc. (Shaw) of Woolwich, Maine. 
Shaw used a Caterpillar 307C track-mounted excavator with a 0.3 cubic yard bucket and an 11.5- 
foot reach. A Jacques Whitford field geologist inspected the excavated material, and soil samples 
were collected directly from the excavator bucket at 2-foot intervals for field screening and 
potential laboratory analysis. Test Pit Logs describing the soil and other conditions encountered 
during test pitting are included in Attachment I. A summary of field screening procedures and 
analytical testing protocol are provided below in Sections 3.5 and 3.6. 

' ' 

• Bulk fuel oil storage in the southern portion of the site; 
• Coal, filling/dwnping, previously identified petroleum free product, and a reported trench 

used for chemical waste disposal in the northern peninsula; and 
• An abandoned gasoline underground storage tank (US1) and an existing fuel oil UST. 

·From June 7 to 9, and on July 20, 2004, Jacques Whitford observed test pitting at Mason Station. 
The purpose was to evaluate for the presence or absence of contamination associated with the 
following possible sources of contamination: 

3.3 Test Pit Investigation 

On June 15, 2004, Jacques Whitford personnel walked the aboveground oil conveyance pipelines 
from the three aboveground storage tanks to the marine off-loading area (docks) and visually 
observed the integrity of the pipe and appurtenances, as well as viewed the underlying ground 
surface for evidence of obvious releases or staining. 

3.2 Pipeline Reconnaissance 
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Advancement of the soil gas sampling points was performed using a single rod system, which 
uses a sequence of hollow rods or steel pipes to advance the drive point or sampler .. The hollow 
Geoprobe rods, with a small inside diameter (about 0.5 inches), were advanced into the subsurface 
by the percussive force of the Geoprobe unit (hydraulic vibratory hammer). Once the desired depth 
was reached, a 2-inch stainless steel core sampler with a clear acetate liner was installed and 
advanced with the vibratory hanuner. Soil samples were collected continuously for visual 
characterization/classification of soil type and content, field screening for gross volatile content, and 
potential Jaboratory analysis. Upon completion, both ESN and YES backfilled borings with 
native material. Coldpatch was added at the surface to abandon GP~I05 in a driveway next to the 
power station building. Geoprobe boring Jogs are appended in Attachment 2. A summary of 

On July 16, 2004, Jacques Whitford observed the advancement of additional soil borings (GP- 
115 to GP~l20) at the subject property. ESN of Scarborough, Maine installed 6 borings with a 
truck-mounted Geoprobe-type drill rig beneath site roadways. 

On June 18, 2004, Jacques Whitford observed additional explorations performed by Eliot 
Thomas of Yarmouth Environmental Services, Inc. (YES) . of Y armouth, Maine. YES used a 
track-mounted Geoprobe drill rig to complete GP-107 to GP-112. YES was able to drill at 
locations inaccessible with the truck-mounted unit, such as locations surrounding the ash ponds. 

On June 15; 2004, Jacques Whitford observed Environmental Services Network North Atlantic 
(ESN) of Scarborough, Maine install borings at the site with a Geoprobe-type drill rig. David 
Dionne of ESN used a pick-up truck-mounted Stratoprobe to install GP-101 to GP-106 at the 
locations depicted on Figure 2. ESN drilled at locations accessible with a truck-mounted rig. 

3.4 Geoprobe Investigation 

• Eleven additional test pits (T P-149 to TP-160) were excavated near the microwave 
antennae tower to investigate a report that waste was buried in trenches in that area. 

• A total of nine test pits (fP-140 to TP~l48) were excavated in the northern peninsula of 
the site to characterize the extent, quality, and type of fill, as well as to evaluate the 
impact of contamination on soil in this area. 

• Two test pits (TP-138 and TP-139) were excavated in the area of potential gasoline and 
diesel USTs. On June 8; 2004, Jacques Whitford field personnel interviewed David 
Waltz, a former Mason Station employee, who remembered a dispenser in the early 1980s 
adjacent to a building between the railroad tracks and power plant building and to the 
northeast of the larger of the two substations. Jacques Whitford excavated a trench 
(TP-138) and encountered an object at 6 feet below ground surface, which may have been 
a concrete vault around an abandoned tank or a concrete tank pad. Olfactory evidence of 
petroleum in soil was identified from 6 to 6.5 feet be]ow ground surface in the test pit. In 
order not to disturb piping potentially attached to the tank, the trench was backfilled, and 
the excavator off-set to the southeast (to the downhill/downgradient side) and dug a new 
test pit (TP-139). 
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Methanol .. preserved containers were used for gasoline range organic (ORO) analysis. Both 
methanol and sodium bisu1fite-preserved containers were used for volatile organic compound 
(VOC) analysis. Soil samples analyzed for GRO and VOC were collected with laboratory 
supplied, disposable sampling devices (syringes). Once filled with the sample media, containers 
were placed in iced coolers and maintained at approximately 4 degrees Celsius. 

Between June 9 and July 20, 2004, Jacques Whitford collected soil, groundwater and sediment 
samples. Sampling equipment was decontaminated between locations with a. non-phosphate 
detergent solution and distilled water. 

3.6 Sampling and Laboratory Analysis 

Field screening of soil samples was performed during test pitting, Geoprobe drilling, and surficial 
soil sampling. Jacques Whitford screened soil with a Foxboro TV A-1000 flame ionization 
detector (FID), an instrument included on the Maine Department of Environmental Protection's 
(MDEP's) PID/FID Setpoint memo - http://www.state.me.us/dep/rwm/publications/Setpoint.htm. 
The instrument was calibrated with l 00-ppm methane gas. Each soil sample was screened by 
placing approximately 250 grams in a I -quart ziplock bag. After kneading the soil in the bag and 
allowing time for equilibration, the probe tip was inserted through the bag opening. With the bag 
sealed tightly around the probe, the highest meter response was recorded in the field logbook or 

· 1og sheet. Field screening results are summarized in Table 1 and discussed inSection 4.1. 

3.S Field Screening 

• A total of 6 soil borings (GP-115 to GP-120) were advanced at various locations beneath 
the site roadways to investigate whether reported historic dust suppression with possible 
PCB-containing oils has impacted the subsurface. 

• Four Geoprobe soil borings (GP-107 to GP-110) were.advanced in the vicinity of the 4 
current and former ash ponds in the southeast portion of the site to evaluate whether 
possible contamination from these ponds has impacted the soil and/or groundwater. 

• A total of two Geoprobe soil borings (GP-101 and GP-105) were advanced to evaluate 
the soil and groundwater conditions in the following locations: (1) in the vicinity of an 
apparent abandoned gasoline UST adjoining a former workshopbuilding near the railroad 
tracks west of the building; and (2) a known fuel oil UST at the southwest corner of the 
power plant building. 

• Six Geoprobe soil borings (GP-102, GP-103, GP-104, GP-106, GP-111, and GP-112) 
were advanced throughout the northern peninsula to evaluate the groundwater conditions 
in reference to the potential sources of contamination identified in that area of the subject 
property, as previously discussed. 

field screening procedures and analytical testing protocol are provided below in Sections 3.5 and 
3.6. 
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During advancement of test pits and Geoprobe soil borings, Jacques Whitford collected soil 
samples for chemical analysis. Test pit samples were collected from the excavator bucket. 
Geoprobe samples were collected from clear acetate sampling sleeves within the core sampler. 
These samples are summarized in the table below. 

3. 6.1 Subsurface Soil Sampling 

The laboratory samples were delivered under Chain-of-Custody to Geoffrey Pellechia of Pace 
Analytical Services (Pace) and shipped via Federal Express to Pace in Export, Pennsylvania for 
chemical analysis. Pace subcontracted Northeast Laboratory Services of Winslow) Maine for 
analysis of gasoline range organics (GRO) and diesel range organics (DRO) according to State of 
Maine-approved methodologies. 
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Jacques Whitford submitted four samples from the bulk fuel oil tank and railroad off 
loading/subsurface conveyance piping area for chemical analysis. One soil sample from near 
each of the three tanks and one from the off-loading area was selected for laboratory analysis. 
Because no evidence of oil (visual or olfactory) was observes, and no significantly elevated FID 
readings were recorded, sample intervals were based on depth (above the assumed water table) 
and minor differences in FID readings. 

Notes: bgs denotes below ground surface 

Table2 
S b rf S 'I S I P t I U SU ace 01 ampe ro oco 

Site Area Location Depth Am'llytes Sampling Rationale 
<ft b~s) 

Tank Farm TP-lOJ 2-4 PAHs.DR.0 Field Screening Results 
Tank Farm TP-105 4-6 PAHs.DRO Field Screening Results 
Tank Farm TP-108 2-4 PAHs.DRO Field Screening Results 
Tank Fann TP-113 0-2 PAHs,DRO Field Screenina Results 
Northern Peninsula TP-118 0-11.5 VOCs. PAHs, Metals. DRO Field Screening Results 
Northern Peninsula TP-119 2-4 VOCs, PAHs. Metals. DRO Field Screening Results 
Northern Peninsula TP-119 4-5 voes. PAHs, Metals DRO Field Screening Results 
Northern Peninsula TP-137A 0-J 1.5 VOCs, P AHs, Metals, DRO Field Screenina Results 
Northern Peninsula TP-139 8-10 VOCs, PAHs.DRO Gasoline UST 
Northern Peninsula TP-140 6-10 voes. PAHs, Metals, DRO Field Screenill2 Results 
Northern Peninsula TP-143 0-10 VOCs. PAHs, Metals. ORO Field" Results 
Northern Peninsula TP-147 2-4 VOCs.PAHs.Metals DRO Field Scrceniru! Results 
Northern Peninsula. TP-148 0-2 voes, PAHs, Metal~ DRO Blue solid observed in 

shallow subsurface. 
Northern Peninsula TP-149 0-2 VOCs, PAHs, Metals, DRO, Reported Waste Trench 

GRO,PCBs Area 
Northern Peninsula TP-155 0-2 VOCs, P Afls, Metals, ORO, Reported Waste Trench 

GRO.PCBs Area 
Northern Peninsula TP~l58 0-0.5 VOCs, PAHs, Metals, DRO, Reported Waste Trench 

GRO, PCBs Area 
Northern Peninsula TP-158 2-4 VOCs, PAHs, Metals, ORO; Reported Waste Trench 

GRO.PC& Area 
Northern Peninsula TP-159 0-2 VOCs, P AHs, Metals, DRO, Reported Waste Trench 

GRO.PCBs Area 
Northern Peninsula TP-159 2-4 VOCs; P AHs, Metals, DRO, Reported Waste Trench 

GRO,PCas Area 
ClosedUSTs GP-101 9.6-10 GRO Gasoline UST 
Closed USTs GP-105 0-1.3 PAHs.DRO Fuel oil UST 
Ash Ponds GP-107 4-6 PAHs, Metals. DRO Wastewater settlina ponds 
Ash Ponds GP-108 0-8 PAHs Metals. ORO Wastewater settlinz oonds 
Ash Ponds GP-109 2-4 PAHs. Metals, ORO Wastewater settling ponds 
Ash Ponds GP-110 4-6 P AHs, Meta.Is. DRO Wastewater settlinp; ponds 
Roadway GP-115 0.4-1.4 DRO. PCBs. P AHs Possible road oilinz 
Roadway GP-116 0.4-1.4 DRO, PCBs, P Alls Possible road oiling 
Roadway GP-ll7 0.4-J.4 ORO, PCBs, PAHs Possible road oilinz 
Roadway GP-118 0.4-1.4 DRO. PCBs, PAHs Possible road oilinv; 
Roadway GP-119 0-1 DRO, PCBs. P AHs Possible road oiling 
Roadway GP-120 0.4-J.4 DRO. PCBs, PAiis Possible road oiling 
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In response to a report that oil may have been used for dust control on roadways prior to paving, 
soil samples were collected from Geoprobe borings advanced at six locations along site 
roadways. No indication was found at five locations that fill had been added to the existing site 
roadways immediately beneath the pavement, and therefore, Jacques Whitford selected the top 
foot (0.4 to 1.4 feet bgs) as a sample interval for laboratory analyses. At a sixth location (GP- 
1 19), where there was no asphalt surface, Jacques Whitford submitted the interval from the 
ground surface to l foot bgs for analysis. We submitted a quality assurance/quality control 

Four soil samples were submitted for laboratory analysis from the area surrounding the current 
and former ash ponds. The Geoprobe borings were advanced in the walkway between the four 
ponds, west of the ponds, east of the ponds, and southeast of the ponds in an area identified on 
historic maps as a "dump." As no significant field screening results were identified in the soil 
above the groundwater, samples were collected from just above the groundwater table in borings 
GP-107, GP-108, and GP-llO. It should be noted that elevated FID readings were detected in 
borings GP-107 and GP-I 08 beneath the water table from 8 to 12 feet bgs. The sample from GP- 
109 selected for laboratory analysis was based on the elevated FID reading at 2 to 4 feet bgs. 

Two soil samples were submitted for analysis from adjoining former USTs at the site. The soil 
sample from Geoprobe boring GP-I 0 I was collected from the apparent abandoned gasoline UST 
area between the Mason Station building and the railroad tracks (adjoining a former 
workshop/shed). The soil sample from Geoprobe boring GP-105 was collected from near the 
southwest comer of the Mason Station building and adjacent to the closed-in-place fuel oil UST. 
The depth of the selected samples was based on visual, olfactory and FID screening evidence of 
contamination (GP-101), as well as limitations on the depth of the boring due to encountering 
bedrock (GP-105). 

In response to anecdotal evidence that a trench was formerly used for chemical waste disposal in 
the northern peninsula near the radio antennae, Jacques Whitford collected six additional soil 
samples from test pits advanced in this area of the site. Based on interviews perf ormed and the 
assumed shallow/surface nature of trenches, samples were collected at depths ranging from 0 to 4 
feet below grade. Laboratory analytical reports from the test pitting program area included in 
Attachment 3. 

Jacques Whitford selected four additional samples for laboratory analysis from the northern 
peninsula test pits advanced to evaluate the historic filling/dumping activities in that area of the 
site. The sample from TP-140 was selected because it exhibited a reading of 19 ppm on the FID . 

. TP-148 was selected because of the blue solid "in the shallow subsurface and rags observed at the 
ground surface. Samples from TP-143 and TP~I47 were chosen to provide spatial sampling 
coverage throughout the northern peninsula. 

From the lower coal storage area in the northern peninsula, two samples were selected for 
Jaboratory analysis; one from the surficial coal layer at a location with a petroleum odor (TP-119, 
2-4 with an FID reading of 61 ppm), and a second from the natural soil under the coal (TP-119, 
4-5 with an FID reading of 11 ppm). 

......--- __ ,, ··--····--.----·-· .. ····· ···-··- _. -,,. .._. _.._,,,.,,,..., ,, .. 
'" ''' '' • '""'' - ......... , 'f•1••.-.--••••1~-, ...... , .... ,.,. ••'' '•• 1, ' 'l<W ,,....,..,..,., ... ,, "' ' 

·--- ..... ----~- 



l3 Mason Station Phase Il Repott.doc 

Jacques Whitford collected four samples of sediment from the ash ponds on June 16~ 2004. One 
grab sample was collected from the bottom sediment of each of the four ponds. The sediment 
samples were identified as SED·l, SED-2, SED-3, and SED-4. The locations of the four samples 
are indicated on Figure 2. 

3. 6.4 Ash Pond Sediment Sampling 

roun wa er annue rotoco 
Site Area Loatiun Analytes Samolinr; Rationale 

Northern Peninsula GP-103 PCBs. PAlb. DRO Previous free vroduct/waste trench 
Northern Peninsula GP-104 PCBs, PAHs. DRO Previous free product/waste trench 
Ash Ponds GP-107 PAHs, Metals. DRO Ash Pond 

I 
Table4 

d t S I P G 

3. 6. 3 Groundwater Sampling 

Sufficient groundwater ··to sample was found at three Geoprobe locations; G];l-103 north of the 
substation; GP-I 04 in the microwave tower area near the potential waste trench; and at GP-107 
adjacent to the southeast ash pond. At these locations, a PVC temporary piezometer was 
installed. Groundwater grab samples were collected with a battery-operated peristaltic pump and 
dedicated polyethylene tubing placed down the piezometer. 

Table3 
SrfiilSilS IP t I u IC a 0 amp1e re oco 

Site Area Location Depth Analytes Sampling Rationale 
anches bl!s) 

Northern Peninsula SS~l 0-12 PCBs, PAHs. Metals Transformer 
Northern Peninsula SS-2 0-12 PCBs. P .Afls. Metals Transformer 
Northern Peninsula SS-3 0-12 PCSs, PAHs, Metals, Drainage Swale 

ORO 
Northern Peninsula SS-4 0--12 DRO. PAHs, Metals West. of Switch Yards 
Northern Peninsula SS-5 0-12 DRO, PAHs, Metals Southwest of Switch Yards 

Jacques Whitford sampled surficial soil on June 9, 2004. The soil samples were collected from 0 
to 12 inches below grade in five selected discrete locations (SS-1 to SS-5). Sample locations are 
depicted on Figure 2. Jacques Whitford collected the samples from 0 to 12 inches below grade 
with a spade. The soil was then transferred to a stainless steel bowl, homogenized, then 
transferred to sample containers with a stainless steel spoon. Decontamination of the sampling 
equipment was performed between sampling locations with a non-phosphate detergent solution 
and distilled water. 

3. 6.2 Surficial Soil Sampling 

(QA/QC) duplicate sample for analysis from GP-119 and called it GP~121. Geoprobe laboratory 
analytical reports are included in Attachment 4. 
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Besides the observations described above, no other significant areas of leaks or spills were 
observed from the piping. 

• Under Tank 3, possible #6 oil was observed on soil. A hole in the outer layer of a pipe 
was observed nearby. Insulation was observed on the ground near the earthen berm by 
Tank 3. 

• Possible asbestos-containing material and orange staining was observed on pipes near the 
ash ponds. Two drums with open tops were connected to pipes near the ash ponds. One 
of the drums was described as the location of a possible release of #6 oil, according to a 
Mason Station representative. Potential asbestos-containing insulation was observed 
under the pipes near the ash ponds. 

• Possible asbestos-containing material was observed on Ll-Joints on a pipe near the 
parking lot east of the power plant building. 

• At Tank 1, possible #6 fuel oil was observed on soil and a valve: 

• The metal casing around the pipe and elbow was damaged in the middle of the line 
between Tank 2 and Tank 1. Possible asbestos-containing insulation was observed, and 
several breaks and cracking in a U-Joint with minor leakage was observed in three 
adjacent pipes between the two tanks. 

Jacques Whitford made the following observations regarding pipe integrity and the underlying 
ground surface while walking the aboveground product lines from the tanks to the marine off 
loading terminal at the docks. In the following discussion, Tank l is located furthest to the south, 
while Tank 2 is in the middle. Tanks 1 and 2 are contained within the same earthen berm. Tank 
3 is the furthest north and is contained within its own earthen berm. 

4.1 Pipeline Reconnaissance 

Visual observations and analytical results of the Phase II Environmental Site Assessment are 
presented below. 

4.0 RESULTS 

Three of the samples (SED-1 through SED-3) were collected with a petite-ponar dredge. Jacques 
Whitford personnel dropped the dredge from a canoe. Due to low sample volumes, several grab 
samples from different locations in the pond were required to fill the sample containers. SED-4 was 
collected by pushing a. hand auger into the sediment from a walkway that extended into the pond. 
The sampling equipment, including the dredge and stainless steel spoon and bowl, were 
decontaminated between each sample using the procedure described in Section 2.3.3. All four ash 
pond sediment samples were analyzed for P AHs and RCRA metals. 
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• Soil in Geoprobe boring GP-109, collected between 2 and 4 feet bgs, registered 268 ppm 
on the FID. GP-109 was advanced to the northwest of the ash ponds. The sample 
consisted of sandy silt fill. The sample below at 4-6 feet bgs screened at 51 ppm. 
Groundwater was encountered in this boring at approximately 4 feet bgs, 

• Soil collected from 10-12 feet bgs in boring GP-108 exhibited field screening results of 
491 ppm. Groundwater was encountered in this boring between 8 and 9 feet bgs, and coal 
was noted between 12 and 13.5 feet bgs. This boring was advanced in the area of the ash 
ponds. 

• The soil sample from 8-10 feet in GP-107 registered 329 ppm on the FID. GP-107 was 
located at the southeast comer of the ash pond area. The 8-10 foot sample straddled the 
apparent water table. An FID reading of 86 ppm was also detected at 10-12 feet bgs in 
GP-107. A groundwater sample was collected from this boring. 

• Ai GP~IOI, located adjacent to the abandoned gasoline UST. soil between 8 and 10 feet 
bgs registered 84 ppm on the FID. A petroleum odor was noted in the sample. 

• In TP-159, a reading of97 ppm was registered in soil from 0-2 feet bgs, TP·l59 was 
located in the suspected waste trench area. The soil in this sample consisted of sandy silt 
fill. 

• Soil collected from 6-8 feet bgs in test pit TP-139 exhibited field screening results of71 
ppm. Groundwater was encountered in this test pit at an approximate depth of 5 feet bgs, 
and a petroleum odor was noted at approximately 8 feet bgs. This test pit was advanced 
adjoining the apparent abandoned gasoline UST. 

• ·A FID reading of 103 ppm was recorded in TP-119 from 2-4 feet bgs. TP-119 was 
located in the lower coal storage yard (see Figure 2). The sample was from fill with a 
petroleum odor and contained timbers and wood. 

Results from FID screening of soil samples in Ziplock bags during test pitting, Geoprobe drilling, 
and surface soil sampling are summarized in Table I. Readings varied from 0 to 491 ppm. 
Readings were generally below 10 ppm, and it is possible that these low concentrations could be 
the result of moisture or organic material in the sample. Readings at seven exploration locations 
exceeded SO ppm. These readings are summarized below. 

4.2 FID Screening Results 



16 Mason Station Phase II Report.doc 

• The laboratory reporting limits for benzo(a)pyrene (360-430 micrograms per kilogram 
[µg/kg])were above the EPA Region m RBC limit of 87 µg/kg. It should be noted that 
the MDEP RAG for benzo(a)pyrene is 2,000 µg/kg for residential use. 

Concentrations of DRO were not detected in soil samples from this area of the site above the 
laboratory reporting limit. Although 'Concentrations of P AHs were not detected above the 
laboratory reporting limits, it should be noted that the laboratory reporting limits for two P AH 
compounds were above the EPA Region ID RBCs for residential use. 

Soil samples collected from the area of the bulk fuel oil tanks were chemically analyzed for 
PAHs by EPA Method 8270C and DRO by MDEP Method 4.125. 

4.3.J BulkFuei Oil Tanks 

Soil analytical results are summarized in Tables 5 to 8. Exceedences of the Maine Department of 
Environmental Protection (MDEP), Remedial Action Guidelines (RAGs) for residential land use, 
the EPA Region ID Risk Based Concentrations (RBCs) for residential land use, and/or the MDEP 
Decision Tree Analysis are summarized below. 

The Decision Tree was developed by the MDEP for establishing action levels and cleanup goals 
at oil-contaminated sites. The Decision Tree incorporates a number of criteria such as the 
proximity of water supplies and aquifers. At Mason Station, no sand and gravel aquifer has been 
mapped by the Maine Geological Survey. No public wells are located within 2.000 feet of the 
site. Although a wellhead protection zone is potentially located within 2,000 feet of the site, it is 
across the Sheepscot River and likely not hydraulically connected to the site. If any private wells 
are located within 2,000 feet of the site, they are unlikely to be hydraulically connected to the 
Mason Station site due to the topography and its location on a peninsula. Based on the 
availability/use of public water in the project Site area, the geologic conditions identified, and the 
past industrial nature of the Site, the Mason Station property would likely be considered a 
"Baseline 1" site. However, discussions with the MDEP indicated that the proposed residential 
redevelopment/use of the Site would likely change the cleanup standards. Based onthis, Jacques 
Whitford has selected to compare the results to a slightly more stringent standard (Baseline 2). 

Results of the assessment are discussed in this context below. 

• MDEP Remedial Action Guidelines (RAGs) for soil cleanup at residential land use sites; 
• EPA Region ill Risk-Based Concentrations (RBCs) for soil cleanup at residential sites; 

and 
• MOEP Decision Tree Analysis for cleanup of oil-contaminated soil and groundwater. 

Jacques Whitford applied three sets of regulatory criteria to the analytical results obtained for soil 
samples collected at the site, based on past and proposed land use: 

4.3 Soil Analytical Results 
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Concentrations of metals detected in soil samples from the northern peninsula did not exceed the 
respective MDEP RAGs and/or the EPA Region ill RBCs with the exception of arsenic. 
Fourteen soil samples collected from eleven test pits in the northern peninsula contained 
concentrations of arsenic that are above the MDEP RAG of 10 mg/kg and/or the EPA Region In 
RBC of 0.43 mg/kg for residential use. Most of these exceedances are only slightly above the 

'regulatory standards, and may be naturally occurring background concentrations, with the 
exception of the following: 

• The soil sample collected from 0-2 feet bgs in test pit TP-149 contained 
benzo(b )fluoranthene at a concentration of 1,400 µg/kg, which is above the EPA Region 
ill RBC for residential use of 870 µg/kg. It should be noted that no MDEP RAG exists 
for this compound. 

• The soil sample collected from 0-2 feet bgs in test pit 1PM149 contained benzo(a)pyrene 
at a concentration of l, 100 ug/kg, which is above the EPA Region III RBC for residential 
use of 87 µg/kg but below the :MDEP RAG for residential use of 2,0~0 µg/kg. 

• The soil sample collected from 0-2 feet bgs in test pit IP-149 contained 
benzo(a)anthracene at a concentration of 1,400 µglkg, which is above the EPA Region ill 
RBC for residential use of 870 µg/kg. It should be noted that no MDEP RAO exists for 
this compound. 

The concentrations of three PAH compounds were detected in one soil sample (TP-149, 0'-2') 
above the EPA Region ill RBCs for residential use. Although no other P AH compounds were 
detected above regulatory limits, it should be noted that the laboratory reporting limit for 
dibenz(a,h)anthracene was above the EPA Region m RBC for residential use in each of the soil 
samples analyzed form the northern peninsula. 

· No voes were detected above the laboratory reporting limit in the soil samples collected from 
the northern peninsula with the exception of low levels in several test pits that were below 
MDEP RAGs and the EPA Region ill RBCs for residential use. It should be noted that the 
laboratory reporting limits for two VOC compounds were above the EPA Region ill RBCs 
and/or the MDEP RAGs for residential use. 

Soil samples from the northern peninsula were collected to evaluate a variety of potential 
sources, and therefore, various chemical analyses were performed on the soil samples, including 
VOCs by EPA Method 82608, P AHs by EPA Method 8270C, RCRA Metals by EPA Methods 
60IOB and 7471, PCBs by EPA Method 8082, GRO by MDEP Method 4.2.17, and DRO by 
MDEP Method 4.125. 

4.3.2 Northern Peninsula 

• The laboratory reporting limits for dibenz( a,h)anthracene (360-430 µg/kg) were above the 
EPA Region III RBC for residential use of 87 µg/kg. It should be noted that there is no 
MDEP RAG for this compound. 
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P AHs were not detected above laboratory reporting limits in soil samples collected from the UST 
areas. It should be noted, however, that the laboratory reporting limits for benzo(a)pyrene and 

voes were not detected above laboratory reporting limits with the exception of acetone and m.p 
xylene, which were only slightly elevated above the laboratory reporting limits in soil at 8-10 feet 
bgs in test pit TP-139. The detected concentrations were below the respective MDEP RAGs and 
EPA Region III RBCs for residential use. 

Soil samples collected from the areas of the closed/abandoned USTs were chemically analyzed 
for VOCs by EPA Method 8260B, P AHs by EPA Method 8270C, GRO by MDEP Method 
4.2.17 and DRO by MDEP Method 4.125. 

4.3.3 Underground Storage Tanks 

• The soil sample collected from 0-2 feet bgs in test pit TP-159 contained ORO at a 
concentration of 100 mg/kg, which is above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard of 
50-100 mg/kg. 

• The soil sample collected from 2-4 feet bgs in test pit TP-147 contained DRO at a 
concentration of 560 mg/kg, which is above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard of 
50-100 mg/kg. 

Concentrations of ORO were not detected above laboratory reporting limits in soil samples from 
the northern peninsula with the exception of soil samples from test pits TP-158 and TP-159. 
However, the concentrations were only slightly above the laboratory reporting limits and are 
below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard of 50-100 mg/kg. Concentrations of DRO 
were not detected in soil samples from the northern peninsula above the MDEP Decision Tree 
Baseline 2 Standard with the exception of two samples: 

• The soil sample collected from 0-2 feet bgs in test pit TP-149 contained total PCBs at a 
concentration of 5.1 mg/kg, which is above the MDEP RAG of2.2 mg/kg and the EPA 
Region m RBC of 0.32 mg/kg for residential use. 

• The soil sample collected from 0-2 feet bgs in test pit TP-149 contained aroclor 1260 at a 
concentration of 5.1 mg/kg, which is above the EPA Region m RBC for residential use of 
0.32mg/kg. 

Concentrations of PCBs were not detected in soil samples from the northern peninsula above 
laboratory reporting limits with the exception of soil from one test pit. Additionally, it should be 
noted that laboratory reporting limits for several of the PCB compounds exceeded one or more of 
the respective regulatory standards. 

• The soil sample collected from 0-10 feet bgs in test pit TP-143 contained arsenic at a 
concentration of 140 mg/kg. 
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• Lead was detected at a concentration of 500 mg/kg in SED-1, which exceeded the MDEP 
RAG (375 mg/kg) for residential use. Additionally, for informational purposes only, the 
concentrations of lead in all four sediment samples exceeded the NOAA Effects-Range 
Low guideline ( 46. 7 mg/kg) for off-shore marine sediment. 

• Chromium was detected at concentrations of320 mg/kg in SED-1and300·mg/kg in 
SED-2, which exceeded the EPA Region ill RBC (230 mg/kg) for residential use. 
Additionally, for informational purposes only, the concentrations of chromium in all four 
sediment samples exceeded the NOAA Effects-Range Low guideline (81 mg/kg) for off 
shore marine sediment. 

• Concentrations of arsenic ranged from 14 to 45 mg/kg in the sediment samples, which 
exceeded the MDEP RAG (10 mg/kg) and EPA Region m RBC (0.43 mg/kg) for 
residential use. Additionally, for informational purposes only, the concentrations of 
arsenic exceeded the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad.ministration (NOAA) 
Effects-Range Low guideline (8.2 mg/kg) for off-shore marine sediment. 

Concentretions of various metals were. detected in the sediment samples above the laboratory 
reporting limit. Three metals (arsenic, chromium and lead) were detected above one or more 
regulatory standards. 

Concentrations of P AHs were not detected in the sediment samples above laboratory reporting 
limits. It should be noted that, due to excessive liquid in the sediment samples, some of the 
compounds were analyzed on a wet weight basis. Additionally, it should be noted that the 
laboratory reporting limits for benzo(a)pyrene and dibenz(a,h)anthracene were above the EPA 
Region III RBCs for residential use in each of the sediment samples. 

Jacques Whitford collected one sediment sample from the bottom of each of.the four ash ponds 
(SED-1 to SED-4): SED-1 was collected from the southwest ash pond; SED-2 was collected 
from the northwest ash pond; SED-3 was collected from the southeast ash pond; and SED-4 was 
collected from the northeast ash pond. The samples were analyzed for PAHs by EPA Method 
8270C and metals by EPA Methods 6010 and 7471. 

4. 3. 4 Ash Ponds 

Two soil samples from the vicinity of the apparent abandoned gasoline/diesel USTs were 
chemically analyzed for DRO. Reported concentrations were above the laboratory reporting 
limit but below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard of 50-100 mg/kg. 

One soil sample from the vicinity of the apparent abandoned gasoline UST was chemically 
analyzed for GRO. The detected concentration (260 mg/kg) was above the MDEP Decision Tree 
Baseline 2 Standard of 50-100 mg/kg. 

dibenz( a,h)anthracene were above the EPA Region III RB Cs for residential use in each of the soil 
samples analyzed from the areas of the USTs. 
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• Benzo(a)pyrene was detected in soil from four of the six borings (GP~l 15 to GP~I 18) at 
concentrations ranging from 580 to 6,300 µg/kg, which are above the EPA Region III 

• Benzo(a)anthracene was detected in soil from three of the six borings (GP-116 to GP- 
118) at concentrations ranging from 1,700 to 5,600 µg/kg, which are above the EPA 
Region III RBC for residential use (870 µg/kg). It should be noted that no MDEP RAG 
exists for this compound. 

The concentrations of five P AH compounds were detected in various soil samples from beneath 
site roadways above the MDEP RAGs and/or the EPA Region ill RBCs for residential use. 
Although no other P AH compounds were detected above regulatory limits, it should be noted 

·that the laboratory reporting limit for dibenz(a,h)anthracene was above the EPA Region ID RBC 
for residential use in each of the soil samples analyzed from beneath the site roadways. 

Six soil samples collected from beneath site roadways were chemically analyzed for P AHs by 
EPA Method 8270C, PCBs by EPA Method 8082, and DRO by MDEP Method 4.125. 

4.3.6 Site Roadways 

DRO was detected , in three of the four soil samples from the area of the ash ponds at 
concentrations (2.4 to 9.2 mg/kg) that were below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard 
of 50-100 mg/kg. 

• Arsenic was detected in soil from borings GP-I 07 through GP~ I I 0 at concentrations 
ranging from 7.9 to 16.0 mg/kg, which are above the EPA Region III RBC of0.43 mg/kg. 
Additionally, the concentrations of arsenic in soil from borings GP-107 through GP-109 
ranged from 12.0 to 16.0 mg/kg, which exceed the MDEP RAG of 10 mg/kg. 

· Metals were detected at various concentrations in each of the soil samples analyzed from the 
vicinity of the ash ponds. Of the eight RCRA metals, only one (arsenic) was detected above 
regulatory standards. 

• Benzo(a)pyrene was detected in soil at 4-6 feet bgs in-boring GP-110 at a concentration 
of 470 µg/kg, which is above the EPA Region ID RBC of 87 µglkg. However, the 
detected concentration was below the MDEP RAG of 2,000 µg/kg. 

Concentrations of P AH compounds detected were below applicable regulatory standards with the 
exception ofbenzo(a)pyrene in one soil sample. It should be noted, however. that the laboratory 
reporting limits for benzo(a)pyrene and dibenz(a,h)anthracene were above the EPA Region III 
RBCs for residential use in each of the soil samples analyzed from the areas of the ash ponds. 

Soil samples collected from Geoprobe borings in the vicinity of the ash ponds were chemically 
analyzed for PAHs by EPA Method 8270C, RCRA metals by EPA Methods 6010 and 7471, and 
DRO by MDEP Method 4.125. 
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• The soil sample collected from 0.4-1.4 feet bgs in boring GP~ 118 contained DRO at a 
concentration of 62 mg/kg, which is above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard of 
so- I oo mg/kg. 

• The soil sample collected from 0.4-1.4 feet bgs in boring GP-117 contained DRO at a 
concentration of 360 mg/kg, which is above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard of 
50-100 mg/kg. 

• The soil sample collected from 0.4-1.4 feet bgs in boring GP-116 contained DRO at a 
concentration of 300 mg/kg, which is above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard of 
50-100 mg/kg. · 

DRO was detected in each of the six soil samples collected from borings advanced beneath site 
roadways at concentrations above the laboratory reporting limits. nllee of the DRO 
concentrations exceeded the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard: 

PCBs were not detected in soil samples from borings advanced beneath site roadways at 
·concentrations above the laboratory reporting limits. · 

• In addition to these exceedances, the reporting limits for dibenz(M)anthracene in soil 
from GP-115 and GP-118 to GP-120, were above the EPA Region ID RBCs for 
residential land use. 

• Indeno(l,2,3-cd)pyrene was detected in soil from three of the six borings (GP-116 to GP- 
118) at concentrations ranging from 970 to 3,300 µgfkg, which are above the EPA Region 
m RBC for residential use (870 µg/kg). It should be noted that no MDEP RAG exists for 
this compound. 

• Dibenz( ~h)anthracene was detected in soil from two of the six borings (GP-116 to GP- 
117) at concentrations ranging from 560 to 1,000 µglkg, which are above the EPA Region 
m RBC for residential use (87 µglkg). It should be noted that no MDEP RAG exists for 
this compound. 

• Benzo(b)fluoranthene was detected in soil from three of the six borings (GP-116 to GP- 
118) at concentrations ranging from 1 ,800 to 7 ,600 ug/kg, which are above the EPA 
Region m RBC for residential use (870 µg/kg). It should be noted that no MDEP RAG 
exists for this compound. 

RBC for residential use (87 µg/kg). Also, concentrations ofbenzo(a)pyrene in soil from 
three of the borings (GP-116 to GP-118) exceeded the MDEP RAG of2,000 µgfkg. 



22 Mason Station Phase II Report.doc 

Three of the five surface soil samples were analyzed for PCBs (SSI to SS3). PCBs were not 
detected in the surface soil samples above laboratory reporting limits with the exception of 
AroclorA1260. It should be noted, however, that the laboratory reporting limits for the PCB 
compounds were above the EPA Region III RBCs with the exception of aroclor-1060. 

• Arsenic was detected in each of the surface soil samples at concentrations ranging from 
4.0 to 13 mg/kg, which are above the EPA Region Ill RBC of0.43 mg/kg. Additionally, 
the concentration of arsenic in SS4 (13 mg/kg) exceeded the MDEP RAG of 10 mg/kg. 

Metals were detected at various concentrations in each of the surface soil samples analyzed from 
the northern peninsula. Of the eight RCRA metals, only one was detected above regulatory 
standards (arsenic). 

• Indeno(l ,2,3-cd)pyrene was detected in SS 1 at a concentration of 1,200 µg/kg, which is 
above the EPA Region ill RBC for residential use (870 µg/kg). It should be noted that no 
MDEP RAG exists for this compound. 

• Dibenzta.hjanthracene was detected in SSl at a concentration of 360 µg/kg, which is 
above the EPA Region III RBC for residential use (87 µg/kg). It should be noted that no 
MDEP RAG exists for thiscompound. 

• Benzo(b)fluoranthene was detected in SSl at a concentration of2,700 µg/kg, which is 
above the EPA Region m RBC for residential use (870 µg/kg). It should be noted that no 
MDEP RAG exists for this compound. 

• Benzo(a)pyrene was detected in SSI at a concentration of2,200 µg/kg, which is above 
the MDEP RAG of2,000 µg/kg and the EPA Region III RBC of87 µg/kg. 

• Benzo(a)antbracene was detected in SSI at a concentration of2,300 µg/kg, which is 
above the EPA Region ill RBC for residential use (870 µg/kg). It should be noted that no 
MDEP RAG exists for this compound. 

The concentrations of five PAH compounds were detected in surface soil sample SSI (0-12 
inches bgs) above the MDEP RAGs and/or the EPA Region III RBCs for residential use. 
Although no other P AH compounds were detected above regulatory limits, it should be noted 
that the laboratory reporting limits for dibenzta.hjantbracene were above the EPA Region ill 
RBCs for residential use in each of the surface soil samples analyzed. 

Five surface soil samples collected from various areas in the northern peninsula were chemically 
analyzed for PAHs by EPA Method 8270C, metals by EPA Methods 6010 and 7471, PCBs by 
EPA Method 8082, and/or DRO by MDEP Method 4.125. 

4. 3. 7 Surface Soil Sampling 
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P AHs and PCBs were not detected in the groundwater samples above laboratory reporting limits. 
DRO was detected in groundwater from GP-103 at a concentration of 53 micrograms per liter 
(µg/L), which is below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard of removing free product 
only. DRO was not detected in groundwater from GP-104 above the laboratory reporting limit. 

Two groundwater samples were collected from Geoprobe soil boring locations (GP-103 and GP- 
104) in the northern peninsula in the general vicinity of the reported waste trench and previously 
identified free product. The samples were chemically analyzed for PAHs by EPA Method 8310, 
PCBs by EPA Method 8082, and DRO by MDEP Method 4.2.17. It should be noted that 
sufficient amounts of groundwater for sampling purposes were not encountered at other 
investigation points in the northern peninsula. 

4.4.1 · Northern Peninsula 

Groundwater analytical results are summarized in Table 9. Exceedences of the· Maine 
Department of Human Services (MOHS) •. Maximum Exposure Guidelines (MEGs) for drinking 
water or the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Maximum Contaminant Levels 
(MCLs) for drinking water are discussed below. 

• MDHS Maximum Exposure Guidelines (MEGs) for drinking water; 
• EPA Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) for drinking water; and 
• MDEP Decision Tree Analysis for cleanup of oil-contaminated soil and groundwater. 

Jacques Whitford applied three sets of regulatory criteria to the analytical results obtained for 
groundwater samples collected at the site: 

4.4 Groundwater Analytical Results 

Three of the five surface soil samples were analyzed for DRO (SS3 to SSS). DRO was detected 
above laboratory reporting limits in two of the surface soil samples (SS4 and SSS). The detected 
concentrations ranged from 11 to 21 mg/kg, which are below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 
2 Standard of 50-100 mg/kg. 

• The surface soil sample SS2, collected from 0-12 inches bgs adjoining the transformer 
southwest of the power plant building, contained aroclor-1260 at a concentration of37 
mg/kg, which is above the EPA Region III RBC of0.32 mg/kg. It should be noted that 
the concentration of total PCBs detected in SS2 {37 mg/kg) was also above the MDEP 
RAG (2.2 mg/kg). 

• The surface soil sample SSI, collected from 0-12 inches bgs adjoining the transformer 
north of the power plant building, contained aroclor-1260 at a concentration of 1. 6 mg/kg, 
which is above the EPA Region ill RBC of0.32 mg/kg. It should be noted that the 
concentration of total PCBs detected in SSI (1.6 mg/kg) was below the MDEP RAG {2.2 
mg/kg). 
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Bulk Fuel OH Tanks - Jacques Whitford excavated 13 test pits in the vicinity of the bulk fuel oil 
tanks in the southern portion of the subject property, including along the underground delivery 
piping that originates at the nearby railroad off-loading area. The test pits were excavated to 
depths ranging from 2 to 11.5 feet below grade and were terminated based on encountering 
groundwater, refusal, or the limit of the excavator. Groundwater was not encountered on a 
consistent basis in the test pits, but was observed between 4 and 8 feet below grade in a few of 
the pits. The on-site Jacques Whitford field geologist screened the excavated soil at 2-foot depth 
intervals with a flame ionization detector (FID). FIO results ranged from 0 to 1.2 parts per 
million {ppm). In addition, Jacques Whitford selected 4 soil samples for laboratory analysis of 
PAHs and total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) as diesel-range organics (DRO). No visual or 

Based on the results of the fieldwork. and analytical testing described above, Jacques Whitford 
presents the following summary and conclusions: 

• Silver was detected in groundwater from GP-107 at a concentration of 41 µg/L, which is 
above the MDHS NIEG (35 ug/L), but below the EPA MCL Secondary Drinking Water 
Standard (100 µg/L). 

5.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

• Selenium was detected in groundwater from GP-107 at a concentration of 82 µg/L, which 
is above the MDHS MEG (35 µg/L) and EPA MCL (50 µg/L). 

• Lead was detected in groundwater from GP· I 07 at a concentration of 540 µg/L, which is 
above the MDHS MEG (10 µg/L) and EPA MCL (15 µg/L). 

• Chromium was detected in groundwater from GP-107 at a concentration of 1,600 ug/L, 
which is above the MDHS MEG (40 µg/L) and EPA MCL (100 µg/L). 

• Arsenic was detected in groundwater from GP-107 at a concentration of 520 µg/L, which 
is above the MDHS MEG (10 µg/L) and EPA MCL (50 µg/L). 

Concentrations of five metals were detected in the groundwater sample from boring GP-107 
above their respective MEGs and/or MCLs. Additionally, it should be noted that the laboratory 
reporting limit for cadmium was IO µg/L, which is above the MDHS MEG of 3.5 µglL and the 
EPA MCL of 5 µg/L. 

PAHs and DRO were not detected in the groundwater sample from boring GP-107 above the 
laboratory reporting limits. 

One groundwater sample was collected from a Geoprobe soil boring location (GP-107) in the 
area of the ash ponds. The sample was chemically analyzed for P AHs by EPA Method 8310, 
metals by EPA Methods 6010 and 7470, and DRO by MDEP Method 4.2.17. 

4.4.2 Ash Ponds 
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Soil Analytical Results ~ Concentrations of benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(a)pyrene, and 
benzo(b )fluoranthene were detected above the EPA Region III RBCs for residential land use. 
These PAH exceedances were identified in one soil sample collected from test pit TP-149. It 
should be noted, however, that the laboratory reporting limit for dibenz(a,h)anthracene in the 
remaining soil samples was above the EPA Region III RBC for this compound. Concentrations 
of PCBs were not detected in soil samples from the northern peninsula above laboratory 
reporting limits with the exception of soil from one test pit. The soil sample collected from 0-2 
feet bgs in test pit TP-149 contained aroclor 1260 at a concentration of 5.1 mg/kg, which is above 

·the EPA Region III RBC for residential use of 0.32 mg/kg. This concentration is also above the 
MDEP RAG of 2.2 mg/kg. Each of the soil samples collected and analyzed from the northern 
peninsula contained arsenic above the MDEP RAG and the EPA Region ill RBC for residential 
land use. Based on the consistency of 13of14 of the soil samples and the concentrations being 
only I to 3 times the MDEP RAG, the detected arsenic concentrations may be indicative of 
background concentrations for this area of Maine. One soil sample from 0-10 feet below grade 

The test-pitting program identified a surface layer of coal in the former upper and lower coal 
storage areas that extended to approximately one foot below ground ·surface·.· Based on visual 
observations during test pitting in 2003 and 2004, and review of historical maps available at the 
Mason Station Plant, the approximate extent of the coal layer appears to be 60,000 square feet or 
1.4 acres. 

Northern Peninsula - Jacques Whitford excavated 45 test pits, advanced 6 Geoprobe soil 
borings, and collected 5 surface soil samples in the northern peninsula of the subject property to 
investigate for the presence or absence of contamination as a result of apparent dumping, waste 
disposal, or storage of coal (i.e., upper and lower coal pile area). Field screening of soil samples 
with an FID resulted in concentrations ranging from 0 to 103 ppm. In addition, Jacques Whitford 
selected 14 soil samples for laboratory analysis of a full suite of parameter including volatile 
organic compounds (VOCs), PAHs, 8 RCRA metals, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), DRO 
and/or TPH as gasoline range organics (GRO) based on the unidentified nature of filling 
activities. Jacques Whitford collected 2 groundwater samples from Geoprobe borings for 
laboratory analysis of PAHs, PCBs, and/or ORO based on Jacques Whitford's 2003 investigation 
that uncovered petroleum free product. In addition, Jacques Whitford collected 5 surface soil 
samples adjoining 2 transformers known to contain PCBs and along the western boundary of the 
subject property in drainage swales near the substations. The collected surface soil samples were 
chemically analyzed for PAHs, 8 RCRA metals, PCBs, and/or DRO. 

Soil Analytical Results - Concentrations of PAHs were not detected above the laboratory 
reporting limits in the soil samples tested. It should be noted, however, that the laboratory 
reporting limit for dibenz(a,h)anthracene was above the EPA Region III Risk Based 
Concentration (RBC) for residential use. The lab reported that limitations in their instrument did 
not allow reporting down to the low level of the EPA cleanup standard. Concentrations of DRO 
were not detected above the laboratory reporting limits in the soil samples tested. 

olfactory evidence of contamination was observed in soil or groundwater during advancement of 
the test pits for the bulk fuel oil tanks. 
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Soil Analytical Results - Concentrations of P AHs were not detected above laboratory detection 
limits in the analyzed soil samples. It should be noted, however, that the laboratory reporting 
limit for dibenz(a,h)anthracene was above the EPA Region ill RBC for this compound. Low 
levels of voes were detected in the one soil sample tested for these compounds, but below the 
MDEP RA.Gs. DRO was detected above the laboratory reporting limit in the soil samples, but 
below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50-100 mg/kg). ORO was detected in the 
one soil sample tested (GP-101) at a concentration of 260 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg), 
which is above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard ( 50-100 mg/kg). 

UndergroundStorage Tanks - Jacques Whitford excavated 2 test pits and advanced I Geoprobe 
soil boring in the assumed location of a gasoline underground storage tank (USn and a diesel 
UST adjoining a former equipment shed, and advanced I Geoprobe soil boring near a known fuel 
oil UST at the southwest comer of the plant. The test pits and soil-boring were advanced to the 
top of bedrock at approximately 11.S feet below grade. Groundwater was not encountered during 
the subsurface exploration for the USTs. It should be noted that investigation activities were not 
performed to address 3 other USTs beneath the concrete floor of the plant due to subsurface 
utilities and limitations on access and proximity to the tanks. Field screening of soil samples with 
an FID resulted in concentrations ranging from 0 to 84 ppm. In addition, Jacques Whitford 
selected 3 soil samples for laboratory analysis ofVOCs, PAHs, DRO, and/or ORO. 

Surface Soil Analytical Results - Concentrations of benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(a)pyrene, 
benzo(b)fluoranthene, dibenz(a,h)anthracene, indeno(l,2,3-cd)pyrene, and the PCB aroclor-1260 
were detected in surface soil samples (SS-1 and SS-2) above the MDEP RAGs and/or the EPA 
Region III RBCs for residential land use. The samples that exceeded the guidelines were those 
adjoining the 2 known PCB transformers north and west of the plant. Concentrations of arsenic 
were detected in each of the surface soil samples above the MDEP RAG and the EPA Region m 
RBC for residential land use. DRO was detected above the laboratory reporting limit in the 
surface soil samples, but below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50-100 mg/kg). 

Groundwater Analytical Results - Concentrations of P AHs and PCBs were not detected above 
laboratory detection limits in the groundwater samples collected from the northern peninsula. 
DRO was detected in groundwater from one Geoprobe sample (GP-103) at a concentration of 53 
micrograms per liter (µg/L). However, no cleanup of dissolved phase contamination is required 
for Baseline 2 sites according to the MDEP Decision Tree Analysis. For reference, the cleanup 
standard for Decision Tree "Stringent" sites is 50 µg/L. 

in TP-143 contained a concentration of arsenic 14 times the standard. Based on the other 
consistently lower results, it appears that this elevated result is an outlier and not indicative of an 
arsenic source area. DRO was detected in soil samples from two test pits (TP-147 and TP-159) 
at concentrations above the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50-100 milligrams per 
kilogram [mg/kg]). 
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Site Roadways - Jacques Whitford advanced 6 Geoprobe soil borings to investigate whether the 
reported historic disposal of oils on Site roadways has impacted the subsurface. The Geoprobe 
borings were advanced to a depth of 6 feet below grade. Field screening of collected soil 
samples with an FID resulted in concentrations ranging from 0.4 to 7.1 ppm. A total of 6 soil 
samples, one from each boring, were collected for laboratory analysis of P AHs, PCBs, and DRO 
based on the assumed petroleum nature of the oil application. It should be noted that a black 
layer of what appeared to be coal ash was observed at varying depths beneath the roadways. 

Ash Pond Sediment Sample Analytical Results - Due to high liquid content in the sediment 
samples, the laboratory detection limits for 5 of the P AH compounds using the dry weight 
methodology were elevated above their respective RAOs and/or EPA Region ill RBCs. Analysis 
results based on wet weight did not identify P AH compounds above laboratory detection limits. 
It should be noted that, even on a wet weight basis, the reporting limit for dibenz(a,h)anthracenc 
was above the EPA Region III RBC. Concentrations of arsenic, chromium, and lead were 
detected in the sediment samples above the MDEP RAGs and/or the EPA Region ill RBCs. 
Additionally, concentrations of many of the 8 RCRA metals exceeded the NOAA Effects Range 
Low guidance for contaminated sediment impacts to the natural marine environment, 

Groundwater Analytical Results - Concentrations of P AHs were not detected above laboratory 
detection limits in the groundwater sample collected. Arsenic, chromium, lead, selenium, and 
silver were each detected in the groundwater sample from the ash pond area above their 
respective Maine DHS MEG for drinking water. DRO was not detected above the.laboratory 
reporting limit in the· analyzed groundwater sample. 

Soil Analytical Results - No P AH compounds detected in the soil samples exceeded the MDEP 
RAGs or the EPA Region ID RBCs with the exception of benzo(a)pyrene, which was detected in 
soil from one of the borings (GP-110) at a concentration that exceeded the EPA Region III RBC. 
However, the concentration ofbenzo(a)pyrene in GP-110 was below the MDEP RAG. It should 
be noted, however, that the laboratory reporting limit for dibenzta.hjanthracene was above the 
EPA Region ill RBC for this compound. No metals detected in the soil samples exceeded the 
MDEP RA Gs with the exception of arsenic, which was detected in 3 of the 4 soil samples above 
the MDEP RAG. Detected arsenic concentrations may be indicative of background 
concentrations for this area of Maine. Low concentrations of DRO were detected in the soil 
samples, but at concentrations that were below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard 
(50-100 mg/kg). 

Ash Ponds - Jacques Whitford advanced 4 Geoprobe soil borings surrounding the ash ponds in 
the southeast portion of the subject property, and collected 1 sediment sample from the floor of 
each ash pond ( 4 total). Groundwater was collected from one of the Geoprobe borings. 
Geoprobe borings were advanced to refusal or groundwater, which was between 6 and 18 feet 
below grade in the area of the ash ponds. Field screening of soil samples with an FJD resulted in 
concentrations ranging from 0 to 329 ppm. In addition, Jacques Whitford selected 4 soil samples 
and 1 groundwater sample for laboratory analysis of P AHs, RCRA metals, and DRO based on 
the known discharges to the ponds (i.e., boiler blow down, roof drains, etc.). Four sediment 
samples were selected for analysis of PAJ-Is and RCRA metals. 



23 Mason Station Phase II Report.doc 

Miscellaneous fill and demolition debris, including apparent asbestos-containing materials, were 
identified in test pits excavated in the northern peninsula. The filling appears to be widespread 
across the banking of the northern shoreline and may extend approximately 340 linear feet along 
the shoreline, as well as up to 8 feet deep as you move south away from the shoreline. A 
shallower area of fill, approximately 5 feet deep, appears to continue southward toward the radio 
antenna. The extent of the fill material known to contain, or potentiaJly containing, asbestos is 
approximately 49,400 square feet in area and 298,000 cubic feet or 11,000 cubic yards. If 
exposed, this fill material and asbestos presents a possible environmental hazard to occupants of 
the Site. Additionally, it may also impact the design of Site structures and improvements. A 
separate geotechnical analysis of this material and the site in general will be submitted under 
separate cover. 

Coal is prevalent to a depth of about 1-foot in the upper and lower coal storage areas within the 
northern peninsula. The approximate extent of the coal is 60,000 square feet. The coal may 
represent an unacceptable hazard for residential users, and also may be unsuitable as subgrade 
beneath structures. A separate geotechnical analysis of this material and the site in general will 
be submitted under separate cover. 

Historical evidence exists indicating that the northeastern bulk tank leaked oil to the subsurface. 
Holes were identified in the floor of the tank at the time of the product removal and tank cleaning 
in 1997. Oil was identified surrounding the product piping in the berm to the northeast of the 
tanks in 1997 by the tank contractor. In addition, oil was reported to be seeping into excavations 
recently (this Fall) conducted by CMP within the switchyard to the north of the tanks. 
Groundwater flow in the vicinity of the northeastern tank was identified to be toward the north 
during the 1992 Haley & Aldrich investigation. Despite historical evidence to suggest a release 
may have occurred from the bulk fuel oil tanks, no obvious contamination was identified 
surrounding the tanks or along the underground delivery pipeline during this assessment. It is 
possible that contamination may be present beneath the tanks, surrounding the concrete vault that 
encases the aboveground conveyance piping through the berm northeast of the tanks, northeast of 
the railroad off-loading area. or north of the bulk tanks in the vicinity of the switchyard, all areas 
not investigated as part of this assessment. Limited leaks and soil staining were observed along 
the aboveground oil conveyance piping during our visual reconnaissance. 

Based on the results of the fieldwork and analytical testing described above, Jacques Whitford 
presents the following conclusions and discussion: 

6.0 DISCUSSION 

Soil Analytical Results ~ Several P AH compounds were detected in various roadway samples 
above both the MDEP RAGs and the EPA Region ill RBCs. PCBs were not detected above 
laboratory detection limits in the roadway samples analyzed. DRO was detected in three of the 
samples at concentrations the exceeded the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50-100 
mg/kg). 
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Any use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on decisions made based on it, 
are the responsibility of such third parties. Jacques Whitford accepts no responsibility for 

This report has been prepared for the sole benefit of Mason Station, LLC. The report may not be 
relied upon by any other person or entity without the express written consent of Jacques Whitford 
and Mason Station; LLC. For inquiries from parties other than Jacques Whitford or Mason 
Station, LLC regarding content or use of this report, contact Jacques Whitford or the Mason 
Station. LLC directly. 

7.0 CLOSURE 

Shallow soil beneath the Site roadways was determined to contain P AHs above regulatory 
standards. PCBs were not identified, as previously suspected. This contamination may be a 
result of the black coal ash layer identified during drilling, possible oil placement on the formerly 
dirt roads for dust suppression, or a byproduct of the asphalt. Further delineation of the 
contamination away from the roadway was not performed during this assessment. 

Soil and groundwater contamination was identified in the area of the existing and former ash 
ponds. One P AH compound and several metals were detected in soil and groundwater above 
regulatory limits. Three of the metals detected in the groundwater sample (arsenic, lead, and 
chromium) were significantly above the Maine DHS MEGs. It is possible that this 
contamination is a result of the former ash pond that was likely not lined. Additionally, arsenic, 
lead, and chromium were detected in the existing ash pond sediment samples above various 
regulatory limits, further implicating the historical ash pond, and possibly the existing ash ponds, 
as the possible source of the contamination in this area of the Site. 

Of the USTs investigated, only the one adjoining a former workshop shed north of the switch 
yards exhibited soil contamination above applicable regulatory limits. GRO was detected in soil 
at 260 mg/kg, which is above the Baseline 2 Standard of 50-100 mg/kg. No groundwater was 
detected in the test pits or soil boring advanced adjoining the shed. It is not known whether the 
UST{s) in this location was removed from the ground, and it should be noted that a potentially 
associated concrete slab was encountered during test pit excavation. It is possible that the tank(s) 
and/or piping may remain, and therefore, additional elevated contamination is possible. Due to 
limitations with utilities and equipment access near the tanks, USTs identified beneath the floor 
of the plant building could not be eva]uated for potential impact to the subsurface. 

Given the number of investigation points and the analytical results of the samples submitted from 
the northern peninsula, it appears that contamination is not widespread in this area of the subject 
property with the exception of the asbestos-containing fill material. The contamination identified 
during this assessment in the northern peninsula that was above applicable regulatory limits 
appears to be localized in the following areas: (1) northeast portion of the northern peninsula 
(near the upper coal storage area); {2) near the radio antenna (near the former location of 
identified free product); and (3) adjoining 2 known PCB--containing transformers north and 
southwest of the plant building. 
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u 

The conclusions presented represent the best judgement of the assessor 'based on current 
environmental standards and on the site conditions observed at the site. Due to the nature of the 
investigation and the limited data available) the assessor cannot warrant against undiscovered 
environmental liabilities. 

Some of the information presented in this report was provided through existing documents and 
interviews. Although attempts were made, whenever possible, to obtain a minimum of two 
confirmatory sources of information, Jacques Whitford in certain instances has been required to 
assume that the information provided is accurate. 

damages, if any, suffered by any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this 
report. 
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July 14, 2005

Mr. Scott Houldin
Mason Station, LLC
485 Putnam Avenue
Greenwich, CT 06830

RE: Lead in Soil Testing Results
Former Mason Station Power Plant, Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine
Ransom Project Reference: 056008

Dear Scott:

At your request, Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom) is pleased to submit the attached lead in
soil testing results for samples collected surrounding the bulk fuel oil tanks at Mason Station in Wiscasset,
Maine (Site). This work was conducted at the request of the Maine Department of Environmental Protection
(MDEP) as part of the closure of the bulk fuel oil tanks at the Site.

Eighteen (18) soil samples, 6 from surrounding each tank, were collected on May 25, 2005 and analyzed for
total lead content to evaluate whether lead-based paint from the tanks had impacted surrounding surface
soils.  Please refer to Figure 1 for the approximate location of soil sampling locations.  Samples were
collected from 0-6 or 6-12 inches below ground surface (bgs) and analyzed for total lead by EPA Method
6010B.  Results of the analysis identified total lead concentrations in each of the samples collected.  The
concentration of lead in one of the soil samples collected from the area surrounding Tank #1 exceeded the
MDEP Remedial Action Guidelines (RAGs) for Residential, Trespasser, and Adult Worker; and, the
concentration of lead in one of the soil samples collected from the area surrounding Tank #3 exceeded the
MDEP RAGs for Residential use.  Please refer to Table 1 for a summary of the analytical results.

It has been a pleasure assisting Mason Station, LLC with the lead sampling surrounding the bulk fuel oil
storage tanks.  The methods, procedures and results of these soil sampling activities will be presented in a
more detailed report to be submitted under separate cover.  Please do not hesitate to contact us with
questions.

Sincerely,
RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.

Brian R. Pettingill, P.G., R.E.A.
Sr. Project Manager

Attachments

200 High Street, Portland, Maine 04101, Tel (207) 772-2891, Fax (207) 772-3248
195 Commerce Way, Suite D, Portsmouth, New Hampshire  03801, Tel (603) 436-1490
Brown’s Wharf, Newburyport, Massachusetts  01950, Tel (978) 465-1822
2127 Hamilton Avenue, Hamilton, New Jersey  08619, Tel (609) 584-0090
1445 Wampanoag Trail, Suite 108A, East Providence, Rhode Island  02915, Tel (401) 433-2160

www.ransomenv.com
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February 7, 2006 
 
 
Mr. Scott Houldin 
Mason Station, LLC 
485 Putnam Avenue 
Greenwich, CT  06830 
 
RE: Lead Survey Results for Soil Surrounding Former Bulk Fuel Oil Tanks 

Former Mason Station Power Plant, Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine 
Ransom Project Reference: 056008 

 
Dear Scott: 
 
Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom) is pleased to submit this report outlining the soil 
sample result from the XRF analyzer lead screening conducted on November 17, 2005 at the former 
bulk oil tanks (# 1, #2, and #3).   
 
SUMMARY 
 
A total of 102 samples were collected from 5, 20, and 35 feet from the former tank walls.  Soil 
results were compared to the Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP) Residential 
Remediation Action Guideline (RAG) of 375 parts per million (ppm) for total lead.  Overall, soil 
screening identified three elevated lead concentrations surrounding Tank #1 and two elevated lead 
concentrations surrounding Tank #3.  Samples that were screened around Tank #2 did not result in 
levels that exceeded the MDEP RAG for total lead. 
 
Soil excavation and off-site disposal is recommended for the five areas where concentrations 
exceeded the MDEP RAG for lead.   
 
This survey has assisted with delineating the extent of lead contamination surround the former bulk 
oil tanks. The report includes sample methodologies, results, and recommendations for the impacted 
soils.   
 
SITE DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND 
 
Three bulk fuel oil tanks were formerly located southwest of the former Mason Station Power Plant in 
Wiscasset, Maine.  Refurbishment and other maintenance activities performed on the tanks over time, 
including sand blasting, may have resulted in lead-based paint particulates being deposited in the surrounding 
surface soils.   
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As part of the closure of the bulk fuel oil tanks, Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
(MDEP) requested that soils be tested surrounding the bulk oil tanks.  On May 25, 2005, 
eighteen shallow soil samples (six from the perimeter of each tank) were collected.  Sample 
results indicated two soil samples (surrounding Tank #1 and Tank #3) exceeded the MDEP 
Residential Remedial Action Guideline for lead of 375 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) or parts 
per million (ppm).  In addition, a MDEP response letter, dated July 27, 2005, indicated that there 
was an insufficient number of sampling locations to completely characterize the area of concern. 

An extensive soil screening work plan was developed and submitted to MDEP on November 15, 
2005.  On November 16, 2005, MDEP commented on the plan and recommended that the plan 
be implemented.  On November 17, 2005, soil screening was conducted as outlined in the plan 
and described in the sections below. 
 
SAMPLING PLAN 
 
Ransom developed a spider web-like pattern surrounding each of the former three on-site bulk 
tanks.  Around each tank, three separate rings of samples were collected and analyzed, each 
further away from the former tank wall: 
 

• Five (5) feet from the former wall, eight samples were collected that were equally 
distributed around the former tank; 

• Twenty (20) feet from the former wall, eight more samples were collected that were 
equally distributed around the former tank; and 

• Thirty-five (35) feet from the former wall, eight more samples were collected that were 
equally distributed around the former tank. 

 
All twenty four sampling location evaluated concentrations of lead within the surface soil (0-2 
inches).  At ten to eleven of the locations surrounding each tank, a sub-surface sample 
(approximately 2-6 inches) was sampled and analyzed.  A total of 104 soil samples were 
screened to evaluate lead contamination surrounding the three former bulk tanks.  In addition, 
eight soil samples outside of the bermed area were collected and analyzed for lead to evaluate 
background levels.  The sample locations and corresponding identifiers were documented on a 
figure for future reference.  Table 1 outlines the sample results, and Figure 1 identifies sample 
locations where exceedances of the MDEP RAG for lead occurred. 
 
METHODOLOGIES 
 
The samples were surveyed by gathering a small amount of soil and utilizing a direct reading 
instrument (XRF analyzer) to determine lead concentrations within the media.  Samples were 
generally collected from surface soils (between 0 and 2 inches).  The direct reading instrument 
allowed for on-site soil collection and immediate sample results without having to send the soil 
samples to a laboratory for analysis.  Soil samples were surveyed for lead in accordance with 
Niton (equipment manufacturer) recommended guidance.  However, due to moist soil conditions, 
samples contained more water than protocol recommendations.  Since soil was not dry during the 
survey, confirmation samples were analyzed without drying the soil.  Ten percent of soil samples 
(eleven samples) were sent for confirmatory analysis to Northeast Laboratory Services in 



Mr. Scott Houldin 
Mason Station, LLC 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Ransom Project 056008  Page 2 
P:\2005\056008 Mason Station\Bulk Tanks\XRF Sampling\Mason Station Lead Survey (XRF) Nov 2005 Report.doc February 7, 2006 

Waterville, Maine as a quality assurance measure.  The soil samples were analyzed in 
accordance with the United States Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) Method EPA 
6010B.  The XRF analyzer is fully compliant with US EPA Method 6200.  Sample results 
collected from the XRF analyzer are reported in a range (±) to factor in error.   
 
The survey results were evaluated and compared to the MDEP Remedial Action Guideline 
(RAG) for lead in a residential use setting (375 ppm). 
 
RESULTS 
 
Tank 1  
 
Of the thirty-four samples that were collected and screened around former Tank #1, eight 
positive lead detections were found, ranging from 82 to 1,100 ppm.  Three samples (one 
subsurface and two surface samples) with lead concentrations of 430, 460, and 1,100 ppm, 
exceeded the MDEP RAG of 375 ppm.  All three samples that exceeded state regulatory 
guidelines were collected within five to 20 feet from the former tank wall.   
 
Tank 2 
 
Thirty-five samples were collected around former Tank #2.  Three positive lead detections were 
found ranging from 16 to 60 ppm, well below the MDEP RAG of 375 ppm.   
 
Tank 3 
 
Of the thirty-five samples that were collected and screened around former Tank #3, thirteen 
positive lead detections were found ranging from 20 to 1,000 ppm.  Two surface samples, with 
concentrations of 410 ppm and 1,000 ppm, exceeded the MDEP RAG of 375 ppm.  Both 
samples were collected from the surface soil within five feet from the former tank wall.   
 
Background Samples   
 
Eight background samples were collected outside of the bermed area of the former bulk tanks.  
Two samples resulted in positive lead detections of 55±31 to 39 ppm, each below the MDEP 
Residential RAG for lead.   
 
Please refer to Figure 1 for the location of the soil samples that exceeded the MDEP Residential 
RAG for lead. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Ransom recommends soil remediation and off-site disposal of the five areas where lead 
exceedances occurred above the MDEP Residential RAG.  The remediation should include soil 
excavation and stockpiling, waste characterization testing of the stockpiled soil, off-site 
transportation and disposal, and confirmation sampling from the excavation limits.   
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If you have any questions regarding the findings or recommendations of this report, please do not 
hesitate to contact us.  Ransom appreciates the opportunity to assist you with the tank closure at 
Mason Station.   
 
Regards, 
Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. 
 
 
 
Lisa L. Kuronya    Brian R. Pettingill, P.G., R.E.A. 
Project Scientist    Senior Project Manager 
 
Attachments 
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TABLE 1 
SOIL SAMPLE RESULTS FOR LEAD SCREENING CONDUCTED ON NOVEMBER 17, 2005 

MASON STATION FORMER TANK 1, 2, AND 3 LOCATIONS 
WISCASSET, MAINE



Sample ID Lab Result Sample ID Lab Result Sample ID Lab Result
(ppm) (ppm) (ppm)

T1S1 < 130 NA T2S1 < 180 NA T3S1 53.2 ±33 NA
T1SS1 < 160 NA T2SS1 < 150 NA T3SS1 < 50 NA
T1S2 < 160 NA T2S2 < 180 29 T3S2 37 ±41 410
T1SS2 < 150 NA T2S3 < 120 NA T3S3 156 ±68 NA
T1S3 294 ±99 280 T2SS3 < 110 NA T3S4 97 ±46 NA
T1S4 < 150 NA T2S4 < 36 NA T3S5 < 98 NA
T1SS4 246 ±150 460 T2S5 < 74 NA T3S6 < 270 NA
T1S5 430 ±250 1100 T2S6 < 66 NA T3S7 254 ±120 1000
T1S6 191 ±110 NA T2S7 < 86 NA T3SS7 99.1 ±54 NA
T1S7 < 140 NA T2S8 37 ±22 60 T3S8 77.6 ±27 NA
T1SS7 < 53 NA T2SS8 < 180 NA T3S9 < 83 NA
T1S8 170 ±52 NA T2S9 < 140 NA T3S10 172 ±100 290
T1S9 < 76 NA T2SS9 < 58 NA T3S11 < 58 NA
T1SS9 < 130 NA T2S10 < 51 NA T3S12 < 75 NA
T1S10 < 270 430 T2S11 < 48 NA T3S13 < 48 NA
T1S11 < 74 NA T2S12 < 62 NA T3S14 < 180 NA
T1SS11 < 140 NA T2S13 < 68 NA T3SS14 < 120 NA
T1S12 < 150 NA T2SS13 < 120 NA T3S15 223 ±84 NA
T1S13 < 50 NA T2S14 < 120 NA T3S16 < 140 NA
T1S14 130 ±48 NA T2S15 < 180 16 T3SS16 < 60 NA
T1S15 155 ±58 NA T2SS15 < 160 NA T3S17 < 130 NA
T1SS15 < 160 NA T2S16 < 130 NA T3S18 < 70 NA
T1S16 < 120 NA T2SS16 < 110 NA T3SS18 < 130 NA
T1S17 < 56 NA T2S17 < 100 NA T3S19 < 85 NA
T1SS17 < 110 NA T2SS17 < 160 NA T3SS19 < 61 NA
T1S18 < 110 NA T2S18 < 99 NA T3S20 < 54 NA
T1S19 < 110 NA T2S19 < 150 NA T3SS20 < 78 NA
T1SS19 < 190 NA T2SS19 < 150 NA T3S21 < 65 NA
T1S20 < 63 NA T2S20 < 60 NA T3SS21 < 140 NA
T1SS20 < 62 NA T2S21 < 55 NA T3S22 < 72 NA
T1S21 < 45 NA T2SS21 < 75 NA T3SS22 < 160 NA
T1S22 < 90 NA T2S22 < 130 NA T3S23 156 ±46 NA
T1S23 < 67 NA T2SS22 < 80 NA T3SS23 < 69 NA
T1S24 152 ±39 NA T2S23 < 63 NA T3S24 95.4 ±54 NA
T1S28 (B) < 56 NA T2S24 < 61 NA T3SS24 < 70 NA
T1S29 (B) < 54 NA T2S30 (B) < 38 NA T3S25 (B) 54.7 ±31 NA

T2S31 (B) < 41 NA T3S26 (B) < 76 NA
T2S32 (B) < 43 NA T3S27 (B) < 69 39

Notes:
1.) < = Not detected above stated quantitation limit
2.) NA = Not analyzed
3.) ppm = parts per million equivalent to mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
4.) Bold values indicate an exceedance in the Maine Department of Environmental Protection Residential Remedial Action Guideline of 375 ppm
5.) Sample identifiers labeled as "S" were collected from surface soils (0-2 inches) and "SS" were collected from subsurface at a depth 

of 2-6 inches below the ground surface
6.) Sample identifiers numbered from 1-8, 9-16, and 17-24 were collected from 5, 20, and 35 feet from the former tank wall, respectively
7.) Sample identifiers numbered 25-32 were collected from background locations, outside of the bermed area
8.) 10% of soil samples were sent to Northeast Laboratories, Winslow, Maine for QC measures as reported in the "Lab Result" column
9.) (B) = Background samples collected from outside the bermed tank area

Tank #2

(ppm) (ppm) (ppm)
XRF Result
Tank #3Tank #1

XRF Result XRF Result

TABLE 1
Soil Sample Results for Lead Screening Conducted on November 17, 2005

Mason Station Former Tank 1, 2, and 3 Locations
Wiscasset, Maine
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FIGURE 1 
SOIL SAMPLE LOCATIONS AND CORRESPONDING EXCEEDANCES OF MDEP RAG 

WISCASSET, MAINE 
 

 



1. SITE PLAN BASED ON DRAWING SUPPLIED BY JACQUES 
WHITFORD COMPANY.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION 
AND SCALE.

3. MDEP RAGS = MAINE DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION REMEDIAL ACTION 
GUIDELINES FOR RESIDENTIAL.

4. THIS PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR SCOTT HOULDIN. 
ALL OTHER USES ARE NOT AUTHORIZED, UNLESS 
WRITTEN PERMISSION  IS OBTAINED FROM RANSOM 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.
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In order to complete the excavation activities, Roux Associates is proposing to dewater 
the excavation and discharge the water to the ash ponds located onsite under CMP's 
existing discharge license. In order to pre-characterize the ponded water, samples of the 
ponded water were taken and analyzed for the applicable parameters required as part of 
CMP's license. The samples collected from the ponded water had no indication of a 
petroleum sheen; however, the analytical results indicated that the sample slightly 
exceeds the discharge limits specified in the license for both iron and oil and grease. 

The excavations extended beneath the former pump house foundation where a small 
amount of residual petroleum impact (No. 6 oil) was observed. The majority of this 
impacted soil was removed; however, flooding conditions caused by heavy rains and the 
infiltration of storm water into the excavation limited the excavation activities. As a 
result, the excavation activities were suspended, until a plan for the control of the 
infiltrated water could be prepared and implemented. 

As you know, Roux Associates, Inc. (Roux Associates) has been engaged by American 
International Specialty Lines Insurance Company to assist Central Maine Power 
Company (CMP) with respect to certain matters concerning the Mason Station Site (Site), 
including remediation of the contamination in the area of Tank #3. We are advised that 
CMP began excavation of petroleum-impacted soil from beneath former Tank #3 at the 
Site in December 2005. To date, all of the sandy soil located immediately beneath the 
former tank footprint (extending to approximately 2 feet below ground surface) has been 
removed. This excavation averaged approximately 2 feet in depth and amounted to 
approximately 2,098 tons of soil. The excavation stopped at the interface with the clay 
layer located beneath the upper sandy soil. Confirmation samples collected from the clay 
layer indicated non-detect for diesel range organics (DRO) and polyaromatic 
hydrocarbons (P AH). 

Dear Mr. Kaselis: 

Tank #3 Oil Remediation 
Re: Mason Station 

Mr. Richard Kaselis 
Bureau of Remediation and vVaste Management 
Department of Environmental Protection 
17 State House Station 
Augusta, Maine 04336 

March 7, 2006 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING & MANAGEMENT 
ROUX ASSOCaATES INC 

~ . .J-~ 1n 209 SHAFTER STREET 
"""" ~ Islandia, New York 11749-5074 TEL 631-232-2600 FAX 631-232-9898 



ROUX ASSOC IA TES, INC. 

cc: Brian Pettingill, Ransom 
Scott Houldin, Point East 
Ken Farber, Central Maine Power 
Roy Koster, Central Maine Power 
Chris Stella, AIG 
Heather Hardv, AIG _,, 

Attachment: Mason Station, Tank :dJ Soil Remediation Status Report - February 2006 

ROYf ASSOCIATES, INC. 
I· /)/i 

)l~ cRL 
Dennis Colton 
Principal Hydrogeologist 

Sincerely, 

We appreciate your assistance on this matter, and look forward to identifying an 
acceptable conclusion to this project. 

Ir1 order to complete the excavation work necessary for remediation of the Tank #3 soil, 
infiltration waters in the excavation area must be controlled. \Ve estimate approximately 
200,000 to 300,000 gallons of water have collected in the excavation area. Roux 
Associates and C:!v:LP would like to discuss the options for the completion or this 
remediation at your earliest convenience. 

Additional information regarding the completed excavation activities is provided ir. the 
February 2006 Tank #3 Remediation Status Report prepared by Ci'-:J:P (Attached). 

Note that, due to a layer of ice covering the majority of the ponded water, the samples 
were collected from the edge of the excavation area at the water s surface and, as a result, 
these samples may be biased on the high side. 

Mr. Richard Kasdis 
:'.\!Larch 7, 2006 
Page 2 
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Prepared by Central Maine Power 
F ebruary 2006 Tank #3 Remediation Status Report 

ATTACHMENT 1 



:: 1 - ROUX ASSOCIATES, INC. 

Pump Station: Following excavation of the tank base, an inspection of the sand fill 
within the foundation of the former pump house on the southeast side of the tank was 
made. This investigation showed the presence of a small amount of residual No. 6 oil. 
An attempt was made to remove this oil and impacted soil; however, rainy weather 
conditions and the discharge of the former tank's perimeter underdrain into this 
foundation made the excavation very wet and prevented the completion of the soil 
removal. A decision was made to stabilize the site and return at a later date when water 
could be controlled to complete the contaminated soil removal. 

· Depth below excavated grade 

<0.00039 ) Confirmation Sample <2.4 4ft I - Q i N orthwest uadrant 

<.,, .. i Southwest Quadrant 1 Ca; 

I i I (m1!i'k2;) (mg"ikg) '- . I i 
! 

Sa::d ' Center of Tani j 0-3 in r S?O I .GOS J Removed for Disposal I l ' I 
1' Sand I Pump Station 

~ . 
0-6 in T 5""; I .049 ! Removed for Disposal I I I ~ I 

I Clay I Northeast Quadrant I 1 fr 
J 

<2.4 I <0.00;)40 I Confirmation Sample I 
I i Southeast Quadrant f 

1 j i Confirmation Sample f Clav ~ft I <2.6 <0.00043 i - • ! ) 
,I 

1 I ~ r f't I ... 4 r r• ' r '~ r 

: Comments TPAH DRO j, Sample J Location 

Soil Sampling: During excavation, two samples of sand from beneath the tank and pump 
station, respectively, were taken. Following excavation, four soil samples were taken 
from the clay soil beneath the tank to confirm removal of contaminated soil as proposed 
in Ransom's closure plan. The results of these analyses are as follows: 

strong odor similar to No. 2 fuel oil (which was used to clean the tank in 1997 when the 
tank was last used), and a sample of this sand showed a concentration of Giesel range 
organics (DRO) of 8~0 mg/kg. Ir was decided to remove this sand above the underlying 
clay layer, which was found to a depth of I :,2 co 2 fret. This soil was scraped from the 
tank area, stockpiled, and transported to CPRC in Scarborough. Approximately 2098 
tons of soil were removed. 

Ta11Jc Ba~e Excavation: The ·~11iti2~1 plan was to remove the top 4 inches cf sand from the 
base soil of the former rank. Once excavation began, it became apparent that 011 had 

·iOnner Tank #3. Environmental Projects. Inc. (E.PI) of Cray, !\-lai~e was retained to 
perform the excavation. Excavated soil was taken to Commercial Paving and Recycling 
Company (CPRC) in Scarborough, Maine for processing. 

In December 2005, Central Maine Power (Ci\fP) initiated remediation of soil beneath the 

Status Report - February 2006 
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TSS - total suspended solids 
O&G - oil and grease 
Cu - total copper 
Fe - total iron 
CSPP - chemical specific priority pollutants (EPA 624 Priority Pollutants; Acid only EPA 625) 

TSS O&G Cu Fe CSPP 
Sample Location Depth mg/L m2/L m!!/L ID!!/L U!!IL PH Comments 

Water North Surface 12 40 .005 3.0 ND 6.42 

Water East Surface 17 58 .008 6.4 ND 6.77 By pump house 

Water South Surface 22 38 .009 7.3 ND 6.64 By loading area 

Water West Surface 11 62 .007 3.4 ND 6.52 

Discharge Daily Maximum 100 15 1.0 1.0 6-9 
Limits Monthly Average 30 1.0 1.0 

On January 27, 2006 additional samples were taken from the ponded water and analyzed 
for the applicable parameters listed in the discharge license for Mason Station's ash 
lagoons. The samples were taken from beneath the ice in near shore locations, and were 
not filtered before analysis. Thin ice conditions made sampling from central locations of 
the pond impractical. The results of the analyses are as follows: 

Sample Location Depth DRO TPAH Comments 
(m2/L) (rng/L) 

Water Northeast Quadrant Surface 1.0 <.0053 

Water Southeast Quadrant Surface 0.9 .341 By pump house 

Water Southwest Quadrant Surface 1.7 <.0052 By loading area 

Water Northwest Quadrant Surface 0.2 <.0056 

as follows: 

Water Samnlinz: At the completion of soil removal on January 27, 2006 water samples 
were taken from the water ponded in the excavation area. The analyses of the water are 

Remaining Soils: Contaminated soil remains in three locations on the site. The first is 
the foundation of the former pump station. To stabilize this area, impacted soils were 
covered with a plastic sheet. This sheet in tum was covered with clean soil obtained from 
the dike surrounding the tank site. This will limit the exposure of contaminated soils to 
rain water that could pond over the site. The second area is a dike of sandy soil that was 
left between the former tank area and the pump station to keep water that had ponded in 
the tank excavation from the pump station excavation. This soil was also covered with a 
plastic sheet, clean soil, and cinder blocks. The final location is a small pile of soil that 
remained from the stockpile of excavated soil from the tank base. This pile was also 
covered with plastic held in place with cinder blocks. 

Status Report - February 2006 Mason Station 
Tank #3 Soil Remediation 
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 MEMO
To: Rick Kaselis, Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
 
From: Brian Pettingill, Ransom 
 
cc: Scott Houldin, Mason Station, LLC 
 John Beane, Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
 
Date: 6/14/2006 

Re: Lead Confirmation Testing with XRF 
 Mason Station, Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, ME 
 Ransom Project #056008 

 

At the request of the Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP), Ransom 
Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom), on behalf of Mason Station, LLC, conducted 
confirmation sampling and testing of lead in soil with an X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF) analyzer 
surrounding former bulk tanks #1 and #3 at Mason Station in Wiscasset, ME.  Per your letter of 
May 22, 2006, no additional testing surrounding tank #2 was conducted. 

Ransom randomly selected five of the previous sampling locations from our November 2005 
event surrounding tank #1, and four of the previous sampling locations from surrounding tank #3.  
Soil from one of the sample locations surrounding tank #1 was collected from a shallow horizon 
(0-2 inches) and a deeper horizon (2-6 inches), identical to the November sampling episode at 
that location.  This sampling protocol is in accordance with MDEP requests. 

Sampling methodology was conducted according to the following procedure.  At each sampling 
location, surface soil (0-2 inches deep) from a one square-foot area was spooned into a stainless 
steel bowl.  The soil was then filtered through a series of three successively smaller sieves to 
remove larger gravel and boulders.  Any paint chips observed in the sample were removed prior 
to placement into the sieves, and then preferentially added to the final sample matrix (by doing 
this, the paint chips were not filtered out of the sample being analyzed).  The final sample 
material was then placed into a Ziplock® baggie and kneaded until the sample material was 
homogenous.  Sample drying was not conducted with the exception of one sample, as the soil 
conditions did not warrant drying as part of sample preparation.  For the one moist sample, the 
homogenized soil mixture was placed into a small aluminum baking tin and dried in a toaster 
oven. 

Once a sample had gone through homogenization, the soil mixture within the plastic baggie was 
placed onto the XRF and analyzed over a 5-minute period.  This was conducted three times for 
each sample, with the XRF beam penetrating a different part of the sample each time.  The three 
results for each sample were averaged to arrive at the final lead concentrations shown on the 
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attached Table 1.  In general, the relative percent difference of the three separate XRF results for 
each sample appeared to be within an acceptable range, 2% to 43% with a mean percent 
difference of only 13.9%.  Eighty percent (80%) of the samples had a relative percent difference 
of 15% or less among the three individual tests, and 60% of the samples had a relative percent 
difference of 13% or less among the three individual tests.  Four samples had a relative percent 
difference at or below 5%.  Additionally, it should be noted that none of the individual XRF 
results, or the corresponding averages, exceeded the MDEP remedial action guideline (RAG) for 
residential use of 375 ppm. 

Comparing the November 2005 results to the June 2006 results, it appears for the most part that 
XRF concentrations from June 2006 closely resembled the XRF concentrations from November 
2005.  Additionally, the results of the two samples from the June 2006 testing that were sent to an 
analytical laboratory for confirmation correlated well with the XRF concentrations: 244 ppm 
(XRF) versus 170 ppm (laboratory) for sample T1S2; and 120 ppm (XRF) versus 100 ppm 
(laboratory) for sample T3S6.  It should be noted that the XRF results were actually higher than 
the confirmatory laboratory results.  Please refer to Table 2 for a comparison of the November 
2005 and June 2006 results, and a comparison of the XRF results to the laboratory confirmation 
results. 

We trust that this assessment meets the intent, and has achieved the desired results, of the 
MDEP’s request for confirmation XRF lead testing at Mason Station.  Please do not hesitate to 
contact us with questions or comments. 



Notes:
1.) ppm = parts per million equivalent to mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
2.) Sample identifiers - "S" = surface soils (0-2 inches); "SS" subsurface soils (2-6 inches)
3.) Sample numbers 1-8, 9-16, and 17-24 were collected from 5, 20, and 35 feet from the former tank wall, respectively

13

11T3S13

T3S24 76
77

76 2

T3SS7 64
72

66

T1S24

120T3S6 129
121

34

110
110

101 27

15

TABLE 1
Lead in Soil XRF Confirmation Sampling
Mason Station Former Tanks #1 and #3

Wiscasset, Maine

5

T1S17 59
57

58 3

T1S8 118
121

121

T1S2 244

T1SS2 280
290

272

36

75

196
301

321
337

32
33

58

83

111

63

236

247

320

124

XRF Result
(ppm)
Jun-06

Corresponding Average
(ppm)
Jun-06

Sample ID Relative Percent 
Difference (%)

43

15

T1S5 326 5



Sample ID Lab Result XRF Result Lab Result Sample ID Lab Result XRF Result Lab Result
(ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm)

Date Nov-05 Jun-06 Jun-06 Nov-05 Jun-06 Jun-06
T1S1 < 130 NA T3S1 53.2 ±33 NA
T1SS1 < 160 NA T3SS1 < 50 NA
T1S2 < 160 NA 244 170 T3S2 37 ±41 410
T1SS2 < 150 NA 275 NA T3S3 156 ±68 NA
T1S3 294 ±99 280 T3S4 97 ±46 NA
T1S4 < 150 NA T3S5 < 98 NA
T1SS4 246 ±150 460 T3S6 < 270 NA 120 100
T1S5 430 ±250 1100 326 NA T3S7 254 ±120 1000
T1S6 191 ±110 NA T3SS7 99.1 ±54 NA 66 NA
T1S7 < 140 NA T3S8 77.6 ±27 NA
T1SS7 < 53 NA T3S9 < 83 NA
T1S8 170 ±52 NA 121 NA T3S10 172 ±100 290
T1S9 < 76 NA T3S11 < 58 NA
T1SS9 < 130 NA T3S12 < 75 NA
T1S10 < 270 430 T3S13 < 48 NA 34 NA
T1S11 < 74 NA T3S14 < 180 NA
T1SS11 < 140 NA T3SS14 < 120 NA
T1S12 < 150 NA T3S15 223 ±84 NA
T1S13 < 50 NA T3S16 < 140 NA
T1S14 130 ±48 NA T3SS16 < 60 NA
T1S15 155 ±58 NA T3S17 < 130 NA
T1SS15 < 160 NA T3S18 < 70 NA
T1S16 < 120 NA T3SS18 < 130 NA
T1S17 < 56 NA 58 NA T3S19 < 85 NA
T1SS17 < 110 NA T3SS19 < 61 NA
T1S18 < 110 NA T3S20 < 54 NA
T1S19 < 110 NA T3SS20 < 78 NA
T1SS19 < 190 NA T3S21 < 65 NA
T1S20 < 63 NA T3SS21 < 140 NA
T1SS20 < 62 NA T3S22 < 72 NA
T1S21 < 45 NA T3SS22 < 160 NA
T1S22 < 90 NA T3S23 156 ±46 NA
T1S23 < 67 NA T3SS23 < 69 NA
T1S24 152 ±39 NA 101 NA T3S24 95.4 ±54 NA 76 NA
T1S28 (B) < 56 NA T3SS24 < 70 NA
T1S29 (B) < 54 NA T3S25 (B) 54.7 ±31 NA

T3S26 (B) < 76 NA
T3S27 (B) < 69 39

Notes:
1.) < = Not detected above stated quantitation limit
2.) NA = Not analyzed
3.) ppm = parts per million equivalent to mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
4.) Bold values indicate an exceedance in the Maine Department of Environmental Protection Residential Remedial Action Guideline of 375 ppm
5.) Sample identifiers labeled as "S" were collected from surface soils (0-2 inches) and "SS" were collected from subsurface at a depth 

of 2-6 inches below the ground surface
6.) Sample identifiers numbered from 1-8, 9-16, and 17-24 were collected from 5, 20, and 35 feet from the former tank wall, respectively
7.) Sample identifiers numbered 25-32 were collected from background locations, outside of the bermed area
8.) 10% of soil samples were sent to Northeast Laboratories, Winslow, Maine for QC measures as reported in the "Lab Result" column
9.) (B) = Background samples collected from outside the bermed tank area

Nov-05

Tank #3

TABLE 2
Soil Sample Results for Lead Screening Conducted on November 17, 2005

versus Confirmation Sampling Conducted June 1, 2006
Mason Station Former Tanks #1 and #3

Wiscasset, Maine

Nov-05

XRF Result
Tank #1

(ppm) (ppm)
XRF Result
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1.0 BACKGROUND 

The Mason Station power plant was constructed by Central Maine Power Company (CMP) in 
approximately 1940.  Both coal and oil were burned until the early 1960s, at which time the plant was 
operated exclusively with oil.  Power generation ceased at the facility in 1984.  The plant was brought 
back on line in 1988, and then deactivated in 1989.  The Site was owned by CMP until 1999.  
CMP reactivated the plant in 1997 in preparation for the sale of the facility.  Florida Power and Light 
(FPL) purchased the Site from CMP and owned it from 1999 to December 2003, when it was purchased 
by Mason Station, LLC (Mason). 

As part of the plant’s processes, wastewater was generated and discharged under license to a 
series of lagoons or Ash Ponds to the south-southeast of the plant building.  The asphalt lined Ash Ponds, 
which were constructed for wastewater collection and settling of solids prior to overboard discharge, 
consist of four separate holding ponds known as East Primary, East Secondary, West Primary, and 
West Secondary.  Please refer to Figure 1 for the location and orientation of these ponds.  Wastewater was 
initially discharged from the plant into East Primary and ultimately released out of East Secondary and 
discharged through Outfall #19 into the Sheepscot River.  Since Mason’s acquisition, wastewater received 
by the Ash Ponds has included approximately 75,000 gallons of boiler blow-down water (discussed below 
in Section 2.0).  In addition to the boiler blow-down, accumulation of water within the ponds during 
Mason’s ownership is attributed entirely to rainwater that has flowed from roof drains through 
trenches/troughs in the building floor and through drains originating in the bulk oil tank area.  
Historic sources contributing flow to the Ash Ponds included waters associated with demineralization, the 
blow-down and metal cleaning neutralization tank, regeneration and backwash waters from water 
softeners and filters, ash transport, and miscellaneous storm water runoff. 

CMP, FPL, and Mason have maintained a Maine Wastewater Discharge License (WDL) in 
accordance with State of Maine regulations.  In accordance with their permits, CMP, FPL, and Mason 
conducted routine tests of water that was discharged to the ponds and to the river.  It is our understanding 
that the WDL carried forward by Mason upon purchasing the facility from FPL included: 

1. WDL #W000599–43–D–R, dated July 18, 1997; 

2. WDL Modification #W000599–5R–G–M, dated January 27, 1999; 

3. WDL Modification #W000599–5R–H–M, dated May 26, 2000; and 

4. WDL Modification #W000599–5R–I–R, dated November 4, 2003. 

Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom) has been retained by Mason to assist them 
with their closure and decommissioning of the Ash Ponds.  This plan outlines previous environmental 
investigations surrounding the Ash Ponds, the regulatory scope for Ash Pond closure, decommissioning 
methods and procedures, proposed property development in the area of the Ash Ponds, and the eventual 
issuance of a closure document which would be submitted upon completion of the tasks described in 
Section 4.0 of this document. 
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2.0 PREVIOUS INVESTIGATION 

To date, investigations in and surrounding the Ash Ponds have included the following: 

Phase II Environmental Site Assessment 

In Summer 2004, Jacques Whitford Company, Inc. (Jacques Whitford) advanced four Geoprobe 
soil borings surrounding the Ash Ponds in the southeast portion of the property (refer to Figure 1 for 
sample locations).  Samples were analyzed for Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs), Resource 
Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) metals, and Diesel Range Organic (DRO).  One groundwater sample 
was collected from a selected Geoprobe soil boring location and analyzed for PAHs, RCRA metals, 
and DRO.  Four sediment samples, one from each of the four Ash Ponds, was collected and analyzed for 
PAHs and RCRA metals.  A detailed discussion of the work described above can be found in Jacques 
Whitford’s Phase II Environmental Site Assessment Report, Mason Station, Wiscasset, Maine, Volume I, 
dated November 10, 2004. 

Soil Analytical Results 

Of the suite of PAHs analyzed, benzo(a)pyrene was detected above the EPA Region III 
Risk-Based Concentration (RBC) at one boring location (GP-110).  However, the concentration 
of this analyte was below the Maine Department of Environmental Protection Remedial Action 
Guideline (MDEP RAG) for residential use.  Metal analyses resulted in levels below the MDEP 
RAGs for all soil samples with the exception of arsenic, which was detected in three of the four 
soil samples above the MDEP RAG.  Elevated arsenic concentrations may be indicative of 
background concentrations for this area in Maine.  Although low levels of DRO were detected in 
soil, they were below the MDEP Decision Tree Baseline 2 Standard (50–100 mg/kg). 

Groundwater Analytical Results 

Concentrations of PAHs were not detected above laboratory detection limits in the 
groundwater sample tested.  Of the metals, arsenic, chromium, lead, selenium, and silver were 
detected above their respective Maine Department of Health Services (DHS) Maximum Exposure 
Guideline (MEG) for drinking water.  DRO was not detected above the laboratory reporting limit 
in the analyzed groundwater sample. 

Sediment Analytical Results 

The laboratory detection limits for five of the PAH compounds, using the dry weight 
methodology, were elevated above their respective RAGs and/or EPA Region III RBCs due to 
high percent moisture in the sediment samples.  Analytical results based on wet weight did not 
identify PAH compounds above laboratory detection limits.  However, even on a wet weight 
basis, the reporting limit for dibenzo(a,h)anthracene was above the EPA Region III RBC.  
Metal compounds, including arsenic, chromium, and lead, were detected in the sediment samples 
above the MDEP RAGs and/or the EPA Region III RBCs.  In addition, many of the RCRA 
metals analyzed exceeded the National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Effects 
Range-Low Guidance for contaminated sediment impacts to the natural marine environment. 
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Boiler Blow-Down Testing and Discharge 

The purpose of the boiler blow-down water testing was to verify that the water left in the boilers 
by FPL did not contain contamination that would mask or decrease the quality of the water that existed in 
the ponds.  During the time of the discharge, Mason held and still holds a license to discharge boiler water 
from the boilers into the Ash Ponds. 

In Fall 2004, Mason discharged approximately 25,000 gallons of boiler blow-down water from 
each of three on-site boilers (#3, #4, and #5) to the Ash Ponds.  Prior to discharge, Mason collected 
individual samples of water from each boiler for analytical testing.  Although, the specific testing results 
cannot be readily obtained, the following general discussion applies. 

Test results from boilers #3 and #4 were generally consistent with Mason’s Waste Discharge 
License, and therefore, the water was discharged to the East Primary ash pond on December 2  
and 3, 2004.  The results of the water testing of boiler #5 contained elevated volatile and semi-volatile 
organic compounds.  However, upon evaluating the sampling methodology, it was determined that the 
sample was collected from a discharge pipe that was not connected directly to boiler #5 and had not been 
used in an extended period of time.  Therefore, the boiler water was sampled from an appropriate 
sampling port and retested.  Test results from boiler #5 were generally consistent with Mason’s Waste 
Discharge License, and therefore, the water was discharged to the East Primary ash pond on  
December 10, 2004. 

At your request, Mason is attempting to obtain the test results from the previous consultant that 
worked on the project, or the laboratory that performed the analysis. 
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3.0 REGULATORY SCOPE 

This document provides the information required by the MDEP for closure of the Ash Ponds 
pursuant to Chapter 550, Discontinuance of Wastewater Treatment Lagoons.  Mason wishes to 
permanently discontinue the use of the Ash Ponds.  The four ponds are described below: 

Pond Approximate Area (sq. ft.) 

East Primary 10,500 
West Primary 8,300 
East Secondary 10,400 
West Secondary 10,400 
 

In accordance with Chapter 550, the following procedures are required for permanent 
abandonment of wastewater treatment lagoons. 

1. The contents of the lagoon shall be diluted by uncontaminated water until the effluent 
parameters within the lagoon are equal to or less than the final discharge parameters. 

2. The discharge at the time of dilution shall be consistent with the terms of the 
discharge license. 

3. When the contents of the lagoons are equal to or less than the final discharge parameters, 
the lagoon area shall be emptied at a rate consistent with the receiving waters 
classification requirements. 

4. When the liquid in the lagoon has been completely discharged and/or evaporated, the 
sludge in the lagoon shall be removed and appropriately disposed of off-site. 

5. Within fifteen (15) days of removal of the sludge or preparing the soil/sludge mixture, the 
lagoon area shall be graded and seeded with the perennial type plant growth that will 
prevent erosion and leaching of contaminants into surface and ground waters. 

6. If any time during the dewatering, sludge removal, soil-sludge mixture, and/or seeding 
process, water is added to the lagoon area by natural or artificial means, the dewatering 
process shall be repeated in accordance with these regulations. 
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4.0 ASH PONDS PERMANENT ABANDONMENT METHODS AND PROCEDURES 

The methods and procedures outlined in this section will be implemented and documented by 
Ransom’s on-site personnel.  The observations and results will be addressed in a Closure Plan created 
by Ransom. 

4.1 Water Discharge 

During the abandonment of the Ash Ponds, water will be discharged into the Sheepscot River.  
Ransom proposes two separate discharge episodes: 

Initial Discharge 

As with past discharges during plant operation, the pipe in the East Secondary pond (Outfall #19) 
will be opened, allowing water to flow into the river.  At the same time, the existing pumps will be 
operated to transfer water from the West Primary and West Secondary ponds into the East 
Secondary pond.  The East Primary pond and East Secondary pond are directly connected, and therefore, 
water will flow by natural means from the East Primary into the East Secondary while Outfall #19 is 
open; the static water level of these two ponds should remain the same.  Due to discharge pipe design, 
which is located one foot from the floor of the East Secondary pond, remaining water will be left in the 
East Primary and the East Secondary ponds after discharge. 

Interim Pumping 

Once the maximum amount of water has been released from Outfall #19, any water remaining in 
the West Primary, West Secondary, and East Primary ponds will be transferred to the East Secondary 
pond with an industrial pump.  Care will be taken to avoid stirring and transfer of sediments during 
this pumping. 

Final Discharge 

The remaining water in the East Secondary pond will be pumped into the river using an 
industrial pump.  As the depth of the water will be shallow, care will be taken to avoid stirring of the 
sediments, to the extent possible, which could result in overboard discharge of contaminated solids and 
solids that are in excess of the wastewater discharge license daily maximum limit for total suspended 
solids (TSS) of 100 milligrams per liter (mg/L).  In order to prevent excessive sediments from being 
discharged overboard during the final discharge of pond water, Ransom will allow the solids that exist, or 
were transferred during the interim pumping, to settle to the bottom of the pond.  Additionally, Ransom 
will install bag filters or other appropriate filtration in the discharge line during the final discharge.  
The filter(s) will be disposed of accordingly along with the remaining sediment in the ponds (refer to 
Section 4.3). 

The flow limitations specified in the WDL will not be exceeded during water discharge.  
These limitations include a daily maximum of 0.692 million gallons per day (MGD) and a monthly 
average of 0.212 MGD. 
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4.2 Discharge Testing 

As the water in the ponds is primarily storm water and not wastewater, Mason believes that 
dilution of the water within the ponds is unnecessary prior to discharge. 

During the Initial Discharge, Ransom will collect and analyze one water sample from the 
discharge in order to confirm that the discharge parameters meet the wastewater discharge 
license requirements.  Since the shallow water remaining after the Initial Discharge has the potential to be 
more concentrated with contaminated solids, Ransom will also collect and analyze one water sample from 
the East Secondary pond prior to the Final Discharge.  This sample will be collected from the discharge 
line after filtration to more accurately reflect the conditions of the discharge water.  During operation of 
the pump for this sampling, the water will not be discharged to the river, but instead will be discharged 
back into the East Secondary pond to avoid any unacceptable discharges to the river.  Once testing results 
come back indicating that the discharge parameters meet the discharge license requirements, the Final 
Discharge will begin.  If the discharge parameters exceed the discharge license requirements, then 
additional filtering procedures (e.g., sludge filter press, etc.) will be evaluated prior to the 
Final Discharge.  At the MDEP’s request, two additional samples will be collected and analyzed during 
the Final Discharge: (1) one sample will be collected from the post-filtration discharge about half to 
three-quarters through the Final Discharge using the “clean hands, dirty hands” procedure for mercury 
(U.S. EPA Method 1631); and (2) a final sample will be collected from the discharge stream within the 
last four to six hours of the Final Discharge. 

The discharge samples described above will be collected from the discharge stream.  The samples 
will be dispensed directly into appropriate laboratory-supplied and preserved containers and stored in an 
ice-filled cooler at approximately four degrees Celsius.  The samples will be transported via chain-of-
custody protocol to an analytical laboratory for testing of the effluent parameters listed in the table below. 
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Discharge Limitations Effluent Characteristics Analytical 
Method 

Monthly Average Daily Maximum 

Flow Field Calculation 0.212 MGD 0.692 MGD 

Total Suspended Solids 
(TSS) 

U.S. EPA 160.2 30 mg/L 100 mg/L 

Oil & Grease HEX 1664 SPE  15 mg/L 

Temperature Field Measurement  110 ºF 

Total Copper STM 3030E/3113B 1.0 mg/L 1.0 mg/L 

Total Iron STM 3030F/3111B 1.0 mg/L 1.0 mg/L 

Total Mercury U.S. EPA 1631.E   

pH U.S. EPA 150.1  6.0–9.0 

Notes: mg/L = milligrams per liter 

4.3 Sediment Removal, Testing, and Disposal 

Following discharge of water from the Ash Ponds, the remaining sediment will be dewatered 
naturally by evaporation to the extent possible and removed with an excavator or vacuum 
extraction truck.  If excavated, the sediment will be dewatered further as necessary by (1) natural 
drainage, (2) a settling tank, or (3) a sludge press.  The method for dewatering will be dependent on the 
condition of the sediment/sludge at the time of removal.  If natural drainage is selected, the excavated 
sediment will be stockpiled on plastic sheeting at a slope that would allow water to drain by gravity to a 
temporarily constructed bermed area or sump that is also lined with plastic sheeting.  Use of settling tanks 
or a sludge press will containerize the water simply by their use.  The water separated out as a result of 
dewatering will be characterized through appropriate testing and appropriately disposed of off-site.  
No water that is removed from the sediment materials will be allowed to drain to unprotected ground 
surface or the adjoining river.  Following dewatering, the sediment will be disposed of off-site as metals-
bearing solid waste.  If alternatively the sediment/water mixture is collected by a vacuum extraction truck, 
it will be disposed of off-site after appropriate characterization testing (see below).  A qualified and 
MDEP approved contractor will facilitate and manage the removal, transportation, and disposal of the 
sediment according to local, state, and federal regulatory requirements.  Transportation of the dewatered 
ash residue/sludge will be handled by a MDEP Category A non-hazardous waste transporter, assuming 
the ash residue has been tested and shown to be non-hazardous (see below). 
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Once the sediment has been removed to the extent possible, Mason will clean the asphalt liners 
with a power washer, and the remaining liquid/sediment mixture will be collected by a vacuum truck.  
If the liners are porous or broken, and cannot be adequately cleaned, the asphalt liners will be excavated 
and disposed of as part of the sediment disposal.  If sediment storage is required for more than a few 
weeks, temporary erosion controls (silt fence/hay bales), fugitive dust controls (tarps), and access controls 
will be established and maintained. 

Additional disposal characterization testing will likely be required by the accepting disposal 
facility, which will include collection of sediment samples (number to be determined by the accepting 
disposal facility) and analysis for reactivity, flashpoint, pH, total metals (if failing the 20X dilution factor, 
analysis by the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) may be required), and possibly other 
chemical parameters.  This waste characterization will be conducted according to a Sampling and 
Analysis Plan, per Chapter 405, Section 6 of Maine’s Solid Waste Rules, that will be prepared by Mason 
and approved by the MDEP prior to sampling and off-site transportation/disposal of the material.  
Once approved, the sediment will be disposed of at a facility licensed to accept such waste.  
Currently, Mason proposes to dispose of the sediment at the Waste Management landfill in 
Norridgewock, ME.  Although not anticipated, if the characterization testing identifies the sediment as 
hazardous waste, steps will be taken to dispose of the material at a licensed hazardous waste 
disposal facility.  Mason will maintain all paperwork, including transportation manifests and landfill 
tickets, for inclusion in the closure report to be prepared upon completion of the Ash Pond closure.  
Mason currently plans to conduct the sediment removal in the Summer/Fall of 2006 to avoid periods of 
excessive rain and snow melt, thereby avoiding wet or frozen sediment. 

4.4 Pond/Liner Excavation and Disposal 

Following removal of the sediment layer from the base of the ponds, the integrity of asphalt liners 
will be visually inspected/photographed (special attention will be given to areas that are cracked for 
potential contamination).  Photographs will be taken before and after the liners have been removed.  
Additionally, a plan drawing of the ash ponds will be prepared in CAD format, and any cracks or other 
subsurface migratory pathways will be added to the scaled plan.  The liners will be excavated with a 
backhoe or excavator and disposed of as asphalt batch waste at Commercial Paving and Recycling (CRS) 
in Scarborough, Maine.  If required by CRS to confirm the liner material is free of contaminants 
contained within the sediment/sludge, additional testing will be conducted on the asphalt liner material.  
Assuming the ash is not hazardous, a MDEP licensed category A non hazardous waste transporter will 
transport the asphalt liner to CRS.  A qualified and MDEP approved contractor will facilitate and manage 
the removal and disposal of the asphalt.  In addition, conduits, pumps, and other components that supplied 
the discharge system will be removed and recycled or disposed of as solid waste as deemed appropriate. 
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4.5 Confirmatory Sampling 

Following removal of the asphalt liner, a minimum of four soil samples per pond will be collected 
for confirmatory laboratory analysis.  Beyond the four base samples, additional locations will be 
determined in the field to adequately characterize areas of higher contamination potential (i.e., areas 
beneath cracked asphalt or asphalt seams).  If we determine that additional samples beyond four are 
required to adequately characterize the area, we will consult MDEP prior to sample collection.  Soil at the 
sample locations will be collected by hand with a hand trowel, or scooped with the backhoe/excavator 
bucket, and samples will then be placed into laboratory-supplied containers.  The samples will be 
analyzed for DRO, PAHs, Target Analyte List (TAL) metals, polychlorinated biphenyls, and dioxins.  
Additionally, samples will be analyzed for parameters required by Chapter 405, Section 6.C.4, of Maine’s 
Solid Waste Regulations, including RCRA metals by TCLP, chloride, pH, percent carbon, percent 
moisture, phosphorous, and total vanadium.  The confirmatory sampling will be conducted according to a 
Sampling and Analysis Plan (Chapter 405, Section 6.B.2 of Maine’s Solid Waste Rules) that will be 
prepared by Mason and approved by the MDEP prior to sampling and analysis of the 
confirmation samples.  The sample results will be compared to MDEP RAGs or EPA Region III RBCs 
(in the absence of RAGs). 

4.6 Backfilling 

If at all possible, the area excavated as part of the ash pond closure will remain open pending 
acceptable results from the soil samples collected during confirmatory sampling.  Proposed construction 
in the area of the ash ponds includes excavation, and therefore, there are no plans to backfill this area 
unless site safety dictates.  If necessary to ensure site safety, the area will be backfilled with clean 
fill material.  Following excavation, or backfilling (if required), as well as acceptable confirmation test 
results, the area will be graded and seeded with a perennial type plant growth in order to prevent erosion 
and leaching of contaminants into surface and groundwater.  This will be done within fifteen (15) days of 
removal of the sediment and asphalt liners as required under Chapter 550.  If construction activities will 
begin within 15 days of removal of the asphalt liners, grading and seeding will not be performed. 

Appropriate measures will be taken to prevent erosion.  As an example, silt fences and/or hay 
bales will be installed to prevent surface migration and hay will be spread on the disturbed soil to 
minimize water infiltration (and potentially contaminants) to the subsurface.  The area will be seeded per 
the requirements of Chapter 550 as early as practical in Summer/Fall 2006. 

4.7 Groundwater Monitoring 

Mason proposes to install three ground water monitoring wells in the area surrounding the 
ash ponds.  Please refer to Figure 1 for the approximate location of the proposed ground water wells.  
Monitoring wells will be drilled and installed utilizing either an auger-type drilling rig or a Geoprobe 
type rig.  Wells will be constructed with slotted screens, filter packs, and bentonite seals to isolate the 
well screens to the pre-determined depth of interest.  Following monitoring well installation, the wells 
will be developed by over pumping each well with a peristaltic pump.  All wells will be given a three to 
five day recovery period to equilibrate prior to groundwater sample collection.  All samples will be 
collected utilizing low flow techniques to minimize turbidity.  If the wells exhibit high turbidity, 
additional well development may be warranted.  If the wells remain turbid after two development 
sessions, we may use in-line filtration in the field to obtain non-turbid samples.  All samples will be tested 
for RCRA 8 metals.  Mason will coordinate the scope of this work with the MDEP in order to provide an 
acceptable approach to all parties. 



 

 
 
Ransom Project 056008  Page 10 
P:\2005\056008 Mason Station\Ash Ponds\Ash Pond Closure Plan.doc August 14, 2006 

A geologist will view and photograph the shoreline area directly adjacent to the Ash Ponds for 
groundwater seeps.  The intent of this exercise will be to determine if groundwater discharges through 
seeps into the river.  Mason will notify the MDEP approximately one week prior to the seep inspection to 
allow for their observations and involvement in the process. 

Mason prefers to obtain and evaluate the groundwater data collected from these proposed 
monitoring wells prior to considering long term monitoring plans in the area.  The original groundwater 
samples obtained in this area were collected with the intent of getting a preliminary chemical overview of 
the area.  As such, the groundwater was purged directly form the Geoprobe rods on the same day that the 
drilling occurred.  This method could have produced turbid samples and thus elevated metals results.  
In incorporating the methodologies provided above (monitoring well installation and development), we 
may find that the metals concentrations are consistent with background concentrations. 

4.8 Sediment Sampling 

It is our understand that the MDEP has requested sediment sampling within the Sheepscot River 
in the vicinity of the Ash Ponds outfall discharge (Outfall #19A).  As requested, Mason will coordinate 
with the MDEP in order to scope this task.  The sediment sampling will be conducted coincident with the 
other closure activities. 
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5.0 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

Mason is proposing construction of a Maritime Village at Birch Point based on smart growth 
design principals.  Phase I of the development includes an 80 lot single-family subdivision, 52 slip 
marina, and a 7,124 square-foot boat works addition to the Mason Station building.  The site plan design 
establishes neighborhood character through compatible streetscape, architecture style, scale, and design 
elements that create a well-defined, safe, healthy, and environmentally sensible development.  The plan 
encourages pedestrian uses, hiking, biking, boating, neighbor interaction, natural beauty, and a strong 
sense of community.  In addition, the plan promotes marine uses through the Hinckley operated marina, 
boat works building, and related services. 

Phase II includes the build out of the portion of the development proposed on the land directly 
adjacent to and on the Ash Ponds as they exist today.  At this time, we understand the design of these 
buildings are being finalized but presently include condominiums in two five-story buildings, parking, 
and a fitness complex.  Mason anticipates that paved parking areas/garages will essentially create a cap or 
separating barrier to the living spaces from potential environmental issues that exist in the subsurface at 
the Ash Ponds.  Please refer to the site plan entitled Parking Option A attached to this Closure Plan for a 
proposed schematic of the condominium development, including parking, in the Ash Pond area.  
Also attached for reference are two three-dimensional renderings of the proposed condominium 
development in the area of the Ash Ponds. 
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6.0 CLOSURE REPORTING 

Following decommissioning of the Ash Ponds, a Closure Report will be created and submitted 
to MDEP.  The report will outline the methods and procedures set forth during the decommissioning.  
Confirmatory test results, observations, and photo documentation will be included. 
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7.0 SCHEDULE 

Decommissioning of the Ash Ponds is proposed for Summer/Fall 2006, with a closure report 
being submitted to the MDEP on or before December 31, 2006. 
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8.0 SITE SAFETY AND CONTROLS 

The Ash Ponds are located within the property boundaries controlled by Mason.  Caution will be 
taken regarding erosion and sediment control.  Following decommissioning of the Ash Ponds, the area 
will be backfilled, graded, and seeded within 15 days as outline in Section 4.6.  During excavation, liner 
demolition and backfilling work zones will be established to limit access to the site.  Prior to excavation, 
the location of underground utilities in the vicinity that could potentially be impacted will be evaluated.  
In addition, site personnel will follow Occupational Health and Safety Administration (OSHA) 
regulations regarding trenching and excavating as outlined in 29 CRF 1926, Subpart P.  Ransom will 
supervise the decommissioning activities including appropriate health and safety measures. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom) was retained by Mason Station, LLC (Mason) 
to assist with closure and decommissioning of the marine oil terminal, bulk No. 6 fuel oil tanks and 
associated pumps, piping, and ancillary structures at the former Mason Station Power Plant in Wiscasset, 
Maine (the “site”); refer to Figure 1.  Closure of the marine oil terminal and bulk tanks has been 
conducted pursuant to Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP) requirements under  
06-096 CMR 600.  This document also provides closure of a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA) license for the former generation of hazardous waste on a portion of the former Mason Station 
property (06-096 CMR 851).  Mason has decommissioned the Marine Oil Terminal and bulk oil tanks as 
part of site redevelopment for the “Point East Maritime Village.” 

This Marine Oil Terminal and RCRA closure report addresses those areas encompassing the three 
bulk tanks located on the southern end of the Birch Point Peninsula (“South Peninsula”), the former 
underground and above ground pipelines, pumps, ancillary structures, and an oil/water separator.  
The property encompassed by this closure also includes the area of the brick storage building just north of 
former Tank No. 3.  Please refer to Figure 2 for a site plan of the property and facilities included as part of 
this closure. 

MDEP approved the Closure Plan for Decommissioning of Bulk Fuel Oil Tanks, prepared by 
Ransom, dated August 31, 2005.  In accordance with the plan and under the supervision of MDEP, the 
marine oil terminal, bulk tanks and associated structures were decommissioned, cleaned and removed 
from the site by qualified contractors in the fall of 2005. 
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2.0 BACKGROUND 

2.1 Site History 

The decommissioned marine oil terminal and bulk tank yard is a portion of the former Mason 
Station Power Plant property (Mason Station).  The approximate 32-acre Mason Station property was 
developed as a coal-fired electric generating power plant around 1940 and was subsequently converted 
to oil.  Both coal and oil were burned until the early 1960s, at which time the plant was operated 
exclusively with oil.  Power generation ceased at the facility in 1984.  The plant was brought back on line 
in 1988 and then deactivated in 1989.  The site was constructed and owned by CMP until 1999.  
CMP reactivated the plant in 1997 in preparation for the sale of the plant.  Florida Power & Light (FPL) 
purchased the site from CMP in 1999. Mason Station, LLC, the current property owner, acquired the 
property from Florida Power & Light in December 2003. 

2.2 Site Location 

The site is located on Birch Point and is identified by the Town of Wiscasset Assessor’s Office as 
Tax Map R7A, Lot 1, which corresponds to 144 Birch Point Road, Town of Wiscasset, Lincoln County, 
Maine.  The property encompassing this closure report has recently been subdivided from the main parcel 
described above and recorded with the Lincoln County Registry of Deeds and the Town of Wiscasset Tax 
Assessor’s Office.  The bulk tank area subject to this closure report is bordered by tide-water areas of the 
Sheepscot River to the east and southeast, and is referred to as the South Peninsula, as shown on Figure 2. 
The river inlet south of the site is referred to as the “Ice Pond.” A CMP service building and the southern 
fence of a CMP-owned switchyard bounds the northern extent of the site.  Remaining portions of the 
former Mason Station power plant border the site to the northeast, and Hilton Cove and Hilton Pond 
adjoin the site to the west. 

2.3 Historic Site Development and Operations 

Bulk Oil Tanks 

Three aboveground No. 6 fuel oil storage tanks were constructed at the site between 1941 
and 1945.  The tank numbers, relative location, and sizes are described below: 

TANK NO. LOCATION SIZE 

1 Middle tank 100,000 barrels, 134-ft diameter by 40-ft height 
2 Southernmost tank 131,600 barrels, 140-ft diameter by 48-ft height 
3 Northernmost tank 131,500 barrels, 140-ft diameter by 48-ft height 
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Conveyance Piping & Ancillary Structures 

The bulk oil tanks were primarily supplied by tankers which off-loaded No. 6 fuel oil at the dock 
near the power plant, which was located northeast of the bulk tank yard.  During plant operation, both 
underground and aboveground pipes were used for oil conveyance.  Oil was conveyed between the 
loading dock, bulk storage tanks and the power plant in two aboveground pipelines (a 12-inch and a  
10-inch line) supported on concrete footings.  Pump houses, constructed adjacent to each tank, contained 
pump units for movement of oil to Mason Station.  Tank No. 1 formerly had the option of receiving oil 
supply from a railroad off-loading area, which is located north of Tank No. 1.  The tank was connected to 
the off-loading area by a 6-inch diameter pipeline encased in a concrete-lined tunnel/trench which extends 
underground through the berm north of Tank No. 1.  Conveyance piping also extended through the bulk 
oil tank berms at two other locations (southeast of Tank No. 3 and southeast of Tank No. 1).  These pipe 
segments were contained within concrete man-way tunnels. 

Oil Terminal Drainage 

The footprints of former Tank Nos. 1 & 2 were surrounded by 6-inch diameter tile drains that led 
to a drainage sump located at the southwestern portion of the Tank Nos. 1 & 2 bermed area.  
Water collected in the sump was controlled by a valve on a discharge line that led to the Ice Pond.  
Drainage within the embankment surrounding former Tank No. 3 was collected in 4-inch diameter fiber 
drains that circled the former tank and drained to a sump, which was located within the bermed area 
approximately 50 feet southwest of Tank No 3.  Discharge from the catch basin was controlled by a valve, 
and the discharge piping led to the ash ponds northeast of Tank No. 3. 

As stated in the Mason Station discharge permits, discharges to either the Ice Pond or the ash 
ponds were permitted only after testing verified that the drainage contained less than 15 parts per million 
(ppm) oil and grease.  If petroleum was observed in the sumps that collected water from each of the 
former tank areas or was found to exceed 15 ppm, drainage was routed to an oil/water separator.  
The oil/water separator consisted of a steel centrifuge separator in a building, described herein as the 
“oil/water separator building.”  This building was constructed adjacent to, and shared a common wall 
with, the Tank No. 3 pump house.  The centrifuge separator was suspended on a grated floor and 
positioned above a collection sump (basement of the oil/water separator building), which consisted of the 
poured-concrete floor and cinder block walls of the oil/water separator building. 

2.4 Previous Environmental Investigations 

To date, investigations in the bulk tank area have included the following: 

1. Environmental Assessment Report, prepared by Haley & Aldrich, Inc. (H&A Report), 
dated April 1991; and 

2. Phase II Environmental Site Assessment Report, prepared by Jacques Whitford Company, 
Inc. (Jacques Whitford Report), dated November 10, 2004. 
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Haley & Aldrich Report 

Haley & Aldrich, Inc. (H&A) conducted a hydrogeological investigation of the site in 1991 
and 1992.  H&A conducted the investigation for CMP as a requirement of oil terminal re-licensing 
in 1990.  The investigation by H&A included site reconnaissance, completion of nine (9) test pits, seven 
(7) test borings, and seven (7) groundwater monitoring wells, and sampling and chemical testing of soils, 
groundwater, and surface water.  Chemical test parameters included volatile organic compounds (VOCs), 
polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH), and metals.  All but 
one (MW1) of the seven test borings/monitoring wells installed by H&A were located within the bulk 
tank closure area (South Peninsula) identified for closure in this report. 

Screening and chemical testing of soils identified no significant impacts from storage and 
handling of petroleum products.  H&A indicated that small spills may have occurred based on 
observations of localized soil staining and slight petroleum odors at selected exploration locations.  
Field observations and petroleum hydrocarbon testing indicated no evidence of oil-saturated soils. 

Testing of groundwater and surface water also identified no significant impacts from storage and 
handling of petroleum products at the bulk oil storage facility.  Relatively low concentrations of 
petroleum hydrocarbons and selected metals detected in groundwater decreased to non-detect levels at the 
majority of the sampling points subsequent to the initial sampling round.  H&A concluded that further 
evaluation or remediation of soils, groundwater, or surface water was not warranted at the site. 

Jacques Whitford Report 

In 2004, Jacques Whitford excavated thirteen (13) test pits in the vicinity of the former bulk fuel 
tanks as part of a Phase II environmental assessment for the proposed development of Birch Point.  
Chemical testing of soil samples collected at the site included diesel range organics (DRO), PAH, 
and TPH. 

Jacques Whitford also conducted site history research and reported that holes were identified in 
the bottom of bulk Tank No. 3 during cleaning in 1997, and the tank had leaked oil to the subsurface.  
Further, Jacques Whitford reported a tank contractor observed oil in an area adjacent to the product piping 
that extends through the berm (within a concrete tunnel) northeast of bulk Tank No. 3 in 1997. 

The Jacques Whitford investigation identified no visual or olfactory evidence of contamination in 
soil or groundwater during advancement of the test pits near the bulk fuel oil tanks.  Chemical testing of 
soils detected no DRO, PAH, or associated TPH in the vicinity of the former bulk oil storage tanks.  
Reported past incidents of oil leaks or spills apparently had not extended to the areas investigated by 
Jacques Whitford.  Further, reconnaissance by Jacques Whitford identified no significant leaks or spills of 
oil associated with the product piping that penetrated the tank farm berms, including the pipeline 
northeast of bulk Tank No. 3. 
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3.0 WORK PLAN FOR MARINE OIL TERMINAL AND BULK TANK CLOSURE 

On August 31, 2005, Ransom submitted a final work plan to MDEP for the decommissioning and 
closure of the Marine Oil Terminal License and bulk fuel oil tanks of Mason Station, LLC pursuant to  
06-096 CMR 600.  The preceding versions of the work plan were reviewed and commented on by MDEP. 
The August 31, 2005 work plan represents the final MDEP-approved version of the work plan that was 
prepared and implemented as part of decommissioning/closure activities.  The scope of work included 
the following: 

• Product removal and cleaning of three above ground storage tanks and piping prior 
to demolition; 

• Asbestos abatement of aboveground conveyance piping; 

• Removal of aboveground conveyance piping; 

• Demolition and disposal of tanks and associated structures; 

• Excavation and disposal of petroleum-impacted soil, confirmatory sampling, 
and backfilling; 

• Investigation, removal, and disposal of lead paint-impacted soil and 
confirmatory sampling; 

• Interim MDEP approval of closure activities; and 

• Certification for RCRA Closure of the bulk tank farm area. 
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4.0 PRODUCT REMOVAL & CLEANING OF TANKS AND PIPING PRIOR TO 
DEMOLITION  

4.1 Bulk Oil Tanks 

Tank No. 3 was removed from operation, pumped empty, cleaned, and certified clean/gas-free 
in 1997.  Tank Nos. 1 and 2 were removed from operation, pumped empty, cleaned, and certified gas-free 
during the summer of 2004.  Approximately 9,844 gallons of residual oil and oily waste was pumped 
from the tanks and associated facilities (pump houses, etc.) by Clean Harbors prior to demolition between 
August and October, 2004.  Disposal receipts/manifests/bills of lading, etc. are attached in Appendix B. 

4.2 Conveyance Piping 

Oil and oil residuals were removed/”pigged” from the above and below ground piping by Clean 
Harbors during the fall of 2005.  Pigging was accomplished by attaching a vacuum truck to one end of the 
pipeline and adding No. 2 fuel oil to lubricate the pigging devise (a plug) and the conveyance piping in 
front of the pig as it was moved through the piping.  As the pig was moved through the piping, it collected 
and pushed the residual No. 6 fuel oil from the line.  Oil introduced and pigged out of the pipe during 
the process was collected by and contained within the vacuum truck and properly disposed of by 
Clean Harbors.  Disposal receipts/manifests/bills of lading, etc. are attached in Appendix B. 
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5.0 ASBESTOS ABATEMENT AND REMOVAL OF CONVEYANCE PIPING 

Much of the aboveground conveyance piping was wrapped with asbestos-containing material and 
required abatement. Mason contracted Cianbro Corporation (Cianbro) and Northeast Environmental 
Services, Inc. (NES) for proper removal and disposal of the asbestos-containing pipe wrap insulation and 
aboveground conveyance piping.  Removal of the aboveground conveyance piping was conducted 
between August and September, 2005.  Disposal receipts/manifests/bills of lading, etc. are attached in 
Appendix B.   

Mason, Ransom and its contractors conducted periodic visual inspections during conveyance 
piping removal, including piping within concrete tunnels that extended below grade from a railroad 
loading dock to Tank No. 1, and from Tanks Nos. 1 and 3 to the above ground piping east of the 
tank farm.  No evidence of significant leaks or spills was observed. 
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6.0 DEMOLITION AND DISPOSAL OF TANKS AND ASSOCIATED STRUCTURES 

During the tank demolition activities, work zones were established to limit access to the site and 
provide proper health and safety.  Mason agreed to complete tank and piping decommissioning with as 
little disturbance/disruption to the surrounding area as possible, which included noise accommodations 
for an active pair of nesting bald eagles and eaglets located down-river of the site.  Mason coordinated the 
proposed bulk tank decommissioning project with the Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife 
(IF&W).  IF&W indicated that they were in agreement with the proposed decommissioning scope and 
schedule as stated in a letter, dated July 20, 2005. 

Cianbro demolished the three bulk tanks, their associated pump houses, and the oil/water 
separator building at Tank No.3 during the Fall of 2005 using a combination of excavator-mounted shears 
and flame cutting.  The tanks were processed down to truckable pieces and removed from the site.  
Shredding or other processing of steel did not occur on-site due to potential noise and associated 
disturbances to the nesting eagles and eaglets. 

As stated in a letter from Mr. Peter J. McAvoy, President of Industrial Metal Recycling, Inc. 
(IMR), to Mr. Chris Kiernan of Cianbro, dated September 19, 2006, “Last Fall IMR cut up and removed 
three tanks from the Mason Station.  These tanks were cut up on site to fit inside trucks for transportation, 
then taken to IMR in Oakland, Maine for further processing to be shipped via rail to Nucor Steel in Tunis, 
North Carolina for recycling purposes only.”  The IMR letter is provided in Appendix B. 
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7.0 SOIL EXCAVATION/DISPOSAL, CONFIRMATORY SAMPLING & BACKFILLING 

7.1 Regulatory Standards for Soil Cleanup 

MDEP requested that Mason use the Intermediate cleanup goal of 10 mg/kg for diesel or No. 2 
fuel oil-impacted soil in connection with the bulk fuel oil storage and conveyance at Tank No. 3.  
This standard was applied given prior use of No. 2 fuel oil or diesel for cleaning of this tank.  
Mason agreed to utilize a photoionization detector (PID) in the field as a soil screening tool, which was 
calibrated according to the applicable MDEP set-point using a reference to isobutylene.  MDEP applied a 
clean-up goal of 100 mg/kg (based on lab testing) for Tank Nos. 1 and 2 given storage and handling of 
No. 6 fuel oil at this location. 

The screening guidelines were used together with visual observations to evaluate the need for 
contaminated soil removal.  Confirmatory soil samples collected for laboratory testing were compared to 
the Intermediate analytical guideline of 10 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) for No. 2 fuel oil or diesel 
(including beneath and surrounding Tank No. 3) and 100 mg/kg for No. 6 oil (including beneath and 
surrounding Tank Nos. 1 and 2). 

7.2 Bulk Tank Area Cleanup 

In December 2005, Ransom, accompanied by MDEP and CMP, investigated the soils underlying 
the former bulk tanks upon completion of tank decommissioning (removal of steel and foundations).  
This investigation concluded the following: (1) petroleum-contaminated soils were not present beneath 
former Tank Nos. 1 and 2; (2) petroleum contaminated-soils were present in soils beneath Tank No. 3; 
and (3) a slight petroleum sheen was observed on water seeping from a drainage pipe into the foundation 
of the former Tank No. 3 pump house. 

Tank Nos. 1 & 2 

On December 15, 2006, Ransom oversaw the test pitting and confirmatory sampling of areas 
beneath Tank Nos. 1 & 2.  This investigation occurred simultaneously with the removal of petroleum-
impacted soil from Tank No. 3.  During this investigation ten (10) test pits were advanced beneath the 
former footprint of the Tank No. 1 (T1-TP1 through T1-TP10) and eleven (11) test pits were advanced 
beneath the former footprint of Tank No. 2 (T2-TP11 through T2-TP21) to a maximum depth of five (5) 
feet below ground surface (bgs). 

Soils were observed visually and screened with a PID; no indication of contamination was 
identified.  Ransom collected four (4) confirmatory samples from excavation sidewalls and/or bottoms 
from test pits at Tank No. 1 and four (4) confirmatory samples from the excavation sidewalls and/or 
bottoms from test pits at Tank No. 2.  The samples were submitted to Northeast Laboratory Services 
(NEL) in Waterville, Maine for testing of PAHs by United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(U.S. EPA) Method 8270C and DRO by MDEP Method 4.125.  As shown in Table 1, soil samples 
submitted for laboratory analysis were below regulatory standards for all constituents analyzed.  
Certified laboratory analytical reports are included in Appendix A.  The remedial actions and 
confirmatory sampling results were reviewed by MDEP, and no further clean-up action was required. 
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Tank No. 3 

Following MDEP approval of Ransom’s Tank Closure Work Plan, Ransom, in conjunction with 
Roux Associates, Inc. (Roux Associates) and CMP, oversaw the removal of approximately 4,400 tons of 
soil from the footprint and areas surrounding Tank No. 3 from December 12 through 29, 2005.  
Environmental Projects, Inc. (EPI) of Gray, Maine was retained to perform the excavation.  
Excavated soil was taken to Commercial Paving and Recycling Company (Commercial Paving) in 
Scarborough, Maine (refer to Appendix B). 

The initial plan was to remove the top four (4) inches of sandy fill from the base soil of former 
Tank No. 3.  Once excavation began, it became apparent that oil had migrated further into the base sandy 
fill than the top four (4) inches.  The deeper sandy fill exhibited an odor similar to No. 2 fuel oil 
(which was used to clean the tank in 1997), and a sample of this sand contained a DRO concentration of 
870 mg/kg.  It was decided to remove the impacted sand above the underlying clay layer, which was 
found to a depth of 1½ to 2 feet.  This soil was scraped from the tank area, stockpiled, and transported to 
Commercial Paving. 

During excavation, two (2) samples (“Tank 3 Sand” and “Pumphouse”) were collected from 
sandy fill material located beneath the former tank and pump house.  Following excavation, four (4) soil 
samples (“Mason Station Tank 3,” “Tank 3 NE Quad,” “Mason-Q3,” and “Mason-Q4”) were collected 
from the clay layer beneath the tank and submitted to NEL for testing of PAHs by U.S. EPA Method 
8270C and DRO by MDEP Method 4.125.  Confirmation sampling locations from Tank No. 3 are shown 
on Figure 3.  As shown in Table 2, the confirmation samples submitted for laboratory analysis were 
below regulatory standards for all constituents analyzed.  Certified laboratory analytical reports are 
included in Appendix A.  The remedial actions and confirmatory sampling results were reviewed by 
MDEP, and no further clean-up action was required. 

A limited amount of soil contamination was observed within the foundation excavation of the 
pump house adjoining Tank No. 3.  However, due to seasonal wet ground conditions, removal of the  
oil-impacted soils was discontinued in December 2005. 

With the approval of MDEP during the Spring of 2006, Roux Associates discharged 
approximately 200,000 to 300,000 gallons of surface water from the Tank No. 3 bermed area to the 
ground surface north of the bermed area near the railroad off-loading platform.  This dewatering activity 
was performed after laboratory analysis (samples collected on December 29, 2005 and January 27, 2006) 
confirmed the water to be discharged was below applicable standards (refer to Appendix A).  On May 23 
and 24, 2006, approximately 4,400 gallons of surface water containing trace amounts of No. 6 fuel oil 
was pumped and extracted from the Tank No. 3 pump house foundation excavation areas by EPI and 
disposed of at Enpro Services Inc. in South Portland, Maine (disposal receipts included in Appendix B).   
During this phase of work, EPI disconnected drain lines that formerly connected the pump house and oil 
water separator to the former bulk tank perimeter drains.  EPI collected oily water that flowed out of the 
lines and properly disposed of the liquid at Enpro Services Inc. (Appendix B).  The dewatering activity 
occurred to permit continued remediation of oil-impacted soils at the pump house. 
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Following the surface water extraction and disposal, Ransom returned to the Site on  
May 25, 2006 to oversee the excavation of residual petroleum-contaminated soil within the foundation 
walls of the former pump house associated with Tank No. 3.  From May 24 to June 1, 2006, 
approximately 288 tons of petroleum-impacted soil from the foundation of the Tank No. 3 pump house 
were excavated, stockpiled, and disposed of by EPI at Commercial Paving and Recycling (Appendix B).  
Seven (7) confirmation samples were collected from the excavation sidewalls and bottom to evaluate 
residual concentrations, if any, of petroleum-impacted soil.  Soil sampling locations from the pump house 
excavation are shown on Figure   4.  The confirmation samples were submitted to NEL to be analyzed for 
PAHs by U.S. EPA Method 8270C and DRO by MDEP Method 4.125.  As shown in Table 3, soil 
samples submitted for laboratory analysis were below laboratory detection limits for all 
constituents analyzed.  Certified laboratory analytical reports are included in Appendix A.  The remedial 
actions and confirmatory sampling results were reviewed by MDEP, and no further clean-up action 
was required. 

7.3 Underground Conveyance Concrete Trench Removals, Removal & Regrading of Berms 

From September 6 to 12, 2006, Ransom oversaw the test pitting and confirmatory sampling of 
areas beneath former underground conveyance concrete trenches at Tank Nos. 1 and 3.  This investigation 
occurred simultaneously with the removal and regrading activities of the earthen berms.  H.E. Sargent, 
Inc. (Sargent) of Stillwater, Maine was retained to perform the excavations and regrading.  
This investigation concluded the following: (1) petroleum-contaminated soils were not present beneath 
the former conveyance piping concrete trench at Tank No. 1; (2) petroleum-contaminated soils were 
present in soils beneath the former conveyance piping concrete trench at Tank No. 3; and (3) a slight 
petroleum sheen was observed on water seeping from a 10-inch diameter drainage pipe into the 
excavation of the former conveyance piping concrete trench at Tank No. 3.  During this investigation, 
three (3) test pits, described herein as “potholes” (Pothole #1 through Pothole #3) were advanced beneath 
the former conveyance piping concrete trench at Tank No. 3 to a maximum depth of ten (10) feet bgs.  
Soils were observed visually and screened with a PID. 

Once excavation began, it became apparent that oil had migrated into the gravelly fill base to a 
depth of 10 feet bgs and was observed to be seeping from a severed 10-inch drainage pipe located 
beneath the former conveyance piping concrete trench.  It was decided to remove the gravel above 
the underlying clay layer, which was found to a depth of 10 feet bgs.  Approximately 150 tons of 
petroleum-contaminated soil and base gravel was scraped from the former conveyance piping concrete 
trench, stockpiled, and transported to Commercial Paving and Recycling.  In addition, Sargent removed 
the 10-inch drainage pipe, collected oily water that flowed out of the pipe, and properly disposed of the 
liquid off-site with the petroleum-contaminated soil.  Disposal receipts/manifests/bills of lading, etc. are 
attached in Appendix B. 

Ransom collected five (5) confirmation samples (EX201 through EX205) from the excavation 
bottoms of the former conveyance piping concrete trench.  Sampling locations from the former 
conveyance piping concrete trench are shown on Figure 5.  The samples were submitted to Analytics 
Environmental Laboratory (Analytics) in Portsmouth, New Hampshire for testing of PAHs by U.S. EPA 
Method 8270C and DRO by MDEP Method 4.125.  As shown in Table 4, soil samples submitted for 
laboratory analysis were below regulatory standards for all constituents analyzed, with the exception of 
one sample (EX205).  This sample was collected at the base of the former drainage pipe near the former 
pump house and had a DRO concentration of 28 mg/kg.  Certified laboratory analytical reports are 
included in Appendix A.  The confirmatory analysis was reviewed by MDEP and they determined that 
this pocket of petroleum-impacted soil at the location of the former drainage pipe should be excavated 
and removed from the Site (the completed excavation of this “pocket” is detailed below). 
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During Sargent’s demolition of the earthen berms surrounding former Tank No. 3 in September 
2006, a layer of apparent ash-like material (approximately 200 yards) was discovered.  Sargent stated that 
the suspect ash layer was located in the earthen berm near the former Tank No. 3 pump house and 
concrete trench through the berm wall.  At the request of Ransom, Sargent excavated the remaining  
ash-impacted soils and stockpiled the material on-site.  Ransom collected one (1) composite sample 
(COMP) from stockpiled soil in order to characterize the ash-impacted soil for disposal.  The sample was 
submitted to Analytics in Portsmouth, New Hampshire for testing of VOCs by U.S. EPA Method 8260B, 
PCBs by U.S. EPA Method 8082, PAHs by U.S. EPA Method 8270C, DRO by MDEP Method 4.125, 
and RCRA 8 Metals.  Several semi-volatile compounds and metals were detected in the composite sample 
at concentrations below hazardous waste criteria. The laboratory analytical report is included in 
Appendix A. 

The pocket of petroleum-impacted soils located at the area of the severed drainage pipe was 
excavated and stockpiled on-site with the ash-impacted soils in September 2006.  Approximately 100 
cubic yards of petroleum and ash-impacted soils were disposed by EPI at Commercial Paving and 
Recycling upon completion of excavation activities.  Disposal receipts/manifests/bills of lading, etc. are 
attached in Appendix B. 

Following excavation of the ash layer and DRO-impacted soil pocket, Ransom collected five (5) 
confirmatory samples (CS201 through CS205) on October 3, 2006.  The samples were submitted to 
Analytics in Portsmouth, New Hampshire for testing of PAHs by U.S. EPA Method 8270C and DRO by 
MDEP Method 4.125.  Soil samples submitted for laboratory analysis were below regulatory standards 
for all constituents analyzed with the exception of two samples (CS203 and CS204), which were collected 
at the lower terrace.  CS203 and CS204 had DRO concentrations of 17 mg/kg and 28 mg/kg, respectively, 
which were slightly above the applicable regulatory standards.  Additionally, CS204 had concentrations 
of three PAHs that were slightly above applicable standards; benzo(b)fluoranthene (1.05 mg/kg), 
benzo(a)anthracene (0.90 mg/kg), and benzo(a)pyrene (0.91 mg/kg).  Analytical results from the 
confirmation soil samples collected from regraded surficial soils are summarized in Table 5. Sample 
locations from the ash-impacted material are shown on Figure 6.  Certified laboratory analytical reports 
are included in Appendix A. 

The confirmatory analysis was reviewed by MDEP and they determined that the residual  
DRO-impacted soils identified during regrading could remain in place at the Site and they do not pose a 
risk to human health or the environment.  This assertion was based on proposed placement of an 
approximate four feet layer of clean fill over the limited area of impacted soils, and the location of the 
impacted soils outside the limits of proposed residential lots. 
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8.0 INVESTIGATION, REMOVAL, DISPOSAL & CONFIRMATORY SAMPLING OF 
LEAD PAINT-IMPACTED SOIL 

Refurbishment or other maintenance activities performed on the tanks over time, including sand 
blasting, likely resulted in paint particulates being deposited on the surrounding surface soils.  At the 
request of the MDEP, Ransom, conducted sampling and testing of lead in soil, and lead-impacted soil 
removal at the bulk tank area.  This work was conducted in accordance with MDEP approved work plans. 

8.1 May 2005 Investigation 

On May 25, 2005, eighteen (18) shallow soil samples were collected utilizing a square grid 
pattern (approximately 100 ft x 100 ft) around each of the three bulk fuel tanks.  The grid was divided 
into six quadrants within the approximate 100 ft x 100 ft area, using a tape measure.  One shallow soil 
sample was collected from each of the six (6) quadrants.  Refer to Figure 7 for lead-impacted soil 
sampling locations during this investigation. 

Laboratory results indicated detections of lead in all eighteen (18) shallow soil samples.  Lead in 
two (2) of the samples surrounding Tank No. 1 and Tank No. 3 exceeded the MDEP Residential RAG for 
lead of 375 mg/kg.  Based on this data, MDEP requested additional characterization of tank farm soils. 

8.2 November 2005 Investigation 

On November 17, 2005, Ransom conducted an additional investigation to further evaluate the 
presence of lead in shallow soils at the bulk tank area in accordance with a work plan approved by MDEP 
on November 16, 2005. The scope of work included the screening of surficial soils utilizing X-ray 
Fluorescence Technology (XRF).  Ransom developed a spider web-like pattern surrounding each of the 
former three on-site bulk tanks.  Around each tank, three separate rings of samples were collected and 
analyzed, each further away from the former tank wall.  

Sampling depths included surface soil (0-2 inches) and soils at depth (approximately 2-6 inches). 
A total of 104 soil samples were screened to evaluate lead contamination surrounding the three former 
bulk tanks.  In addition, eight (8) soil samples outside of the bermed area were collected and analyzed for 
lead to evaluate background levels.  Table 6 outlines the sample results. 

Ten percent of soil samples (eleven samples) were sent for confirmatory analysis to NEL as a 
quality assurance measure.  The soil samples were analyzed in accordance with US EPA Method EPA 
6010B.  The XRF analyzer was fully compliant with US EPA Method 6200 and sample results were 
reported in a range (±) to factor in error and compared to the MDEP Residential RAG for lead (375 ppm). 

The lead investigation identified three (3) shallow soil samples with elevated lead concentrations 
surrounding Tank No. 1 and two elevated lead concentrations surrounding Tank No. 3, which are 
described herein as localized “hot spots” and discussed below.  Samples that were screened around Tank 
No. 2 did not result in levels that exceeded the MDEP RAG for lead.  Please refer to Figure 8 for the 
location of the soil samples that exceeded the MDEP Residential RAG for lead. 
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Tank 1 

Of the thirty-four (34) samples that were collected and screened around former Tank No. 1, eight 
(8) positive lead detections were found, ranging from 82 to 1,100 ppm.  Three (3) samples (one 
subsurface and two surface samples) with lead concentrations of 430 ppm (T1S10), 460 ppm (T1SS4), 
and 1,100 ppm (T1S5), exceeded the MDEP RAG of 375 ppm.  All three samples that exceeded state 
regulatory guidelines were collected within five to 20 feet from the former tank wall. 

Tank 2 

Thirty-five (35) samples were collected around former Tank No. 2.  Three (3) positive lead 
detections were found ranging from 16 to 60 ppm, well below the MDEP RAG of 375 ppm. 

Tank 3 

Of the thirty-five (35) samples that were collected and screened around former Tank No. 3, 
thirteen (13) positive lead detections were found ranging from 20 to 1,000 ppm.  Two surface samples, 
with concentrations of 410 ppm (T3S2) and 1,000 ppm (T3S7), exceeded the MDEP RAG of 375 ppm.  
Both samples were collected from the surface soil within five (5) feet from the former tank wall. 

Background Samples 

Eight (8) background samples were collected outside of the bermed area of the former bulk tanks. 
Two (2) samples resulted in positive lead detections of 55±31 to 39 ppm, each below the MDEP 
Residential RAG for lead. 

8.3 June 2006 Investigation 

On June 1, 2006, Ransom conducted an additional investigation to further evaluate the presence 
of lead in shallow soils at the bulk tank area in accordance with a work plan approved by MDEP on  
May 22, 2006.  The scope of work included the screening of surficial soils utilizing XRF Technology and 
submittal of soil samples for comparative laboratory analysis.  

The scope of work included randomly selecting five (5) of the previous sampling locations from 
the November 2005 event surrounding Tank No. 1 and four (4) of the previous sampling locations 
surrounding Tank No. 3.  Soil from one (1) of the sample locations surrounding Tank No. 1 was collected 
from a shallow horizon (0-2 inches) and also a deeper horizon (2-6 inches), identical to the November 
sampling episode at that location.  With MDEP approval, no additional testing surrounding tank #2 was 
conducted, although Ransom did observe an area (approximately one square foot) of paint chips on 
surficial soils approximately 50 feet west of Tank No. 2, which is described herein as “T2HS”  
(Tank No. 2 “Hot Spot”). 
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Once a sample had gone through homogenization, the soil mixture within the plastic baggie was 
placed onto the XRF and analyzed over a 5-minute period.  This was conducted three times for each 
sample, with the XRF beam penetrating a different part of the sample each time.  The three results for 
each sample were averaged to arrive at the final lead concentrations shown on the attached Table 7.  
In general, the relative percent difference of the three separate XRF results for each sample appeared to 
be within an acceptable range, 2% to 43% with a mean percent difference of only 13.9%.  Eighty percent 
(80%) of the samples had a relative percent difference of 15% or less among the three individual tests, 
and 60% of the samples had a relative percent difference of 13% or less among the three individual tests. 
Four samples had a relative percent difference at or below 5%.  Additionally, it should be noted that none 
of the individual XRF results, or the corresponding averages, exceeded the MDEP RAG for residential 
use of 375 ppm. 

Comparing the November 17, 2005 results to the June 1, 2006 results, it appears for the 
most part that XRF concentrations from June 2006 closely resembled the XRF concentrations from 
November 2005.  Additionally, the results of the two samples from the June 2006 testing that were sent to 
NEL for confirmation correlated well with the XRF concentrations: 244 ppm (XRF) versus 170 ppm 
(laboratory) for sample T1S2; and 120 ppm (XRF) versus 100 ppm (laboratory) for sample T3S6.  
It should be noted that the XRF results were actually higher than the confirmatory laboratory results.  
Please refer to Table 7 for a comparison of the November 2005 and June 2006 results, and a comparison 
of the XRF results to the laboratory confirmation results. 

This investigation confirmed the locations of localized “hot spots” that were noted during the 
November 2005 investigation and two additional “hot spots”, which included one location at Tank No. 1 
(SS5) and one location at Tank No. 2 (T2HS).  As per telephone conversations with MDEP on  
June 8, 2006, the localized “hot spot” near the former pump hose at Tank No. 3 (T3S2), was presumed  
to have been removed during soil excavations conducted at this location for the remediation of  
petroleum-impacted soil as described in Section 8, and therefore, MDEP required no further 
investigations in the area of the former Tank No.3 pump house.  Refer to Figures 5 through 7 for  
lead-impacted soil sampling locations during this investigation. 

8.4 June 2006 Soil Removal 

On June 15 and 16 2006, Ransom directed the removal of lead-based paint-impacted soil from the 
bulk tank area in accordance with a work plan approved by MDEP on May 22, 2006.  The scope of work 
included the screening of surficial soils utilizing XRF Technology, the removal of soils identified by the 
XRF results above the MDEP “Residential” RAG for lead of 375 ppm, and confirmatory laboratory 
analysis of residual soil remaining after excavation.  

Sampling and analysis procedures were identical to the June 1, 2006 investigation and on  
June 15, 16, 19, and 20 2006, approximately 443 tons of lead-impacted soil was excavated from the bulk 
tank areas, stockpiled on the former footprint of Tank No. 1, and disposed of at Commercial Paving.  
The soil removal included the following areas: 

• Excavation of shallow soils to a maximum depth of three inches below ground surface 
(bgs) surrounding Tank No. 1, which removed lead-based paint chips observed in 
surficial soils during the June 8, 2006 investigation;  

• Excavation of four soil areas  (SS5, T1S4, T1S5 & T1S10) to a maximum depth of 
1.5 feet bgs surrounding Tank No. 1 (refer to Figure 9), which removed localized “hot 
spots” that were identified during the November 2005 and June 8, 2006 investigations; 
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• Excavation of one soil area (T2HS) to a maximum depth of 1.5 feet bgs near Tank No. 2 
(refer to Figure 10), which removed a localized “hot spot” of lead-based paint chips that 
were observed during the June 8, 2006 investigation; and  

• Excavation of one soil area (T3S7) to a maximum depth of 1.5 feet bgs near Tank No. 3 
(refer to Figure 11), which removed a localized “hot spot” that was identified during the 
November 2005 and June 8, 2006 investigations. 

Confirmatory laboratory results and XRF field screening at the aforementioned areas and the 
former footprint of Tank No. 1 indicated residual soil concentrations to be below the 375 mg/kg standard 
at all areas.  Field screening and laboratory analytical results from the soil removal and final confirmation 
sampling activities are summarized in Table 8.  Certified laboratory analytical reports are included in 
Appendix A.  The remedial actions and confirmatory sampling results were reviewed by MDEP and no 
further action was required. 
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9.0 INTERIM APPROVAL OF CLOSURE ACTIVITIES BY THE MAINE DEPARTMENT 
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION  

On June 29, 2006, several members of MDEP Bureau of Remediation and Waste Management 
(BRWM) met with Mr. Brian Pettingill of Ransom to discuss the results of field screening and laboratory 
data for the former tank farm area.  This meeting is summarized in a letter prepared by Mr. Richard 
Kaselis of the MDEP BRWM which is entitled, “Phase I Start Up at Mason Station.”  This letter states 
that “Mason Station has met MDEP’s clean up goal of 375 ppm for lead contamination in soil and 50 ppm 
for petroleum contamination in soil.  Therefore, MDEP approves of the closure of the tank farm area 
pending review and approval of the final closure report and RCRA closure certification for this area.  
Assuming all required federal, state, and local permits are in place, Mason may begin construction 
activities on the phase one portion of the site consisting of the ice pond lots 1-18 and 37-60, Hilton Pond 
lots 19-33 and 61-66 and related infrastructure development.  It is my understanding that the phase one 
area does not include the ash ponds, which will be a separate phase and closure project.”  The MDEP 
BRWM letter is provided in Appendix C. 





Sample ID TANK # DRO Standard DRO PAHs
mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg

T1-TP1 #1 100 11 <0.36
T1-TP2 #1 100 <6.2 <0.4
T1-TP6 #1 100 24 <0.36
T1-TP8 #1 100 <5.3 <0.35
T2-TP11 #2 100 <6.0 <0.4
T2-TP13 #2 100 <5.2 <0.35
T2-TP16 #2 100 <5.3 <0.35

T2-TP16D #2 100 <5.3 <0.35
T2-TP20 #2 100 <5.4 <0.35

NOTES:
mg/kg = milligrams per killogram
DRO = Diesel Range Organics
PAHs = Polycyclic Aeromatic Hydrocarbons (variouis compounds)
< = Sample result not detected above laboratory quantitation limit as noted

Wiscasset, Maine

TABLE 1

Mason Station

Bulk Tanks 1 and 2 Testpitting
Soil Sample Results - December 15, 2005

P:\2005\056008 Mason Station\Bulk Tanks\Tank 1 and 2 Test Pits\Table 1.xls 1 of 1



Sample I.D. Sample Matrix Sample Location Sample Depth*
DRO    

(mg/kg)
TPAH    

(mg/kg) Comments
Tank 3 Sand Sand Center of Tank 0-3 in. 870 0.005 Removed for Disposal
Pumphouse Sand Pump House 0-6 in. 57 0.049 Removed for Disposal
Mason Station Tank 3 Clay Northeast Quadrant 1 ft ND (2.4) ND (0.00040) Confirmation Sample
Tank 3 NE Quad Clay Southeast Quadrant 2 ft ND (2.6) ND (0.00043) Confirmation Sample
Mason Q3 Clay Southwest Quadrant 4 ft ND (2.4) ND (0.00040) Confirmation Sample
Mason Q4 Clay Northwest Quadrant 4 ft ND (2.4) ND (0.00039) Confirmation Sample

* Depth below excavated grade
DRO = Diesel Range Organics
TPAH = Total Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons
mg/kg = milligrams per killogram
ND = Not Detected above laboratory reporting limit.  Laboratory reporting limit shown in parentheses.

144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine

TABLE 2
Bulk Tank No. 3 

Soil Sample Confirmation Results
Mason Station LLC



Sample I.D. Sample Date
Sample Depth 

(feet bgs)
PAHs    

(mg/kg)
DRO 

(mg/kg)
EX101-S7-052506 5/25/2006 7 ND (0.43) ND (2.6)
EX102-S9-052506 5/25/2006 9 ND (0.43) ND (2.6)
EX103-S9-052506 5/25/2006 9 ND (0.43) ND (2.6)
EX104-S9-052506 5/25/2006 9 ND (0.43) ND (2.6)
EX105-S9-052506 5/25/2006 9 ND (0.43) ND (2.6)
EX106-S5-052506 5/25/2006 5 ND (0.43) ND (2.5)
EX107-S6-052506 5/25/2006 6 ND (0.40) ND (2.5)

bgs = below ground surface
mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
PAHs = Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons
DRO = Diesel Range Organics
ND = not detected above laboratory detection limit.  Detection limits shown in 
parentheses.

144 Birch Point Road
Wiscasset, Maine

TABLE 3

PUMP HOUSE CONFIRMATION SAMPLING RESULTS
Bulk Tank No. 3

Mason Station LLC



Phenanthrene Fluoranthene Pyrene
Benzo (a) 

anthracene Chrysene
Benzo (b) 

fluoranthene DRO
(mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

EX201-S10-091106 9/11/2006 10 ND (0.330) ND (0.330) ND (0.330) ND (0.330) ND (0.330) ND (0.330) ND (6)

EX202-S3-091106 9/11/2006 3 ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (6)

EX203-S8-091106 9/11/2006 8 ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) 7

EX204-S10-091206 9/12/2006 10 ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (0.310) ND (6)

EX205-S10-091206 9/12/2006 10 0.225J 0.353 0.324 0.170J 0.176J 0.169J 28

MDEP Remedial Action Guidelines NS NS NS NS NS NS 10
EPA Region 3 PRGs (Residential) NS 3,100 2,300 0.87 87 0.87 NS

bgs = below ground surface
mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
DRO = Diesel Range Organics
ND = not detected above laboratory detection limit.  Detection limits shown in parentheses
J = estimated concentration below laboratory reporting limit
MDEP = Maine Department of Environmental Protection
EPA = United States Environmental Protection Agency
PRGs = Preliminary Remediation Goals

144 Birch Point Road
Wiscasset, Maine

TABLE 4

CONVEYANCE CONCRETE TRENCH CONFIRMATION SAMPLE RESULTS 
Bulk Tank No. 3

Mason Station LLC

REGULATORY STANDARDS

Sample I.D. Sample Date Sample Depth  
(feet bgs)



MDEP Remedial  EPA Region 3 RBC CS201 CS202 CS203 CS204 CS205
Action Guidelines (Residential) 10/3/06 10/3/06 10/3/06 10/3/06 10/3/06

245 1,600 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) 0.403 1.180 0.188J
NS NS ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.301J ND (0.310)
NS 4,700 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) ND (0.310) ND (0.310)
NS 3,100 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.574 ND (0.310)
NS NS ND (0.280) 0.215J 0.371 1.880 ND (0.310)
NS 23,000 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.312 ND (0.310)
NS 3,100 ND (0.280) 0.179J 0.337 1.970 ND (0.310)
NS 2,300 ND (0.280) 0.161J 0.329 1.650 ND (0.310)
NS 0.87 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.903 ND (0.310)
NS 87 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) 0.163J 0.919 ND (0.310)
NS 0.87 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) 0.164J 1.050 ND (0.310)
NS 8.7 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.316 ND (0.310)
2 0.087 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.910 ND (0.310)

NS 0.087 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) ND (0.310) ND (0.310)
NS NS ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.380 ND (0.310)
NS 0.87 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.469 ND (0.310)
NS 3,100 ND (0.280) ND (0.290) ND (0.300) 0.585 ND (0.310)

10 NS ND (6) ND (6) 17 28 ND (6)

MDEP = Maine Department of Environmental Protection EPA = United States Environmental Protection Agency
mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram RBC = Risk Based Cleanup Standards
J = estimated value below laboratory detection limit. NS = No Standard
ND = Not Detected above laboratory detection limit.  Laboratory detection limit shown in parentheses

TABLE 5

ASH/DRO IMPACTED SOIL CONFIRMATION SAMPLE RESULTS
Bulk Tank No. 3

Mason Station LLC

PARAMETER

SAMPLE LOCATION AND DATE
CHEMICAL

144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine

Soil Standards

Naphthalene
Acenaphthylene

Fluorene

POLYCYCLIC AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS (mg/kg)

Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene

Phenanthrene
Anthracene
Fluoranthene
Pyrene

DIESEL RANGE ORGANICS (mg/kg)
DRO

Acenaphthene

Dibenz(a,h)anthracene
Benzo(a)pyrene

Benzo(g,h,i,)perylene
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene
2-Methylnaphthalene

Benzo(a)anthracene
Chrysene



Sample ID Lab Result Sample ID Lab Result Sample ID Lab Result
(ppm) (ppm) (ppm)

T1S1 < 130 NA T2S1 < 180 NA T3S1 53.2 ±33 NA
T1SS1 < 160 NA T2SS1 < 150 NA T3SS1 < 50 NA
T1S2 < 160 NA T2S2 < 180 29 T3S2 37 ±41 410
T1SS2 < 150 NA T2S3 < 120 NA T3S3 156 ±68 NA
T1S3 294 ±99 280 T2SS3 < 110 NA T3S4 97 ±46 NA
T1S4 < 150 NA T2S4 < 36 NA T3S5 < 98 NA
T1SS4 246 ±150 460 T2S5 < 74 NA T3S6 < 270 NA
T1S5 430 ±250 1100 T2S6 < 66 NA T3S7 254 ±120 1000
T1S6 191 ±110 NA T2S7 < 86 NA T3SS7 99.1 ±54 NA
T1S7 < 140 NA T2S8 37 ±22 60 T3S8 77.6 ±27 NA
T1SS7 < 53 NA T2SS8 < 180 NA T3S9 < 83 NA
T1S8 170 ±52 NA T2S9 < 140 NA T3S10 172 ±100 290
T1S9 < 76 NA T2SS9 < 58 NA T3S11 < 58 NA
T1SS9 < 130 NA T2S10 < 51 NA T3S12 < 75 NA
T1S10 < 270 430 T2S11 < 48 NA T3S13 < 48 NA
T1S11 < 74 NA T2S12 < 62 NA T3S14 < 180 NA
T1SS11 < 140 NA T2S13 < 68 NA T3SS14 < 120 NA
T1S12 < 150 NA T2SS13 < 120 NA T3S15 223 ±84 NA
T1S13 < 50 NA T2S14 < 120 NA T3S16 < 140 NA
T1S14 130 ±48 NA T2S15 < 180 16 T3SS16 < 60 NA
T1S15 155 ±58 NA T2SS15 < 160 NA T3S17 < 130 NA
T1SS15 < 160 NA T2S16 < 130 NA T3S18 < 70 NA
T1S16 < 120 NA T2SS16 < 110 NA T3SS18 < 130 NA
T1S17 < 56 NA T2S17 < 100 NA T3S19 < 85 NA
T1SS17 < 110 NA T2SS17 < 160 NA T3SS19 < 61 NA
T1S18 < 110 NA T2S18 < 99 NA T3S20 < 54 NA
T1S19 < 110 NA T2S19 < 150 NA T3SS20 < 78 NA
T1SS19 < 190 NA T2SS19 < 150 NA T3S21 < 65 NA
T1S20 < 63 NA T2S20 < 60 NA T3SS21 < 140 NA
T1SS20 < 62 NA T2S21 < 55 NA T3S22 < 72 NA
T1S21 < 45 NA T2SS21 < 75 NA T3SS22 < 160 NA
T1S22 < 90 NA T2S22 < 130 NA T3S23 156 ±46 NA
T1S23 < 67 NA T2SS22 < 80 NA T3SS23 < 69 NA
T1S24 152 ±39 NA T2S23 < 63 NA T3S24 95.4 ±54 NA
T1S28 (B) < 56 NA T2S24 < 61 NA T3SS24 < 70 NA
T1S29 (B) < 54 NA T2S30 (B) < 38 NA T3S25 (B) 54.7 ±31 NA

T2S31 (B) < 41 NA T3S26 (B) < 76 NA
T2S32 (B) < 43 NA T3S27 (B) < 69 39

Notes:
1.) < = Not detected above stated quantitation limit
2.) NA = Not analyzed
3.) ppm = parts per million equivalent to mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
4.) Bold values indicate an exceedance in the Maine Department of Environmental Protection Residential Remedial Action Guideline of 375 ppm
5.) Sample identifiers labeled as "S" were collected from surface soils (0-2 inches) and "SS" were collected from subsurface at a depth 

of 2-6 inches below the ground surface
6.) Sample identifiers numbered from 1-8, 9-16, and 17-24 were collected from 5, 20, and 35 feet from the former tank wall, respectively
7.) Sample identifiers numbered 25-32 were collected from background locations, outside of the bermed area
8.) 10% of soil samples were sent to Northeast Laboratories, Winslow, Maine for QC measures as reported in the "Lab Result" column
9.) (B) = Background samples collected from outside the bermed tank area

TABLE 6
Soil Sample Results for Lead Screening Conducted on November 17, 2005

Mason Station Former Tank 1, 2, and 3 Locations
Wiscasset, Maine

Tank #2

(ppm) (ppm) (ppm)
XRF Result
Tank #3Tank #1

XRF Result XRF Result



Sample ID Lab Result XRF Result Lab Result Sample ID Lab Result XRF Result Lab Result
(ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm)

Date Nov-05 Jun-06 Jun-06 Nov-05 Jun-06 Jun-06
T1S1 < 130 NA T3S1 53.2 ±33 NA
T1SS1 < 160 NA T3SS1 < 50 NA
T1S2 < 160 NA 244 170 T3S2 37 ±41 410
T1SS2 < 150 NA 275 NA T3S3 156 ±68 NA
T1S3 294 ±99 280 T3S4 97 ±46 NA
T1S4 < 150 NA T3S5 < 98 NA
T1SS4 246 ±150 460 T3S6 < 270 NA 120 100
T1S5 430 ±250 1100 326 NA T3S7 254 ±120 1000
T1S6 191 ±110 NA T3SS7 99.1 ±54 NA 66 NA
T1S7 < 140 NA T3S8 77.6 ±27 NA
T1SS7 < 53 NA T3S9 < 83 NA
T1S8 170 ±52 NA 121 NA T3S10 172 ±100 290
T1S9 < 76 NA T3S11 < 58 NA
T1SS9 < 130 NA T3S12 < 75 NA
T1S10 < 270 430 T3S13 < 48 NA 34 NA
T1S11 < 74 NA T3S14 < 180 NA
T1SS11 < 140 NA T3SS14 < 120 NA
T1S12 < 150 NA T3S15 223 ±84 NA
T1S13 < 50 NA T3S16 < 140 NA
T1S14 130 ±48 NA T3SS16 < 60 NA
T1S15 155 ±58 NA T3S17 < 130 NA
T1SS15 < 160 NA T3S18 < 70 NA
T1S16 < 120 NA T3SS18 < 130 NA
T1S17 < 56 NA 58 NA T3S19 < 85 NA
T1SS17 < 110 NA T3SS19 < 61 NA
T1S18 < 110 NA T3S20 < 54 NA
T1S19 < 110 NA T3SS20 < 78 NA
T1SS19 < 190 NA T3S21 < 65 NA
T1S20 < 63 NA T3SS21 < 140 NA
T1SS20 < 62 NA T3S22 < 72 NA
T1S21 < 45 NA T3SS22 < 160 NA
T1S22 < 90 NA T3S23 156 ±46 NA
T1S23 < 67 NA T3SS23 < 69 NA
T1S24 152 ±39 NA 101 NA T3S24 95.4 ±54 NA 76 NA
T1S28 (B) < 56 NA T3SS24 < 70 NA
T1S29 (B) < 54 NA T3S25 (B) 54.7 ±31 NA

T3S26 (B) < 76 NA
T3S27 (B) < 69 39

Notes:
1.) < = Not detected above stated quantitation limit
2.) NA = Not analyzed
3.) ppm = parts per million equivalent to mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
4.) Bold values indicate an exceedance in the Maine Department of Environmental Protection Residential Remedial Action Guideline of 375 ppm
5.) Sample identifiers labeled as "S" were collected from surface soils (0-2 inches) and "SS" were collected from subsurface at a depth 

of 2-6 inches below the ground surface
6.) Sample identifiers numbered from 1-8, 9-16, and 17-24 were collected from 5, 20, and 35 feet from the former tank wall, respectively
7.) Sample identifiers numbered 25-32 were collected from background locations, outside of the bermed area
8.) 10% of soil samples were sent to Northeast Laboratories, Winslow, Maine for QC measures as reported in the "Lab Result" column
9.) (B) = Background samples collected from outside the bermed tank area

Tank #3

TABLE 7
Soil Sample Results for Lead Screening Conducted on November 17, 2005

versus Confirmation Sampling Conducted June 1, 2006
Mason Station Former Tanks #1 and #3

Wiscasset, Maine

Tank #1

(ppm) (ppm)
XRF Result

Nov-05Nov-05

XRF Result



Sample I.D. Sample Depth  
(inches) Sample Date XRF Screening  

Lead (mg/kg)
Laboratory Result  

Lead (mg/kg)

Conf-1 6 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-2 6 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-3 6 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-4 3 6/15/2006 <275 NA
Conf-5 3 6/16/2006 308 200
Conf-6 6 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-7 3 6/16/2006 286 NA
Conf-8 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-9 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-10 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-11 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-12 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-13 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-14 3 6/16/2006 <275 52
Conf-15 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-16 3 6/16/2006 342 NA
Conf-17 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-18 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-19 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-20 3 6/16/2006 <275 92
Conf-21 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-22 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
Conf-23 3 6/16/2006 <275 NA
CF-1 0-2 6/19/2006 <275 NA
CF-2 0-2 6/19/2006 <275 NA
CF-3 0-2 6/19/2006 <275 NA
CF-4 0-2 6/19/2006 <275 NA
CF-5 0-2 6/19/2006 <275 NA
CF-6 0-2 6/19/2006 <275 NA
CF-7 0-2 6/19/2006 <275 NA
CF-8 0-2 6/19/2006 <275 33

MDEP Residential Remedial Action Guideline = 375 mg/kg
XRF = X-ray Fluorescence Technology mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
NA = Not Analyzed

Mason Station LLC
Wiscasset, Maine

TANK No. 1

TABLE 8
Lead Contaminated Soil Removal and Final

Confirmation Sampling, June 2006
Former Bulk Tank Nos. 1, 2, and 3



Sample I.D. Sample Depth  
(inches) Sample Date XRF Screening  

Lead (mg/kg)
Laboratory Result  

Lead (mg/kg)

Mason Station LLC
Wiscasset, Maine

TABLE 8
Lead Contaminated Soil Removal and Final

Confirmation Sampling, June 2006
Former Bulk Tank Nos. 1, 2, and 3

Excavation Area T1S5
T1S5-Conf 1 18 6/15/2006 <275 6.9
T1S5-Conf 2 9 6/15/2006 <275 180
T1S5-Conf 3 9 6/15/2006 310 310
T1S5-Conf 4 9 6/15/2006 <275 120
T1S5-Conf 5 9 6/15/2006 290 230
Excavation Area SS5
SS5-Conf 1 18 6/15/2006 <275 220
SS5-Conf 2 9 6/15/2006 <275 16
SS5-Conf 3 9 6/15/2006 <275 150
SS5-Conf 4 9 6/15/2006 <275 36
SS5-Conf 5 9 6/15/2006 <275 31
Excavation Area T1S10
T1S10-Conf 1 18 6/15/2006 <275 2.8
T1S10-Conf 2 9 6/15/2006 <275 160
T1S10-Conf 3 9 6/15/2006 <275 160
T1S10-Conf 4 9 6/15/2006 <275 270
T1S10-Cong 5 9 6/15/2006 <275 5.9
Excavation Area T1S4
T1S4-Conf 1 18 6/15/2006 <275 51
T1S4-Conf 2D 9 6/16/2006 308 360
T1S4-Conf 3 9 6/15/2006 <275 14
T1S4-Conf 4 9 6/15/2006 <275 83
T1S4-Conf 5 9 6/15/2006 <275 99

Excavation Area T2HS
T2HS-Conf 1 18 6/16/2006 <275 14
T2HS-Conf 2 9 6/16/2006 <275 19
T2HS-Conf 3 9 6/16/2006 <275 23
T2HS-Conf 4 9 6/16/2006 <275 21
T2HS-Conf 5 9 6/16/2006 <275 21

Excavation Area T3S7
T3S7-Conf 1 18 6/16/2006 <275 97
T3S7-Conf 2 9 6/16/2006 <275 99
T3S7-Conf 3 9 6/16/2006 <275 19
T3S7-Conf 4 9 6/16/2006 290 340
T3S7-Conf 5 9 6/16/2006 <275 200

MDEP Residential Remedial Action Guideline = 375 mg/kg
XRF = X-ray Fluorescence Technology mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
NA = Not Analyzed

TANK No. 3

TANK No. 1

TANK No. 2





1. SITE PLAN BASED ON FIGURES TITLED "POINT EAST MARITIME
VILLAGE, MARITIME SQUARE"; "HILTON POND" AND "SOUTH POINT"
PREPARED BY OEST ASSOCIATES, INC. AND A  DRAWING SUPPLIED BY
JACQUES WHITFORD COMPANY.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION AND SCALE.

3. THIS PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR SCOTT HOULDIN. ALL OTHER
USES ARE NOT AUTHORIZED, UNLESS WRITTEN PERMISSION  IS
OBTAINED FROM RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.



1. SITE PLAN BASED ON FIGURES TITLED "POINT EAST MARITIME
VILLAGE, MARITIME SQUARE"; "HILTON POND" AND "SOUTH POINT"
PREPARED BY OEST ASSOCIATES, INC. , A  DRAWING SUPPLIED BY
JACQUES WHITFORD COMPANY AND OBERSVATIONS BY CENTRAL
MAINE POWER IN DECEMBER 2005.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION AND SCALE.

3. THIS PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR SCOTT HOULDIN. ALL OTHER
USES ARE NOT AUTHORIZED, UNLESS WRITTEN PERMISSION  IS
OBTAINED FROM RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.



1. SITE PLAN BASED ON MEASUREMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS MADE BY
RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC. ON MAY 25, 2006.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION AND SCALE.

3. THIS PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR SCOTT HOULDIN. ALL OTHER USES
ARE NOT AUTHORIZED, UNLESS WRITTEN PERMISSION  IS OBTAINED FROM
RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.



1. SITE PLAN BASED ON MEASUREMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS MADE BY
RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC. ON SEPTEMBER 11 & 12, 2006.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION AND SCALE.

3. THIS PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR SCOTT HOULDIN. ALL OTHER USES
ARE NOT AUTHORIZED, UNLESS WRITTEN PERMISSION  IS OBTAINED FROM
RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.
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1. SITE PLAN BASED ON DRAWING SUPPLIED BY JACQUES
WHITFORD COMPANY.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION
AND SCALE.

3. THIS PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR SCOTT HOULDIN.
ALL OTHER USES ARE NOT AUTHORIZED, UNLESS
WRITTEN PERMISSION  IS OBTAINED FROM RANSOM
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.



1. SITE PLAN BASED ON DRAWING SUPPLIED BY JACQUES
WHITFORD COMPANY.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION
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3. MDEP RAGS = MAINE DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION REMEDIAL ACTION
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1. SITE PLAN BASED ON DRAWING SUPPLIED BY JACQUES WHITFORD
COMPANY.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION AND SCALE.

3. MDEP RAGS = MAINE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
REMEDIAL ACTION GUIDELINES FOR RESIDENTIAL.

4. THIS PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR SCOTT HOULDIN. ALL OTHER USES
ARE NOT AUTHORIZED, UNLESS WRITTEN PERMISSION  IS OBTAINED
FROM RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.



1. SITE PLAN BASED ON DRAWING SUPPLIED BY JACQUES WHITFORD
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April 10, 2007          Project 056008 
 
Mr. Scott Houldin 
Mason Station, LLC 
One Point East Drive 
Wiscasset, Maine 04578 
 
RE: Interim Report on Coal Removal and Confirmatory Sample Results 

North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village 
Wiscasset, Maine 

Dear Mr. Houldin: 
 
Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom) is pleased to present this letter report to document 
coal removal activities, field observations, and confirmation sampling activities that have occurred to date 
at the above-referenced Site (Figure 1).  Removal activities were implemented in the areas of the former 
north and south coal yards located on the North Peninsula as part of the proposed development of the 
Point East Maritime Village. 

Coal removal activities were performed in accordance with Ransom’s plan detailed in Section 3.2 of the 
revised North Peninsula Work Plan (Work Plan), dated February 9, 2007.  The coal removal section of the 
Work Plan, dated September 29, 2006, was approved by the Maine Department of Environmental 
Protection (MDEP) in a letter dated October 10, 2006.  Due to a larger than expected volume of excavated 
coal, the Work Plan was revised in February 2007 to accommodate on-site re-use and capping of the 
excavated coal under proposed parking lots.  The original Work Plan contained provisions for off-site 
disposal of the excavated coal. 

BACKGROUND 

Previous investigation of the coal storage area indicated generally a one to two-foot thick layer of coal 
underlain by glaciomarine clayey and sandy silt.  The extent of the coal layer was generally delineated 
vertically based on excavation of twenty (20) test pits and reconnaissance of surface materials.  
The horizontal extent of the coal was performed by visual observations at the ground surface and test pits.  
In a limited 100 square foot area, an approximate 1-inch layer of apparent heavy oil residual was observed 
on the ground surface at the north coal storage area.  This material ranged in consistency from highly 
viscous/semi-liquid to solid, and at some locations was mixed with coal.
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In order to characterize the coal and heavy oil residuals for disposal options, Ransom collected two 
composite samples of coal, one each from the former north and south coal storage areas.  Ransom also 
collected two samples of apparent heavy oil residuals, which were observed to be mixed with the coal or 
deposited directly on the ground surface at the coal storage areas.  The samples were tested for  
semi-volatile organics (SVOCs), RCRA 8 metals, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and hazardous 
waste characteristics.  A sample of the viscous/semi-liquid heavy fuel oil residual (i.e., potentially higher 
in volatile organic compound [VOC] content) was also tested for VOCs, and two composite coal samples 
(one each from the north and south storage areas) were analyzed at a licensed laboratory for asbestos. 

Results from the analytical testing determined that the coal and heavy oil residuals were not characterized 
as hazardous waste, and asbestos was not identified.  No VOCs or PCBs were identified, and 
concentrations of metals and semi-volatile organics detected did not exceed Maine Department of 
Environmental Protection (MDEP) Remedial Action Guidelines (RAGs) for residential sites. 

EXCAVATION, INSPECTION, AND CONFIRMATION SAMPLING 

MDEP established a target for coal material removal at 95 percent by volume.  Removal of coal to date 
has been performed by Environmental Projects Inc. (EPI) of Gray, Maine using a combination of 
bulldozers, excavators and front end loaders.  Excavated material has been stockpiled on-site in the 
former north coal storage area awaiting on-site reuse and capping pending MDEP approval of a closure 
plan submitted to MDEP on April 8, 2007. 

At present, coal material has been removed from approximately 90 percent of the north coal yard and 
70 percent of the south coal yard.  Coal removal in the north and south coal yard has been temporarily 
postponed due to frozen ground conditions at the Site; an estimated 1,500 to 2,000 cubic yards of material 
remains to be removed in the south coal yard. 

A 4 to 6-inch thick seam of coal about 2-feet below grade was observed at the northern extent of coal 
excavation in the north coal yard.  Removal of this seam was discontinued because the excavation was 
approaching a fill area suspected of containing asbestos.  This area will be investigated as part of a test pit 
program (detailed in the North Point Investigation Work Plan draft) designed to characterize the fill at the 
North Peninsula of Birch Point. 

Once coal and associated materials had been removed from a designated area, the area was 
visually inspected by Ransom to estimate percent of coal material remaining and photographed.  
Confirmation samples were collected from the remaining surface material by scraping an approximately 
2 square-foot area.  The surface material was transferred into laboratory supplied sample containers, 
stored in an ice-filled cooler, and transferred under chain-of-custody procedures to Analytics 
Environmental Laboratory LLC in Portsmouth, New Hampshire for analytical testing.  Samples were 
analyzed for the following compounds according to the MDEP-approved coal closure plan: 

• Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) using U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) Method 8270; 

• Diesel Range Organics (DRO) using EPA Method 8015; 
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• Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) metals; and 

• pH. 

On December 14 and 21, 2006, Ransom conducted a reconnaissance of the north coal yard.  For purposes 
of visual inspection and confirmation sampling, the north coal yard was divided into six sections 
(Sections 1 through 6 on Figure 2, attached).  Visual inspections were performed and at least one 
confirmation sample was collected from each section.  Photographs of each section are included on the 
attached photo log.  Results of the visual inspections are summarized by section in Table 1, attached.  
Analytical results of the confirmation samples are summarized in Table 2, attached. 

During the December 14, 2006 site visit, a “lobe” of coal material was observed extending into a wooded 
area and beyond the silt fence to the north of Section 5 of the north coal yard.  Ransom determined that 
excavation in this area would require removal of two or three trees; MDEP required removal of the coal 
“lobe” in a meeting with Mason Station, LLC on February 21, 2007.  To date, the “lobe” of material in 
this area remains to be excavated. 

The south coal yard has been divided into three sections (Section 7 through 9 on Figure 2).  On December 
21 and February 1, 2007, Ransom visually inspected and photo-documented Sections 7 and 8 of the south 
coal yard.  Due to the relatively large area encompassed by Sections 7 and 8, two confirmation samples 
were collected from each Section.  Results of the visual inspections are summarized in Table 1.  
Results of the confirmation samples are summarized in Table 2.  Photographs of the visually inspected 
areas are included in the attached photo log. 

During the February 1, 2007 Site visit, several “seams” of coal material were observed within the  
25-foot setback from the mean high water line, east of Sections 7 and 8 of the south coal yard.  
Following discussion with EPI and Site representatives, it was determined that excavation of coal material 
in these areas would continue when ground conditions thawed, and excavation in these areas would be 
performed in small segments to ensure that shoreline stabilization materials could be placed immediately 
following excavation of the coal material.  Coal in this area will be removed in accordance with the 
Permit-by-Rule approved by MDEP in October, 2006. 

Coal has not been removed from Section 9 of the south coal yard.  Excavation activities will resume in 
this area once ground conditions have thawed.  An erosion control berm composed of wood mulch has 
been constructed to reduce the possibility of run-off of coal material from Section 9 onto previously 
excavated Section 8 during the course of ground thawing or potential rain events prior to the clean up of 
Section 9. 

FINDINGS 

Visual inspections by Ransom have indicated removal of greater than 95 percent of the coal material from 
the excavated areas at the north and south yards.  Confirmatory sampling indicated concentrations below 
regulatory guidelines for PAHs, DRO and all metals except arsenic; pH ranged from 4.2 to 6.2.  
Chromatograms for the DRO identified in soil samples SS201 (11 mg/kg) and SS204 (15 mg/kg) 
indicated a relatively high molecular weight hydrocarbon primarily in the No. 6/motor oil range. 
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The concentrations of DRO detected do not exceed the MDEP Site guideline of 100 mg/kg for heavy 
petroleum residuals. 

The concentrations of arsenic detected ranged from 1.9 to 30 mg/kg and exceeded the MDEP Remedial 
Action Guideline (RAG) of 10 mg/kg for six of the eleven samples tested.  Ransom believes the detected 
concentrations of arsenic represent background concentrations of this metal at the Site.  This opinion is 
supported by prior testing of four samples of coal and associated heavy oil which indicated concentrations 
of arsenic ranging from only 3.5 to 4.9 mg/kg. 

Areas where excavation of coal is not complete include: 

• Section 9 of the south coal yard; 

• Coal seams extending beyond the silt fence to the east of Sections 7 and 8 of the south 
coal yard; 

• A lobe of coal material extending to the north of Section 5 of the north coal yard; and 

• Coal seams at a depth of about 2 feet below grade northwest of Sections 3 through 6.  
This area corresponds to an area of suspect asbestos and other fill material and will 
be investigated further as part of the North Peninsula Investigation proposed for 
spring 2007. 

Excavation activities will resume once ground conditions have thawed.  A final report documenting the 
coal removal activities will be submitted following completion of the work, expected in spring 2007. 

We trust this provides the information you require at this time.  If you have any questions regarding this 
letter report, please contact Ransom at (207) 772-2891. 

Sincerely, 
 
RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC. 
 
 
 
Eriksen P. Phenix     D. Todd Coffin, C.G., P.G. 
Environmental Scientist     Senior Geologist 
 
 
 
Brian R. Pettingill, P.G., R.E.A. 
Senior Project Manager 
 
EPP/DTC/BRP: jsl 
Attachments

 
 
Ransom Project 056008  Page 4 
P:\2005\056008 Mason Station\Coal Cleanup\Letter Report Feb07\text.doc April 10, 2007 



TABLE 1: COAL YARD CLEAN UP VISUAL INSPECTION AND CONFIRMATION SAMPLE 
COLLECTION 
Interim Report on Coal Removal and Confirmatory Sample Results 
North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village 
Wiscasset, Maine 
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Area Estimated % Coal Material 
Remaining Confirmation Sample 

Upper Coal Yard 
Section 1 2-3 SS101 
Section 2 3 SS102, SS103 
Section 3 1-2 SS104 
Section 4 1-2 SS105 
Section 5 0-1 SS106 
Section 6 1-4 SS107 

Lower Coal Yard 
Section 7 1-4 SS201, SS202 
Section 8 1-2 SS203, SS204 
Section 9 Remains to be excavated 

 



TABLE 2: COAL YARD CLEAN UP CONFIRMATION SAMPLE COLLECTION 
Interim Report on Coal Removal and Confirmatory Sample Results 
North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village 
Wiscasset, Maine 

 

NOTES: 
 
1. MDEP = Maine Department of Environmental Protection EPA = United States Environmental Protection Agency RBC = Risk Based Concentration 
2. mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram 
3. J = estimated value shown below laboratory reporting limit 
4. ND = Not Detected above laboratory reporting limit.  Laboratory reporting limit show in parentheses. 
5. NS = no standard exists for this compound. 
6. *DRO guideline of 10 mg/kg for light hydrocarbons (gasoline, diesel); 100 mg/kg for heavy hydrocarbons (No. 6 fuel oil) 
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Soil Standards Sample Location SS101 SS102 SS103 SS104 SS105 SS106 SS107 SS201 SS202 SS203 SS204 

Date Sampled 

MDEP 
Remedial 

Action 
Guidelines 

EPA Region 3 
RBC 

(Residential) 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/21/06 2/1/07 2/1/07 2/1/07 2/1/07 

Polycyclic Aromatic 
Hydrocarbons (PAHs) Concentrations in mg/kg 

Naphthalene 245  ND (0.011) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Acenaphthylene NS NS ND (0.011) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Acenaphthene NS 4,700 ND (0.011) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Fluorene NS 3,100 ND (0.011) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Phenanthrene NS NS ND (0.011) ND (0.012) 0.056 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Anthracene NS 23,000 ND (0.011) ND (0.012) 0.017 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Fluoranthene NS 3,100 ND (0.011) 0.016 0.074 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Pyrene NS 2,300 ND (0.011) 0.020 0.058 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Benzo(a)anthracene NS 0.87 ND (0.011) 0.013 0.036 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Chrysene NS 87 ND (0.011) ND (0.012) 0.045 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene NS 0.87 ND (0.011) 0.012 0.049 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene NS 8.7 ND (0.011) ND (0.012) 0.018 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Benzo(a)pyrene 2  ND (0.011) ND (0.012) 0.028 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene NS 0.087 ND (0.011) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Benzo(g,h,i,)perylene NS NS ND (0.011) ND (0.012) 0.019 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene NS 0.87 ND (0.011) ND (0.012) 0.022 ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 
2-Methylnaphthalene NS 3,100 ND (0.011) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.012) ND (0.013) ND (0.013) ND (0.012) ND (0.015) ND (0.015) ND (0.010) ND (0.011) 

Diesel Range Organics Concentration in mg/kg 
DRO 10/100*  ND (6) ND (6) ND (6) ND (6) ND (6) ND (6) ND (6) 11 ND (6) ND (5) 15 

pH(pH Units)  
pH NS NS 5.7 5.4 4.2 4.3 5.4 6.2 6.0 5.3 4.9 4.8 4.6 



TABLE 2: COAL YARD CLEAN UP CONFIRMATION SAMPLE COLLECTION 
Interim Report on Coal Removal and Confirmatory Sample Results 
North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village 
Wiscasset, Maine 

 

NOTES: 
 
1. MDEP = Maine Department of Environmental Protection EPA = United States Environmental Protection Agency RBC = Risk Based Concentration 
2. mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram 
3. J = estimated value shown below laboratory reporting limit 
4. ND = Not Detected above laboratory reporting limit.  Laboratory reporting limit show in parentheses. 
5. NS = no standard exists for this compound. 
6. *DRO guideline of 10 mg/kg for light hydrocarbons (gasoline, diesel); 100 mg/kg for heavy hydrocarbons (No. 6 fuel oil) 
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Soil Standards Sample Location SS101 SS102 SS103 SS104 SS105 SS106 SS107 SS201 SS202 SS203 SS204 

Date Sampled 

MDEP 
Remedial 

Action 
Guidelines 

EPA Region 3 
RBC 

(Residential) 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/14/06 12/21/06 2/1/07 2/1/07 2/1/07 2/1/07 

RCRA Metals Concentrations in mg/kg 
arsenic 10  1.9 2.6 27 30 4.6 8.0 11.5 11.1 10.7 26 7.8 
barium 10,000  47 75 51 47 135 93 85 90 30 40 50 
cadmium 27  ND (0.5) ND (0.5) 0.1J ND (0.5) ND (0.5) ND (0.5) ND (1.2) ND (0.6) ND (0.5) ND (0.4) ND (0.4) 
chromium NS 120,000 340 425 242 142 320 461 51 52 13 17 23 
lead 375  7 9 9 ND (6) 19 4J 16 15 ND (13) 6J 10J 
mercury 60  ND (0.06) ND (0.06) ND (0.06) ND (0.06) 0.04J ND (0.07) ND (0.06) ND (0.07) ND (0.07) ND (0.05) ND (0.05) 
selenium 950  ND (0.5) 0.1J 0.4J 1.3 0.4J 0.3 0.1J 0.3J 0.1J 0.3J 0.1J 
silver 950  0.36 0.34 0.51 0.36 0.50 0.33 0.30 0.22 0.24 0.30 0.32 

 





1. SITE PLAN BASED ON DRAWING SUPPLIED BY JACQUES WHITFORD
COMPANY.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION AND SCALE.
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Section 1, upper coal yard, looking northwest 

 
Section 2, upper coal yard, looking northwest 

 

Section 2, coal material remaining in area of microwave 
tower anchor wire 

Section 3, upper coal yard, looking northwest 
 

Section 4, upper coal yard, looking northwest 
 

Section 5, upper coal yard, looking north 
 

 



Photograph Log 
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Section 6, upper coal yard, looking northwest 
 

Section 6, upper coal yard, remaining coal pocket (typical) 
 

Section 7, lower coal yard, looking northeast (coal removal 
in progress) 

Section 8, lower coal yard, looking west 
 

Section 9, lower coal yard, looking southeast 
 

Lower coal yard showing wood chip berm separating 
Sections 8 and 9, and coal seam extending below silt fence to 

the east of Section 8. 
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April 9, 2007          Project 056008 
 
Mr. Scott Houldin 
Mason Station, LLC 
One Point East Drive 
Wiscasset, Maine 04578 
 
RE: Report on Sediment Sampling 

North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village 
Wiscasset, Maine 

Dear Mr. Houldin: 

Ransom Environmental Consultants (Ransom) is pleased to present this report on the testing of sediment 
at the North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village, Wiscasset, Maine.  The sampling was conducted to 
characterize sediment chemistry as part of ongoing RCRA hazardous waste generator closure activities 
for the North Peninsula.  The Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP) requested 
sampling of sediment for the RCRA closure in a letter received by Mason Station, LLC on June 9, 2006. 

The sediment sampling was conducted in accordance with a work plan dated October 26, 2006.   
The work plan was amended based on comments provided by MDEP in an approval letter dated 
November 22, 2006. 

Please feel free to contact the undersigned if you have any questions regarding our report. 

Sincerely, 
 
RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC. 
 
 
 
D. Todd Coffin, C.G., P.G.    Brian R. Pettingill, P.G., R.E.A. 
Senior Geologist      Senior Project Manager 
 
DTC/BRP: jsl 
Attachments 
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1.0 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

The Mason Station, LLC property consists of approximately 33.19 acres located at 144 Birch 
Point Road, about 0.5 miles southeast of Wiscasset Village (Figure 1).  To facilitate ongoing development 
of this property and regulatory approval for closure of the former bulk oil terminal and past operations 
associated with the former Mason Station power plant, the property has been separated for the purpose of 
regulatory closure into two overall areas: the North Peninsula and the South Peninsula. 

The North Peninsula (Site) is the site of proposed retail, commercial, marine and residential 
development and includes the remaining portions of the Mason Station, LLC property generally north of 
the former bulk oil storage facility (Figure 2).  The North Peninsula includes the former Mason Station 
power plant, ash ponds, process water discharge pipes, coal storage areas and a fill area at the northern 
end of the peninsula. 

The Mason Station power plant was constructed by Central Maine Power Company (CMP) in 
approximately 1940.  Both coal and oil were burned until the early 1960s, at which time the plant was 
operated exclusively with oil.  Power generation ceased at the facility in 1984.  The plant was brought 
back on line in 1988, and then deactivated in 1989.  CMP reactivated the plant in 1997 in preparation for 
the sale of the facility.  Florida Power and Light (FPL) purchased the Site from CMP and owned it from 
1999 to December 2003, when it was purchased by Mason Station, LLC (Mason).  Mason Station, LLC 
never operated the power plant. 

The Site has seventeen drains that discharge to the Sheepscot River on the east side of the former 
power plant.  The majority of the discharges contained MDEP-licensed process water from the boiler 
system, including condensers, ash hoppers and deaerators.  Other discharges are connected to roof drains, 
floor drains and storm water manholes.  Discharge No. 19 is connected to an outflow from the ash ponds. 

The licensed discharge outfalls required periodic monitoring during operations at the former 
power plant.  The monitoring parameters varied depending on the source of the discharge, and included 
flow rate, temperature, pH, oil & grease, total suspended solids, copper, iron, priority pollutants, mercury 
(clean hands methodology), and aquatic toxicity testing.  The majority of the chemical analytes were 
required for the discharge from the ash ponds.  The Site also contained a number of non-licensed 
discharges.  The non-licensed discharges included storm water drains, an inactive condenser drain and a 
closed sanitary waste discharge pipe which was eliminated in 1989. 

Mason Station, LLC and previous operators of the former power plant have conducted periodic 
analysis of Mercury (clean hands methodology) and Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) testing.  The most 
recent testing was conducted on a sample collected on December 20, 2005 and included wastewater 
effluent from the East Secondary settling pond at Mason Station (associated with Outfall #019A).  
A Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) with the December 20, 2005 sample results was submitted to 
Denise Behr of MDEP on January 25, 2006.  The report identified no exceedances of the Wastewater 
Discharge License. 
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2.0 SITE INVESTIGATION OBJECTIVES AND SCOPE  

While operating, Mason Station was a small-quantity generator of hazardous waste and the Site is 
subject to Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) closure under MDEP Chapter 851, 
Section 11.  This work plan is intended to meet the requirements of MDEP and to evaluate sediment 
chemistry for possible impacts from past operations at the Site. 

The target area for sediment sampling includes the eastern shoreline of the North Peninsula where 
the outfalls for the various facility discharges are located.  Specific sampling locations and chemical test 
parameters were identified with input from MDEP at a meeting on August 29, 2006.  The sediment 
sampling was conducted in accordance with a work plan dated October 26, 2006.   
The work plan was amended based on comments provided by MDEP in an approval letter dated 
November 22, 2006. 

2.1 Sampling Locations 

The sediment sampling locations are shown on Figure 2 and in Appendix A.  Six (6) sediment 
sampling locations (SD201 through SD206) are located on the shore south of the former power plant 
and four (4) locations (SD207 through SD210) are located on the shore north of the former power plant.  
Locations were selected generally along relatively protected shore areas where sediments have 
accumulated. 

2.2 Sample Collection 

On December 8 and 11, 2006, Ransom personnel collected sediment samples from sampling 
locations SD201 through SD210.  Samples were collected using a 1.5-inch inner diameter hand-operated 
core sampler lined with an acetate sleeve.  The core sampler was advanced to a depth of approximately 
18 inches in each sampling location.  As the core sampler was advanced, the sediment was collected in 
the acetate sleeve.  The sleeve was then removed from the core sampler, and the appropriate sampling 
interval was extruded into a decontaminated stainless steel bowl.  The sample was then homogenized and 
placed into laboratory supplied sample containers.  The sample containers were labeled, placed under 
refrigerated conditions, and transported under chain-of-custody procedures to a certified analytical 
laboratory.  Sediment sampling locations were marked with a pole-mounted flag for later reference. 

Sediment samples collected for laboratory analysis were classified according to the Unified Soil 
Classification System.  Sample logs including sample descriptions are included in Appendix B. 

Sediments from the 0 to 6-inch interval were collected at all sample locations and submitted for 
laboratory analysis.  In some cases, sediments from 0 to 8 inches were collected in order to provide 
adequate sample volume for laboratory analysis.  Sediment samples at the 12 to 18-inch interval were also 
submitted for chemical analysis from sampling locations SD203, SD206, and SD207.  Sampling intervals 
are documented on the sample logs included in Appendix B. 
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For quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) purposes, a duplicate sediment sample was 
collected at sampling location SD207 from the 0 to 8-inch interval (SD207D-S1).  The duplicate sample 
was collected by advancing the core sampler in a location immediately adjacent to sample SD207-S1.  
The duplicate sample was handled and processed in a similar fashion as the other sediment samples.  
In addition, an equipment blank was collected to ensure the adequacy of the equipment decontamination 
procedures.  Following a typical equipment decontamination procedure, de-ionized water was poured 
directly over the equipment and collected in laboratory supplied sample containers.  The QA/QC samples 
were similarly transported under chain-of-custody procedures to a certified analytical laboratory. 

Based on analytical results from the initial sediment sampling event, Ransom personnel returned 
to the Site on February 23 and March 12, 2007 to collect additional samples in the area of SD206.  
On February 23, sediment samples SD206-N, SD206-E, SD206-S, and SD206-W were collected 5 feet to 
the north, east, south and west (respectively) of the original SD206 sampling location.  On March 12, 
sediment sample SD206-D was collected at the original location of SD206.  These samples were collected 
at the same 0 to 8-inch depth interval as the original SD206-S1 sample. 

An attempt was made to collect the additional samples using a 1-inch inner diameter  
hand-operated core sampler lined with an acetate sleeve.  However, due to poor sample recovery, the core 
sampler method was abandoned, and confirmation samples were obtained using a pre-cleaned stainless 
steel trowel.  The additional sediment samples are described on the sample logs included in Appendix B. 

2.3 Laboratory Testing 

Sediment samples collected during this investigation were submitted to Analytics Environmental 
Laboratory LLC of Portsmouth, New Hampshire.  Sediment samples collected from sampling locations 
SD201 through SD210 as well as the QA/QC samples were analyzed for the following: 

• Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) using U.S. EPA Method 8270; 

• Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) using U.S. EPA Method 8082; and 

• RCRA 8 Metals using U.S. EPA 3000/7000 Series methods. 

Additionally, sediment samples collected from sampling locations SD203, SD206, and SD207 
were analyzed for: 

• Pesticides using U.S. EPA Method 8081; and 

• Herbicides using U.S. EPA Method 8151. 

Based on the analytical results obtained during the initial sediment sampling event, confirmation 
samples collected in the area of SD206 were analyzed for PCBs and Pesticides using the methods 
stated above. 
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2.4 Background Data 

In accordance with the MDEP-approved sampling plan, sediment chemistry at the North 
Peninsula was compared to background sediment data collected during the Maine Yankee RCRA closure 
in 2001.  Appendix C contains a sample location map and a table of the test results for the Maine Yankee 
background samples. 

The background samples were collected from Brookings Bay in September and November 2001.  
Brookings Bay is located about 2.6 miles southwest of the Site (Appendix C).  Sampling at Brookings 
Bay included three (3) inter-tidal, and three (3) sub-tidal locations.  The test parameters included each of 
the proposed parameters for the North Peninsula, among others (e.g., volatile organic compounds). 
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3.0 RESULTS 

Results of the sediment testing are summarized on Table 1, which includes only compounds 
detected by the laboratory.  The complete test results are provided in Appendix D. 

Sediment chemistry was compared to National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA) screening values for marine sediment which are included on Table 1.  More specifically, as was 
approved by MDEP during the Maine Yankee RCRA closure, the Effects Range Low (ERLs) values were 
used for screening of sediment chemistry, where available.  Apparent Effects Threshold (AET) values 
were used when ERLs have not been published for a given compound.  When NOAA screening values 
were not available for a given analyte, screening values published by the Ontario Ministry of the 
Environment and Environment Canada were listed; Table 1 includes reference to the screening 
value source. 

Analytes exceeding the applicable NOAA screening values are bolded on Table 1.  Results for the 
organic and inorganic analyses are summarized below. 

3.1 PAHs 

PAHs exceeded the NOAA screening values at eight of the ten sample locations.  Lower 
concentrations of PAHs were detected at sample locations southeast of the ash ponds (SD201, SD202, 
SD203 and SD204).  The highest concentrations of PAHs were detected at SD210, located northeast of a 
former coal storage area.  The test data also indicate generally similar concentrations of PAHs in sample 
couplets from the 0 to 8-inch depth and the approximate 12 to 18-inch depth. 

3.2 Pesticides 

4,4-DDT was detected at one sample location, SD207, at both the shallow and deeper sample 
intervals.  The concentrations ranged from 2 to 4 micrograms per kilogram (µg/kg) and were slightly 
above the NOAA screening value of 1 µg/kg.  G-BHC was detected at a concentration of 13 µg/kg in 
SD207-S1, but was non-detect in the duplicate sample (reporting limit of 8 µg/kg).  The guideline 
published by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment for g-BHC is 3 µg/kg, which is below the 
laboratory reporting limit.  Other pesticides were detected above screening values in SD206-S1 and 
SD207-S2.  However, the laboratory indicated that the samples did not meet internal confirmation 
acceptance criteria.  Pesticides were not detected during re-sampling at SD206 (refer to Sample Nos. 
SD206-N, SD206-E, SD206-S, SD206-W and SD206-D). 

3.3 PCBs 

PCBs were detected at five sample locations at concentrations ranging from 9 to 21 µg/kg.  
These concentrations are below the NOAA screening value for total PCBs of 22.7 µg/kg.  The testing 
laboratory initially detected PCB-1260 at 1,420 µg/kg in SD206-S1, but retesting of the sample by the 
laboratory in light of the apparent anomaly indicated concentrations of less than 40 µg/kg.  To further 
investigate the potential for elevated PCBs at SD206, Ransom collected five additional samples  
(0 to 8-inch interval) at the original sample location and 5 feet north, east, south and west of the original 
sample location.  The results were non-detect for PCBs. 
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3.4 Metals 

Arsenic, barium, mercury and selenium were detected in sediment samples at concentrations 
slightly above their respective screening values at one or more sample locations.  Arsenic was detected at 
concentrations ranging from 5.4 to 12.7 mg/kg; the NOAA guideline is 8.2 mg/kg.  Barium was detected 
at concentrations ranging from 21 to 70 mg/kg; the NOAA guideline is 48 mg/kg.  Mercury was detected 
at concentrations ranging from 0.04 mg/kg to 0.25 mg/kg; the NOAA guideline is 0.15 mg/kg.  
Selenium was detected at one location (SD201-S1) at 2.2 mg/kg; the NOAA guideline is 1 mg/kg. 

3.5 Comparison to Background Data 

Background sample locations and chemistry are provided in Appendix C.  The Maine Yankee 
background data are generally below the NOAA and other cited screening values.  Concentrations of 
arsenic in the background sediments ranged from 8.1 to 10.4 mg/kg, which is similar to the range 
identified for the Site.  Background mercury concentrations were generally greater than those detected at 
the Site, with a range of 0.15 to 0.36 ug/kg.  PCBs and pesticides were not detected in the background 
samples. 

3.6 QA/QC Data 

Co-located samples at SD207 (SD207-S1 and SD207-D) exhibited good agreement for the 
analytes reported.  Because the samples were not true duplicates (i.e., split after homogenizing), 
quantitative assessment of laboratory precision is not applicable. 

PAHs and PCBs were not detected in the equipment rinse blank (EBSP1-B1).  Naphthalene was 
detected at 1.4 µg/l in both the equipment rinse blank and in an internal laboratory blank and is 
interpreted as an invalid result (laboratory artifact).  Cadmium, lead and selenium were detected in the 
rinse blank at trace concentrations of 0.0009, 0.006 and 0.003 milligrams per liter (mg/l), respectively.
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4.0 CONCLUSIONS 

The sediment sampling program has identified concentrations of organic and inorganic 
constituents above background concentrations indicating the possibility of impacts from operations at the 
former Mason Station power plant.  Several PAHs and metals were detected at concentrations above 
NOAA and other screening guidelines.  The sediment test data and subsequent follow-up sampling did 
not indicate concentrations of PCBs above screening values. 

The test results are consistent with the historically industrial use of the Site, and commerce along 
the Sheepscot River and nearby Wiscasset Harbor.  Such activities have involved the use, storage and 
transport of coal, oil and other raw materials and products.  The presence of elevated organic and 
inorganic constituents to depths of 18 inches indicates historical impacts that likely span several years, if 
not decades. 



Table 1  Summary of Compounds Detected in Sediment
North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village
Wiscasset, Maine

NOAA SD201-S1 SD202-S1 SD203-S1 SD203-S2 SD204-S1 SD205-S1 SD206-S1 SD206-S2 SD207-S1 SD207-S2 SD207D-S1 SD208-S1 SD209-S1 SD210-S1
Guidelines (f1 ) 12/8/2006 12/8/2006 12/8/2006 12/8/2006 12/8/2006 12/8/2006 12/11/2006 12/11/2006 12/11/2006 12/11/2006 12/11/2006 12/11/2006 12/11/2006 12/11/2006
(except as noted) 0-6" 0-6" 0-6" 10-16" 0-8" 0-8" 0-8" 12-18" 0-8" 12-18" 0-8" 0-8" 0-8" 0-8"

PAHs (ug/kg)

Naphthalene 160 21U 20U 23U 15J 20U 17U 23 62 17U 15 14J 19U 118 175
Acenaphthylene 44 21U 20U 23U 22U 29 30 29 15 37 88 39 19U 10J 14J
Acenaphthene 16 18 14U 16U 15U 14U 34 91 105 13 21 25 20 132 229
Fluorene 19 31 Tabl 16U 15 22 43 81 92 23 59 31 19 119 213
Phenanthrene 240 193 107 149 133 249 405 726 755 292 604 326 158 749 1,760
Anthracene 85.3 70 39 45 48 58 97 194 205 44 85 64 41 218 621
Fluoranthene 600 219 191 220 236 327 589 928 843 352 576 394 230 736 2,380
Pyrene 665 203 195 214 256 412 582 830 816 444 743 418 193 595 2,180
Benzo(a)anthracene 261 160 153 145 196 248 334 506 438 204 330 218 119 345 1,390
Chrysene 384 239 213 204 252 296 409 585 423 272 440 268 128 333 1,290
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1,800 173 181 194 238 301 418 611 489 269 418 296 181 418 1,800
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 1,800 72 76 66 85 101 146 223 176 82 135 112 57 141 650
Benzo(a)pyrene 430 123 135 139 170 241 325 483 429 218 342 238 140 319 1,540
Dibenz[a,h]anthracene 63.4 21U 20U 23U 20J 30 48 70 61 24 34 20 19U 24 112*
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 90 105 112 144 195 249 309 291 130 150 97 51 99 389
Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene 600 140 157 171 227 297 384 493 439 220 258 183 102 197 514
2-Methylnaphthalene 70 21U 20U 23U 22U 20U 17U 12J 17 17U 17 17U 19U 39 57

Pesticides (ug/kg)
 

a-BHC 6 f2 na na 1U 2U na na 1U 1 0.8U 4D 0.7U na na na
b-BHC 5 f2 na na 8D 2U na na 2D 0.8 4D 5D 2D na na na
d-BHC nsv na na 1U 2 na na 1U 0.5U 0.8U 0.7U 0.7U na na na
g-BHC 3 f2 na na 1U 2U na na 1U 0.5U 13 6D 8D na na na
Heptachlor 0.3 na na 1U 2U na na 1U 0.5U 0.8U 0.7U 0.7U na na na
Heptachlor Epoxide 0.6 f3 na na 1U 2U na na 8D 0.5U 0.8U 0.7U 0.7U na na na
Dieldrin 0.02 na na 1U 2U na na 67D 0.5U 0.8U 2D 0.7U na na na
4,4'-DDE 2.2 na na 1U 2U na na 10D 0.9D 2D 0.7U 0.7U na na na
4,4'-DDT 1 na na 1U 2U na na 1U 0.6 4 4 2 na na na
Methoxychlor nsv na na 2U 2U na na 13D 0.8U 1U 1U 1U na na na
Endrin Ketone nsv na na 1U 2U na na 1U 0.5U 0.8U 3D 0.7U na na na

PCBs (ug/kg)

PCB-1260 22.7 f4 13 14U 9U 14U 17 21 resampled 5U 8U 6U 6U 8U 9 11
PCB-1268 22.7 f4 na na na na na na na na na na na na na 16

Chlorinated Herbicides (ug/kg)  nsv na na (84-11,219)U (83-11,059)U na na (68-9,113)U (48-6,436)U (62-8,226)U (53-7,101)U (64-8,539)U na na na

Metals (mg/kg)

Arsenic 8.2 8.7 9.7 12.7 7 6.8 7.9 7.2 5.4 8 7.1 10.2 7.5 6.4 5.8
Barium 48 44 21J 22J 45 41 35 37 54 70 30 52 39 59 30
Cadmium 1.2 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J 0.5U 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J 0.2J
Chromium 81 44 46 51 54 51 39 44 20 51 42 43 41 25 28
Lead 46.7 24 19 34 32 23 25 24 9 21 20 24 14 13 24
Mercury 0.15 0.17 0.17 0.18 0.25 0.21 0.11 0.17 0.04J 0.16 0.06J 0.14 0.12 0.1 0.18
Selenium 1 2.2 0.8 0.7J 0.5 0.4J 0.4J 0.6J 0.1J 0.3J 0.3J 0.3J 1 0.7 0.4J
Silver 1 0.33 0.25 0.22 0.27 0.35 0.35 0.39 0.19 0.28 0.26 0.26 0.5 0.34 0.22

Notes:

f1: NOAA guidelines: Effects Range Low (ERL) concentration where available, otherwise the Apparent Effects Threshold (AET) was cited; 2006
f2: Ontario Ministry of the Environment Lowest Effects Level (LEL), 1993
f3: Environment Canada Interim Sediment Quality Guidelines, 2002
f4: Total PCBs
na: not analyzed
U: Undetected
J: estimated concentration
D:  sample did not meet confirmation acceptance criteria for percent difference
NSV: No screening value
*: Sample did not meet acceptance criteria in the MS/MSD analyzed on this sample due to matrix affect



Table 1  Summary of Compounds Detected in Sediment
(continued)
North Peninsula, Point East Maritime Village
Wiscasset, Maine

NOAA SD206-N SD206-E SD206-S SD206-W SD206-D
Guidelines (f1 ) 2/23/2007 2/23/2007 2/23/2007 2/23/2007 3/12/2007
(except as noted) 0-8" 0-8" 0-8" 0-8" 0-8"

PAHs (ug/kg)

Naphthalene 160 na na na na na
Acenaphthylene 44 na na na na na
Acenaphthene 16 na na na na na
Fluorene 19 na na na na na
Phenanthrene 240 na na na na na
Anthracene 85.3 na na na na na
Fluoranthene 600 na na na na na
Pyrene 665 na na na na na
Benzo(a)anthracene 261 na na na na na
Chrysene 384 na na na na na
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1,800 na na na na na
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 1,800 na na na na na
Benzo(a)pyrene 430 na na na na na
Dibenz[a,h]anthracene 63.4 na na na na na
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 na na na na na
Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene 600 na na na na na
2-Methylnaphthalene 70 na na na na na

Pesticides (ug/kg)

a-BHC 6 f2 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
b-BHC 5 f2 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
d-BHC nsv 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
g-BHC 3 f2 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
Heptachlor 0.3 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
Heptachlor Epoxide 0.6 f3 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
Dieldrin 0.02 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
4,4'-DDE 2.2 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
4,4'-DDT 1 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
Methoxychlor nsv 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U
Endrin Ketone nsv 3U 2U 3U 3U 1.7U

PCBs (ug/kg)

PCB-1260 22.7 f4 23U 15U 26U 26U 14U
PCB-1268 22.7 f4 23U 15U 26U 26U 14U

Chlorinated Herbicides (ug/kg)  nsv na na na na na

Metals (mg/kg)

Arsenic 8.2 na na na na na
Barium 48 na na na na na
Cadmium 1.2 na na na na na
Chromium 81 na na na na na
Lead 46.7 na na na na na
Mercury 0.15 na na na na na
Selenium 1 na na na na na
Silver 1 na na na na na

Notes:

f1: NOAA guidelines: Effects Range Low (ERL) concentration where available, otherwise the Apparent Effects Threshold (AET) was cited; 2006
f2: Ontario Ministry of the Environment Lowest Effects Level (LEL), 1993
f3: Environment Canada Interim Sediment Quality Guidelines, 2002
f4: Total PCBs
na: not analyzed
U: Undetected
J: estimated concentration
D:  sample did not meet confirmation acceptance criteria for percent difference
nsv: No screening value
*: Sample did not meet acceptance criteria in the MS/MSD analyzed on this sample due to matrix affect
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January 23, 2008 Project 056008 

Mr. Scott Whittier 
Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
17 State House Station 
Augusta, Maine  04333-0017 

RE: DRAFT Subsurface Investigation and Remediation 
Former Underground Storage Tank Area 
Point East Maritime Village, 144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine 

Dear Mr. Whittier: 

Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom) is pleased to present this letter report documenting 
subsurface investigation and remediation associated with a former underground storage tank (UST) area 
at the Point East Maritime Village located at 144 Birch Point Road in Wiscasset, Maine (the Site).  
Subsurface investigations were performed in accordance with the Work Plan for North Peninsula 
Investigation & Remediation prepared by Ransom and dated April 30, 2007.  The Work Plan was 
reviewed and approved by the Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP). 

BACKGROUND 

Previous investigation conducted by Jacques Whitford Company Inc. (Jacques Whitford) identified the 
historic presence of two USTs located adjacent to a former equipment shed west of the power 
plant building.  The USTs were reportedly 1,000-gallons in size and used for the storage of gasoline and 
diesel fuel.  Central Maine Power (CMP) records indicate that both USTs were removed from the Site in 
October 1986. 

In the summer of 2004, as part of a Phase II Environmental Site Assessment, Jacques Whitford conducted 
a subsurface investigation in this area consisting of the excavation of one test pit (TP138) and the 
advancement of one geoprobe soil boring (GP101).  Results of the Jacques Whitford subsurface 
investigation indicated a petroleum odor and a concrete slab at a depth of six feet below grade in test pit 
TP138; Jacques Whitford commented that the concrete slab might be associated with a UST.  
Analytical results indicated a detection of 260 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) of gasoline range 
organics in a soil sample collected from boring GP101 at a depth of 9.6 to 10 feet below grade.  In order 
to better define the extent of potential soil impact and investigate the possible presence of a UST, Ransom 
proposed to complete two additional test pits in the area of the former USTs. 

The area of the former USTs is proposed for parking and a drive way accessing future building lots to 
the north.  A figure showing the proposed Site layout is attached as Appendix A. 



Mr. Scott Whittier 
Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
 
 

 
 

SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION AND SOIL REMOVAL 

On June 6, 2007, Ransom oversaw the excavation of nine (9) test pits in the area of the former USTs.  
Test pit locations are shown on Figure 2.  Test pits were excavated by Environmental Projects Inc. (EPI) 
of Gray, Maine, using a Komatsu 200 excavator equipped with a ¾-yard bucket.  Throughout the 
excavation activities, Ransom field screened soil samples collected from the test pits using a 
photoionization detector (PID). 

Excavation was initiated at test pit TP226.  At a depth of approximately two feet below grade, Ransom 
observed fill material including bricks, coal, rail road ties, etc., that exhibited a petroleum odor.  At a 
depth of six feet, the subsurface material was observed to transition to glaciomarine clay with varying 
amounts of fine sand and silt.  The clay material exhibited a petroleum odor and extended to a depth of 
ten feet below grade, at which depth bedrock was encountered.  PID readings from test pit TP226 are 
summarized on the Test Pit Log (Attachment B), and in the Field Screening Results table in the 
following section.  Given the petroleum odors and associated elevated PID readings, Ransom 
recommended excavation of petroleum-impacted soils at the location of TP226. 

About 70 tons of soil were excavated to a depth of about ten feet over an approximate 8-foot by 16-foot 
area at TP226.  The soil was stockpiled on plastic sheeting pending characterization and off-site disposal.  
EPI loaded the petroleum-impacted soil for transport and disposal at Commercial Recycling of 
Scarborough, Maine on November 8, 2007.  Soil disposal receipts are provided in Appendix C. 

Test pit TP227 was excavated to the east of TP226.  Test pit 227 extended to a depth of six feet 
below grade.  Subsurface materials were observed to consist of glaciomarine clay that did not appear to 
contain fill at depths greater than 2.5 feet.  PID readings from TP227 did not indicate the presence of 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and petroleum odors were not observed.  A confirmation soil sample 
(TP227-S3) was collected from TP227 and submitted for laboratory analysis of diesel range organics 
(DRO), gasoline range organics (GRO), VOCs, and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs).  
PID readings are summarized on the Test Pit Logs in Appendix B, and in the Field Screening Results 
Table in the following section. 

In order to better define the extent of petroleum contamination observed in TP226, Ransom excavated a 
series of additional test pits (TP226A through TP226G, Figure 2) in the area of the former USTs.  
Test pits were excavated to the north, south, east, and west of TP226.  The additional test pits were 
excavated to depths generally ranging from 10 to 12 feet below grade. 

Following excavation activities, a composite soil sample was collected for disposal characterization from 
the stockpiled material generated from TP226.  The composite soil sample, as well as the confirmation 
soil sample collected from TP227, were submitted under chain-of-custody procedures to Analytics 
Environmental Laboratory LLC (Analytics) of Portsmouth, New Hampshire.  The certified laboratory 
analytical reports are included as Appendix D. 
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SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION RESULTS 

Field screening results obtained from the test pits excavated in the former UST area are summarized in 
the following table. 

FIELD SCREENING RESULTS 
 

Test Pit I.D. Depth Below Grade (feet) PID Result (ppm/v) 

TP226 0-2 
2-8 

<5 
Up to 224 

TP226A 0-6 
at 6 

<5 
Up to 100 

TP226B 0-4 
at 4 

<5 
Up to 50 

TP226C 0-8 
8-10 

<5 
Up to 270 

TP226D 0-8 
8-11 

<5 
Up to 250 

TP226E 0-4 
4-11 

<5 
Up to 350 

TP226F 
0-8 

8-12 eastern wall 
8-12 western wall 

<5 
up to 300 

<5 

TP226G 0-11 <2 

TP227 0-6 <1 
NOTE: 
ppm/v = parts per million per volume 

 
 
As shown in the table, field screening results indicated that, with the exception of the area of TP226, 
petroleum contamination appears to be generally limited to a zone from approximately four feet below 
ground surface to the top of bedrock (about 10 to 12 feet below ground surface). 

Laboratory analytical results for the soil sample collected from the TP226 soil stockpile indicate the 
detection of gasoline range organics at a concentration of 385 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg).  
Diesel range organics were detected in the stockpile sample at a concentration of 3,820 mg/kg.  
Various volatile and semi-volatile organic compounds indicative of petroleum hydrocarbon contamination 
were also detected in the soil stockpile sample.  Petroleum hydrocarbons were not detected in the 
confirmation soil sample collected from test pit TP227. 
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Based on the field screening and laboratory analytical results obtained during this investigation, the extent 
of contamination appears to be defined to the north by TP226G, to the west by TP226F, and to the east 
by TP227.  Visual observations and field screening results suggest that contamination may extend beneath 
the concrete foundations located to the south of test pit TP226.  USTs were not encountered in any of the 
test pits. 

Ransom observed groundwater at depths between six and nine feet below grade.  Ransom observed no  
phase-separated petroleum on the water table at any location. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The investigation and remediation at the UST area included the removal of petroleum-impacted soils in 
the apparent source area (vicinity of TP226).  Soils at this location exhibited elevated VOCs from a depth 
of about two feet to the top of bedrock at about 10 feet below grade.  Groundwater was observed at a 
depth of about nine feet, and contained no free product. 

Investigations surrounding the apparent source area identified petroleum-impacted glaciomarine clay at 
depths greater than four feet below grade, indicating vertical and lateral spreading with depth away from 
the source area.  The investigations also indicated the approximate limits of the petroleum-impacted soils 
between about 20 and 40 feet to the west, north and east of the apparent source area (TP226); Ransom 
concluded that soils impacted by relatively low concentrations of petroleum likely extend to the south 
beneath a concrete slab. 

Petroleum-impacted soils remain at the UST area, but are not likely to pose a significant risk to human 
health or the environment given the depth below ground surface, relatively low to moderate 
concentrations of petroleum, and proposed future use of this part of the Site.  The area of the former USTs 
will be developed for parking and an access road. 

Ransom has prepared a draft groundwater monitoring plan for the Mason Station site which includes a 
monitoring well at the former UST area and several downgradient wells to the east, north and west.  
Groundwater sampling and testing as part of the groundwater monitoring program will assist in 
evaluating the nature and extent of impacts to groundwater associated with former USTs at the Site.  
Further remediation of the former UST area does not appear warranted at this time. 
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CLOSURE 

Ransom appreciates your review of this investigation report.  In the meantime, if you have any questions 
please feel free to contact us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
RANSOM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC. 
 
 
 
Eriksen P. Phenix Brian R. Pettingill, P.G., R.E.A. 
Project Scientist Senior Project Manager 
 
 
 
D. Todd Coffin, P.G., C.G. 
Senior Geologist 
 
EPP/BRP/DTC:sg 
Attachments 
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1. SITE PLAN BASED ON FIGURES TITLED "POINT EAST MARITIME
VILLAGE, MARITIME SQUARE"; "HILTON POND" AND "SOUTH POINT"
PREPARED BY OEST ASSOCIATES, INC. AND A  DRAWING SUPPLIED BY
JACQUES WHITFORD COMPANY.

2. SOME FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE IN LOCATION AND SCALE.
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.:  056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION:  TP226 

Location:  North Peninsula Ground Elevation:   

Client:  Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor:  EPI Operator:  Charlie 

Equipment:  Komatsu 200 Samples Collected  X Yes __No 

Capacity/Reach:  ¾ yard/20 ft. Time Started:  0815 Time Completed:  0850 

Weather:  Mostly Sunny ~ 65°F 

Logged by:  EPP Date:  6/6/07 

Checked by: Date: 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

 
Soil Description PID 

 S1 0-2 Dark brown SAND and GRAVEL, little silt, coal 
material (seam) from ~ 7” to 1’bgs. 0 

2 S2 2-4 Light brown CLAY, some stained gray, petroleum 
odor, mixed with bricks, coal and railroad ties. 31 

 S3 4-6 Same as above, petroleum odor 224 

6 S4 6-8 Gray CLAY, some SAND, petroleum odor NM 

10 S5 8-10 Same as above, bedrock @ 10’ NM 

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  __18________              
Width___12________                  
Depth___10_________                  

 

Remarks: 
1) Stockpile sample submitted to Analytics for GRO, DRO, 
VOC, PAH, RCRA 8 Metals analysis. 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material. 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.:  056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION:  TP227 

Location:  North Peninsula Ground Elevation:   

Client:  Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor:  EPI Operator:  Charlie 

Equipment:  Komatsu 200 Samples Collected    Yes __No 

Capacity/Reach:  ¾ yard/20 ft. Time Started:  0815 Time Completed:  0850 

Weather:  Mostly Sunny ~ 65°F 

Logged by:  EPP Date:  6/6/07 

Checked by: Date: 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

 
Soil Description PID 

 S1 0-2 Dark brown SAND and GRAVEL, some coal 
material 0 

2.5 S2 2-4 Bluish gray CLAY, moist 0 

 S3 4-6 Mottled brown/gray CLAY 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  __27________              
Width___ 9________                  
Depth___ 6_________                  

 

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S3 submitted to Analytics for GRO, DRO, 
VOC, PAHs, Lead, analysis. 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom) is pleased to present this report documenting 
investigation conducted at the Mason Station LLC property located at 144 Birch Point Road in Wiscasset, 
Maine (the Site).  This report focuses on the investigation conducted within the suspected solid waste fill 
area located on the North Peninsula of the Site.  The investigation described herein was conducted to 
provide additional Site characterization data to identify potential closure requirements for the fill area 
under Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP) Chapter 401, Section 5 (solid waste), and 
Chapter 851, Section 11 (Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Hazardous Waste). 

Investigation activities were performed in accordance with a Work Plan titled “Work Plan for 
North Peninsula Investigation & Remediation, 144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine,” completed by 
Ransom in May, 2007.  The Work Plan was finalized based on comments provided by MDEP in a letter 
dated March 23, 2007. 

1.1 Project Location and Background 

The Mason Station, LLC property consists of approximately 33 acres located at 144 Birch Point 
Road, about 0.5 miles southeast of Wiscasset Village (Figure 1).  The property was developed by Central 
Maine Power Company (CMP) in approximately 1940 as the Mason Station Power Plant.  Both coal and 
oil were burned at the plant until the early 1960s, at which time the plant was operated exclusively 
with oil.  Power generation ceased at the facility in 1984.  The plant was brought back on line in 1988, 
and then deactivated in 1989.  CMP reactivated the plant in 1997 in preparation for the sale of the facility. 
Florida Power and Light (FPL) purchased the Site from CMP and owned it from 1999 to December 2003, 
when it was purchased by Mason Station, LLC (Mason). 

Prior investigations at the Site by Jacques Whitford Company, Inc. in 2004 identified areas of 
potential environmental concern at the northern end of the North Peninsula.  Also in 2004, URS 
Corporation implemented a shoreline stabilization plan under contract with Central Maine Power 
Company (CMP).  This shoreline stabilization plan was implemented in accordance with an  
MDEP-approved Natural Resources Protection Act (NRPA) permit application dated January 30, 2004 
(MDEP License No. L-6873-4E-D-N).  The shoreline stabilization work targeted the shore of the North 
Peninsula where erosion had exposed ACM fill. 

With MDEP approval, Mason Station LLC began a coal removal and stockpiling program at the 
North Peninsula in the fall of 2006.  The majority of the coal removal has been completed and the mixed 
soil and coal stockpile is located at the North Peninsula pending reuse as a base material under proposed 
on-Site parking lots.  In a letter dated May 3, 2007, MDEP approved reuse of the mixed coal and soil 
material in accordance with a coal closure plan prepared by Ransom (dated April 9, 2007). 

The property is currently proposed for mixed residential and commercial development.  
The proposed Site development is referred to as the Point East Maritime Village and plans include a 
marina, boat yard, retail shops, and residential development. 
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2.0 SCOPE OF WORK AND METHODOLOGY 

The scope of work conducted in the suspected solid waste fill area included the following: 

• Background Data Review; 

• Site Reconnaissance; 

• Test Pit Excavation and Sampling; 

• Background Sample Collection; and 

• Sample Analysis. 

Details of the scope of work and methodology are discussed in the following sections. 

2.1 Background Data Review 

Previous environmental reports prepared for the Site were reviewed during preparation of the 
investigation work plan.  Previous reports reviewed included a hydrogeologic evaluation 
(Haley & Aldrich, 1992) and a Phase II Environmental Site Assessment (Jacques Whitford, 2004). 

The hydrogeologic evaluation performed by Haley & Aldrich consisted of a series of test pits, test 
borings, groundwater monitoring well installations, and chemical analysis of the soils, groundwater, and 
surface water in the vicinity of former aboveground storage tanks at the Mason Station LLC property.  
No significant environmental impacts to soil or groundwater resulting from petroleum storage and 
handling were identified during this hydrogeologic evaluation.  Please refer to the Haley & Aldrich report 
(Haley & Aldrich, 1992) for additional information regarding the hydrogeologic evaluation. 

A Phase II Environmental Site Assessment, completed by Jacques Whitford Inc. in 2004, 
included the completion of sixty (60) test pits and eighteen (18) Geoprobe borings at locations throughout 
the Mason Station, LLC property, including the North Peninsula.  Numerous soil and groundwater 
samples were collected from the test pits and Geoprobe borings and submitted for laboratory analysis.  
The Phase II assessment identified elevated concentrations of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), 
diesel range organics (DRO) and/or gasoline range organics (GRO) in fill materials located on the 
North Peninsula.  Additionally, many of the fill materials observed during the Phase II assessment were 
suspected of containing asbestos.  Additional information regarding the Phase II Environmental Site 
Assessment can be found in the Jacques Whitford report (Jacques Whitford, 2004). 

2.2 Site Reconnaissance and Suspect ACM Sampling 

As part of the current investigation, a visual reconnaissance was conducted for the fill areas of the 
North Peninsula, including the shoreline and adjacent former coal storage areas.  The visual 
reconnaissance was performed to identify suspect asbestos containing materials (ACM) which may have 
been present at the surface in those areas. 
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An initial Site reconnaissance was conducted on May 17, 2007 by Mr. Todd Young (Asbestos 
Inspector Certification AI-0225) and Ms. Amy Borslien (Asbestos Inspector Certification AI-0531).  As a 
result of tidal fluctuations along the shoreline, additional Site reconnaissance was performed on  
May 22–24, and June 8, 2007.  The Site reconnaissance activities identified numerous materials at the 
surface of the fill area suspected of containing asbestos.  Materials identified during the Site 
reconnaissance as suspect ACM were sampled according to the following methodology. 

For the purposes of sample collection, suspect ACM was separated into three categories:  
Thermal System Insulation (TSI), Surfacing Materials, and Miscellaneous ACM.  TSI includes materials 
used to prevent heat loss or gain or water condensation on mechanical systems.  Examples of TSI are pipe 
insulation, boiler insulation, duct insulation, and mudded insulation on pipe-fittings/elbows.  
Surfacing materials include all materials that have been sprayed-on, trowelled-on, or otherwise applied to 
an existing surface.  Surfacing ACM is commonly used for fireproofing, decorative and 
acoustical applications.  Miscellaneous materials include all those that are not listed above, such as 
linoleum, vinyl flooring, and ceiling tile. 

Sampling of suspect ACM was conducted in accordance with the US Environmental Protection 
Agency (US EPA) Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act (AHERA) protocols set forth in 40 CFR 
Parts 763.85 & 763.86 and MEDEP “Asbestos Management Regulations” (Chapter 425).  The AHERA 
standard specifies and provides guidance on the number of samples to be collected from each 
homogeneous material, depending on the category in which the material has been classified: 

• Surfacing materials require random sampling.  The total number of samples collected is 
based on the square footage of the material.  A minimum of three samples is taken for 
quantities less than 1,000 square feet (SF), five samples are taken for quantities between 
1,000 and 5,000 SF, and seven samples are taken for quantities greater than 5,000 SF. 

• Thermal system insulation requires a minimum of three samples per each homogeneous 
material or one per patched area less than six linear feet (LF) or six SF. 

• Miscellaneous materials require the inspector to take samples of each homogeneous 
material in a manner sufficient to be representative.  Ransom collected a minimum of 
three samples to generate statistically reliable data. 

The visual reconnaissance resulted in the collection of fifty-six (56) samples from twenty-eight 
(28) homogeneous materials.  These samples were shipped via Federal Express overnight delivery under 
chain-of-custody procedures to AmeriSci Boston (AmeriSci), a Maine State-certified analytical laboratory 
located in Weymouth, Massachusetts.  Bulk suspect ACM were analyzed by polarized light microscopy 
(PLM) with dispersion staining.  Amerisci’s certificates are provided in Appendix B. 

2.3 Test Pit Excavation 

On May 22 through May 24, 2007, Ransom oversaw the excavation of 27 test pits  
(TP201–TP225, TP143R and TP147R) on the North Peninsula of the Site.  MDEP conducted periodic 
monitoring of the test pit excavation including site visits by Bill Butler on May 22, 2007, and by John 
Beane and Rick Kaselis on May 23, 2007. 
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Test pits were excavated by Environmental Projects Inc. (EPI) of Gray, Maine, using a Komatsu 
200 excavator equipped with a 3/4-cubic yard bucket and were excavated until native material 
was encountered.  Fill materials were not encountered in several test pit locations, and total depths of the 
test pits ranged from approximately 4 to 12 feet below ground surface.  Test pit locations are shown on 
Figure 2. 

Soil samples were collected from the test pits in approximately 2-foot intervals and screened in 
the field for the presence of organic vapors using a MiniRae 2000 Photoionization Detector (PID) 
equipped with a 10.6 eV lamp.  In test pits where fill materials were encountered, concentrations of 
hydrogen sulfide (H2S) and methane (CH4) were also recorded once the final depth of the test pit had 
been reached.  Soils encountered in the test pits were classified using the Bermister Soil 
Classification System.  Descriptions of the soils and fill materials encountered, along with field screening 
results, are recorded on the test pit logs included in Appendix A. 

Fourteen (14) samples were selected for laboratory analysis from the test pit program.  
Samples submitted for laboratory analysis were selected to enhance the lateral and vertical 
characterization of the solid waste fill area.  Samples were collected in laboratory supplied sample 
containers, placed under refrigerated conditions, and transported under chain-of-custody procedures to 
Analytics Environmental Laboratory, LLC (Analytics), a Maine State-certified analytical laboratory 
located in Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 

Test pits TP143R and TP147R were excavated in areas previously explored during the Phase II 
assessment conducted by Jacques Whitford in 2004.  Test pit TP143R was excavated at the location of 
former test pit TP143 (determined by surveyed location and visual evidence of former test pit).  
Analytical results obtained during the 2004 Phase II assessment indicated the presence of elevated 
concentrations of arsenic in TP143.  Material excavated from TP143R was placed in a roll-off bin, 
characterized for off-site disposal and disposed off-site by EPI.  Following excavation of TP143R, 
confirmation samples were collected from the test pit sidewalls at two feet and six feet below ground 
surface and an additional confirmation sample was collected from the bottom of the excavation.  
The confirmation soil samples collected from TP143R were analyzed for RCRA metals. 

Similarly, test pit TP147R was excavated at the location of former TP147.  Analytical results 
from the 2004 Phase II assessment indicated the detection of DRO at concentrations up to 560 milligrams 
per kilogram (mg/kg) at a depth of two to four feet in test pit TP147.  It should be noted that, since the 
excavation of the original test pit TP147, approximately two to three feet of surface material has been 
removed from the area as part of the coal removal activities performed at the Site.  Test pit TP147R was 
excavated to a total depth of 1.5 feet, prior to encountering bedrock.  No evidence of petroleum 
contamination was observed at the test pit location during the current investigation.  Soil samples were 
collected from the excavation sidewalls and bottom of TP147R and submitted for laboratory analysis 
of DRO. 
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2.4 Background Soil Sample Collection 

In an effort to determine naturally occurring concentrations of various metals in soil, a series of 
background samples (BACK-1 BACK-2, and BACK-3) were collected in the area of the Site and are 
shown on Figure 1.  Background samples were collected from 0-6 inches below ground surface at each 
location using a hand trowel.  The samples were placed in laboratory supplied sample containers and kept 
under refrigerated conditions until delivery under chain-of-custody procedures to Analytics.  
The background soil samples were analyzed for various metals including aluminum, arsenic, barium, 
boron, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, molybdenum, nickel, selenium, silver, vanadium, 
and zinc. 

2.5 Subsurface Asbestos Inspection 

Ms. Amy Borslien of Ransom provided oversight of the test pit program in order to evaluate 
subsurface materials for the presence of suspect ACM.  Bulk material suspected of containing asbestos 
was sampled and submitted to AmeriSci for asbestos analysis.  Approximately 50 percent of fill soil 
samples collected from test pits that exhibited no suspect ACM were submitted to Analytics for 
asbestos testing.  These samples were analyzed in accordance with the EPA Region 1 Standard Operating 
Procedure for the Screening Analysis of Soil and Sediment Samples for Asbestos Content. 

In summary, twenty-eight (28) bulk samples were collected and analyzed from fourteen (14) 
different suspect ACM in the 27 test pits excavated (refer to Figure 3 for bulk sample locations).  
An additional fifty-two (52) fill/soil samples were analyzed for asbestos from 25 test pit locations using 
the EPA Region 1 methodology for soils. 

2.6 Soil Sample Analysis 

In accordance with the Work Plan (Ransom, 2007), samples collected from the test pit 
excavations were submitted for one or more of the following chemical analyses: 

• Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
Method 8260; 

• Diesel Range Organics (DRO) by Maine HETL Method 4.1.25; 

• Gasoline Range Organics (GRO) by Maine HETL Method 4.2.17; 

• Acid and Base/Neutral extractable compounds (ABNs) by EPA Method 8270; 

• Various metals including aluminum, arsenic, barium, boron, cadmium, chromium, 
copper, lead, mercury, molybdenum, nickel, selenium, silver, vanadium, and zinc by EPA 
6000/7000 series methods; 

• Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) by EPA Method 8082; 

• Chloride by EPA Method 9056; 

• % Carbon (Loss of Ignition) by calculation; 
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• pH by EPA Method 9045; 

• Phosphorous by SM4500P; 

• Reactivity as Cyanide and Sulfide using EPA Modified Methods 7.3.3.2 and 7.3.4.2, 
respectively; 

• Flashpoint by EPA Method 1010; 

• Total Organic Halogens (TOX) by EPA Method 9023; and 

• Dioxin by EPA Method 8290 High Resolution PCDD/PCDF. 

The laboratory chemical analysis plan, indicating analysis and sample depth, is shown on Table 1. 
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3.0 FINDINGS 

3.1 Site Reconnaissance 

The Site reconnaissance by Ransom’s asbestos inspection team identified 28 bulk surface 
materials suspected of containing ACM.  These materials included gaskets, wire insulation, roofing 
material, transite, mastic, paperboard, fiberglass, brick and miscellaneous fibrous material.  The majority 
of the suspect ACM were located on the northwest side of the North Peninsula (refer to Figure 3), near 
and along the slope leading to the shoreline. 

The suspect ACM observed by Ransom on the ground surface appeared to be associated with 
other surface debris including metal piping, fittings, wood, bricks, wire, glass and other materials.  
The majority of the discarded material appeared weathered and was observed to be overgrown with grass, 
bushes, and trees.  This evidence suggests that much of the material was discarded many years ago. 

3.2 Site Geology 

The subsurface geology observed during the current investigation is consistent with previous 
investigations conducted at the Site.  Native materials encountered by this investigation generally 
consisted of mottled brown/gray glaciomarine clay.  Glacial till consisting of yellowish brown fine sand 
with varying amounts of silt and gravel were observed in test pits TP147R, TP213, TP216, TP217, and 
TP221, generally representing the eastern portion of the North Peninsula area.  Bedrock was encountered 
at depths of 1 to 1.5 feet below grade in TP147R and TP216 located on the southeastern portion of the 
North Peninsula.  It should be noted that approximately four feet of soil was removed from this area 
during the coal removal activities. 

Fill materials were identified in several test pit excavations generally completed at the northern 
and western portions of the investigation area.  Fill materials ranged in depth from 1 foot below grade in 
TP225 to eight feet below grade in TP207.  Fill materials identified in the test pit excavations included 
bricks, wood debris, glass, metal, rubber, asphalt, coal, and what appeared to be gypsum board and 
fiberglass insulation.  Materials encountered in the test pit excavations are recorded on the test pit logs 
included in Appendix A. 

Geologic cross-sections were developed to illustrate the lateral and vertical distribution of fill 
materials in the North Peninsula area.  Figure 6 shows the horizontal location of the geologic  
cross-sections.  Cross-section A-A’ (Figure 7) shows fill material beginning in the area of test pit TP206 
and extending north to the shoreline, as represented by test pit TP219.  Cross-section B-B’ (Figure 8) 
shows fill material beginning in the area of test pit TP221, and extending westward along the shoreline 
toward test pit TP218.  Bedrock outcrops were observed along the shoreline just west of TP218 indicating 
pinching out of the fill in this direction. 

3.3 Site Hydrogeology 

Previous investigations (Haley & Aldrich, 1992) have determined that groundwater at the Site is 
present in both marine sediments and bedrock at depths ranging from approximately 2 to 20 feet below 
ground surface.  Groundwater was calculated to be flowing radially outward from an area of relatively 
high ground-surface elevation located on the southern portion of the Site.  Groundwater was not 
encountered during the current test pit excavation program. 
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3.4 Soil Sample Field Screening Results 

Soil samples collected during the investigation were generally screened at 2-foot intervals for the 
presence of organic vapors.  Organic vapors were detected at concentrations ranging from 0.2 parts per 
million (ppm) to 19.3 ppm in the following test pits:  TP202, TP205, TP211, TP213, TP219, TP220, 
TP224, and TP143R.  Organic vapors were not detected by field screening procedures in the remaining 
test pits.  Test pits containing fill material were also screened in the field for concentrations of H2S 
and CH4.  Neither of these gasses was detected in any of the test pit excavations.  Field screening results 
are recorded on the test pit logs included in Appendix A. 

3.5 Soil Sample Analytical Results 

Laboratory data sheets for the soils testing are included in Appendix B.  The results are 
summarized in Table 2 which includes the findings for only those compounds detected in the 
soil samples. 

3.5.1 VOCs 

VOC testing of nine (9) soil samples indicated detection of naphthalene in TP211  
(0–2 feet) and TP224 (4–6 feet) at concentrations of 91(estimated) and 227 micrograms per 
kilogram (µg/kg), respectively.  These concentrations are well below the Maine Department of 
Environmental Protection (MDEP) remedial action guideline (RAG). 

3.5.2 ABNs 

Chemical analysis of the soil samples collected from the test pits indicated the detection 
acid/base neutral (ABN) compounds in samples collected from test pits TP202, TP204, TP211, 
TP218, TP223, and TP224.  ABN compounds were detected predominantly in the zero to two 
foot interval, with the exception of test pits TP204 and TP224, in which ABNs were also detected 
in the four to six foot interval.  ABN compounds detected in the soil samples included one or 
more of the following: 

• 3+4-Methylphenol; 

• Acenapthylene; 

• Anthracene; 

• Benzo[a]anthracene; 

• Benzo[a]pyrene; 

• Benzo[b]fluoranthene; 

• Benzo[k]fluoranthene; 

• Benzo(g,h,i)perylene; 
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• Chrysene; 

• Fluoranthene; 

• Fluorene; 

• Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene; 

• Pyrene; and 

• Phenanthrene. 

Detected concentrations of ABNs ranged from 145 µg/kg of anthracene in TP204, to 12,900 
µg/kg of phenanthrene in TP223.  The concentration of benzo[a]pyrene detected in the 0-2 foot sample of 
TP223 (5,240 µg/kg) exceeds the MDEP RAG of 2,000 µg/kg.  The detected concentrations of all other 
ABNs did not exceed their respective regulatory standards. 

3.5.3 DRO and GRO 

Petroleum hydrocarbon constituents consisting of diesel range organics (DRO) were 
detected in the zero to two foot interval in soil samples collected from test pits TP211 and TP223, 
and in the four to six foot interval in soil samples collected from test pits TP204 and TP224.  
Concentrations of DRO ranged from 12 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) in TP204 to 70 mg/kg 
in TP 223.  Based on a review of the chromotagrams for the DRO analysis, it appears the DRO 
corresponds to a hydrocarbon with a substantially heavier molecular weight than diesel fuel or 
lighter fuel oil, such as No. 2 fuel oil.  Potential higher molecular weight products include 
lubricating oil or heavy fuel oil (such as No. 6).  The DRO detected may also be the result of 
atmospheric fallout from past on-Site combustion of fossil fuel. 

MDEP has established a Site soil cleanup goal of 100 mg/kg for heavy 
petroleum products.  Based on the chromatogram analysis and lack of VOCs detected in the 
Site soils, this standard appears appropriate for the DRO detected.  The DRO cleanup goal of 
100 mg/kg was not exceeded for any of the samples tested. 

Gasoline range organics (GRO) were detected at a concentration of 1.780 mg/kg in the 
zero to two foot sample collected from test pit TP211.  GRO were not detected in any of the other 
soil samples analyzed during this investigation.  The detection of 1.780 mg/kg of GRO does not 
exceed the MDEP-assigned Site GRO cleanup guideline for soils of 5.0 mg/kg. 

3.5.4 PCBs 

The PCB compound Aroclor-1260 was detected in soil samples collected from the zero to 
two foot interval in test pits TP204, TP207, and TP223, and in the four to six foot interval 
in TP207.  Concentrations of Aroclor-1260 ranged from 49 µg/kg in TP223 to 182 µg/kg 
in TP204.  None of the detected concentrations of Aroclor-1260 exceed the MDEP RAG of 
2,200 µg/kg (total PCBs) or the 1,000 µg/kg guideline used by EPA for cleanup of PCB 
Remediation Wastes. 
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3.5.5 Dioxin 

Several dioxin congeners were detected in the three soil samples analyzed for dioxin.  
It should be noted that the congener 2,3,7,8-TCDD, generally recognized as the most toxic 
congener, was not detected above the laboratory detection limit in any of the samples analyzed.  
The congener detected in the highest concentrations was OCDD.  However, the laboratory report 
indicates that OCDD was also detected in the method blank. 

Ransom utilized MDEP’s published Toxic Equivalency Factors (TEFs) (Maine Solid 
Waste Management Rules, Chapter 405, Tables 405.1 and 405.2) and TEFs recommended by 
EPA Region 9 (Preliminary Removal Goals Table and Users Guide) to evaluate the risk posed by 
the concentrations of dioxin congeners detected at the Site.  As shown on Table 3, the MDEP 
“Compliance TEF” and the TEF based on EPA Region 9 guidance did not exceed the EPA 
Region 9 Preliminary Removal Goal (PRG) of 3.9 ppt.  The TEF methodology evaluates the 
toxicity of dioxin congeners based on “equivalent toxicity” relative to the congener 2,3,7, 
8-TCDD. 

3.5.6 Metals 

Various concentrations of metals including aluminum, arsenic, barium, boron, chromium, 
copper, lead, molybdenum, mercury, nickel, selenium, vanadium, and zinc were detected in the 
soil samples collected from the test pit excavations.  Arsenic was detected at a concentration of 
15.2 mg/kg in a soil sample collected from the zero to two foot interval of TP218.  This detection 
exceeds the MDEP remediation goal of 10 mg/kg for this metal.  The concentration of arsenic 
detected in TP218 also appears to be slightly elevated in comparison to the concentrations of 
arsenic detected in the background samples (BACK-1, BACK-2, and BACK-3), which ranged 
from 7.5 mg/kg to 8.6 mg/kg. 

Elevated concentrations of vanadium, ranging from 160 mg/kg to 470 mg/kg, were 
detected in soils samples collected from TP204 (0-2 feet and 4-6 feet), TP207 (0–2 feet and  
4–6 feet), TP211 (0–2 feet) TP218 (4–6 feet) and TP224 (0–2 feet).  A remedial action guideline 
for vanadium has not been established by the MDEP; the risk-based concentration (RBC) 
established by EPA Region III for residential settings is 78 mg/kg.  The concentrations of 
vanadium detected were elevated in comparison to concentrations of vanadium detected in the 
background soil samples collected during this investigation.  Based on the historic use of fossil 
fuel and the consistent distribution of vanadium in near-surface soils and shallow fill material, the 
source for the elevated vanadium is believed to be from oil and coal ash associated with burning 
fossil fuels. 

Given the apparently elevated concentrations of vanadium at the Site, Ransom contracted 
Dickenson & Associates (D&A) to conduct a targeted risk assessment.  Based on a residential 
exposure scenario, D&A calculated a vanadium exposure point concentration (EPC) of 641 
mg/kg for a hazard index (HI) of 1.0 (vanadium is classified as non-carcinogenic).  The fourteen 
(14) soil samples at Mason Station were used to establish Site-specific EPC s for vanadium based 
on ProUCL version 4.0 established by EPA.  Using this model, an EPC of 209 mg/kg was 
calculated which represents a 95% upper confidence level.  This Site EPC is well below the value 
of 641 mg/kg which satisfies the HI of 1.0, and demonstrates that the vanadium distribution at 
Mason Station poses no significant risk to human health for residential exposure. 
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Based on comparison to background sample results, concentrations of other metals 
detected in the on-site soils appear to be consistent with naturally occurring concentrations of 
these metals in the area of the project Site. 

3.5.7 Hazardous Waste Characteristics 

Ransom conducted RCRA hazardous waste characteristics testing on fourteen (14) 
soil samples.  This testing included pH, reactivity, flashpoint and total organic halogens.  None of 
the samples tested as a RCRA hazardous waste. 

3.5.8 Other Analytes 

Soil samples were also submitted for testing of other inorganic analytes including 
chloride, phosphorous and percent carbon.  Concentrations of chloride detected for the nineteen 
(19) samples tested ranged from 59 mg/kg to 156 mg/kg and averaged 110 mg/kg.  
Concentrations of phosphorous ranged from 156 mg/kg to 895 mg/kg and averaged 634.  
Percent carbon ranged from 0.4% to 15.43% and averaged 3.49%. 

3.6 Confirmation Sample Analytical Results 

Soil samples collected from the sidewalls and excavation floor of test pit TP147R were below the 
laboratory detection limit for concentrations of DRO in all samples analyzed.  The results suggest that 
DRO previously identified in this location was either localized or have been removed in association with 
coal removal activities.  Materials removed from the surface of the Site during the coal removal activities 
have been stockpiled on-site for reuse as fill material beneath a proposed bituminous paved parking lot 
associated with the proposed commercial and residential development at the Site.  Reuse of mixed soil 
and coal as parking lot base material has been approved by MDEP (letter from MDEP to Mason Station, 
dated May 3, 2007). 

Confirmation soil samples collected from test pit TP143R indicated detections of RCRA metals 
that are generally consistent with concentrations of metals detected in background samples BACK-1, 
BACK-2 and BACK-3.  Concentrations of arsenic detected in sample TP143R-N at a depth of two feet 
(10.4 mg/kg) and TP143R-E at a depth of six feet (12 mg/kg) are slightly above the range detected in the 
background soil samples of 7.5 to 8.6 mg/kg.  These values are substantially below the concentration of 
arsenic detected at TP143 (140 mg/kg) during the Site Investigation by Jacques Whitford in 2004, 
indicating removal and off-Site disposal of the material in TP143 was effective in removing the apparent 
localized “hot spot” of arsenic.  All other metals concentrations detected in the confirmation soil samples 
collected from TP143R were below their corresponding regulatory action levels. 

Confirmation soil sample results are summarized in Table 4.  Background soil sample results are 
summarized in Table 2. 
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3.7 Asbestos Analysis Results 

Laboratory analysis of bulk material sampled indicated the presence of asbestos at concentrations 
greater than one percent in several materials identified during the Site reconnaissance and during 
inspection of test pit fill materials.  Asbestos containing materials included transite and associated mastic, 
roofing materials, asphalt paper, gypsum wallboard, sealant compounds, and various fibrous materials 
observed at the Site.  Table 5 includes a description of the asbestos containing bulk materials, along with 
their relative location and sample numbers.  Bulk material samples that were found to contain asbestos are 
identified by sample number on Figure 4. 

Laboratory analysis of soil samples collected from the test pit excavations indicated the presence 
of asbestos at concentrations greater than one percent in soil samples collected from test pit TP220.  
Trace concentrations (< 1%) were also detected in soil samples collected from test pits TP204, TP218, 
and TP219.  Soil samples testing positive for asbestos are summarized in Table 6.  Based on the results of 
this investigation, an area of asbestos containing soil and fill material has been delineated and is shown on 
Figure 5. 
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4.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Ransom has completed an investigation of the suspect fill area at the North Peninsula.  
Investigation activities were performed in accordance with a Work Plan titled: “Work Plan for North 
Peninsula Investigation & Remediation, 144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine,” completed by Ransom 
in May, 2007.  The Work Plan was finalized based on comments provided by MDEP in a letter dated 
March 23, 2007.  MDEP provided periodic monitoring of test pit excavation activities during the week of 
May 21, 2007. 

The investigation included completion of 27 test pits and testing of 14 soil samples for solid 
waste characterization in accordance with MDEP Chapter 405.  In addition, 56 bulk samples and 37 soil 
samples were analyzed for ACM.  This investigation supplements prior Site investigation by the Jacques 
Whitford Company, Inc. in 2004 that included eight test pits, three Geoprobes, and testing of three soil 
samples in the suspect fill area of the North Peninsula. 

The recent investigation confirmed the presence of ACM associated with surface debris primarily 
near the shoreline of the North Peninsula.  ACM identified on the ground surface at the Site included 
transite and associated mastic, roofing materials, asphalt paper, gypsum wallboard, sealant compounds, 
and various fibrous materials. 

Fill containing miscellaneous debris was identified within about 350 feet of the northern shoreline 
of the North Peninsula.  The fill ranged in thickness from about one to eight feet; the groundwater table 
was not encountered in the fill materials.  Fill materials included bricks, wood debris, glass, metal, rubber, 
asphalt, coal, and apparent gypsum board and fiberglass insulation.  Soils and subsurface bulk materials 
containing greater than one percent asbestos were identified along the northern shoreline occupying an 
area about 150 feet long (parallel to the shore) and up to 75 feet wide.  The locations of ACM on the 
ground surface and buried at depth are shown on the attached Site plans. 

In general, the fill materials observed in the test pits do not contain contaminants exceeding the 
applicable regulatory action levels.  Exceptions include: 

• A concentration of 5,240 µg/kg of benzo[a]pyrene was detected in the 0-2 foot sample 
collected from test pit TP223, which exceeds the MDEP residential RAG for this 
compound (2,000 µg/kg), but is below the MDEP trespasser guideline (9,000 µg/kg).  
This location is within about 50 feet of the shore and will be preserved for pedestrian 
access (i.e., no building). 

• Arsenic was detected at a concentration of 15.2 mg/kg in the 0-2 foot sample collected 
from TP218, which exceeds the applicable MDEP residential RAG (10 mg/kg) but falls 
below the MDEP trespasser guideline (30,000 µg/kg).  This area is also within about 
50 feet of the shore and will be preserved for pedestrian access (i.e., no building). 
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• Concentrations of vanadium detected in several soil samples collected during this 
investigation exceed the U.S. EPA Region III Risk Based Cleanup standard (78 mg/kg) 
and were elevated in comparison to concentrations of vanadium detected in the 
background soil samples collected during this investigation.  A targeted risk assessment 
by Dickenson & Associates demonstrated that the vanadium detected at Mason Station 
poses no significant risk to human health for residential exposure. 

• All other soil sample contaminant concentrations were below the applicable regulatory 
action levels.  Testing of soils for RCRA hazardous waste characteristics indicated that 
none of the soil samples would be classified as hazardous waste. 

Two areas of historic environmental impacts were also addressed during this investigation.  
Exploration was conducted at prior test pit TP147 to evaluate elevated concentrations of DRO detected at 
this location by Jacques Whitford in 2004.  Testing of four “confirmatory samples” indicated no DRO 
above laboratory reporting limits.  Ransom concludes the DRO originally detected was either localized or 
was removed during coal removal and on-Site stockpiling activities.  MDEP has approved a plan for reuse 
of the mixed soil and coal beneath a proposed parking lot. 

Additionally, prior test pit TP143 was over-excavated (TP143R) in order to remove elevated 
concentrations of arsenic previously identified in the soil in this area.  Soils removed from TP143R were 
placed in a roll-off bin, characterized for off-site disposal, and disposed off-site by EPI.  Confirmation 
 samples collected from the sidewalls and pit bottom of TP143R indicated levels of arsenic and other 
metals that are consistent with background levels of these constituents in the area of the Site. 
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5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on the findings herein, Ransom recommends the following: 

1. Removal and proper disposal of ACM identified on the ground surface at the Site. 

2. Development of a closure plan for the fill area containing ACM buried at depth, 
including bulk materials and soils.  This closure plan would include two locations where 
elevated benzo[a]pyrene and vanadium were detected. 

3. An inspection of the performance of shoreline stabilization measures for the fill area 
containing ACM, implemented by CMP in 2004.  This inspection should include 
evidence of erosion, efficacy of vegetation, geotextile and rip rap, impacts by animal 
borrows, at a minimum. 

4. Adjustment of proposed residential lot lines to allow designation of a “no build zone” 
over the fill area containing ACM. 

5. Characterization of fill material if excavated at the North Peninsula during Site 
development prior to reuse on-Site or disposal/reuse off Site. 

The closure plan for the fill area containing ACM will likely involve covering the area with a 
permeable demarcation fabric covered by clean fill.  This cover system will be integrated with the 
existing shoreline stabilization system installed by URS in 2004.  The cover system and planned 
placement of clean fill for the proposed development will encompass virtually the entire area of the fill 
area investigation due to the need to restore Site grades following the recent coal removal program.  
The closure plan, once developed, will be submitted to MDEP for review and comment. 

Characterization (i.e., chemical testing) of fill material excavated from the North Peninsula prior 
to reuse or disposal is recommended given the variable nature of the fill.  While Ransom detected few 
areas where concentrations of metals, PAHs or other compounds exceeded risk-based screening 
guidelines, the potential for fill to contain these compounds exists given the past industrial use of the Site. 
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TABLE 1: CHEMICAL ANALYSIS PLAN 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 

NOTES: 
 

1. VOCs = Volatile Organic Compounds 
2. DRO = Diesel Range Organics 
3. GRO = Gasoline Range Organics 
4. PCBs = Polychlorinated Biphenyls 
5. ABN = Acid base/neutral Compounds 
6. RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

 
 
 

 

Ransom Project 056008    Page 1 of 1 
P:\2005\056008 Mason Station\Site-Wide Investigation\North Point Report\Tables\Table 1.doc   February 26, 2008 

 

ANALYSIS 

SAMPLE I.D. SAMPLE DATE 
SAMPLE 
DEPTH 
(FEET) VOCs DRO GRO PCBs ABN RCRA Metals pH Flashpoint Reactivity Chloride % Carbon Phosphorous Dioxin Tox 

TP202-S1 5/22/2007 0-2 X X X X X X X X X X X X   

TP204-S1 5/22/2007 0-2    X X X X X X X X X X X 

TP204-S3 5/22/2007 4-6 X X X X X X X X X X X X X  

TP207-S1 5/22/2007 0-2    X X X X X X X X X X X 

TP207-S3 5/22/2007 4-6 X X X X X X X X X X X X   

TP209-S1 5/23/2007 0-2 X X X X X X X X X X X X   

TP211-S1 5/23/2007 0-2 X X X X X X X X X X X X   

TP218-S1 5/22/2007 0-2    X X X X X X X X X X X 

TP218-S3 5/22/2007 4-6 X X X X X X X X X X X X   

TP221-S1 5/23/2007 0-2    X X X X X X X X X X X 

TP221-S3 5/23/2007 4-6 X X X X X X X X X X X X   

TP223-S1 5/24/2007 0-2 X X X X X X X X X X X X   

TP224-S1 5/23/2007 0-2    X X X X X X X X X X X 

TP224-S3 5/23/2007 4-6 X X X X X X X X X X X X X  

TP225-S1 5/23/2007 0-2 X X X X X X X X X X X X   

 



TABLE 2: SOIL SAMPLE CHEMICAL ANALYSIS RESULTS 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 

 

NOTES: 
1. NA = Not Analyzed; NS = No Standard 
2. *ME DEP standards for GRO and DRO are based on site-specific values and have been approved by the ME DEP.  The standard for DRO applies to heavy petroleum products as identified by the corresponding laboratory analysis chromatographs. 
3. **Standards are according to EPA RCRA Haz Waste definitions 
4. G = Elevated reporting limit due to matrix interference 
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EPA Region III Maine DEP Sample 
I.D. BACK-1 BACK-2 BACK-3 TP202-

S1 
TP204-

S1 
TP204-

S3 
TP207-

S1 
TP207-

S3 
TP209-

S1 
TP211-

S1 
TP218-

S1 
TP218-

S3 
TP221-

S1 
TP223-

S1 
TP224-

S1 
TP224-

S3 
TP225-

S1 

Residential Residential 
Sample 
Depth 

(ft.) 
0-0.5 0-0.5 0-0.5 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 4-6 0-2 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 

CHEMICAL 
PARAMETER 

Standards Standards Sample 
Date 6/14/07 6/14/07 6/14/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/23/07 5/24/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS (EPA Method 8260B) ug/kg 

Naphthalene 160,000 245000   NA NA NA BRL 
(141) NA BRL 

(102) NA BRL 
(110) 

BRL 
(102) 91 J NA BRL (85) NA BRL (83) NA 227 BRL 

(113) 

All other VOCs various various   
NA NA NA BRL 

(various) NA BRL 
(various) NA BRL 

(various) 
BRL 

(various) 
BRL 

(various) NA BRL 
(various) NA BRL 

(various) NA BRL 
(various) 

BRL 
(various) 

ACID/BASE NEUTRAL COMPOUNDS (EPA Method 8270C) ug/kg 

3+4-Methylphenol NS NS   
NA NA NA BRL 

(370) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 

BRL 
(290) 665 BRL 

(280) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(2700) 

BRL 
(610) 

BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(300) 

Acenapthylene NS NS   
NA NA NA BRL 

(370) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 

BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(330) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 1630 J BRL 

(610) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(300) 

Anthracene 23,000,000 NS   
NA NA NA 311 J 145 J BRL 

(280) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 264 J BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 2970 BRL 

(610) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(300) 

Benzo[a]anthracene 870 NS   NA NA NA 800 486 BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 393 BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 5380 356 J 159 J BRL 

(300) 

Benzo[a]pyrene 87 2000   NA NA NA 830 534 BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 353 BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 5240 396 J 147 J BRL 

(300) 

Benzo[b]fluoranthene 870 NS   NA NA NA 962 625 BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 801 BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 6490 692 178 J BRL 

(300) 

Benzo[k]fluoranthene 8,700 NS   
NA NA NA 321 J 201 J BRL 

(280) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 262 J BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 2370 J BRL 

(610) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(300) 

Benzo(g,h,i)perylene NS NS   
NA NA NA 586 329 BRL 

(280) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 

BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(330) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 1590 J BRL 

(610) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(300) 

Chrysene 87,000 NS   NA NA NA 845 547 BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 591 BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 5510 438 J 161 J BRL 

(300) 

Fluoranthene 3,100,000 NS   NA NA NA 1630 998 152 J BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 535 BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 11600 760 330 BRL 

(300) 

Fluorene 3,100,000 NS   
NA NA NA BRL 

(370) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 

BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(330) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 2470 J BRL 

(610) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(300) 

Indeno[1,2,3-
cd]pyrene 870 NS   

NA NA NA 675 391 BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 183 J BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 2110 J BRL 

(610) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(300) 



TABLE 2: SOIL SAMPLE CHEMICAL ANALYSIS RESULTS 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 

 

NOTES: 
1. NA = Not Analyzed; NS = No Standard 
2. *ME DEP standards for GRO and DRO are based on site-specific values and have been approved by the ME DEP.  The standard for DRO applies to heavy petroleum products as identified by the corresponding laboratory analysis chromatographs. 
3. **Standards are according to EPA RCRA Haz Waste definitions 
4. G = Elevated reporting limit due to matrix interference 
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EPA Region III Maine DEP Sample 
I.D. BACK-1 BACK-2 BACK-3 TP202-

S1 
TP204-

S1 
TP204-

S3 
TP207-

S1 
TP207-

S3 
TP209-

S1 
TP211-

S1 
TP218-

S1 
TP218-

S3 
TP221-

S1 
TP223-

S1 
TP224-

S1 
TP224-

S3 
TP225-

S1 

Residential Residential 
Sample 
Depth 

(ft.) 
0-0.5 0-0.5 0-0.5 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 4-6 0-2 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 

CHEMICAL 
PARAMETER 

Standards Standards Sample 
Date 6/14/07 6/14/07 6/14/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/23/07 5/24/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 

Pyrene 2,300,000 NS   NA NA NA 1360 866 161 J BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 563 BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 10400 637 246 J BRL 

(300) 

Phenanthrene NS NS  NA NA NA 1090 646 BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 162 J BRL 

(330) 
BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 12900 372 J 239 J BRL 

(300) 

All other ABNs various various   
NA NA NA BRL 

(370) 
BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(300) 

BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(330) 

BRL 
(280) 

BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(2700) 

BRL 
(610) 

BRL 
(290) 

BRL 
(300) 

GASOLINE RANGE ORGANICS (Maine HETL Method 4.2.17) mg/kg 

GRO NS 5.0*   
NA NA NA BRL 

(1.321) NA BRL 
(1.057) NA BRL 

(0.930) 
BRL 

(1.014) 1.780 NA BRL 
(0.932) NA BRL 

(0.881) NA BRL 
(1.084) 

BRL 
(1.161) 

DIESEL RANGE ORGANICS (Maine HETL Method 4.1.25) mg/kg 

DRO NS 100*   NA NA NA BRL (8) NA 12 NA BRL (6) BRL (6) 22 NA BRL (6) NA 70 NA 15 BRL (6) 

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (EPA Method 8082) ug/kg 

PCB-1260 320 2200   
NA NA NA BRL (46) 182 BRL (36) 51 92 BRL (40) BRL (40) BRL (43) BRL (36) BRL (36) 49 BRL (40) BRL 

(40) BRL (40) 

All other PCBs various 2200   
NA NA NA BRL (46) BRL (36) BRL (36) BRL (36) BRL (36) BRL (40) BRL (40) BRL (43) BRL (36) BRL (36) BRL (49) BRL (40) BRL 

(40) BRL (40) 

RCRA METALS (EPA 6000/7000 Series Methods) mg/kg 

Aluminum NS NS   22500 10500 24800 28500 23100 19600 9860 10400 27200 12000 8560 17000 14000 14500 12400 17400 31900 

Arsenic 0.43 10   8.6 7.5 8.4 7.7 6.5 4.5 6.5 8 7.7 9.4 15.2 9.1 6.7 8.1 8.9 7.6 6.5 

Barium 16000 10000   70 20 J 70 40 J 50 50 10 J 60 70 30 J 80 20 J 90 30 J 40 J 20 J 100 

Boron, Soluble 16000 NS   8 3 J 3 J 3 J 10 5 2 J 1 J 8 3 J 5 6 1 J 5 3 J 11 3 J 

Cadmium 39 27   
BRL 
(2.4) 

BRL 
(2.3) 

BRL 
(2.8) 

BRL 
(2.8) 

BRL 
(2.3) 

BRL 
(2.3) 

BRL 
(2.2) 

BRL 
(2.3) 

BRL 
(2.4) 

BRL 
(2.6) 

BRL 
(2.7) 

BRL 
(2.3) 

BRL 
(2.3) 

BRL 
(2.2) 

BRL 
(2.5) 

BRL 
(2.5) 

BRL 
(2.4) 

Chromium 230 950   36 13 33 50 42 36 21 23 58 33 39 17 19 27 51 35 60 

Copper 3100 650   17 9 12 17 23 28 17 17 26 55 18 17 8 22 63 24 28 

Lead NS 375   7 J 12 4 J 4 J 10 J 12 6 J 6 J 10 J 20 13 BRL (11) BRL (11) 13 83 30 9 J 



TABLE 2: SOIL SAMPLE CHEMICAL ANALYSIS RESULTS 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 

 

NOTES: 
1. NA = Not Analyzed; NS = No Standard 
2. *ME DEP standards for GRO and DRO are based on site-specific values and have been approved by the ME DEP.  The standard for DRO applies to heavy petroleum products as identified by the corresponding laboratory analysis chromatographs. 
3. **Standards are according to EPA RCRA Haz Waste definitions 
4. G = Elevated reporting limit due to matrix interference 
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EPA Region III Maine DEP Sample 
I.D. BACK-1 BACK-2 BACK-3 TP202-

S1 
TP204-

S1 
TP204-

S3 
TP207-

S1 
TP207-

S3 
TP209-

S1 
TP211-

S1 
TP218-

S1 
TP218-

S3 
TP221-

S1 
TP223-

S1 
TP224-

S1 
TP224-

S3 
TP225-

S1 

Residential Residential 
Sample 
Depth 

(ft.) 
0-0.5 0-0.5 0-0.5 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 4-6 0-2 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 

CHEMICAL 
PARAMETER 

Standards Standards Sample 
Date 6/14/07 6/14/07 6/14/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/23/07 5/24/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 

Mercury NS 60   0.02 J 0.08 0.06 J 0.04 J BRL 
(0.06) 0.02 J BRL 

(0.06) 
BRL 
(0.06) 

BRL 
(0.06) 0.07 BRL 

(0.07) 0.02 J 0.02 J BRL 
(0.05) 0.22 0.02 J BRL 

(0.06) 

Molybdenum 390 950   1.3 1.5 1.4 1.3 0.9 1.5 1.2 1.9 2.2 2.4 1.4 1.5 1.4 1.3 2.4 1.9 1.3 

Nickel 1600 3800   27 8 J 22 38 51 63 73 68 50 41 11 52 17 26 104 26 49 

Selenium 390 950   0.1 J 0.3 J 0.3 J 0.3 J 0.1 J 0.1 J 0.2 J 0.2 J 0.4 J 0.4 J 0.3 J 0.2 J 0.1 J 0.3 J 0.1 J 0.4 J 0.2 J 

Silver 390 950   BRL (9) BRL (8) BRL (10) BRL (10) BRL (8) BRL (8) BRL (8) BRL (8) BRL (9) BRL (9) BRL (8) BRL (8) BRL (8) BRL (8) BRL (9) BRL (9) BRL (9) 

Vanadium 78 NS   40 J 20 J 40 J 60 170 230 250 230 50 160 10 J 260 10 J 80 J 470 40 J 40 J 

Zinc 23000 1500   47 47 61 67 64 66 39 42 72 51 25 54 24 57 143 57 72 

TOTAL SOLIDS % Solids   

% Solid NS NS   82.33 86.56 72.48 70.31 86.48 85.94 89.21 86.35 81.72 76.43 74.34 88.8 87.41 91.04 80.45 80.26 81.77 

CHLORIDE mg/kg 

Chloride  NS NS   NA NA NA 114 90 102 81 98 79 136 156 87 59 107 101 193 145 

PHOSPHOROUS mg/kg  

Phosphorous NS NS   NA NA NA 857 726 760 530 573 793 733 156 538 285 549 895 679 795 

TOTAL CARBON % Carbon  

% Carbon NS NS   NA NA NA 3.08 2.03 1.61 1.65 1.45 1.6 15.43 9.62 0.4 1.2 0.95 5.07 2.64 2.06 

REACTIVITY (EPA Methods 7.3.3.2 and 7.3.4.2) mg/kg 

Sulfide Reactivity 500** NS   NA NA NA BRL (14) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (12) BRL (12) BRL (13) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (12) 24 BRL (12) 

Cyanide Reactivity 250** NS   
NA NA NA BRL (15) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (12) BRL (11) BRL (13) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (11) BRL (12) BRL 

(12) BRL (12) 

pH ANALYSIS (EPA Method 9045) pH units 

pH   <2 or >12.5** NS   NA NA NA 5.8 7.2 5.7 6.1 5.2 6.1 5.9 6.6 6.5 5.7 6.9 7.6 7.5 4.9 

FLASH POINT ANALYSIS (EPA Method 1010) degrees Fahrenheit 



TABLE 2: SOIL SAMPLE CHEMICAL ANALYSIS RESULTS 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 

 

NOTES: 
1. NA = Not Analyzed; NS = No Standard 
2. *ME DEP standards for GRO and DRO are based on site-specific values and have been approved by the ME DEP.  The standard for DRO applies to heavy petroleum products as identified by the corresponding laboratory analysis chromatographs. 
3. **Standards are according to EPA RCRA Haz Waste definitions 
4. G = Elevated reporting limit due to matrix interference 
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EPA Region III Maine DEP Sample 
I.D. BACK-1 BACK-2 BACK-3 TP202-

S1 
TP204-

S1 
TP204-

S3 
TP207-

S1 
TP207-

S3 
TP209-

S1 
TP211-

S1 
TP218-

S1 
TP218-

S3 
TP221-

S1 
TP223-

S1 
TP224-

S1 
TP224-

S3 
TP225-

S1 

Residential Residential 
Sample 
Depth 

(ft.) 
0-0.5 0-0.5 0-0.5 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 4-6 0-2 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 0-2 0-2 4-6 0-2 

CHEMICAL 
PARAMETER 

Standards Standards Sample 
Date 6/14/07 6/14/07 6/14/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 5/22/07 5/22/07 5/23/07 5/24/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 5/23/07 

Flash Point   <140º F** NS   NA NA NA >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 >165 

TOTAL ORGANIC HALOGENS (EPA Method 9023) mg/kg 

TOX >100** NS   NA NA NA NA BRL (12) NA 22 NA NA NA NA 43 14 NA BRL (13) NA NA 

DIBENZODIOXINS AND DIBENZOFURANS (EPA Method SW846 8290) pg/g 

Total TCDD NS NS   NA NA NA NA BRL 
(2.7)G NA BRL 

(0.63) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 4.4 NA 

Total HxCDD NS NS   NA NA NA NA 3.7 NA BRL 
(1.2) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 7.2 NA 

1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD NS NS   NA NA NA NA 45 NA 10 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 19 NA 

Total HpCDD NS NS   NA NA NA NA 82 NA 18 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 37 NA 

OCDD NS NS   NA NA NA NA 1700 B NA 470 B NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 1900 B NA 

2,3,7,8-TCDF NS NS   NA NA NA NA BRL 
(0.44) NA BRL 

(0.62) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.8 J NA 

Total TCDF NS NS   NA NA NA NA BRL 
(0.44) NA BRL 

(0.62) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 4.9 NA 

Total HxCDF NS NS   
NA NA NA NA 5.5 NA BRL 

(1.3) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA BRL 
(2.0) NA 

1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF NS NS   NA NA NA NA 9.7 NA 3.7 J NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 4.0 J NA 

Total HpCDF NS NS   NA NA NA NA 34 NA 8.8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 8.6 NA 

OCDF NS NS   NA NA NA NA 23 NA 7.4 J NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 6.3 J NA 

 



TABLE 3: DIOXIN TOXIC EQUIVALENCY FACTOR (TEF) ANALYSIS 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 

 

NOTES: 
 

1. All concentrations in pg/g 
2. BRL = Below Laboratory Reporting Limit 
3. B = Compound Detected in Method Blank 
4. J = Estimated Result; Concentration Below Laboratory Reporting Limit 
5. NA = No Standard Available 
6. G = Elevated Reporting Limit due to matrix interference 
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Maine DEP Calculated Sample Reporting Maine DEP Calculated Sample Compliance EPA Region 
9 Calculated Region 9 

Lab Results 
Reporting 

TEFs 2,3,7,8-TCDD Equivalents Compliance 
TEFs 2,3,7,8-TCDD Equivalents TEFs 2,3,7,8-TCDD Equivalents 

TP204-S1  TP207-S1  TP224-S3    TP204-S1 TP207-S1 TP224-S3  TP204-S1 TP207-S1 TP224-S3   TP204-S1 TP207-S1 TP224-S3 

Parameter 

                            

Total TCDD BRL (0.76) G BRL (0.63)  4.4  0   0 0.01   0.044 NA    

Total HxCDD 3.7  BRL (1.2)  7.2  0 0  0 0.0004 0.00148  0.00288 NA    

1,2,3,4,6,7,8-
HpCDD 45  10  19  0 0 0 0 0.00001 0.00045 0.0001 0.00019 0.01 0.45 0.1 0.19 

Other HpCDDs 37  8  18  0 0 0 0 0.00001 0.00037 0.00008 0.00018 NA    

OCDD 1700 B 470 B 1900 B 0.001 1.7 0.47 1.9 0 0 0 0 0.0001 0.17 0.047 0.19 

2,3,7,8-TCDF BRL (0.44)  BRL (0.62)  0.8 J 0.1   0.08 0.1   0.08 0.1   0.08 

Other TCDFs BRL (0.44)  BRL (0.62)  4.1  0   0 0.001   0.0041 NA    

Total HxCDFs 5.5  BRL (1.3)  BRL (2.0)  0 0   0.0001 0.00055    NA    

1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF 9.7  3.7 J 4 J 0 0 0 0 0.00001 0.000097 0.000037 0.00004 0.01 0.097 0.037 0.04 

Other HpCDFs 24.3  5.1  4.6  0 0 0 0 0.00001 0.000243 0.000051 0.000046 NA    

OCDF  23   7.4 J 6.3 J 0.001 0.023 0.0074 0.0063 0.001 0.023 0.0074 0.0063 0.0001 0.0023 0.00074 0.00063 

 
 TEF Total 1.723 0.4774 1.9863   0.02619 0.007668 0.137736  0.7193 0.18474 0.50063 

 



TABLE 4: CONFIRMATION SAMPLE RESULTS 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 
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Sample I.D. TP147-N TP147-S TP147-E TP147-W TP147-
Bottom 

TP143R-
Bottom 

TP143R-
N@6'

TP143R-
S@6'

TP143R-
E@6'

TP143R-
W@6'

TP143R-
N@2'

TP143R-
S@2'

TP143R-
E@2'

TP143R-
W@2'

Sample 
Depth (ft.) 1 1 1 1 1.5 12 6 6 6 6 2 2 2 2 

CHEMICAL 
PARAMETER 

Sample 
Date 5/23/2007 5/23/2007 5/23/2007 5/23/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 5/24/2007 

MEDEP 
Residential 
Guideline 

DIESEL RANGE ORGANICS Concentrations in mg/kg mg/kg 

DRO   BRL(6) BRL(6) BRL(6) BRL(6) BRL(6) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA  

RCRA 
METALS   Concentrations in mg/kg mg/kg 

Arsenic  NA NA NA NA NA 9.3 9 6.3 12 8.5 10.4 5.5 6.9 5.1 10 

Barium  NA NA NA NA NA 90 70 90 100 80 90 50 60 40 10,000 

Cadmium  NA NA NA NA NA BRL(2.5) BRL(2.4) BRL(2.3) BRL(2.4) BRL(2.3) BRL(2.5) BRL(2.2) BRL(2.4) BRL(2.2) 27 

Chromium  NA NA NA NA NA 58 34 35 43 37 34 24 33 22 950 

Lead  NA NA NA NA NA 9J 23 16 14 25 31 16 17 4 375 

Mercury  NA NA NA NA NA BRL(0.06) 0.21 BRL(0.06) BRL(0.06) BRL(0.06) 0.39 0.02J BRL(0.06) BRL(0.06) 60 

Selinium  NA NA NA NA NA 0.2J .1J 0.3J 0.4J BRL(0.5) 0.2 0.3J 0.1J 0.2J 950 

Silver   NA NA NA NA NA BRL(9) BRL(8) BRL(8) BRL(8) BRL(8) BRL(9) BRL(8) BRL(9) BRL(8) 950 
 

mailto:TP143R-N@6'
mailto:TP143R-N@6'
mailto:TP143R-S@6'
mailto:TP143R-S@6'
mailto:TP143R-E@6'
mailto:TP143R-E@6'
mailto:TP143R-W@6'
mailto:TP143R-W@6'
mailto:TP143R-N@2'
mailto:TP143R-N@2'
mailto:TP143R-S@2'
mailto:TP143R-S@2'
mailto:TP143R-E@2'
mailto:TP143R-E@2'
mailto:TP143R-W@2'
mailto:TP143R-W@2'


TABLE 5: ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIALS 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 

 
 

  

MATERIAL LOCATION SAMPLE 
NUMBER ASBESTOS QUANITITY AND TYPE 

Transite Near shore and 
TP 224 

ASB-2A  
ASB-33A 

20% Chrysotile 
25% Chrysotile 

Mastic on Transite Near shore ASB-3A 15% Chrysotile 

Layered Roofing Near shore 

ASB-5A 
ASB-6A 
ASB-7A 
ASB-8A 

10-15% Chrysotile 

Asphalt Paper Near shore ASB-10A 5% Chrysotile 
Heavy Paper On shore ASB-12A 65% Chrysotile 
Rubber Sealant Near shore ASB-15A 15% Chrysotile 

Fibrous Roofing Material Inland, near 
microwave tower ASB-20A 15% Chrysotile 

Boat Sealant (Fibrous) On shore ASB-22A 15% Chrysotile 
Fibrous Paper TP 219 ASB-32A 40% Chrysotile 
Gypsum Wallboard 
System TP 220 ASB-36A 65% Chrysotile 

Yellow (Brown) Fibrous 
Material TP 220 ASB-37A 50% Chrysotile 

Salmon (Brown) Fibrous 
Material TP 220 ASB-39A 30% Chrysotile 

Fibrous Material Near shore, bank ASB-45A 75% Chrysotile 
Conduit Housing Near shore, bank ASB-46A 80% Chrysotile 
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TABLE 6: SOIL SAMPLES TESTING POSITIVE FOR ASBESTOS 
North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 
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SAMPLE 
NUMBER TEST PIT DEPTH (FEET) RESULT DEBRIS FOUND 

218-ASB-01 218 2 Trace Amosite No 

204-ASB-08 204 4 Trace Chrysotile No 

219-ASB-17 219 2 Trace Chrysotile 
Trace Amosite Yes 

219-ASB-19 219 6 Trace Chrysotile Yes 

220-ASB-23 220 2 Trace Chrysotile 
10% Amosite Yes 

220-ASB-24 220 4 2% Chrysotile 
5% Amosite Yes 

220-ASB-25 220 6 2% Chrysotile 
Trace Amosite Yes 
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APPENDIX A 
 

Test Pit Logs 
 

North Peninsula Fill Area Investigation 
144 Birch Point Road 

Wiscasset, Maine 

Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. 
Project 056008 



 
 
 
 
 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP201 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1015 Time Completed: 1045 

Weather: 60°F Sunny 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/22/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/28/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Mottled brown/gray CLAY, moist 
(glaciomarine) 0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above 0 

 S3 4-6 Same as above 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  12’____________             
Width__5’____________                  
Depth__6’____________                  

 

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 

CH4 = 0 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP202 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1050 Time Completed: 1125 

Weather: 60°F Sunny 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/22/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/28/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Brown, soft, SILT & CLAY, trace fine sand 14.9 

 S2 2-4 Same as above (glaciomarine) 0.6 

5 S3 4-6 Transition into light brown, SAND, little silt 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  11’____________             
Width__5’____________                  
Depth__6’____________                  

 

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis. 
2) H2S = 0.0 

CH4 = 0 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP203 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1345 Time Completed: 1405 

Weather: 60°F Sunny 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/22/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/28/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Dark brown, moist SAND, some gravel, pieces 
of Styrofoam and brick (fill) 0 

 S2 2-4 SAND as above, seam of coal material from 3 
to 3.5’bgs (fill) 0 

4 S3 4-6 Mottled brown/gray CLAY, moist 
(glaciomarine) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  11’____________             
Width__5’____________                  
Depth__6’____________                  

 

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP204 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1135 Time Completed: 1205 

Weather: 60°F Sunny 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/22/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/28/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Dark brown, SILT, some Sand, moist with 
brick, pieces of metal, rubber and rocks (fill) 0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above, pockets of coal 0 

5.5 S3 4-6 Transition into mottled brown/gray CLAY, 
moist (glaciomarine) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  10’____________             
Width__5.5’__________                  
Depth__6’____________                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 & S3 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis. 
2) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP205 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1035 Time Completed: 1055 

Weather: Morning Clouds 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/24/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/28/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 
Brown, moist to wet fine to coarse SAND, 
some cobbles, little clay, wood debris and 
occasional asphalt pieces (fill) 

8.5 

3 S2 2-4 SAND as above, transition to mottled 
brown/gray CLAY (glaciomarine) 4.8 

 S3 4-6 CLAY as above NM 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  12’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth__6’____________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP206 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1010 Time Completed: 1035 

Weather: Morning Clouds 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/24/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/28/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 
Dark brown, moist CLAY, some cobbles, 
occasional pieces of brick and wood debris 
(fill) 

0 

3.5 S2 2-4 
Dark brown to black CLAY, some Sand and 
Cobbles, transition to mottled brown/gray 
CLAY (glaciomarine) 

0 

 S3 4-6 CLAY as above NM 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  13’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth__6’____________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP207 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1415 Time Completed: 1530 

Weather: Sunny 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/22/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/28/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Dark brown, moist SAND and GRAVEL (fill) 0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above, some boulders (fill) 0 

 S3 4-6 SAND, GRAVEL, and BOULDERS, 
occasional pieces of brick or steel (fill) 0 

9 S4 8-12 Same as above with coal pockets, transition to 
mottled brown/gray CLAY (glaciomarine) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  14’____________             
Width__9’__________                  
Depth_12’____________                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite samples S1 & S3 submitted to Analytics 

for analysis 
2) H2S and CH4 not measured due to unstable excavation 

sidewall conditions 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP208 

Location: North Point Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1535 Time Completed: 1605 

Weather: Sunny 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/22/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 
Brown, moist SAND and GRAVEL, some Silt, 
occasional pieces of brick, wood debris, and 
coal material (fill) 

0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above, coal seam (4”-8” thick) at ~ 
3’bgs. (fill) 0 

5 S3 4-6 Transition to mottled brown/gray CLAY 
(glaciomarine) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  12’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  6’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP209 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1425 Time Completed: 1445 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Mottled brown/gray CLAY, moist 
(glaciomarine) 0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  10’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis 
2) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP210 

Location: North Point Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1320 Time Completed: 1400 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Mottled brown/gray CLAY, moist 
(glaciomarine) 0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  13’____________             
Width__4.5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis 
2) H2S and CH4 not measured 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP211 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1035 Time Completed: 1105 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 SAND and CLAY with 6” coal layer (fill), over 
mottled brown/gray CLAY (glaciomarine) 1.2 

 S2 2-4 Mottled brown/gray CLAY, moist 
(glaciomarine) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  10’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis 
2) H2S and CH4 not measured 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP212 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1110 Time Completed: 1125 

Weather: Mostly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Mottled brown/gray CLAY, (glaciomarine) 0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  10’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP213 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1150 Time Completed: 1205 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Yellowish brown fine to coarse SAND, little 
silt, little gravel (till) 1.0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above, occasional boulders 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  10’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S and CH4 not measured 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP214 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1515 Time Completed: 1545 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Dark brown CLAY, little sand, moist 
(glaciomarine) 0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  10’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis 
2) H2S and CH4 not measured 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP215 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1055 Time Completed: 1105 

Weather: Morning Clouds 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/24/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
 

 S1 0-2 Mottled brown/gray CLAY, moist 
(glaciomarine) 0 

 S2 2-4 CLAY as above 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length  11’____________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S and CH4 not measured 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP216 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1510 Time Completed: 1515 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-1 Yellowish brown, fine to coarse SAND, some 
silt (till) 0 

1  1 Bedrock  

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   7’____________             
Width__4’__________                  
Depth_  1’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S and CH4 not measured 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP217 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1405 Time Completed: 1420 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 

Eastern portion of excavation: yellowish brown 
fine SAND, some Silt. (till) Western portion of 
excavation: Mottled brown/gray CLAY 
(glaciomarine) 

0 

2.5 S2 2-4 Yellowish brown fine SAND, some Silt (till) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   12’___________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S and CH4 not measured 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material 
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP218 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 0915 Time Completed: 1005 

Weather: 60°F Sunny 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/22/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Dark gray SILT, some crushed gravel, some 
boulders, wood debris (fill) 0 

3 S2 2-4 Transition to olive brown CLAY, moist 
(glaciomarine) 0 

5 S3 4-6 Transition to light brown fine to medium 
SAND, some Silt (till) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   10’___________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  6’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 & S3 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis 
2) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP219 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 0755 Time Completed: 0820 

Weather: Mostly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 

Dark brown, moist SAND, some Gravel, little 
silt, fill material including pieces of brick, coal, 
metal and fibrous material (collected for 
asbestos analysis) (fill) 

0.3 

 S2 2-4 
Gray, moist SAND, some Silt, little gravel, 
numerous clam shells and fragments, soil 
appears “fluffy” (fill) 

0.2 

5.5 S3 4-6 Transition to gray, wet CLAY (glaciomarine) NM 

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   11’___________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  6’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP220 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 0910 Time Completed: 1025 

Weather: Mostly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 

Dark brown SAND, some Silt, mixed with 
fibrous construction materials including what 
appears to be decayed gypsum board, possibly 
fiberglass insulation, pieces of glass, metal 
(fill) 

0.8 

 S2 2-4 Same as above, including bricks, pieces of clay 
and metal pipe, wooden timbers (fill) 1.1 

 S3 4-6 SAND and CLAY, some discoloration from 
coal material, some bricks (fill) 1.2 

7.5 S4 6-8 Transition to blue gray, wet CLAY, some sand 
(glaciomarine) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   10’___________             
Width__6’__________                  
Depth_  8’_________                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP221 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1130 Time Completed: 1145 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 
Yellowish brown fine SAND, little silt, 
occasional bricks observed in the upper 6 
inches (fill) 

0 

 S2 2-3.5 Gray, fine to coarse SAND, some silt, (till) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   9’___________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  3.5’_______                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis 
2) H2S and CH4 not measured 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP222 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1305 Time Completed: 1335 

Weather: Sunny 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/22/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 Brown CLAY, little fine sand, pieces of coal, 
brick, wood, asphalt, (fill) 0 

3.5 S2 2-4 Same as above, transition to soft gray CLAY, 
wet, fill materials as above (fill) 0 

5.5 S3 4-6 Mottled brown/gray CLAY @ ~ 5.5’ 
(glaciomarine) NM 

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   12’__________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  6’_______                  

Remarks: 
1) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
2) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP223 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 0755 Time Completed: 0820 

Weather: Morning Clouds 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/24/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 
Dark brown, moist SAND, some Gravel, little 
silt, pieces of asphalt, ceramic pipe.  No 
staining or discoloration (fill) 

0 

 S2 2-4 Same as above, some bricks and boulders 0 

 S3 4-6 Same as above 0 

6 S4 6-7.5 
Transition to gray CLAY, mixed with black 
staining and coal pieces at top of clay, lots of 
organics (glaciomarine) 

NM 

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   10’___________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  7.5’_______                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis 
2) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP224 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 0825 Time Completed: 0910 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 
Dark brown, moist SAND, some silt, little 
gravel, fill material including pieces of coal, 
metal, brick and glass (fill) 

3.1 

 S2 2-4 Dark brown SAND and gray CLAY, frequent 
wood debris (fill) 1.7 

5 S3 4-6 Dark brown SAND and gray CLAY over gray, 
wet CLAY (glaciomarine) 1.0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   10’___________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  6’_______                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 and S3 submitted to Analytics 

for analysis 
2) H2S = 0.0 ppm 

CH4 = 0 ppm 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP225 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1255 Time Completed: 1320 

Weather: Partly Cloudy 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 
Mottled brown/gray CLAY, coal seam (~4”) @ 
1’bgs. fill material including pieces of coal, 
metal, brick and glass (fill) 

0 

2 S2 2-4 Mottled brown/gray CLAY (glaciomarine) 0 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   8’___________             
Width__5’__________                  
Depth_  4’_______                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite sample S1 submitted to Analytics for 

analysis 
2) H2S and CH4 not measured 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP143R 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 0825 Time Completed: 1000 

Weather: Morning Clouds 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/24/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-2 

Dark brown, moist SAND, some CLAY, pieces 
of metal pipe, brick, trace quantities of 
yellowish material, maybe pulverized fire brick 
(fill) 

1.1 

 S2 2-4 Same as above, some asphalt (fill) 0.7 

 S3 4-6 Increasing Clay content NM 

 S4 6-8 SAND and CLAY as above, occasional fire 
brick, metal pipe (fill) 19.3 

11 S5 8-12 Transition to blue/gray CLAY (glaciomarine) NM 

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   16’___________             
Width__8’__________                  
Depth_  12’_______                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite samples: 

TP143R-N@2’ 
TP143R-S@2’ 
TP143R-E@2’ 
TP143R-W@2’ 
TP143R-N@6’ 
TP143R-S@6’ 
TP143R-E@6’ 
TP143R-W@6’ 
TP143R-Bottom submitted to Analytics for analysis 

2) H2S = 0.0 ppm 
CH4 = 0 ppm 

3) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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 TEST PIT LOG 
 

Project: Mason Station    Project No.: 056008 

TEST PIT IDENTIFICATION: TP147R 

Location: North Peninsula Ground Elevation: NM 

Client: Mason Station LLC Datum: NA 

Contractor: EPI Operator: Charlie 

Equipment: Komatsu 200 Samples Collected Yes  No 

Capacity/Reach: ¾ Yard / 20’ Time Started: 1500 Time Completed: 1510 

Weather: Partly Sunny 60°F 

Logged by: EPP Date: 5/23/07 

Checked by: BAO Date: 6/29/07 

TEST PIT INFORMATION 

Depth of Stratum 
Change Feet 

Sample No. 
and Type 

Sample 
Depth Feet 

Soil Description PID 
(ppm) 

 S1 0-1.5 Yellowish brown fine to medium SAND, some 
silt (till) NM 

1.5  1.5 Bedrock  

     

     

     

     

Pit Dimensions (Ft.) 
Length   6’___________             
Width__4’__________                  
Depth_  1.5’_____                  

Remarks: 
1) Composite samples:TP147-N, TP147-S, TP147-E, 

TP147-W and TP147-Bottom submitted to Analytics 
for analysis 

2) H2S and CH4 not measured 
3) Test pit backfilled with native material  
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August 20, 2008          Project 056008 
 
Mr. Scott Houldin 
Mason Station, LLC 
One Point East Drive 
Wiscasset, Maine 04578 
 
RE: North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan 

144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 
   

Dear Mr. Houldin: 
 
Ransom Environmental Consultants (Ransom) is pleased to present the Closure Plan for the North 
Peninsula Fill Area.  This plan was approved by the Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
(MDEP) in correspondence dated July 1, 2008. 

Please feel free to contact the undersigned if you have any questions regarding the approved Closure Plan. 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Eriksen P. Phenix     D. Todd Coffin, C.G., P.G. 
Environmental Scientist II     Senior Geologist 
 
EPP/DTC:jsl 
 
Attachments 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Ransom) is pleased to present this closure plan for an 
approximately 1-acre historic fill area (Site) located on the North Peninsula of the Mason Station LLC 
property at 144 Birch Point Road in Wiscasset, Maine (Figures 1 and 5).  This closure plan is based on 
the findings of prior historic fill area investigations, including the most recent explorations performed by 
Ransom in May 2007.  The objective of the closure plan is to prevent exposure to fill materials and to 
assure the long term stability of cover and slope stabilization systems.  This closure plan was prepared in 
general accordance with the requirements of Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP) 
Chapter 401, Section 5 (solid waste). 

1.1 Project Location and Background 

The Mason Station, LLC property consists of approximately 33 acres located at 144 Birch Point 
Road, about 0.5 miles southeast of Wiscasset Village (Figure 1).  The property was developed by Central 
Maine Power Company (CMP) in approximately 1940 as the Mason Station Power Plant.  Both coal and 
oil were burned at the plant until the early 1960s, at which time the plant was operated exclusively with 
oil.  The property is currently proposed for mixed residential and commercial development.  The 
proposed Site development is referred to as the Point East Maritime Village and plans include a marina, 
boat yard, retail shops, and residential development. 

Prior investigations at the Site by Jacques Whitford Company, Inc. in 2004 identified a debris fill 
area at the northern end of the North Peninsula.  Also in 2004, URS Corporation implemented a shoreline 
stabilization program under contract with Central Maine Power Company (CMP).  This shoreline 
stabilization program was implemented in accordance with an MDEP-approved Natural Resources 
Protection Act (NRPA) permit application dated January 30, 2004 (MDEP License No. L-6873-4E-D-N). 
The shoreline stabilization work targeted the shore of the North Peninsula where erosion had exposed 
asbestos-containing material (ACM) fill. 

In the spring of 2007, Ransom completed an investigation of the North Peninsula fill area in 
accordance with a Work Plan titled: “Work Plan for North Peninsula Investigation & Remediation, 144 
Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine,” completed by Ransom in May, 2007.  The Work Plan was finalized 
and approved upon incorporation of comments provided by MDEP in a letter dated March 23, 2007.  
MDEP provided periodic monitoring of the investigation activities during the week of May 21, 2007.
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2.0 FILL AREA CHARACTERIZATION 

The results of Ransom’s North Point fill area investigation are provided in a report titled: “North 
Peninsula Fill Area Investigation, 144 Birch Point Road, Wiscasset, Maine,” dated February 26, 2008.  
Comments on the draft report were provided by MDEP in an e-mail dated December 11, 2007.  The 
comments by MDEP included a request for additional information on concentrations of vanadium 
detected; additional evaluation regarding the vanadium detections is summarized herein.  Otherwise, 
MDEP commented that the investigation by Ransom was adequate for waste characterization and 
development of a closure plan. 

The investigation included completion of twenty-seven (27) test pits and testing of fourteen (14) 
soil samples for solid waste characterization in accordance with MDEP Chapter 405.  In addition, Fifty-
six bulk (56) samples and thirty-seven (37) soil samples were analyzed for ACM.  The investigation 
supplemented prior investigation by the Jacques Whitford Company, Inc. in 2004 that included eight (8) 
test pits, three (3) GeoProbes and testing of three (3) soil samples in the suspect fill area of the North 
Peninsula.  Refer to Figures 2 and 3 for exploration locations. 

The investigation by Ransom confirmed the presence of ACM associated with surface debris 
primarily near the shoreline of the North Peninsula (Figure 4).  ACM identified on the ground surface at 
the Site included transite and associated mastic, roofing materials, asphalt paper, gypsum wallboard, 
sealants, and various fibrous materials. 

Fill containing miscellaneous debris was identified within about 350 feet of the northern shoreline 
of the North Peninsula.  The fill ranged in thickness from about 1 to 8 feet; the groundwater table was not 
encountered in the fill materials.  Fill materials included bricks, wood debris, glass, metal, rubber, asphalt, 
coal, and apparent gypsum board and fiberglass insulation.  Soils and subsurface bulk materials 
containing greater than one percent asbestos were identified along the northern shoreline occupying an 
area about 150 feet long (parallel to the shore) and up to 75 feet wide (Figure 5). 

In general, the fill materials observed in the investigation area did not contain contaminants 
exceeding the applicable regulatory action levels.  Comments on the findings include: 

• A concentration of 5,240 µg/kg of benzo[a]pyrene was detected in the 0-2 foot sample 
collected from test pit TP223, which exceeds the MDEP residential RAG for this 
compound (2,000 µg/kg), but is below the MDEP trespasser guideline (9,000 µg/kg).  
This location is within about 50 feet of the shore and will be preserved for pedestrian 
access (i.e., no building). 

• Arsenic was detected at a concentration of 15.2 mg/kg in the 0-2 foot sample collected 
from TP218, which exceeds the applicable MDEP residential RAG (10 mg/kg) but falls 
below the MDEP trespasser guideline (30,000 µg/kg).  This area is also within about 50 
feet of the shore and will be preserved for pedestrian access (i.e., no building). 
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• Concentrations of vanadium detected in several soil samples collected during this 
investigation exceed the U.S. EPA Region III Risk Based Cleanup standard (78 mg/kg) 
and were elevated in comparison to concentrations of vanadium detected in the 
background soil samples collected during this investigation.  Based on the historic use of 
fossil fuel and the consistent distribution of vanadium in near-surface soils and shallow 
fill material, the source for the elevated vanadium is believed to be from oil and coal ash 
associated with burning fossil fuels. 

Given the apparently elevated concentrations of vanadium at the Site, Ransom contracted 
Dickenson & Associates (D&A) to conduct a targeted risk assessment.  Based on a residential exposure 
scenario, D&A calculated a vanadium exposure point concentration (EPC) of 641 mg/kg for a hazard 
index (HI) of 1.0 (vanadium is classified as non-carcinogenic).  The fourteen (14) soil samples at Mason 
Station were used to establish Site-specific EPC s for vanadium based on ProUCL version 4.0 established 
by USEPA.  Using this model, an EPC of 209 mg/kg was calculated which represents a 95% upper 
confidence level.  This Site EPC is well below the value of 641 mg/kg which satisfies the HI of 1.0, and 
demonstrates that the vanadium distribution at Mason Station poses no significant risk to human health 
for residential exposure.  No other compounds with elevated concentrations were detected in association 
with the elevated vanadium locations. 

Two areas of historic environmental impacts were also addressed during the Ransom 
investigation.  Exploration was conducted at prior test pit TP147 to evaluate elevated concentrations of 
DRO detected at this location by Jacques Whitford in 2004.  Testing of four “confirmatory samples” 
indicated no DRO above laboratory reporting limits.  Ransom concluded the DRO originally detected was 
either localized or was removed during coal removal under a coal removal plan approved by MDEP on 
October 6, 2006.  MDEP has approved a plan for reuse of the mixed soil and coal beneath a proposed 
parking lot. 

Additionally, prior test pit TP143 was over-excavated (TP143R) in order to remove elevated 
concentrations of arsenic previously identified in the soil in this area.  Soils removed from TP143R were 
placed in a roll-off bin, and characterized for off-site disposal, and disposed at a licensed facility by EPI.  
Confirmation samples collected from the sidewalls and pit bottom of TP143R indicated levels of arsenic 
and other metals that are consistent with background levels of these constituents in the area of the Site.
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3.0 CLOSURE PLAN 

3.1 Objectives 

The key objectives of the closure plan for the historic North Peninsula fill area are to: 

• Properly dispose of surface debris containing ACM; 

• Enhance stabilization of the shoreline where past slope protection measures were 
implemented to secure historic fill containing ACM;  

• Implement a closure system for the landward portion of the historic fill area containing 
ACM to prevent exposure to future Site occupants;  

• Provide a deed-restricted buffer adjacent to the fill area; and 

• Establish an ongoing maintenance program to help assure the integrity of the closure 
system into the future. 

To help meet these objectives, Ransom contracted with Steve Rabasca, P.E., of Soil Metrics, Inc. 
During the summer of 2007, Mr. Rabasca provided an evaluation of the existing shoreline adjacent to the 
historic fill area, and developed plans and specifications for closure of the fill area. 

The evaluation and closure design developed by Soil Metrics is detailed below.  Plans prepared 
by Soil Metrics report are attached in Appendix A. 

3.2 ACM Removal 

The fill area investigation by Ransom identified a limited amount of surface debris at the North 
Peninsula that was found to contain ACM.  This material was photographed and locations were recorded 
on a Site plan.  The initial phase of historic fill area closure will include collection and proper off-site 
disposal of ACM by a Maine-licensed asbestos contractor.  The work will be monitored and documented 
by a certified asbestos inspector.  If additional suspect ACM is identified during closure activities, a 
certified asbestos inspector will oversee sampling and testing of the material; based on test results, proper 
collection and disposal of ACM will be undertaken by a licensed contractor. 

3.3 Fill Area Closure 

Plans and specifications for the shoreline stabilization and historic fill area closure are detailed on 
the figures developed by Soil Metrics in Appendix A of this closure plan.  Based on the fill area 
evaluation by Soil Metrics, three primary areas for closure/stabilization were identified: Area A, Area B 
and Area C (refer to Soil Metrics Figure 1 in Appendix A).  Topographic survey of the three areas was 
provided by Maine Coast Surveyors of Damariscotta, Maine. 

Appendix B contains a report by Soil Metrics, LLC which presents the basis for the design of rip 
rap and filter material for the closure.  Appendix C contains a copy of the permit application and shoreline 
stabilization plan implemented by URS in 2004.  The closure plan discussed below includes references 
made by Soil Metrics to details in the URS plan. 
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Area A Design Considerations 

Area A will involve covering the historic fill area along the northern shore of the property where 
asbestos containing materials are present, and improvements to the riprap at the toe of the slope.  
Topography of the Site is shown on Soil Metrics Figures 2 and 3.  Photos of the slope taken from the 
shoreline are shown on Soil Metrics Figure 4. 

As reported by Soil Metrics, the slope stabilization implemented by CMP and URS has 
performed relatively well.  This system has been inspected by MDEP, and minor improvements made 
based on observations by MDEP.  To help assure the long-term stability of the slope protection system, 
Soil Metrics recommends additional maintenance based on the following observations: 

• Growth of vegetation has been challenged by long-term erosion at the interface between 
the top of the riprap and the upper vegetated slope.  This interface is currently protected 
by the 12-inch diameter sediment log and associated plastic fabric.  There is evidence that 
this interface is subject to periodic wave action, as indicated by the debris at and slightly 
above the interface along some of the length. 

• The sediment log was found to be damaged or broken in two areas (Areas A1and A2 on 
Soil Metrics Figure 3), and undermined in another location (Area A3 on Figure 3).  These 
three areas were also areas where the launchable riprap toe, (most prominently Area A2) 
appeared to be somewhat smaller in size than the majority of the rip rap along the 
remainder of the toe. There was a notable absence of the larger portion of the rip-rap 
specification (sizes greater than or equal to the D50 stone size range of 13 to 18.2 inches). 
 The majority of the riprap in these three areas appeared to be smaller than this size. 

• Two animal burrows were observed on the slope above the riprap stabilized area.  One of 
these burrows was noted directly above Area 2, and another at the top of the slope, 
slightly to the west. 

Area A Design 

In order to help assure the long-term stability of the slope stabilization system, the following 
measures will be implemented (refer to Soil Metrics Figures 3 and 5). 

1. Increase the riprap height by at least 2 feet to elevation 11 ft to protect the interface from 
long-term erosion due to wave action. 

2. Reinforce Areas 1, 2 and 3 with larger riprap stones in the range of the original D85 sizes 
of 17 to 23 inches. 

3. Provide a filter fabric or graded stone filter between the higher riprap and the toe of the 
soil erosion protection measures. 

4. Incorporate a vector control plan in the long-term maintenance program for the Site. 

The slope stabilization will be integrated with a cover system for the area of asbestos fill shown 
on Ransom Figure 5.  The following measures will be implemented as detailed on Soil Metrics Figures 3 
and 5. 
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1. Grub the site following clean-up of surface materials containing asbestos. 

2. Place a geotextile fabric meeting the requirements of Mirafi 160N on the grubbed surface 
and cover with at least 1-foot of clean common borrow. 

3. Install an erosion control mat meeting the requirements of North American Green S150 
or equal on top of the areas covered by the common borrow. The erosion control mat 
should be stapled to the ground surface in accordance with the manufacturer’s 
recommendations. 

4. Loam and seed the area of disturbance. 

Area B Design Considerations 

Area B is located directly to the west of Area A on the western side of the peninsula as indicated 
on Soil Metrics Figures 1 and 2.  Topography of Area B is shown on Soil Metrics Figure 6.  Photos taken 
from the shoreline are shown on Figure 7. 

Area B extends approximately 50 feet along the shoreline and up to 50 feet inland as shown on 
the hatched limits on Figure 6.  One relatively small depression (two to three foot diameter) and a one-
foot deep area of scour are located approximately 25 feet back from the high water mark.  The depression 
and scour area appear to be caused, in part, by buried timbers observed along the soil embankment at the 
water’s edge.  Some surface water runoff appears to enter the depression and likely flows along piping 
pathways adjacent to the buried timbers. 

Area B Design 

The buried timbers are suspected as the primary cause of the piping and erosion at Area B.  The 
following measures will be implemented for long term protection of Area B (refer to Soil Metrics Figures 
6 and 8). 

1. Excavate and remove the timbers from this location, backfill the excavation with the 
existing Site soils and additional common borrow as necessary, 

2. Provide a riprap filter and riprap slope protection at the shoreline up to the current top of 
slope at elevation 9 ft. 

3. Install a light weight erosion control mat on the surface meeting the requirements of 
North American Green S150. 

4. Seed and loam the remainder of the area of disturbance where the timbers are removed. 

Details for the Area B remediation are shown on Soil Metrics Figure 8. 

Area C Design Considerations 

Area C is located further west of Area B as shown on Soil Metrics Figures 1 and 2.  Topography 
of the Site is shown on Soil Metrics Figure 6 along with the locations of several large trees.  Photos of 
this area are provided on Figure 9. 
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Area C is characterized by what appears to be an area of surface debris that was deposited 
immediately adjacent to the shore, in and around the base of several large trees. The slope in some areas 
is very steep, greater than 1H:1V.  Some of this fill material is sloughing down the slope due to the steep 
slope angle and lack of vegetation on the slope.  The toe of the slope along almost the entire length is 
exposed bedrock. The erosion is not due to undercutting from wave action, but due to the steep slope 
angle and lack of vegetation on the steeper portions of the fill. 

Area C Design 

It is recommended that the following measures be considered for long term protection in Area C 
(refer to Soil Metrics Figures 6 and 8). 

1. Remove the surface debris down to the native original ground, while preserving a slope 
angle of 2H:1V.  The existing mature trees or their root structure should not be disturbed, 
if feasible.  This will require careful work with a backhoe fitted with an articulating 
bucket. 

2. Once the fill is removed down to the original ground surface, the exposed surface 
including the eroded slope should be covered with a heavy duty erosion control matting 
such as North American Green C125, or equal, stapled to the surface in accordance with 
the manufacturer’s recommendations. 

3. The surface should be hydro seeded following installation of the matting. 

3.4 Fill Area Buffer 

As shown on Soil Metrics Figure 2 (green-shaded area), a buffer up to about 40 feet wide is 
proposed between the asbestos fill cover area (hash-marked area on Figure 2) and areas of proposed 
residential development to the south.  This buffer is intended to provide an additional degree of protection 
for the proposed residential lots given the detection of slightly elevated concentrations of vanadium in 
soils concentrated in this area.  The buffer design includes the following: 

1. Excavation of 2 feet of existing soil within the buffer area.  MDEP has approved 
placement of this excavated material either (a) beneath the fill area cap (hash-marked 
area on Soil Metrics Figure 2); or (b) on the adjacent common area (yellow-shaded area 
on Figure 2).   

2. Placement of a demarcation/separation geotextile on top of the soils remaining in the 
buffer area.  The geotextile will consist of a free draining fabric (Mirafi 140N or 
equivalent).  The fabric will be overlapped a minimum of 12 inches at the seams. 

3. Backfilling of the excavated buffer area with a minimum of 2 feet of clean common 
borrow (e.g., virgin soils from a gravel pit or equivalent). 

Soils excavated from the buffer and placed on the common area adjacent to the fill area cap shall 
be covered with a minimum of 6 inches of clean common borrow.  A minimum of 15 feet shall separate 
residential lot boundaries from the closest edge of soil (excavated from the buffer area) placed within the 
common area. 
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The initial width of the proposed buffer, as depicted on Soil Metrics Figure 2, is about 40 feet 
based on test data available on the Site to date.  MDEP has approved a reduction in the buffer width based 
on optional additional testing for vanadium within the upper 2 feet of soils.  If testing confirms no 
concentrations of vanadium above the EPA Preliminary Remediation Goal of 78 mg/kg, the width of the 
buffer can be reduced accordingly.  If testing is conducted, one sample will be collected over a grid 15 
feet wide, and at a depth of 1 foot. 

3.5 Erosion and Sediment Control 

Mason Station, LLC will continue to implement erosion and sediment control measures for 
management of soil stockpiles and during earthwork to safeguard surface water quality.  Erosion and 
sediment control will be implemented in accordance with the MDEP-approved plan for the Site (refer to 
Appendix D for a copy of the MDEP-approved erosion and sediment control plan). 

3.6 NRPA Permitting 

The proposed shoreline stabilization work at the Northern Peninsula will include work within the 
highest annual tide and adjacent to salt marsh vegetation.  Accordingly, an individual Natural Resources 
Protection Act (NRPA) permit may be required for the protection of the salt marsh environment during 
the proposed work.  NRPA permitting will be coordinated with MDEP, and no work within the resource 
shall be commenced until the approved permit is obtained. 

3.7 Construction Contract Bid Documents 

Contract bid documents will be prepared and submitted for MDEP review and approval prior to 
implementation.  Minimum technical specifications shall include, where appropriate: 

• Health and Safety Plan provisions; 

• Required material properties (e.g., borrow material, riprap, filter soil and loam); 

• Testing protocols; 

• Quality assurance provisions; 

• Installation procedures; 

• Sequencing plan; and 

• Construction schedule with consideration for minimizing impacts. 

3.8 Construction Oversight 

Implementation of the historic fill area closure plan will be periodically monitored by Ransom 
and Soil Metrics.  The monitoring team will assist in documenting closure activities and confirming that 
work was completed in accordance with the closure plan.  Major changes to the approved construction 
documents will be provided to MDEP for review and approval prior to implementation. 
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MDEP will be notified of the construction schedule, in advance, to allow for Department 
observation during the work.  MDEP will be provided at least 5 days notice prior to construction activity, 
unless waived by MDEP. 

3.9 Closure Reporting 

Following completion of closure activities, a report will be prepared for review and approval 
by MDEP.  The report will include, at a minimum: 

• Details of parties involved with construction and associated chronology; 

• Documentation of any deviations from the closure plan and the basis for such deviations; 

• Manufacturer’s quality control certificates; 

• Quality assurance test results where applicable; 

• Record drawings and photographs of work progress; 

• Written certification signed and stamped by a licensed engineer stating that the project 
was completed in general accordance with the approved construction documents. 
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4.0 INSPECTION AND MAINTENANCE 

4.1 Annual Inspection 

Mason Station, LLC or its representative will conduct inspections of the closure area in the spring 
and fall, and following significant storm events.  The inspections will include evaluation of: 

• Shoreline/slope stabilization components including rip rap, geotextile and ground cover 
for erosion and exposure of fill material; 

• Inter-tidal zone for evidence of fill material from past erosion or fill placement; 

• Fill area cover for evidence of erosion, damage to/exposure of underlying geotextile, 
health of ground cover and animal burrows. 

Inspection reports, including a record of maintenance activities, will be maintained at the Site for 
MDEP review. 

4.2 Maintenance 

Mason Station, LLC or its representative will perform periodic maintenance to help preserve the 
integrity of the shoreline and fill area cover.  Routine maintenance will include mowing of grass cover, 
cutting trees and brush, and filling animal burrows. 

Based on the findings of the annual inspection and routine observations, additional maintenance 
may include, but is not limited to: 

• Trapping rodents; 

• Repair to cover materials damaged by erosion or animals; 

• Collection and proper disposal of debris if exposed along slope or inter-tidal zone. 

Contractors involved with any maintenance/repair-related work at the fill area will be notified of 
the potential for encountering ACM.  If there is potential for disturbance of ACM, the work will be 
monitored by a certified asbestos inspector. 
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5.0 OWNERSHIP AND ENVIRONMENTAL COVENANTS 

The historic fill area and associated shoreline referenced on the figures attached hereto will be 
surveyed, subdivided as a separate parcel, and remain under ownership of Mason Station, LLC.  As such, 
Mason Station, LLC will be solely responsible for future management of these areas, including 
maintenance and repair. 

Mason Station, LLC will assign to its property deed a Declaration of Environmental Covenants 
(Declaration) for the subdivided parcel containing the historic fill area.  The Declaration will serve to 
inform third parties of the historic fill area location and related closure actions.  The Declaration 
will include: 

• Reference to the fill area characterization report, closure plan and final closure report. 

• Prohibition on material disturbance of the fill closure area and adjacent shoreline without 
prior authorization from MDEP. 

• Granting MDEP access to the property for the purposes of monitoring and enforcing the 
Covenants. 

A Declaration will also be assigned to the deeds of residential lots with property within the fill 
area buffer (green-shaded area on Soil Metrics Figure 2).   The Declaration will identify the boundary of 
the buffer area, the presence of the demarcation geotextile, and guidance for lot owners should 
landscaping or other work encounter the geotextile.
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APPENDIX A 
 

Figures by Soil Metrics 
 

North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan 
144 Birch Point Road 

Wiscasset, Maine
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APPENDIX B 
 

Design Basis 
 

North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan 
144 Birch Point Road 

Wiscasset, Maine



 

12 Farms Edge Road 
Cape Elizabeth, Maine  04107 
Telephone: 207.767.2192 
Cell Phone: 207.415.5835 
Facsimile: 207.767.1115 
Email: srabasca@soilmetrics.com 

 
May 15, 2008 
File 020-06 
 
 Ransom Environmental Consultants, Inc. 
Attn:   Mr. Todd Coffin 
400 Commercial Street, Suite 404 
Portland, ME 04101 
 
Re: Design Sections for Shoreline Stabilization – Riprap Design Basis 
 Point East Maritime Village Development  
  
Dear Todd: 
 
In response to the comments from the MeDEP on the Point East Maritime Village Development 
stabilization repairs, I have prepared the attached design calculations for the riprap size and filter soil 
gradation.  The riprap size was developed based on methods presented in Soil Conservation Service, 
Technical Release No 69, “Riprap for Slope Protection Against Wave Action”.  The attached 
calculations for the riprap stone size are very close to the stone size originally recommended by URS in 
the original design.   As indicated in my site visit report dated June 10, 2007 there was a noticeable lack 
of riprap of the required larger size in some areas of Area A.  The recommendations for repairs to this 
area include placing riprap of the larger size of the gradation 13.0 inches and above, in order to reinforce 
this area.  The filter soil should meet the requirements of MDOT 703.12 Aggregate for Crushed stone 
surface.  Calculations documenting this are also attached.   

    
Thank you for the opportunity to provide geotechnical services for the Point East Maritime Village 
development project.  If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me. 
 
 
Very truly yours, 
 
SOIL METRICS LLC 
 

 
 
Stephen J. Rabasca, P.E. 
 
 
Attachments:  
 
 Riprap and filter soils calculations  
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APPENDIX C 
 

NRPA Permit Application and Shoreline Stabilization Plan by URS 
 

North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan 
144 Birch Point Road 

Wiscasset, Maine
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APPENDIX D 
 

Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 
North Peninsula Fill Area Closure Plan 

144 Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine 
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APPENDIX C 

The EDR Radius Map™ Report with GeoCheck® and EDR-City Directory Image Report 

ASTM Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Point East Maritime Village 

Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine   
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www.edrnet.com

Point East Maritime Village
BIRCH POINT RD
Wiscasset, ME  04578

Inquiry Number: 4425381.2s
September 30, 2015
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Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data
Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from
other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL
DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION,
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE,
ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor
should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any
property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2015 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole
or in part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other
trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.
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A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was designed to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA’s Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E 1527-13) or custom requirements developed for the evaluation of
environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

BIRCH POINT RD
WISCASSET, ME 04578

COORDINATES

43.9894000 - 43˚ 59’ 21.84’’Latitude (North): 
69.6758000 - 69˚ 40’ 32.88’’Longitude (West): 
Zone 19Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
445807.1UTM X (Meters): 
4870701.5UTM Y (Meters): 
25 ft. above sea levelElevation:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

6699896 WESTPORT, METarget Property Map:
2014Version Date:

6699246 WISCASSET, MENorth Map:
2014Version Date:

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY IN THIS REPORT

20110812, 20110728Portions of Photo from:
USDASource:
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10 FORT EDGECOMB FUDS Lower 3094, 0.586, ENE

9 CENTRAL MAINE POWER MASON STA RCRA NonGen / NLR Higher 1 ft.

A8 MASON SUB STATION BIRCH POINT RD SPILLS TP

A7 MASON STATION BIRCH POINT ROAD PCB TRANSFORMER TP

A6 MASON STATION LLC PO BIRCH POINT RD FINDS TP

A5 MASON STATION SUBSTA BIRCH POINT RD SPILLS TP

A4 CMP - MASON SUBSTATI BIRCH POINT RD SPILLS TP

A3 MASON STATION BIRCH POINT ROAD PCB TRANSFORMER TP

A2 MASON STATION BIRCHPOINT ROAD UST TP

A1 MASON STATION BIRCH POINT ROAD SHWS, ALLSITES TP

MAPPED SITES SUMMARY

Target Property Address:
BIRCH POINT RD
WISCASSET, ME  04578

Click on Map ID to see full detail.

MAP RELATIVE DIST (ft. & mi.)
ID DATABASE ACRONYMS ELEVATION DIRECTIONSITE NAME ADDRESS
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TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was identified in the following records. For more information on this
property see page 8 of the attached EDR Radius Map report:

 EPA IDDatabase(s)Site

MASON STATION
BIRCH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET, ME  

   N/ASHWS
Facility Id: REM00921
: TRANSFERRED TO OTHER DIVISION - OTHER

ALLSITES
Status: TRANSFERRED TO OTHER DIVISION - OTHER
Facility ID: REM00921

MASON STATION
BIRCHPOINT ROAD
WISCASSET, ME  

   N/AUST
Tank Status: REMOVED
Tank Status: ABANDONED_IN_PLACE
Pipe Status: REMOVED
Pipe Status: ABANDONED_IN_PLACE
Facility Id: 7799

MASON STATION
BIRCH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET, ME  04578

   N/APCB TRANSFORMER

CMP - MASON SUBSTATI
BIRCH POINT RD
WISCASSET, ME  

   N/ASPILLS
Spill Number: A-477-2004

MASON STATION SUBSTA
BIRCH POINT RD
WISCASSET, ME  

   N/ASPILLS
Spill Number: A-32-2004

MASON STATION LLC PO
BIRCH POINT RD
WISCASSETT, ME  04578

   N/AFINDS
Registry ID:: 110038947995

MASON STATION
BIRCH POINT ROAD
WISCASSET, ME  04578

   N/APCB TRANSFORMER

MASON SUB STATION
BIRCH POINT RD
WISCASSET, ME  

   N/ASPILLS
Spill Number: A-166-2003
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DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ("reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around the target property for the
following databases:

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL National Priority List
Proposed NPL Proposed National Priority List Sites
NPL LIENS Federal Superfund Liens

Federal Delisted NPL site list

Delisted NPL National Priority List Deletions

Federal CERCLIS list

FEDERAL FACILITY Federal Facility Site Information listing
CERCLIS Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

CERC-NFRAP CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS Corrective Action Report

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRA-SQG RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRA-CESQG RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

LUCIS Land Use Control Information System
US ENG CONTROLS Engineering Controls Sites List
US INST CONTROL Sites with Institutional Controls

Federal ERNS list

ERNS Emergency Response Notification System

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists

SWF/LF Solid Waste Facility List
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LCP Municipal Landfill Closure Database

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LAST HOSS Database
LUST Hazardous Material and Oil Spill System Database (H.O.S.S.)
INDIAN LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

FEMA UST Underground Storage Tank Listing
AST Aboveground Storage Tanks
INDIAN UST Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

INST CONTROL Remediation Sites List

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

VCP Remediation Sites List
INDIAN VCP Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS Remediation Sites List

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS A Listing of Brownfields Sites

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

SWRCY Recycling Facilities
INDIAN ODI Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands
DEBRIS REGION 9 Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
ODI Open Dump Inventory

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US HIST CDL National Clandestine Laboratory Register
DEL SHWS Sites Removed from the Uncontrolled Sites List
US CDL Clandestine Drug Labs

Local Land Records

LIENS Environmental Liens Information Listing
LIENS 2 CERCLA Lien Information

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
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SPILLS 90 SPILLS 90 data from FirstSearch
SPILLS 80 SPILLS 80 data from FirstSearch

Other Ascertainable Records

DOD Department of Defense Sites
SCRD DRYCLEANERS State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
US FIN ASSUR Financial Assurance Information
EPA WATCH LIST EPA WATCH LIST
2020 COR ACTION 2020 Corrective Action Program List
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act
TRIS Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
SSTS Section 7 Tracking Systems
ROD Records Of Decision
RMP Risk Management Plans
RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
PRP Potentially Responsible Parties
PADS PCB Activity Database System
ICIS Integrated Compliance Information System
FTTS FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide
                                                Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
MLTS Material Licensing Tracking System
COAL ASH DOE Steam-Electric Plant Operation Data
COAL ASH EPA Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List
RADINFO Radiation Information Database
HIST FTTS FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
DOT OPS Incident and Accident Data
CONSENT Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
INDIAN RESERV Indian Reservations
UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
LEAD SMELTERS Lead Smelter Sites
US AIRS Aerometric Information Retrieval System Facility Subsystem
US MINES Mines Master Index File
AIRS Emissions Inventory Data
DRYCLEANERS Drycleaner Facilities
NPDES Wastewater Facilities Listing
TIER 2 Tier 2 Information Listing
UIC Underground Injection Control

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

EDR MGP EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
EDR US Hist Auto Stat EDR Exclusive Historic Gas Stations
EDR US Hist Cleaners EDR Exclusive Historic Dry Cleaners

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

RGA HWS Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste Facilities List
RGA LF Recovered Government Archive Solid Waste Facilities List
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RGA LUST Recovered Government Archive Leaking Underground Storage Tank

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were identified in the following databases.

Elevations have been determined from the USGS Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated on
a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
should be field verified. Sites with an elevation equal to or higher than the target property have been
differentiated below from sites with an elevation lower than the target property.
Page numbers and map identification numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed
data on individual sites can be reviewed.

Sites listed in bold italics are in multiple databases.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA NonGen / NLR: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA)
of 1984.  The database includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or
dispose of hazardous waste as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA).  Non-Generators do
not presently generate hazardous waste.

     A review of the RCRA NonGen / NLR list, as provided by EDR, and dated 06/09/2015 has revealed that
     there is 1 RCRA NonGen / NLR site  within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDirection / Distance     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation     ____________________      ________  ___________________ _____ _____

     CENTRAL MAINE POWER   MASON STA  0 - 1/8 (0.000 mi.) 9 21

FUDS: The Listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites Properties where the US Army
Corps Of Engineers is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.

     A review of the FUDS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 06/06/2014 has revealed that there is 1 FUDS
     site  within approximately 1 mile  of the target property.

PageMap IDDirection / Distance     Address     Lower Elevation     ____________________      ________  ___________________ _____ _____

     FORT EDGECOMB    ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.586 mi.) 10 22



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

TC4425381.2s  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 8

Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped. Count: 2 records. 

Site Name  Database(s)____________  ____________

MAIN, SHIRLEY  LAST
JAMES BARRETT  LAST

http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2.2U.21GU88Y2e2ZGp1M8j8RYJ5JeR2pZw6NpW4lM62l.n1FUf7m2R1XG6AK8o4eYd1qet2lZV62pC2n.82mUX1n265LGy5t8h38Ye6be74PZL9zpm25Ms0cjc3BRXtzJD2o..2PU91c2nTtGm2b8W1ZYa5AeBAkZ5A4pnA8Mc2Ij3ABRu9eJ51
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2.2U.21GU88Y2e2ZGp1M8j8RYJ5JeR2pZw6NpW4lM62l.n1FUf7m2R1XG6AK8o4eYd1qet2lZV62pC2n.82mUX1n265LGy5t8h38Ye6be74PZL9zpm25Ms0cjc3BRXtzJD2o..2PU91c2nTtGm2b8W1ZYa8AeB6kZ564pn58Mc5Ij36BRuAeJ51
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
TargetDistance Total

Database Property(Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000NPL
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Proposed NPL
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPNPL LIENS

Federal Delisted NPL site list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Delisted NPL

Federal CERCLIS list

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500FEDERAL FACILITY
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500CERCLIS

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500CERC-NFRAP

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CORRACTS

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500RCRA-TSDF

Federal RCRA generators list

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-LQG
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-SQG
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-CESQG

Federal institutional controls /
engineering controls registries

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500LUCIS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US ENG CONTROLS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US INST CONTROL

Federal ERNS list

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPERNS

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

    1  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000          1SHWS

State and tribal landfill and/or
solid waste disposal site lists

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SWF/LF
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500LCP

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500LAST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500LUST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN LUST
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
TargetDistance Total

Database Property(Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250FEMA UST
    1  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250          1UST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250AST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250INDIAN UST

State and tribal institutional
control / engineering control registries

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INST CONTROL

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VCP
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN VCP

State and tribal Brownfields sites

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500BROWNFIELDS

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US BROWNFIELDS

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid
Waste Disposal Sites

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SWRCY
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN ODI
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500DEBRIS REGION 9
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500ODI

Local Lists of Hazardous waste /
Contaminated Sites

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS HIST CDL
    1  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500          1ALLSITES
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000DEL SHWS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS CDL

Local Land Records

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLIENS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLIENS 2

Records of Emergency Release Reports

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHMIRS
    3  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TP          3SPILLS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSPILLS 90
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSPILLS 80

Other Ascertainable Records

    1  NR   NR    NR      0    1 0.250RCRA NonGen / NLR
    1  NR     1      0      0    0 1.000FUDS
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
TargetDistance Total

Database Property(Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000DOD
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SCRD DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS FIN ASSUR
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPEPA WATCH LIST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.2502020 COR ACTION
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTSCA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTRIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSSTS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000ROD
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRMP
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRAATS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPRP
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPADS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPICIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPMLTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCOAL ASH DOE
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500COAL ASH EPA
    2  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TP          2PCB TRANSFORMER
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRADINFO
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHIST FTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPDOT OPS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CONSENT
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000INDIAN RESERV
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500UMTRA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLEAD SMELTERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS AIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250US MINES
    1  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TP          1FINDS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPAIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPNPDES
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTIER 2
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUIC

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000EDR MGP
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250EDR US Hist Auto Stat
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250EDR US Hist Cleaners

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRGA HWS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRGA LF
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRGA LUST

   11    0    1    0    0    1    9- Totals --
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
TargetDistance Total

Database Property(Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

NOTES:

   TP = Target Property

   NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance

   Sites may be listed in more than one database
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

Not reportedInstitutional Control?:
Not reportedLat/Long:
UNCONTROLLED SITESProgram Type:
TRANSFERRED TO OTHER DIVISION - OTHERStatus:

ALLSITES:

Not reportedIC:
Not reportedLat/Long:
UNCONTROLLED SITESProgram Type:
TRANSFERRED TO OTHER DIVISION - OTHERFacility Status:
REM00921Facility ID:

SHWS:

Site 1 of 8 in cluster A

Actual:
25 ft.

Property WISCASSET, ME  
Target ALLSITESBIRCH POINT ROAD    N/A
A1 SHWSMASON STATION 1000337640

                              DIESELProduct Type:
                              01-JAN-41Installation Date:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status Label:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status:
                              01-OCT-86Tank Status Date:
                              REMOVEDTank Status Label:
                              REMOVEDTank Status:
                              1Tank Number:

                              2078826212Owner/Operator Phone:
                              WISCASSET, ME 04578Owner/Operator City,St,Zip:
                              BOX 102 RR 2Owner/Operator Address:
                              MASON STATIONOwner/Operator Name:
                              Not reportedLongitude:
                              Not reportedLatitude:
                              Not reportedNearby Water Other Owner Label:
                              NoNear Other Water:
                              Not reportedNear Private Water Label:
                              NoNear Private Water:
                              Not reportedNear Public Water Label:
                              NoNear Public Water:
                              Not reportedOn Aquifer Label:
                              NoOn Aquifer:
                              Not reportedOperator Contact:
                              2076214417Owner Telephone:
                              AUGUSTA, ME 04336Owner City/State/Zip:
                              83 EDISON DROwner Delivery Address:
                              TOM DANIELSOwner Contact:
                              CENTRAL MAINE POWER COOwner Name:
                              YesFed Reg Ind:
                              INDUSTRIALFacility Code:
                              WISCASSETFacility Location2:
                              7799Facility ID:

UST:

Site 2 of 8 in cluster A

Actual:
25 ft.

Property WISCASSET, ME  
Target BIRCHPOINT ROAD    N/A
A2 USTMASON STATION U002163149
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Tank Material:
                              BELOWGROUNDTank Above/Below:
                              5000Tank Volume in Gallons:
                              #6 FUEL OILProduct Type:
                              01-JAN-41Installation Date:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status Label:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status:
                              01-MAR-90Tank Status Date:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACETank Status Label:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACETank Status:
                              3Tank Number:

                              UNKNOWNOverfill Protection Label:
                              UNKNOWNOverfill:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection Label:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection:
                              REMOVEDPipe Status Label:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Pipe Material Label:
                              Not reportedPipe Date Installed:
                              01-OCT-86Pipe Status Date:
                              REMOVEDPipe Status:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Desc:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Label:
                              1Chamber ID:
                              UNKNOWNTank Leak Detection Label:
                              07-OCT-86Reg Date:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Tank Material:
                              BELOWGROUNDTank Above/Below:
                              1000Tank Volume in Gallons:
                              UNLEADED GASOLINEProduct Type:
                              01-JAN-41Installation Date:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status Label:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status:
                              01-OCT-86Tank Status Date:
                              REMOVEDTank Status Label:
                              REMOVEDTank Status:
                              2Tank Number:

                              UNKNOWNOverfill Protection Label:
                              UNKNOWNOverfill:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection Label:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection:
                              REMOVEDPipe Status Label:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Pipe Material Label:
                              Not reportedPipe Date Installed:
                              01-OCT-86Pipe Status Date:
                              REMOVEDPipe Status:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Desc:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Label:
                              1Chamber ID:
                              UNKNOWNTank Leak Detection Label:
                              07-OCT-86Reg Date:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Tank Material:
                              BELOWGROUNDTank Above/Below:
                              1000Tank Volume in Gallons:

MASON STATION  (Continued) U002163149
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                              1Chamber ID:
                              UNKNOWNTank Leak Detection Label:
                              07-OCT-86Reg Date:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Tank Material:
                              BELOWGROUNDTank Above/Below:
                              5000Tank Volume in Gallons:
                              #6 FUEL OILProduct Type:
                              01-JAN-52Installation Date:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status Label:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status:
                              01-MAR-90Tank Status Date:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACETank Status Label:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACETank Status:
                              5Tank Number:

                              UNKNOWNOverfill Protection Label:
                              UNKNOWNOverfill:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection Label:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACEPipe Status Label:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Pipe Material Label:
                              Not reportedPipe Date Installed:
                              01-MAR-90Pipe Status Date:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACEPipe Status:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Desc:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Label:
                              1Chamber ID:
                              UNKNOWNTank Leak Detection Label:
                              07-OCT-86Reg Date:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Tank Material:
                              BELOWGROUNDTank Above/Below:
                              5000Tank Volume in Gallons:
                              #6 FUEL OILProduct Type:
                              01-JAN-47Installation Date:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status Label:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status:
                              01-MAR-90Tank Status Date:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACETank Status Label:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACETank Status:
                              4Tank Number:

                              UNKNOWNOverfill Protection Label:
                              UNKNOWNOverfill:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection Label:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACEPipe Status Label:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Pipe Material Label:
                              Not reportedPipe Date Installed:
                              01-MAR-90Pipe Status Date:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACEPipe Status:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Desc:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Label:
                              1Chamber ID:
                              UNKNOWNTank Leak Detection Label:
                              07-OCT-86Reg Date:

MASON STATION  (Continued) U002163149
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACEPipe Status:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Desc:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Label:
                              1Chamber ID:
                              UNKNOWNTank Leak Detection Label:
                              07-OCT-86Reg Date:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Tank Material:
                              BELOWGROUNDTank Above/Below:
                              15000Tank Volume in Gallons:
                              #6 FUEL OILProduct Type:
                              01-JAN-55Installation Date:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status Label:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status:
                              01-MAR-90Tank Status Date:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACETank Status Label:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACETank Status:
                              7Tank Number:

                              UNKNOWNOverfill Protection Label:
                              UNKNOWNOverfill:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection Label:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACEPipe Status Label:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Pipe Material Label:
                              Not reportedPipe Date Installed:
                              01-MAR-90Pipe Status Date:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACEPipe Status:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Desc:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Label:
                              1Chamber ID:
                              UNKNOWNTank Leak Detection Label:
                              07-OCT-86Reg Date:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Tank Material:
                              BELOWGROUNDTank Above/Below:
                              10000Tank Volume in Gallons:
                              #6 FUEL OILProduct Type:
                              01-JAN-52Installation Date:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status Label:
                              Not reportedTank Sub Status:
                              01-MAR-90Tank Status Date:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACETank Status Label:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACETank Status:
                              6Tank Number:

                              UNKNOWNOverfill Protection Label:
                              UNKNOWNOverfill:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection Label:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACEPipe Status Label:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Pipe Material Label:
                              Not reportedPipe Date Installed:
                              01-MAR-90Pipe Status Date:
                              ABANDONED_IN_PLACEPipe Status:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Desc:
                              UNKNOWNChamber Pump Type Label:

MASON STATION  (Continued) U002163149
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                              UNKNOWNOverfill Protection Label:
                              UNKNOWNOverfill:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection Label:
                              UNKNOWNPipe Leak Detection:
                              ABANDONED IN PLACEPipe Status Label:
                              STEEL - BARE OR ASPHALT COATED.Pipe Material Label:
                              Not reportedPipe Date Installed:
                              01-MAR-90Pipe Status Date:

MASON STATION  (Continued) U002163149

                    8/3/2001Date assigned:
                    William E. NasonOfficer name:
                    Sr Environmental SpecialistOfficer title:
                    1Office region:
                    NFlammable:
                    15880Weight kgs:
                    Not reportedWeight lbs:
                    4Number of transformers:
                    00293Document ID:
                    1317Record ID:
                    1Transformer box number:
                    93Transformer location ID:
                    207-771-3539Contact phone:
                    William E. NasonContact:
                    Portland, ME 04101
                    100 Middle StreetCompany address:
                    FPL EnergyCompany name:

PCB TRANSFORMER:

Site 3 of 8 in cluster A

Actual:
25 ft.

Property WISCASSET, ME  04578
Target BIRCH POINT ROAD    N/A
A3 PCB TRANSFORMERMASON STATION 1014622454

                         TrueActual Spill Date Unknown:
                         Not reportedActual Spill Datetime:
                         Final ReportReport Status:
                         FRReport Status:
                         EITGALLAModify By:
                         12/05/2005Modify Date:
                         EIEWERLYCreate By:
                         08/23/2004Create Date:
                         FalseAst Inside Flag:
                         TrueUst Registered Flag:
                         FalseRemoval Flag:
                         NoneInc Tank:
                         NInc Tank Code:
                         A-477-2004Spill Number:

Event:

SPILLS:

Site 4 of 8 in cluster A

Actual:
25 ft.

Property WISCASSET, ME  
Target BIRCH POINT RD    N/A
A4 SPILLSCMP - MASON SUBSTATION S107554071
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                         12/07/2005Date Modified:
                         IMAGINGCreated By:
                         12/07/2005Date Created:
                         A-477-2004Spill Id:

File:

                         JON  ANDREWSName:
                         TruePrimary Employee:

Primary Employee:

                         Not reportedComments:
                         /Phone/Ext:
                         04336Zipcode:
                         USACountry:
                         AUGUSTA,MECity,State:
                         83 EDISON DRAddress:
                         CENTRAL MAINE POWERCompany:
                         Not reportedTitle:
                         Not reportedName:
                         TruePotential RP:
                         Subject/SpillerContact Type:

Contact:

                         EITGALLAChanged By:
                         12/05/2005Date Change:
                         Report Status change from DQA to FRDescription:

                         EITHSMITChanged By:
                         11/01/2005Date Change:
                         Report Status change from DR to DQADescription:

                         EIEWERLYChanged By:
                         08/23/2004Date Change:
                         Report Created with Report Status = DRDescription:

Change:

                         landfill in Norridgewock.
                         Contaminated soil was disposed of by CMP at the Waste ManagementMaterial Disposal Info:
                         Other - UnknownSpill Cause:
                         18Spill Cause Code:
                         No Source Found By ResponderInc Source:
                         NSInc Source Code:
                         Utility - PowerInc Location:
                         PWInc Location Code:
                         Odor/Vapor/MistDetection Method:
                         HDetection Method Code:
                         Subject/SpillerReporter Type:
                         2Reporter Type Code:
                         Oil IncidentSpill Type:
                         OSpill Type Code:
                         FalseFurther Response Action:
                         15190MCD Value:
                         FalseDtree Completed Flag:
                         0Number Wells Impacted:
                         0Number Wells At Risk:
                         TrueActual Spill Time Unknown:

CMP - MASON SUBSTATION  (Continued) S107554071
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                         Paper AttachAttach Type:
                         Northeast Laboratories Analysis report PCB and DRODescription:

Attachments:

                         TruePrimary Product:
                         UNKNOWNProduct Amt Qualifier:
                         Not reportedProduct Amt Unit:
                         Not reportedProduct Amt:
                         Not reportedProduct Other:
                         Unspecified OilProduct Code:

Product:

Spill Point:

                         ExcavationRecovery Method:

                         ESTIMATEMaterial Amt Qualifier:
                         lbs.Material Units:
                         300Material Amount:
                         Contaminated SoilMaterial Recovered:
                         CSMaterial Recovered Type:

Material Recovered:

                         Old contamination, CMP will characterize, @ substationNotes:
                         NoneLog Tank Involved:
                         WISCASSETLog Location Town:
                         Mason StationLocation:
                         JON ANDREWSLog Emp Name:
                         Unspecified OilLog Rep Prod:
                         80Log Rep Prod Cd:
                         08/17/2004Log Rep Dt Tm:
                         TrueSpill Dt Unknown:
                         TrueSpill Time Unk:
                         Not reportedLog Spill Datetime:
                         Oil IncidentLog Spill Type:
                         EIEWERLYModify By:
                         08/23/2004Modify Date:
                         EIEWERLYCreated By:
                         08/23/2004Create Date:
                         2004Spill Year:
                         477Spill Off Sequence:
                         AugustaSpill Office:
                         FalseSpill Void Flag:

Log:

                         LandMedium:

                         Inland Surface WaterMedium:
Media Affected:

                         Not reportedFile Reconciled By:
                         Not reportedReconcile Date:
                         Report scanned into the imaging system on 07-DEC-05.Notes:
                         0File Num Sheets:
                         IMAGINGModified By:

CMP - MASON SUBSTATION  (Continued) S107554071
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                         11/01/2005File Modify Date:
                         Not reportedFile Size:
                         Not reportedFile Code:
                         Not reportedFile Name:
                         Paper AttachAttach Type:
                         Central Maine Power Oil or Chemical Spill ReportDescription:

                         11/01/2005File Modify Date:
                         Not reportedFile Size:
                         Not reportedFile Code:
                         Not reportedFile Name:

CMP - MASON SUBSTATION  (Continued) S107554071

                         01/27/2004Date Change:
                         Report Created with Report Status = DRDescription:

Change:

                         CMP’s Augusta SubstationMaterial Disposal Info:
                         Mechanical Failure - Gasket/SealSpill Cause:
                         22Spill Cause Code:
                         Utility - Electrical TransformerInc Source:
                         ETInc Source Code:
                         Utility - PowerInc Location:
                         PWInc Location Code:
                         Visual ProductDetection Method:
                         LDetection Method Code:
                         Subject/SpillerReporter Type:
                         2Reporter Type Code:
                         Oil IncidentSpill Type:
                         OSpill Type Code:
                         FalseFurther Response Action:
                         15190MCD Value:
                         FalseDtree Completed Flag:
                         0Number Wells Impacted:
                         0Number Wells At Risk:
                         FalseActual Spill Time Unknown:
                         FalseActual Spill Date Unknown:
                         01/14/2004Actual Spill Datetime:
                         Final ReportReport Status:
                         FRReport Status:
                         EITGALLAModify By:
                         07/19/2005Modify Date:
                         EIEWERLYCreate By:
                         01/27/2004Create Date:
                         FalseAst Inside Flag:
                         FalseUst Registered Flag:
                         FalseRemoval Flag:
                         NoneInc Tank:
                         NInc Tank Code:
                         A-32-2004Spill Number:

Event:

SPILLS:

Site 5 of 8 in cluster A

Actual:
25 ft.

Property WISCASSET, ME  
Target BIRCH POINT RD    N/A
A5 SPILLSMASON STATION SUBSTATION S107026999
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                         Oil IncidentLog Spill Type:
                         EIGWALLModify By:
                         10/14/2004Modify Date:
                         EIEWERLYCreated By:
                         01/27/2004Create Date:
                         2004Spill Year:
                         32Spill Off Sequence:
                         AugustaSpill Office:
                         FalseSpill Void Flag:

Log:

                         LandMedium:
Media Affected:

                         Not reportedFile Reconciled By:
                         Not reportedReconcile Date:
                         Report scanned into the imaging system on 27-JUL-05.Notes:
                         0File Num Sheets:
                         IMAGINGModified By:
                         07/27/2005Date Modified:
                         IMAGINGCreated By:
                         07/27/2005Date Created:
                         A-32-2004Spill Id:

File:

                         GLEN  WALLName:
                         TruePrimary Employee:

Primary Employee:

                         Not reportedComments:
                         /Phone/Ext:
                         04336Zipcode:
                         USACountry:
                         AUGUSTA,MECity,State:
                         83 EDISON DRAddress:
                         CENTRAL MAINE POWERCompany:
                         Not reportedTitle:
                         Not reportedName:
                         TruePotential RP:
                         Subject/SpillerContact Type:

Contact:

                         EITGALLAChanged By:
                         07/19/2005Date Change:
                         Report Status change from DQA to FRDescription:

                         EIPBLANCChanged By:
                         10/22/2004Date Change:
                         Report Status change from DRV to DQADescription:

                         EIGWALLChanged By:
                         10/14/2004Date Change:
                         Report Status change from DR to DRVDescription:

                         EIEWERLYChanged By:

MASON STATION SUBSTATION  (Continued) S107026999
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                         10/14/2004File Modify Date:
                         Not reportedFile Size:
                         Not reportedFile Code:
                         Not reportedFile Name:
                         Paper AttachAttach Type:
                         Central Maine Power Company, oil or chemical spill report (a CMP form)Description:

Attachments:

                         TruePrimary Product:
                         ESTIMATEProduct Amt Qualifier:
                         gals.Product Amt Unit:
                         .25Product Amt:
                         Not reportedProduct Other:
                         Transformer OilProduct Code:

Product:

Spill Point:

                         ExcavationRecovery Method:

                         ESTIMATEMaterial Amt Qualifier:
                         gals.Material Units:
                         20Material Amount:
                         Mixed Liquid MediaMaterial Recovered:
                         MMMaterial Recovered Type:

Material Recovered:

                         1967 will sample oil.
                         Oil filled circuit breaker broke or leaked, one gallon onto snow.Notes:
                         NoneLog Tank Involved:
                         WISCASSETLog Location Town:
                         Birch Point Road.  Substation near Mason Station.Location:
                         GLEN WALLLog Emp Name:
                         Transformer OilLog Rep Prod:
                         87Log Rep Prod Cd:
                         01/14/2004Log Rep Dt Tm:
                         TrueSpill Dt Unknown:
                         TrueSpill Time Unk:
                         Not reportedLog Spill Datetime:

MASON STATION SUBSTATION  (Continued) S107026999

information concerning airborne pollution in the United States. AFS is
Aerometric Data (SAROAD). AIRS is the national repository for
National Emission Data System (NEDS), and the Storage and Retrieval of
Subsystem) replaces the former Compliance Data System (CDS), the
AFS (Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS) Facility
                    Environmental Interest/Information System

                    110038947995Registry ID:

FINDS:

Site 6 of 8 in cluster A

Actual:
25 ft.

Property WISCASSETT, ME  04578
Target BIRCH POINT RD    N/A
A6 FINDSMASON STATION LLC POINT EAST 1012114702
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

AIR MINOR

of the Clean Air Act.
redesign to support facility operating permits required under Title V
estimation of total national emissions. AFS is undergoing a major
to comply with regulatory programs and by EPA as an input for the
AFS data are utilized by states to prepare State Implementation Plans
used to track emissions and compliance data from industrial plants.

MASON STATION LLC POINT EAST  (Continued) 1012114702

                    8/3/2001Date assigned:
                    William E. NasonOfficer name:
                    Sr Environmental SpecialistOfficer title:
                    1Office region:
                    NFlammable:
                    15880Weight kgs:
                    Not reportedWeight lbs:
                    4Number of transformers:
                    00293Document ID:
                    1317Record ID:
                    1Transformer box number:
                    93Transformer location ID:
                    207-771-3539Contact phone:
                    William E. NasonContact:
                    Portland, ME 04101
                    100 Middle StreetCompany address:
                    FPL EnergyCompany name:

PCB TRANSFORMER:

Site 7 of 8 in cluster A

Actual:
25 ft.

Property WISCASSET, ME  04578
Target BIRCH POINT ROAD    N/A
A7 PCB TRANSFORMERMASON STATION 1014628699

                         02/27/2003Actual Spill Datetime:
                         Final ReportReport Status:
                         FRReport Status:
                         EITGALLAModify By:
                         01/26/2004Modify Date:
                         EIMBARTOCreate By:
                         04/09/2003Create Date:
                         FalseAst Inside Flag:
                         FalseUst Registered Flag:
                         FalseRemoval Flag:
                         NoneInc Tank:
                         NInc Tank Code:
                         A-166-2003Spill Number:

Event:

SPILLS:

Site 8 of 8 in cluster A

Actual:
25 ft.

Property WISCASSET, ME  
Target BIRCH POINT RD    N/A
A8 SPILLSMASON SUB STATION S104219687
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

File:

                         FRANCIS C GEHRLINGName:
                         TruePrimary Employee:

Primary Employee:

                         Not reportedComments:
                         /Phone/Ext:
                         04336Zipcode:
                         USACountry:
                         AUGUSTA,MECity,State:
                         83 EDISON DRAddress:
                         CENTRAL MAINE POWERCompany:
                         Not reportedTitle:
                         Not reportedName:
                         TruePotential RP:
                         Subject/SpillerContact Type:

Contact:

                         EITGALLAChanged By:
                         01/26/2004Date Change:
                         Report Status change from DQA to FRDescription:

                         EIPBLANCChanged By:
                         05/29/2003Date Change:
                         Report Status change from DRV to DQADescription:

                         EIFGEHRLChanged By:
                         04/10/2003Date Change:
                         Report Status change from DR to DRVDescription:

                         EIMBARTOChanged By:
                         04/09/2003Date Change:
                         Report Created with Report Status = DRDescription:

Change:

                         Augusta SubstationMaterial Disposal Info:
                         Mechanical Failure - Gasket/SealSpill Cause:
                         22Spill Cause Code:
                         Utility - Electrical TransformerInc Source:
                         ETInc Source Code:
                         Utility - PowerInc Location:
                         PWInc Location Code:
                         Visual ProductDetection Method:
                         LDetection Method Code:
                         Subject/SpillerReporter Type:
                         2Reporter Type Code:
                         Oil IncidentSpill Type:
                         OSpill Type Code:
                         FalseFurther Response Action:
                         15190MCD Value:
                         FalseDtree Completed Flag:
                         0Number Wells Impacted:
                         0Number Wells At Risk:
                         FalseActual Spill Time Unknown:
                         FalseActual Spill Date Unknown:

MASON SUB STATION  (Continued) S104219687
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

Attachments:

                         TruePrimary Product:
                         ESTIMATEProduct Amt Qualifier:
                         gals.Product Amt Unit:
                         .25Product Amt:
                         Not reportedProduct Other:
                         Transformer OilProduct Code:

Product:

Spill Point:

                         ExcavationRecovery Method:

                         ESTIMATEMaterial Amt Qualifier:
                         cu. yds.Material Units:
                         .25Material Amount:
                         Mixed Liquid MediaMaterial Recovered:
                         MMMaterial Recovered Type:

Material Recovered:

                         Not reportedNotes:
                         NoneLog Tank Involved:
                         WISCASSETLog Location Town:
                         CMPLocation:
                         FRANCIS C GEHRLINGLog Emp Name:
                         Transformer OilLog Rep Prod:
                         87Log Rep Prod Cd:
                         02/27/2003Log Rep Dt Tm:
                         FalseSpill Dt Unknown:
                         FalseSpill Time Unk:
                         02/27/2003Log Spill Datetime:
                         Oil IncidentLog Spill Type:
                         EIMBARTOModify By:
                         04/09/2003Modify Date:
                         EIMBARTOCreated By:
                         04/09/2003Create Date:
                         2003Spill Year:
                         166Spill Off Sequence:
                         AugustaSpill Office:
                         FalseSpill Void Flag:

Log:

                         LandMedium:
Media Affected:

                         Not reportedFile Reconciled By:
                         01/27/2004Reconcile Date:
                         Report scanned into the imaging system on 06-AUG-09.Notes:
                         0File Num Sheets:
                         IMAGINGModified By:
                         08/06/2009Date Modified:
                         EIPLAMBECreated By:
                         01/27/2004Date Created:
                         A-166-2003Spill Id:

MASON SUB STATION  (Continued) S104219687
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                         04/09/2003File Modify Date:
                         Not reportedFile Size:
                         Not reportedFile Code:
                         Not reportedFile Name:
                         Paper AttachAttach Type:
                         Central Maine Power Company Oil or Chemical Spill ReportDescription:

MASON SUB STATION  (Continued) S104219687

                              NoUsed oil transporter:
                              NoUsed oil transfer facility:
                              NoUsed oil Specification marketer:
                              NoUsed oil fuel marketer to burner:
                              NoUser oil refiner:
                              NoUsed oil processor:
                              NoUsed oil fuel burner:
                              NoFurnace exemption:
                              NoOn-site burner exemption:
                              NoUnderground injection activity:
                              NoTreater, storer or disposer of HW:
                              NoTransporter of hazardous waste:
                              NoRecycler of hazardous waste:
                              NoMixed waste (haz. and radioactive):
                              NoU.S. importer of hazardous waste:

Handler Activities Summary:

                    Not reportedOwner/Op end date:
                    Not reportedOwner/Op start date:
                    OwnerOwner/Operator Type:
                    PrivateLegal status:
                    (207) 555-1212Owner/operator telephone:
                    Not reportedOwner/operator country:
                    OWNERCITY, ME 99999
                    OWNERSTREETOwner/operator address:
                    CENTRAL MAINE POWER COOwner/operator name:

Owner/Operator Summary:

                    Handler: Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous wasteDescription:
                    Non-GeneratorClassification:
                    Facility is not located on Indian land. Additional information is not known.Land type:
                    01EPA Region:
                    Not reportedContact email:
                    (207) 623-3521Contact telephone:
                    USContact country:
                    WISCASSET, ME 04578
                    MASON STAContact address:
                    DARLENE  COOKSONContact:
                    MED980192231EPA ID:
                    WISCASSET, ME 04578
                    MASON STAFacility address:
                    CENTRAL MAINE POWER COFacility name:
                    03/29/1990Date form received by agency:

RCRA NonGen / NLR:

1 ft.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
36 ft.

< 1/8 WISCASSET, ME  04578
MASON STA MED980192231

9 RCRA NonGen / NLRCENTRAL MAINE POWER CO 1000418479
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                    StateEvaluation lead agency:
                    11/11/1991Date achieved compliance:
                    Generators - GeneralArea of violation:
                    COMPLIANCE EVALUATION INSPECTION ON-SITEEvaluation:
                    09/19/1991Evaluation date:

Evaluation Action Summary:

                    Not reported    Paid penalty amount:
                    Not reported    Final penalty amount:
                    Not reported    Proposed penalty amount:
                    State    Enforcement lead agency:
                    Not reported    Enf. disp. status date:
                    Not reported    Enf. disposition status:
                    10/03/1991    Enforcement action date:
                    WRITTEN INFORMAL    Enforcement action:
                    StateViolation lead agency:
                    11/11/1991Date achieved compliance:
                    09/19/1991Date violation determined:
                    Generators - GeneralArea of violation:
                    SR - CH 851, SEC 8B(5)Regulation violated:

                    Not reported    Paid penalty amount:
                    Not reported    Final penalty amount:
                    Not reported    Proposed penalty amount:
                    State    Enforcement lead agency:
                    Not reported    Enf. disp. status date:
                    Not reported    Enf. disposition status:
                    10/03/1991    Enforcement action date:
                    WRITTEN INFORMAL    Enforcement action:
                    StateViolation lead agency:
                    11/11/1991Date achieved compliance:
                    09/19/1991Date violation determined:
                    Generators - GeneralArea of violation:
                    SR - CH 851, SEC 8B(3)Regulation violated:

Facility Has Received Notices of Violations:

CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO  (Continued) 1000418479

          57.20000CTC:
          Not reportedRAB:
          Not ListedNPL Status:
          978-318-8238Telephone:
          2012Fiscal Year:
          New England District (NAE)US Army District:
          01Congressional District:
          LINCOLNCounty:
          01EPA Region:
          MEState:
          EDGECOMBCity:
          FORT EDGECOMBFacility Name:
          54755INST ID:
          D01ME0555FUDS #:
          ME9799F8820Federal Facility ID:

FUDS:

3094 ft.
0.586 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
15 ft.

1/2-1 EDGECOMB, ME  
ENE    N/A
10 FUDSFORT EDGECOMB 1007211291
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          -69.65640299999Longitude:
          43.99330100000Latitude:
          owned by the State of Maine. The site is used as state park.
          Maine for $501.00 for use as a public park. The site is currently
          those efforts failed and in 1923, the site was sold to the State of
          efforts were made to turn the fort over to the town of Edgecomb but
          Permission was granted and the blockhouse was restored. In 1922
          blockhouse, and help restore the fort as a historical site.
          contacted the War Department and asked for permission to repair the
          Tallahassee. On 1 July 1913, a historical society from Edgecomb
          because of sporadic raiding along the coast by the Confederate ship,
          Boston. The fort was manned by volunteers for a short time in 1864
          in 1816 and the guns were removed and taken to Fort Independence in
          purchase from Moses Davis in June 1808. Fort Edgecomb was abandoned
          The site consisted of approximately 3.15 acres fee acquired byHistory:
          the foundation of one of the shot furnaces can still be seen.
          for the upper battery, the ramparts remain for the lower battery, and
          been removed from other areas around the site. The earthworks remain
          associated with troops of the time, and several plugs of earth have
          of the barracks, with the recovery of several items commonly
          remains intact. Archeological digs have been done on the site of one
          magazine; and an upper and lower battery. To date, the blockhouse
          cookhouse; a storehouse; two hotshot furnaces; a pier; a powder
          blockhouse; an officers quarters; two long barracks buildings; a
          construct Fort Edgecomb. The fort was quickly built, consisting of; a
          located on Davis Island in Edgecomb. The U.S. used the site to
          The former Fort Edgecomb, currently property of the State of Maine, isDescription:
          Not reportedAcreage:
          Not reportedFuture Prog:
          Not reportedCurrent Prog:
          State GovernmentCurrent Owner:

FORT EDGECOMB  (Continued) 1007211291
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ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)

Count: 2 records.

WISCASSET           S104999198 MAIN, SHIRLEY BIRCH POINT RD      LAST
WISCASSET           S107554459 JAMES BARRETT 25 FORT HILL RD      LAST

TC4425381.2s   Page 24

http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2.2U.21GU88Y2e2ZGp1M8j8RYJ5JeR2pZw6NpW4lM62l.n1FUf7m2R1XG6AK8o4eYd1qet2lZV62pC2n.82mUX1n265LGy5t8h38Ye6be74PZL9zpm25Ms0cjc3BRXtzJD2o..2PU91c2nTtGm2b8W1ZYa5AeBAkZ5A4pnA8Mc2Ij3ABRu9eJ51
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2.2U.21GU88Y2e2ZGp1M8j8RYJ5JeR2pZw6NpW4lM62l.n1FUf7m2R1XG6AK8o4eYd1qet2lZV62pC2n.82mUX1n265LGy5t8h38Ye6be74PZL9zpm25Ms0cjc3BRXtzJD2o..2PU91c2nTtGm2b8W1ZYa8AeB6kZ564pn58Mc5Ij36BRuAeJ51


To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate governmental agency
on a monthly or quarterly basis, as required.

Number of Days to Update: Provides confirmation that EDR is reporting records that have been updated within 90 days
from the date the government agency made the information available to the public.

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL:  National Priority List
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 03/26/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/08/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 75

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 07/09/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/19/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1 EPA Region 6
Telephone 617-918-1143 Telephone: 214-655-6659

EPA Region 3 EPA Region 7
Telephone 215-814-5418 Telephone: 913-551-7247

EPA Region 4 EPA Region 8
Telephone 404-562-8033 Telephone: 303-312-6774

EPA Region 5 EPA Region 9
Telephone 312-886-6686 Telephone: 415-947-4246

EPA Region 10
Telephone 206-553-8665

Proposed NPL:  Proposed National Priority List Sites
A site that has been proposed for listing on the National Priorities List through the issuance of a proposed rule
in the Federal Register. EPA then accepts public comments on the site, responds to the comments, and places on
the NPL those sites that continue to meet the requirements for listing.

Date of Government Version: 03/26/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/08/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 75

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 07/09/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/19/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL LIENS:  Federal Superfund Liens
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by CERCLA of 1980, the USEPA has the authority
to file liens against real property in order to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner
received notification of potential liability. USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/1991
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/02/1994
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/1994
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4267
Last EDR Contact: 08/15/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/2011
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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Federal Delisted NPL site list

Delisted NPL:  National Priority List Deletions
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Government Version: 03/26/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/08/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 75

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 07/09/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/19/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal CERCLIS list

FEDERAL FACILITY:  Federal Facility Site Information listing
A listing of National Priority List (NPL) and Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) sites found in the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) Database where EPA Federal Facilities
Restoration and Reuse Office is involved in cleanup activities.

Date of Government Version: 03/26/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/08/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/11/2015
Number of Days to Update: 64

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8704
Last EDR Contact: 07/10/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/19/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CERCLIS:  Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
CERCLIS contains data on potentially hazardous waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities,
private companies and private persons, pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Act (CERCLA). CERCLIS contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities
List (NPL) and sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/11/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/13/2014
Number of Days to Update: 94

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-412-9810
Last EDR Contact: 05/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/07/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

CERCLIS-NFRAP:  CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
Archived sites are sites that have been removed and archived from the inventory of CERCLIS sites. Archived status
indicates that, to the best of EPA’s knowledge, assessment at a site has been completed and that EPA has determined
no further steps will be taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL), unless information indicates
this decision was not appropriate or other considerations require a recommendation for listing at a later time.
This decision does not necessarily mean that there is no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that,
based upon available information, the location is not judged to be a potential NPL site. 

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/11/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/13/2014
Number of Days to Update: 94

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-412-9810
Last EDR Contact: 05/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/07/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS:  Corrective Action Report
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handlers with RCRA corrective action activity.
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Date of Government Version: 06/09/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF:  RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Transporters are individuals or entities that
move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the
waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

Date of Government Version: 06/09/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (888) 372-7341
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG:  RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Large quantity generators (LQGs) generate
over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 06/09/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (888) 372-7341
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-SQG:  RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate
between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 06/09/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (888) 372-7341
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-CESQG:  RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
(CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 06/09/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (888) 372-7341
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

LUCIS:  Land Use Control Information System
LUCIS contains records of land use control information pertaining to the former Navy Base Realignment and Closure
properties.

Date of Government Version: 05/28/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/29/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/11/2015
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  Department of the Navy
Telephone:  843-820-7326
Last EDR Contact: 08/12/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/30/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US ENG CONTROLS:  Engineering Controls Sites List
A listing of sites with engineering controls in place. Engineering controls include various forms of caps, building
foundations, liners, and treatment methods to create pathway elimination for regulated substances to enter environmental
media or effect human health.

Date of Government Version: 06/09/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-0695
Last EDR Contact: 08/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/14/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US INST CONTROL:  Sites with Institutional Controls
A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. Institutional controls include administrative measures,
such as groundwater use restrictions, construction restrictions, property use restrictions, and post remediation
care requirements intended to prevent exposure to contaminants remaining on site. Deed restrictions are generally
required as part of the institutional controls.

Date of Government Version: 06/09/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-0695
Last EDR Contact: 08/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/14/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Federal ERNS list

ERNS:  Emergency Response Notification System
Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous
substances.

Date of Government Version: 06/22/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  National Response Center, United States Coast Guard
Telephone:  202-267-2180
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

SHWS:  Remediation Sites List
Uncontrolled Sites locations included in the Remediation Sites List.

Date of Government Version: 07/28/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/31/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-7688
Last EDR Contact: 07/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/02/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists
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SWF/LF:  Solid Waste Facility List
Solid Waste Facilities/Landfill Sites. SWF/LF type records typically contain an inventory of solid waste disposal
facilities or landfills in a particular state. Depending on the state, these may be active or inactive facilities
or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Subtitle D Section 4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal
sites.

Date of Government Version: 08/11/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/14/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-2651
Last EDR Contact: 08/10/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/23/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

LCP:  Municipal Landfill Closure Database
The Municipal Landfill Closure and Remediation Program was established in 1988 to assist nearly 400 municipalities
with the closure of their unlicensed municipal solid waste landfills. Project managers in this program have conducted
site investigations and provided technical engineering assistance to aid municipalities in this process. Funding
to accomplish this goal was provided by the state, utilizing several bonds that supported a 75% state cost sharing
reimbursement process.

Date of Government Version: 11/14/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/15/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/30/2011
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-8552
Last EDR Contact: 08/10/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/23/2015
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LAST:  HOSS Database
A listing of leaking aboveground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/04/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-2651
Last EDR Contact: 08/04/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/16/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LUST:  Hazardous Material and Oil Spill System Database (H.O.S.S.)
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports. LUST records contain an inventory of reported leaking underground
storage tank incidents. Not all states maintain these records, and the information stored varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/04/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-2651
Last EDR Contact: 08/04/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/16/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R10:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Date of Government Version: 02/03/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/12/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/13/2015
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R9:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona, California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Government Version: 01/08/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/08/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2015
Number of Days to Update: 32

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  415-972-3372
Last EDR Contact: 07/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

TC4425381.2s     Page GR-5

GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING



INDIAN LUST R8:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming.

Date of Government Version: 04/30/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/05/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6271
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R7:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska

Date of Government Version: 03/30/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/28/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 55

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R6:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in New Mexico and Oklahoma.

Date of Government Version: 03/17/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/01/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-6597
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R4:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Florida, Mississippi and North Carolina.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/03/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/13/2015
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-8677
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN LUST R1:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
A listing of leaking underground storage tank locations on Indian Land.

Date of Government Version: 02/03/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/30/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 53

Source:  EPA Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 07/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R5:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
Leaking underground storage tanks located on Indian Land in Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin.

Date of Government Version: 04/30/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/29/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 24

Source:  EPA, Region 5
Telephone:  312-886-7439
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

FEMA UST:  Underground Storage Tank Listing
A listing of all FEMA owned underground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 55

Source:  FEMA
Telephone:  202-646-5797
Last EDR Contact: 07/10/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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UST:  Underground Storage Tank Database
Registered Underground Storage Tanks. UST’s are regulated under Subtitle I of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) and must be registered with the state department responsible for administering the UST program. Available
information varies by state program.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/18/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-2651
Last EDR Contact: 08/18/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/30/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

AST 2:  Registered Petroeum Tanks Database
Aboveground storage tank site locations registered with the Bureau of Remediation and Waste Management.

Date of Government Version: 07/07/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/09/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/03/2015
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-2651
Last EDR Contact: 07/09/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/19/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

AST:  Aboveground Storage Tanks
Registered Aboveground Storage Tanks.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/16/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/22/2014
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  Maine Emergency Management Agency
Telephone:  207-626-4503
Last EDR Contact: 06/11/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R7:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 7 (Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, and 9 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 09/23/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/25/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2015
Number of Days to Update: 65

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R6:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 6 (Louisiana, Arkansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Texas and 65 Tribes).

Date of Government Version: 03/17/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/01/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-7591
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R5:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 5 (Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 04/30/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA Region 5
Telephone:  312-886-6136
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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INDIAN UST R4:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 4 (Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee
and Tribal Nations)

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/03/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/13/2015
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-9424
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R1:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 1 (Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont and ten Tribal
Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/03/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/30/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 53

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 07/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R10:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 10 (Alaska, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 05/06/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/19/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R9:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 9 (Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, the Pacific Islands, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 12/14/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/13/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/13/2015
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3368
Last EDR Contact: 07/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R8:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 8 (Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming and 27 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 04/30/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/05/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/22/2015
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6137
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

INST CONTROL:  Remediation Sites List
Sites with Institutional Controls in place included in the Remediation Sites List. Institutional Controls are
legally enforceable site use restrictions recorded on the property deed and therefore operate in perpetuity regardless
of change in site ownership.
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Date of Government Version: 04/14/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/21/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/07/2015
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-7688
Last EDR Contact: 07/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/02/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

VCP:  Remediation Sites List
Voluntary Response Action Program sites included in the Remediation Sites List. VRAP promotes the investigation,
remediation and redevelopment of contaminated properties by offering liability assurances/protections from state
enforcement actions for applicants to the program.

Date of Government Version: 07/28/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/31/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-7688
Last EDR Contact: 07/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/02/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN VCP R1:  Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing
A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 1.

Date of Government Version: 09/29/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/01/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/06/2014
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1102
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN VCP R7:  Voluntary Cleanup Priority Lisitng
A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 7.

Date of Government Version: 03/20/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/19/2008
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA, Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7365
Last EDR Contact: 04/20/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/20/2009
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS:  Remediation Sites List
Brownfields site locations included in the Remediation Sites List. Brownfields are "Real property, the expansion,
redevelopment, or reuse of which may be complicated by the presence or potential presence of a hazardous substance,
pollutant, or contaminant".

Date of Government Version: 07/28/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/31/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-7688
Last EDR Contact: 07/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/02/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS:  A Listing of Brownfields Sites
Brownfields are real property, the expansion, redevelopment, or reuse of which may be complicated by the presence
or potential presence of a hazardous substance, pollutant, or contaminant. Cleaning up and reinvesting in these
properties takes development pressures off of undeveloped, open land, and both improves and protects the environment.
Assessment, Cleanup and Redevelopment Exchange System (ACRES) stores information reported by EPA Brownfields
grant recipients on brownfields properties assessed or cleaned up with grant funding as well as information on
Targeted Brownfields Assessments performed by EPA Regions. A listing of ACRES Brownfield sites is obtained from
Cleanups in My Community. Cleanups in My Community provides information on Brownfields properties for which information
is reported back to EPA, as well as areas served by Brownfields grant programs.
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Date of Government Version: 06/22/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/24/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 70

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-2777
Last EDR Contact: 06/24/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/05/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

SWRCY:  Recycling Facilities
A listing of municial colletcion sites for electronic waste and mercury-added products.

Date of Government Version: 12/13/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/15/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/23/2012
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-2651
Last EDR Contact: 06/12/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/21/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN ODI:  Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands
Location of open dumps on Indian land.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/1998
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-308-8245
Last EDR Contact: 05/01/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/17/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DEBRIS REGION 9:  Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
A listing of illegal dump sites location on the Torres Martinez Indian Reservation located in eastern Riverside
County and northern Imperial County, California.

Date of Government Version: 01/12/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/2009
Number of Days to Update: 137

Source:  EPA, Region 9
Telephone:  415-947-4219
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

ODI:  Open Dump Inventory
An open dump is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 258
Subtitle D Criteria.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/1985
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/17/2004
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 06/09/2004
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US HIST CDL:  National Clandestine Laboratory Register
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 06/01/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/02/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 106

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 08/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/14/2015
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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ALLSITES:  Remediation Sites List
The Sites List Database is the public record of information regarding properties that have been, are now, or are
planned to be addressed by the Division of Remediation of the Bureau of Remediation and Waste Management. This
database is not intended to be a comprehensive, all-inclusive source of information regarding the properties listed
therein.

Date of Government Version: 07/28/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/31/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-7688
Last EDR Contact: 07/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/02/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

DEL HWS:  Sites Removed from the Uncontrolled Sites List
Sites are removed from the List once it is determined that they are not "worthy of listing". This term is used
as there are a number of reasons to remove a site from the List, including: no file exists, the site was reported
as an oil spill, there is no evidence of a hazardous substance release or based on an investigation the site is
referred to another program unrelated to hazardous substance or hazardous waste. Sites are removed on a case by
case basis. The USP intends this to be an on-going process, as time and resources allow.

Date of Government Version: 07/28/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/31/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-7688
Last EDR Contact: 07/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/02/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

US CDL:  Clandestine Drug Labs
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 05/15/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/02/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 106

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 08/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/14/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Local Land Records

LIENS:  Environmental Liens Information Listing
An Environmental Lien is a charge, security, or encumbrance upon title to a property to secure the payment of
a cost, damage, debt, obligation, or duty arising out of response actions, cleanup, or other remediation of hazardous
substances or petroleum products upon a property, including (but not limited to) liens imposed pursuant to CERCLA
42 USC ? 9607(1) and similar state or local laws. In other words: a lien placed upon a property’s title due
to an environmental condition

Date of Government Version: 08/11/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/14/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-2651
Last EDR Contact: 08/10/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LIENS 2:  CERCLA Lien Information
A Federal CERCLA (’Superfund’) lien can exist by operation of law at any site or property at which EPA has spent
Superfund monies. These monies are spent to investigate and address releases and threatened releases of contamination.
CERCLIS provides information as to the identity of these sites and properties.
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Date of Government Version: 02/18/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/18/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 37

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-6023
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS:  Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Government Version: 06/24/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  U.S. Department of Transportation
Telephone:  202-366-4555
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

SPILLS:  Hazardous Material and Oil Spill System Database
The database contains surface, groundwater and hazardous material spills.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/04/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/14/2015
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-2651
Last EDR Contact: 08/04/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/16/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SPILLS 90:  SPILLS90 data from FirstSearch
Spills 90 includes those spill and release records available exclusively from FirstSearch databases. Typically,
they may include chemical, oil and/or hazardous substance spills recorded after 1990. Duplicate records that are
already included in EDR incident and release records are not included in Spills 90.

Date of Government Version: 11/05/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/25/2013
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  FirstSearch
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2013
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SPILLS 80:  SPILLS80 data from FirstSearch
Spills 80 includes those spill and release records available from FirstSearch databases prior to 1990. Typically,
they may include chemical, oil and/or hazardous substance spills recorded before 1990. Duplicate records that
are already included in EDR incident and release records are not included in Spills 80.

Date of Government Version: 06/07/2001
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  FirstSearch
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2013
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA NonGen / NLR:  RCRA - Non Generators / No Longer Regulated
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous
waste.

Date of Government Version: 06/09/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/26/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (888) 372-7341
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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FUDS:  Formerly Used Defense Sites
The listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites properties where the US Army Corps of Engineers
is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.

Date of Government Version: 06/06/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/10/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/18/2014
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Telephone:  202-528-4285
Last EDR Contact: 07/08/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/21/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DOD:  Department of Defense Sites
This data set consists of federally owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of Defense, that
have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  888-275-8747
Last EDR Contact: 07/14/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

FEDLAND:  Federal and Indian Lands
Federally and Indian administrated lands of the United States. Lands included are administrated by: Army Corps
of Engineers, Bureau of Reclamation, National Wild and Scenic River, National Wildlife Refuge, Public Domain Land,
Wilderness, Wilderness Study Area, Wildlife Management Area, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Bureau of Land Management,
Department of Justice, Forest Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park Service.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/06/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 339

Source:  U.S. Geological Survey
Telephone:  888-275-8747
Last EDR Contact: 07/14/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: N/A

SCRD DRYCLEANERS:  State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
The State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners was established in 1998, with support from the U.S. EPA Office
of Superfund Remediation and Technology Innovation. It is comprised of representatives of states with established
drycleaner remediation programs. Currently the member states are Alabama, Connecticut, Florida, Illinois, Kansas,
Minnesota, Missouri, North Carolina, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin.

Date of Government Version: 03/07/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/09/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/02/2011
Number of Days to Update: 54

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  615-532-8599
Last EDR Contact: 05/21/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/31/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US FIN ASSUR:  Financial Assurance Information
All owners and operators of facilities that treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste are required to provide
proof that they will have sufficient funds to pay for the clean up, closure, and post-closure care of their facilities.

Date of Government Version: 06/01/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/02/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 106

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-1917
Last EDR Contact: 08/12/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/30/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

EPA WATCH LIST:  EPA WATCH LIST
EPA maintains a "Watch List" to facilitate dialogue between EPA, state and local environmental agencies on enforcement
matters relating to facilities with alleged violations identified as either significant or high priority. Being
on the Watch List does not mean that the facility has actually violated the law only that an investigation by
EPA or a state or local environmental agency has led those organizations to allege that an unproven violation
has in fact occurred. Being on the Watch List does not represent a higher level of concern regarding the alleged
violations that were detected, but instead indicates cases requiring additional dialogue between EPA, state and
local agencies - primarily because of the length of time the alleged violation has gone unaddressed or unresolved.
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Date of Government Version: 08/30/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/21/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/17/2014
Number of Days to Update: 88

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  617-520-3000
Last EDR Contact: 08/04/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/23/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

2020 COR ACTION:  2020 Corrective Action Program List
The EPA has set ambitious goals for the RCRA Corrective Action program by creating the 2020 Corrective Action
Universe. This RCRA cleanup baseline includes facilities expected to need corrective action. The 2020 universe
contains a wide variety of sites. Some properties are heavily contaminated while others were contaminated but
have since been cleaned up. Still others have not been fully investigated yet, and may require little or no remediation.
Inclusion in the 2020 Universe does not necessarily imply failure on the part of a facility to meet its RCRA obligations.

Date of Government Version: 04/22/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/03/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/09/2015
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-308-4044
Last EDR Contact: 05/14/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/24/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

TSCA:  Toxic Substances Control Act
Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant
site.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/15/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2015
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-260-5521
Last EDR Contact: 06/25/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/05/2015
Data Release Frequency: Every 4 Years

TRIS:  Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land in reportable quantities under SARA Title III Section 313.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/12/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 110

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0250
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/08/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

SSTS:  Section 7 Tracking Systems
Section 7 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, as amended (92 Stat. 829) requires all
registered pesticide-producing establishments to submit a report to the Environmental Protection Agency by March
1st each year. Each establishment must report the types and amounts of pesticides, active ingredients and devices
being produced, and those having been produced and sold or distributed in the past year.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/10/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/25/2011
Number of Days to Update: 77

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4203
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

ROD:  Records Of Decision
Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technical
and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 11/25/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/12/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 74

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-416-0223
Last EDR Contact: 06/12/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/21/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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RMP:  Risk Management Plans
When Congress passed the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, it required EPA to publish regulations and guidance
for chemical accident prevention at facilities using extremely hazardous substances. The Risk Management Program
Rule (RMP Rule) was written to implement Section 112(r) of these amendments. The rule, which built upon existing
industry codes and standards, requires companies of all sizes that use certain flammable and toxic substances
to develop a Risk Management Program, which includes a(n): Hazard assessment that details the potential effects
of an accidental release, an accident history of the last five years, and an evaluation of worst-case and alternative
accidental releases; Prevention program that includes safety precautions and maintenance, monitoring, and employee
training measures; and Emergency response program that spells out emergency health care, employee training measures
and procedures for informing the public and response agencies (e.g the fire department) should an accident occur.

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/13/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/25/2015
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-8600
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RAATS:  RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of
the database for historical records. It was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources
made it impossible to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Government Version: 04/17/1995
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/1995
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/07/1995
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4104
Last EDR Contact: 06/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/01/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

PRP:  Potentially Responsible Parties
A listing of verified Potentially Responsible Parties

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/17/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/20/2014
Number of Days to Update: 3

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-6023
Last EDR Contact: 05/14/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/24/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

PADS:  PCB Activity Database System
PCB Activity Database. PADS Identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers
of PCB’s who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/15/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/17/2014
Number of Days to Update: 33

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0500
Last EDR Contact: 07/17/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

ICIS:  Integrated Compliance Information System
The Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS) supports the information needs of the national enforcement
and compliance program as well as the unique needs of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
program.

Date of Government Version: 01/23/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/06/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/09/2015
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-5088
Last EDR Contact: 07/09/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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FTTS:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA,
TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the
Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 05/20/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/07/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
A listing of FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) inspections and enforcements.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 05/20/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/07/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

MLTS:  Material Licensing Tracking System
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which
possess or use radioactive materials and which are subject to NRC licensing requirements. To maintain currency,
EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 03/31/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/09/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/11/2015
Number of Days to Update: 63

Source:  Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone:  301-415-7169
Last EDR Contact: 06/04/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/21/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

COAL ASH DOE:  Steam-Electric Plant Operation Data
A listing of power plants that store ash in surface ponds.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/22/2009
Number of Days to Update: 76

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  202-586-8719
Last EDR Contact: 07/13/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

COAL ASH EPA:  Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List
A listing of coal combustion residues surface impoundments with high hazard potential ratings.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/10/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/20/2014
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 06/12/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/21/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

PCB TRANSFORMER:  PCB Transformer Registration Database
The database of PCB transformer registrations that includes all PCB registration submittals.

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/19/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/10/2012
Number of Days to Update: 83

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-0517
Last EDR Contact: 07/31/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/09/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RADINFO:  Radiation Information Database
The Radiation Information Database (RADINFO) contains information about facilities that are regulated by U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations for radiation and radioactivity.
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Date of Government Version: 07/07/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/09/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/16/2015
Number of Days to Update: 69

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-343-9775
Last EDR Contact: 07/09/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/19/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HIST FTTS:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
A complete administrative case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA regions. The
information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation of FIFRA
(Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some EPA regions
are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing EPA Headquarters
with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that may not be included
in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

HIST FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Inspection & Enforcement Case Listing
A complete inspection and enforcement case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA
regions. The information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation
of FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some
EPA regions are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing
EPA Headquarters with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that
may not be included in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

DOT OPS:  Incident and Accident Data
Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety Incident and Accident data.

Date of Government Version: 07/31/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2012
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/18/2012
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety
Telephone:  202-366-4595
Last EDR Contact: 08/04/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/16/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CONSENT:  Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cleanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released
periodically by United States District Courts after settlement by parties to litigation matters.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/17/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 46

Source:  Department of Justice, Consent Decree Library
Telephone:  Varies
Last EDR Contact: 06/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

BRS:  Biennial Reporting System
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/26/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/19/2013
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  EPA/NTIS
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 05/29/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/07/2015
Data Release Frequency: Biennially
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INDIAN RESERV:  Indian Reservations
This map layer portrays Indian administered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater
than 640 acres.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/08/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  202-208-3710
Last EDR Contact: 07/14/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

UMTRA:  Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
Uranium ore was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs. When the mills
shut down, large piles of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted from
the ore. Levels of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
were used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized.

Date of Government Version: 09/14/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/07/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/01/2012
Number of Days to Update: 146

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  505-845-0011
Last EDR Contact: 05/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/07/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LEAD SMELTER 1:  Lead Smelter Sites
A listing of former lead smelter site locations.

Date of Government Version: 11/25/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/26/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2015
Number of Days to Update: 64

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8787
Last EDR Contact: 07/07/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/19/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LEAD SMELTER 2:  Lead Smelter Sites
A list of several hundred sites in the U.S. where secondary lead smelting was done from 1931and 1964. These sites
may pose a threat to public health through ingestion or inhalation of contaminated soil or dust

Date of Government Version: 04/05/2001
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/27/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/02/2010
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  American Journal of Public Health
Telephone:  703-305-6451
Last EDR Contact: 12/02/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

US AIRS (AFS):  Aerometric Information Retrieval System Facility Subsystem (AFS)
The database is a sub-system of Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS). AFS contains compliance data
on air pollution point sources regulated by the U.S. EPA and/or state and local air regulatory agencies. This
information comes from source reports by various stationary sources of air pollution, such as electric power plants,
steel mills, factories, and universities, and provides information about the air pollutants they produce. Action,
air program, air program pollutant, and general level plant data. It is used to track emissions and compliance
data from industrial plants.

Date of Government Version: 07/22/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/24/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-2496
Last EDR Contact: 06/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/05/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

US AIRS MINOR:  Air Facility System Data
A listing of minor source facilities.

Date of Government Version: 07/22/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/24/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-2496
Last EDR Contact: 06/22/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/22/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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US MINES:  Mines Master Index File
Contains all mine identification numbers issued for mines active or opened since 1971. The data also includes
violation information.

Date of Government Version: 05/14/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/03/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/02/2015
Number of Days to Update: 91

Source:  Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration
Telephone:  303-231-5959
Last EDR Contact: 09/01/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/14/2015
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

US MINES 2:  Ferrous and Nonferrous Metal Mines Database Listing
This map layer includes ferrous (ferrous metal mines are facilities that extract ferrous metals, such as iron
ore or molybdenum) and nonferrous (Nonferrous metal mines are facilities that extract nonferrous metals, such
as gold, silver, copper, zinc, and lead) metal mines in the United States.

Date of Government Version: 12/05/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/29/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/18/2008
Number of Days to Update: 49

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-648-7709
Last EDR Contact: 06/05/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/14/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US MINES 3:  Active Mines & Mineral Plants Database Listing
Active Mines and Mineral Processing Plant operations for commodities monitored by the Minerals Information Team
of the USGS.

Date of Government Version: 04/14/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/08/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/2011
Number of Days to Update: 97

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-648-7709
Last EDR Contact: 06/05/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/14/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies

FINDS:  Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
Facility Index System. FINDS contains both facility information and ’pointers’ to other sources that contain more
detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal
Docket System used to track criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).

Date of Government Version: 01/18/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/27/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/25/2015
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  (617) 918-1111
Last EDR Contact: 06/10/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/21/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

AIRS:  Emissions Inventory Data
Point Source Criteria Pollutant Emissions Inventory data. Criteria air pollutant emissions, expressed in tons,
by facility and pollutant.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/19/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/30/2014
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-7036
Last EDR Contact: 06/19/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

DRYCLEANERS:  Drycleaner Facilities
A listing of drycleaning facilities that use perchloroethylene.

Date of Government Version: 12/30/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/12/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/20/2015
Number of Days to Update: 67

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-7030
Last EDR Contact: 08/07/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/23/2015
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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NPDES:  Wastewater Facilities Listing
A listing of wastewater facility locations.

Date of Government Version: 06/24/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/29/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/03/2015
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-287-3901
Last EDR Contact: 06/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/12/2015
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

TIER 2:  Tier 2 Information Listing
A listing of facilities which store or manufacture hazardous materials and submit a chemical inventory report.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/16/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/19/2014
Number of Days to Update: 64

Source:  Maine Emergency Management Agency
Telephone:  207-624-4441
Last EDR Contact: 06/11/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

UIC:  Underground Injection Control
An injection well is any bored, drilled or driven shaft, or dug hole whose depth is greater than its largest surface
dimension; an improved sinkhole; or a subsurface distribution system used to discharge fluids underground. These
wells range from deep, highly technical, and more frequently monitored wells to shallow on-site drainage systems,
such as septic systems, cesspools, and storm water drainage wells.

Date of Government Version: 05/26/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/28/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/15/2015
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  207-791-8110
Last EDR Contact: 05/18/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/02/2104
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

EDR MGP:  EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
The EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plant Database includes records of coal gas plants (manufactured gas plants)
compiled by EDR’s researchers. Manufactured gas sites were used in the United States from the 1800’s to 1950’s
to produce a gas that could be distributed and used as fuel. These plants used whale oil, rosin, coal, or a mixture
of coal, oil, and water that also produced a significant amount of waste. Many of the byproducts of the gas production,
such as coal tar (oily waste containing volatile and non-volatile chemicals), sludges, oils and other compounds
are potentially hazardous to human health and the environment. The byproduct from this process was frequently
disposed of directly at the plant site and can remain or spread slowly, serving as a continuous source of soil
and groundwater contamination.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

EDR US Hist Auto Stat:  EDR Exclusive Historic Gas Stations
EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected listings of potential
gas station/filling station/service station sites that were available to EDR researchers. EDR’s review was limited
to those categories of sources that might, in EDR’s opinion, include gas station/filling station/service station
establishments. The categories reviewed included, but were not limited to gas, gas station, gasoline station,
filling station, auto, automobile repair, auto service station, service station, etc. This database falls within
a category of information EDR classifies as "High Risk Historical Records", or HRHR. EDR’s HRHR effort presents
unique and sometimes proprietary data about past sites and operations that typically create environmental concerns,
but may not show up in current government records searches.
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Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR US Hist Cleaners:  EDR Exclusive Historic Dry Cleaners
EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected listings of potential
dry cleaner sites that were available to EDR researchers. EDR’s review was limited to those categories of sources
that might, in EDR’s opinion, include dry cleaning establishments. The categories reviewed included, but were
not limited to dry cleaners, cleaners, laundry, laundromat, cleaning/laundry, wash & dry etc. This database falls
within a category of information EDR classifies as "High Risk Historical Records", or HRHR. EDR’s HRHR effort
presents unique and sometimes proprietary data about past sites and operations that typically create environmental
concerns, but may not show up in current government records searches.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

RGA HWS:  Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste Facilities List
The EDR Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste database provides a list of SHWS incidents derived
from historical databases and includes many records that no longer appear in current government lists. Compiled
from Records formerly available from the Department of Environmental Protection in Maine.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/08/2014
Number of Days to Update: 191

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2012
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RGA LF:  Recovered Government Archive Solid Waste Facilities List
The EDR Recovered Government Archive Landfill database provides a list of landfills derived from historical databases
and includes many records that no longer appear in current government lists. Compiled from Records formerly available
from the Department of Environmental Protection in Maine.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/17/2014
Number of Days to Update: 200

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2012
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RGA LUST:  Recovered Government Archive Leaking Underground Storage Tank
The EDR Recovered Government Archive Leaking Underground Storage Tank database provides a list of LUST incidents
derived from historical databases and includes many records that no longer appear in current government lists.
Compiled from Records formerly available from the Department of Environmental Protection in Maine.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/10/2014
Number of Days to Update: 193

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2012
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

TC4425381.2s     Page GR-21

GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING



OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete.  For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are included.  Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

CT MANIFEST:  Hazardous Waste Manifest Data
Facility and manifest data. Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through
transporters to a tsd facility.

Date of Government Version: 07/30/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/19/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/03/2013
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Energy & Environmental Protection
Telephone:  860-424-3375
Last EDR Contact: 05/18/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/31/2015
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

NJ MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/17/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/12/2015
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 07/13/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/28/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

NY MANIFEST:  Facility and Manifest Data
Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through transporters to a TSD
facility.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/06/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/24/2015
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8651
Last EDR Contact: 08/06/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/16/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

PA MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/24/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/18/2015
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  717-783-8990
Last EDR Contact: 07/20/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/02/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

RI MANIFEST:  Manifest information
Hazardous waste manifest information

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/19/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/15/2015
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  401-222-2797
Last EDR Contact: 05/26/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/07/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually

VT MANIFEST:  Hazardous Waste Manifest Data
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 03/26/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/03/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/20/2015
Number of Days to Update: 47

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  802-241-3443
Last EDR Contact: 07/20/2015
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/02/2015
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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Oil/Gas Pipelines
Source:  PennWell Corporation
Telephone:  281-546-1505
Petroleum Bundle (Crude Oil, Refined Products, Petrochemicals, Gas Liquids (LPG/NGL), and Specialty
Gases (Miscellaneous)) N = Natural Gas Bundle (Natural Gas, Gas Liquids (LPG/NGL), and Specialty Gases
(Miscellaneous)). This map includes information copyrighted by PennWell Corporation. This information
is provided on a best effort basis and PennWell Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant
its fitness for any particular purpose. Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source:  PennWell Corporation
Telephone:  800-823-6277
This map includes information copyrighted by PennWell Corporation. This information is provided on a best
effort basis and PennWell Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant its fitness for any
particular purpose. Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell.

Sensitive Receptors: There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges.  These sensitive receptors typically include the elderly, the sick, and children.  While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.

AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc.
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association’s annual survey of hospitals.

Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786-3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number, produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal agency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United States.

Public Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States.  It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts, which contains data that are
comparable across all states.

Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on private school locations in the United States. 

Daycare Centers: Child Care Listing
Source: Department of Human Services
Telephone: 207-287-5060

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 2003 & 2011 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002, 2005 and 2010 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

State Wetlands Data: Wetlands Inventory
Source: Office of Geographic Information Systems
Telephone: 207-287-6144
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Current USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map
Source: U.S. Geological Survey

STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2010 Tele Atlas North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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geologic strata.
of the soil, and nearby wells.  Groundwater flow velocity is generally impacted by the nature of the
Groundwater flow direction may be impacted by surface topography, hydrology, hydrogeology, characteristics

  2.  Groundwater flow velocity.
  1.  Groundwater flow direction, and

Assessment of the impact of contaminant migration generally has two principal investigative components:

forming an opinion about the impact of potential contaminant migration.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum is provided to assist the environmental professional in

2014Version Date:
6699246 WISCASSET, MENorth Map:

2014Version Date:
6699896 WESTPORT, METarget Property Map:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP

25 ft. above sea levelElevation:
4870701.5UTM Y (Meters): 
445807.1UTM X (Meters): 
Zone 19Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
69.6758 - 69˚ 40’ 32.88’’Longitude (West): 
43.9894 - 43˚ 59’ 21.84’’Latitude (North): 

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

WISCASSET, ME 04578
BIRCH POINT RD
POINT EAST MARITIME VILLAGE

TARGET PROPERTY ADDRESS

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE ADDENDUM®
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should be field verified.
on a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
Source: Topography has been determined from the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated

SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY: ELEVATION PROFILES
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General EastGeneral Topographic Gradient:
TARGET PROPERTY TOPOGRAPHY

should contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
assist the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or,
Surface topography may be indicative of the direction of surficial groundwater flow.  This information can be used to
TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

collected on nearby properties, and regional groundwater flow information (from deep aquifers).
sources of information, such as surface topographic information, hydrologic information, hydrogeologic data
using site-specific well data. If such data is not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary to rely on other
Groundwater flow direction for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Not Reported

GENERAL DIRECTIONLOCATION
GROUNDWATER FLOWFROM TPMAP ID

hydrogeologically, and the depth to water table.
authorities at select sites and has extracted the date of the report, groundwater flow direction as determined
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted by environmental professionals to regulatory
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

AQUIFLOW®

 Search Radius: 1.000 Mile.

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
of groundwater flow direction in the immediate area.  Such hydrogeologic information can be used to assist the
Hydrogeologic information obtained by installation of wells on a specific site can often be an indicator
HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail MapWESTPORT

NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY
NWI Electronic
Data CoverageNWI Quad at Target Property

Not ReportedAdditional Panels in search area:

Not ReportedFlood Plain Panel at Target Property:

Not AvailableLINCOLN, ME

FEMA FLOOD ZONE
FEMA Flood
Electronic DataTarget Property County

and bodies of water).
Refer to the Physical Setting Source Map following this summary for hydrologic information (major waterways

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
Surface water can act as a hydrologic barrier to groundwater flow.  Such hydrologic information can be used to assist
HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).
of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - a digital representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman
Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology

ROCK STRATIGRAPHIC UNIT GEOLOGIC AGE IDENTIFICATION

Volcanic RocksCategory:PaleozoicEra:
Devonian and SilurianSystem:
Devonian and SilurianSeries:
DSvCode:    (decoded above as Era, System & Series)

at which contaminant migration may be occurring.
Geologic information can be used by the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the relative speed
GEOLOGIC INFORMATION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

move more quickly through sandy-gravelly types of soils than silty-clayey types of soils.
characteristics data collected on nearby properties and regional soil information. In general, contaminant plumes
to rely on other sources of information, including geologic age identification, rock stratigraphic unit and soil
using site specific geologic and soil strata data. If such data are not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary
Groundwater flow velocity information for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW VELOCITY INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Very poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

very gravelly sandy loamSoil Surface Texture:

WATERSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 2

Min: 4.5
Max: 7.8

  Min: 0.42
Max: 141.14 Not reported

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clay

sandy loam
very gravelly59 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 84 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

Not ReportedCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Moderately well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

very gravelly sandy loamSoil Surface Texture:

UDORTHENTSSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 1

in a landscape. The following information is based on Soil Conservation Service SSURGO data.
for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation of soil patterns
Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil survey information
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Soil Conservation Service (SCS) leads the National Cooperative Soil

DOMINANT SOIL COMPOSITION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Min: 5.1
Max: 7.3

Min: 0
Max: 1.41   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilty clay loam35 inches14 inches 3

Min: 5.1
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam14 inches 7 inches 2

Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

 Min: 1.41
Max: 14.11  

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam 7 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 31 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

HighCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Somewhat poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

water table, or are shallow to an impervious layer.
Class D - Very slow infiltration rates. Soils are clayey, have a highHydrologic Group:

silt loamSoil Surface Texture:

BUXTONSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 3

No Layer Information available.
 

> 0 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

Not ReportedCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: All hydric

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Min: 5.1
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam14 inches 7 inches 2

Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

 Min: 1.41
Max: 14.11  

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam 7 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 61 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

HighCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Moderately well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

silt loamSoil Surface Texture:

BUXTONSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 4

Min: 5.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0
Max: 1.41   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilty clay59 inches35 inches 4

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Min: 3.6
Max: 6.5

 Min: 4.23
Max: 14.11  

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam 5 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 46 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

ModerateCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Somewhat poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

silt loamSoil Surface Texture:

BOOTHBAYSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 5

Min: 5.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0
Max: 1.41   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilty clay59 inches35 inches 4

Min: 5.1
Max: 7.3

Min: 0
Max: 1.41   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilty clay loam35 inches14 inches 3

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

 Min: 1.41
Max: 14.11  

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam 7 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 15 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

HighCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: All hydric

Poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

water table, or are shallow to an impervious layer.
Class D - Very slow infiltration rates. Soils are clayey, have a highHydrologic Group:

silt loamSoil Surface Texture:

SCANTICSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 6

Min: 5.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilty clay loam59 inches27 inches 3

Min: 3.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam27 inches 5 inches 2

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Min: 3.6
Max: 6.5

 Min: 4.23
Max: 14.11  

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam 5 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 46 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

ModerateCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Somewhat poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

silt loamSoil Surface Texture:

BOOTHBAYSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 7

Min: 5.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0
Max: 1.41   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilty clay59 inches42 inches 3

Min: 5.1
Max: 7.3

Min: 0
Max: 1.41   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam42 inches 7 inches 2

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Min: 3.6
Max: 6.5

 Min: 4.23
Max: 14.11  

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam 3 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 46 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

ModerateCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Moderately well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

silt loamSoil Surface Texture:

BOOTHBAYSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 8

Min: 5.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilty clay loam59 inches27 inches 3

Min: 3.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam27 inches 5 inches 2

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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3.6
Max: 6 Min:

 Min: 4.23
Max: 14.11  

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED
50%), Lean Clay.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clay 3 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 76 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

Soil Surface Texture:

MARLOWSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 9

Min: 5.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilty clay loam59 inches25 inches 3

Min: 3.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claysilt loam25 inches 3 inches 2

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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FEDERAL FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

No Wells Found

FEDERAL USGS WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

1.000State Database
Nearest PWS within 1 mileFederal FRDS PWS
1.000Federal USGS

WELL SEARCH DISTANCE INFORMATION

SEARCH DISTANCE (miles)DATABASE

opinion about the impact of contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells.
professional in assessing sources that may impact ground water flow direction, and in forming an
EDR Local/Regional Water Agency records provide water well information to assist the environmental

LOCAL / REGIONAL WATER AGENCY RECORDS

3.6
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 0.42
Max: 4.23   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED
Clayey sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clay

sandy loam
gravelly fine59 inches27 inches 3

3.6
Max: 6 Min:

 Min: 4.23
Max: 14.11  

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED
Clayey sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayfine sandy loam27 inches 3 inches 2

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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1/2 - 1 Mile ENEMEMGS0000032538   22
1/2 - 1 Mile WestMEMGS0000003532   D21
1/2 - 1 Mile WestMEMGS0000003525   D20
1/2 - 1 Mile NNWMEMGS0000003371   19
1/2 - 1 Mile WestMEMGS0000003524   D18
1/2 - 1 Mile SSEMEMGS0000005021   17
1/2 - 1 Mile SEMEMGS0000004990   C16
1/2 - 1 Mile EastMEMGS0000003549   15
1/2 - 1 Mile EastMEMGS0000003523   14
1/2 - 1 Mile NWMEMGS0000003391   13
1/2 - 1 Mile NNWMEMGS0000003367   12
1/2 - 1 Mile SEMEMGS0000029503   C11
1/2 - 1 Mile SEMEMGS0000027136   C10
1/2 - 1 Mile ESEMEMGS0000020186   9
1/2 - 1 Mile SEMEMGS0000004965   8
1/2 - 1 Mile SWMEMGS0000004976   A7
1/2 - 1 Mile ESEMEMGS0000029505   B6
1/2 - 1 Mile ESEMEMGS0000034336   B5
1/2 - 1 Mile SWMEMGS0000039927   A4
1/2 - 1 Mile SSEMEMGS0000038362   3
1/4 - 1/2 Mile SWMEMGS0000003582   2
1/8 - 1/4 Mile NNWMEMGS0000003486   1

STATE DATABASE WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

Note: PWS System location is not always the same as well location.

No PWS System Found

FEDERAL FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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DOMESTICWell use:Not ReportedWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:01-JAN-59Drill date:
48Tax lot no:R-7Tax map no:

Not ReportedWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.68137Longitude:
43.985955Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
30-DEC-99Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21244Wellno:

2
SW
1/4 - 1/2 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000003582ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003486Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
1.5Vein1 yiel:
113Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
15Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
1.5Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
113Well depth:
10Overburden:
17Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

DRILLEDWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:Not ReportedWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:01-JAN-62Drill date:
7ATax lot no:U-10Tax map no:

Not ReportedWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.678064Longitude:
43.992115Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
30-DEC-99Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21253Wellno:

1
NNW
1/8 - 1/4 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000003486ME WELLS

Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation EDR ID NumberDatabase

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedWell comme:
Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:

0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
5Vein1 yiel:
205Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
03-NOV-11Yield date:
5Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
210Well depth:
4Overburden:
20Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:ACE WELL SERVICE, INC.Well drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:03-NOV-11Drill date:
020-B6Tax lot no:R07Tax map no:

105 CUSHMAN POINT ROADWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.672323Longitude:
43.979268Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
17-NOV-11Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:153290Wellno:

3
SSE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000038362ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003582Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
2Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
203Well depth:
0Overburden:
0Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

DRILLEDWell const:BEDROCKWell type:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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DOMESTICWell use:ACE WELL SERVICE, INC.Well drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:22-AUG-02Drill date:
47Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

218 NORTH END ROADWell loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.662017Longitude:
43.983564Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
25-OCT-02Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
geocodedaddrLocation m:104083Wellno:

B5
ESE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000034336ME WELLS

MEMGS0000039927Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
10Vein1 yiel:
172Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
15-NOV-12Yield date:
10Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
180Well depth:
3Overburden:
20Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:ACE WELL SERVICE, INC.Well drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:15-NOV-12Drill date:
7-2Tax lot no:U11Tax map no:

581 CROSS POINT ROADWell loc 1:
EDGECOMBWell locat:
-69.685271Longitude:
43.98104Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
27-JUN-13Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:153242Wellno:

A4
SW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000039927ME WELLS

MEMGS0000038362Site id:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedWell comme:
Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:

0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
20Vein1 yiel:
153Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
08-NOV-00Yield date:
20Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
165Well depth:
3Overburden:
10Casing len:
AIRWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:JAMES A. WRIGLEY WELL DRILLINGWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:08-NOV-00Drill date:
48.1Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

211 NORTH END ROADWell loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.662241Longitude:
43.983183Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
07-DEC-01Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
geocodedaddrLocation m:84370Wellno:

B6
ESE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000029505ME WELLS

MEMGS0000034336Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
1Vein2 yiel:
210Vein2 dept:
1.5Vein1 yiel:
98Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
22-AUG-02Yield date:
2.5Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
220Well depth:
3Overburden:
20Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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DOMESTICWell use:Not ReportedWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:24-JAN-73Drill date:
41Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

RT. 144Well loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.663139Longitude:
43.981237Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
30-DEC-99Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21170Wellno:

8
SE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000004965ME WELLS

MEMGS0000004976Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
1Vein2 yiel:
135Vein2 dept:
9Vein1 yiel:
95Vein1 dept:
14-SEP-88Well sta 1:
8Well stati:
14-SEP-88Yield date:
1Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
140Well depth:
20Overburden:
25Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:CUMBACK WELL DRILLING CO.Well drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:14-SEP-88Drill date:
11Tax lot no:R-7Tax map no:

SAMEWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.685927Longitude:
43.980174Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
19-DEC-88Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:22124Wellno:

A7
SW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000004976ME WELLS

MEMGS0000029505Site id:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedWell comme:
Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:

0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
05-JUN-06Yield date:
5Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
455Well depth:
10Overburden:
20Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:AFFORDABLE WELL DRILLINGWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:05-JUN-06Drill date:
56Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

274 NORTH END ROADWell loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.659017Longitude:
43.98679Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
17-AUG-06Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
geocodedaddrLocation m:131211Wellno:

9
ESE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000020186ME WELLS

MEMGS0000004965Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
38Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
20Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
120Well depth:
2Overburden:
15Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

DRILLEDWell const:BEDROCKWell type:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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DOMESTICWell use:ACE WELL SERVICE, INC.Well drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:25-SEP-02Drill date:
37.1Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

161 NORTH END ROADWell loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.663924Longitude:
43.979998Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
27-FEB-03Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
geocodedaddrLocation m:109797Wellno:

C11
SE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000029503ME WELLS

MEMGS0000027136Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
5Vein1 yiel:
147Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
18-DEC-09Yield date:
5Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
150Well depth:
5Overburden:
20Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:GALLANT’S ARTESIAN WELLSWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:18-DEC-09Drill date:
35Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

162 NORTH END ROADWell loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.664033Longitude:
43.979997Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
29-DEC-09Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
geocodedaddrLocation m:142249Wellno:

C10
SE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000027136ME WELLS

MEMGS0000020186Site id:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedWell comme:
Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:

0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
10Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
8Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
125Well depth:
7Overburden:
10Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

DRILLEDWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:Not ReportedWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:01-NOV-71Drill date:
46Tax lot no:R-6Tax map no:

Not ReportedWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.682898Longitude:
44.001287Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
30-DEC-99Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21261Wellno:

12
NNW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000003367ME WELLS

MEMGS0000029503Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
3Vein2 yiel:
187Vein2 dept:
2Vein1 yiel:
110Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
25-SEP-02Yield date:
5Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
220Well depth:
2Overburden:
20Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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DOMESTICWell use:Not ReportedWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:01-SEP-71Drill date:
65Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

OFF RT. 144Well loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.65751Longitude:
43.9893Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
30-DEC-99Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21119Wellno:

14
East
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

MEMGS0000003523ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003391Site id:
S&G-5’/SFT-MED W/FELDSPAR @ 55’Well comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
3.7Vein2 yiel:
236Vein2 dept:
.3Vein1 yiel:
55Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
4Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
250Well depth:
5Overburden:
10Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:ESTABROOK WELL DRILLINGWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:14-OCT-85Drill date:
8-1Tax lot no:U-9Tax map no:

Old Bath RoadWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.687681Longitude:
43.99935Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
11-DEC-86Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21557Wellno:

13
NW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000003391ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003367Site id:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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DEVELOPMENT: CABLE TOOLWell comme:
Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:

0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
1Vein2 yiel:
105Vein2 dept:
2Vein1 yiel:
60Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
01-JAN-01Yield date:
3Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
115Well depth:
21Overburden:
25Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:TEMPLE WELL DRILLINGWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:01-JAN-01Drill date:
59Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

Not ReportedWell loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.657694Longitude:
43.987399Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
18-MAY-93Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:57213Wellno:

15
East
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

MEMGS0000003549ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003523Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
15Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
5Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
100Well depth:
3Overburden:
10Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

DRILLEDWell const:BEDROCKWell type:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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DOMESTICWell use:L. A. HANNA & SONS, INC.Well drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:29-APR-88Drill date:
28Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

Not ReportedWell loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.667176Longitude:
43.977657Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
08-MAR-89Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:22206Wellno:

17
SSE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000005021ME WELLS

MEMGS0000004990Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
45Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
10Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
177Well depth:
1Overburden:
0Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

DRILLEDWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:Not ReportedWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:22-MAR-73Drill date:
34Tax lot no:7Tax map no:

NORTH END ROADWell loc 1:
WESTPORT ISLANDWell locat:
-69.663563Longitude:
43.979514Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
30-DEC-99Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21172Wellno:

C16
SE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000004990ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003549Site id:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedWell comme:
Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:

0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
60Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
1Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
405Well depth:
36Overburden:
40Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:ESTABROOK WELL DRILLINGWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:14-SEP-87Drill date:
8Tax lot no:U-13Tax map no:

WISCASSETWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.694467Longitude:
43.988847Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
11-JUL-88Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21795Wellno:

D18
West
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000003524ME WELLS

MEMGS0000005021Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
12Vein1 yiel:
110Vein1 dept:
29-APR-88Well sta 1:
15Well stati:
29-APR-88Yield date:
12Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
120Well depth:
17Overburden:
28Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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DOMESTICWell use:Not ReportedWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:01-MAY-72Drill date:
7Tax lot no:U-13Tax map no:

Not ReportedWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.695173Longitude:
43.988725Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
30-DEC-99Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21223Wellno:

D20
West
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000003525ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003371Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
2Vein1 yiel:
280Vein1 dept:
01-JUN-90Well sta 1:
6Well stati:
12-APR-90Yield date:
2Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
280Well depth:
12Overburden:
20Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:ESTABROOK WELL DRILLINGWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:12-APR-90Drill date:
48Tax lot no:R-6Tax map no:

WISCASSET, 94 OLD BATH ROADWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.68611Longitude:
44.000849Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
07-AUG-90Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:22493Wellno:

19
NNW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000003371ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003524Site id:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedWell comme:
Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:

0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
13Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
1.5Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
210Well depth:
60Overburden:
68Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

DRILLEDWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:Not ReportedWell drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:04-JAN-73Drill date:
4Tax lot no:U-13Tax map no:

Not ReportedWell loc 1:
WISCASSETWell locat:
-69.695157Longitude:
43.988248Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
30-DEC-99Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
taxmapLocation m:21277Wellno:

D21
West
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

MEMGS0000003532ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003525Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
0Vein1 yiel:
0Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
31Well stati:
30-DEC-99Yield date:
4Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
150Well depth:
38Overburden:
50Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

DRILLEDWell const:BEDROCKWell type:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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MEMGS0000032538Site id:
Not ReportedWell comme:

Not ReportedGeothermal:Not ReportedReplacemen:
0Vein4 yiel:
0Vein4 dept:
0Vein3 yiel:
0Vein3 dept:
0Vein2 yiel:
0Vein2 dept:
3Vein1 yiel:
163Vein1 dept:
30-DEC-99Well sta 1:
0Well stati:
28-FEB-07Yield date:
3Well yie 1:
Not ReportedWell yield:
165Well depth:
5Overburden:
20Casing len:
Not ReportedWell devel:

Not ReportedWell const:BEDROCKWell type:
DOMESTICWell use:ACE WELL SERVICE, INC.Well drill:
Not ReportedDrill da 1:28-FEB-07Drill date:
11Tax lot no:R-1Tax map no:

78 FORT ROADWell loc 1:
EDGECOMBWell locat:
-69.657135Longitude:
43.994022Latitude:

Not ReportedEntered by:Not ReportedLocation u:
28-JUL-10Location d:Not ReportedLocation a:
geocodedaddrLocation m:132275Wellno:

22
ENE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

MEMGS0000032538ME WELLS

MEMGS0000003532Site id:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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6.7BWiscasset04578
6.7BWiscasset04578
1.9BWiscasset04578
1.9BWiscasset04578
1.6F04578
1.6F04578
4.7B04578
4.9B04578
13.6BWESTPORT04578
2.0B04578
0.3F04578
0.1F04578
0.1F04578
0.1F04578
0.1F04578
0.3F04578
0.1F04578
0.1F04578
0.1F04578
4.7B04578
4.9B04578
0.0F04578
0.0F04578
0.1F04578
0.1F04578
0.0F04578
0.0F04578
0.8B04578
1.0B04578
0.1F04578
0.1F04578
0.0F04578
0.0F04578
0.0F04578
0.0F04578
0.8U04578
1.0U04578
1.6F04578
1.6F04578
1.6B04578
1.0BGeorgetown04578
1.0BGeorgetown04578

_______________
ResultsFloorCityZip

Radon Test Results                                                                                 

State Database: ME Radon                                                                           

AREA RADON INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS
RADON

®
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0%50%50%3.350 pCi/LBasement
Not ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedLiving Area - 2nd Floor
0%0%100%0.500 pCi/LLiving Area - 1st Floor

% >20 pCi/L% 4-20 pCi/L% <4 pCi/LAverage ActivityArea

Number of sites tested: 2

Federal Area Radon Information for Zip Code:   04578

             : Zone 3 indoor average level < 2 pCi/L.
             : Zone 2 indoor average level >= 2 pCi/L and <= 4 pCi/L.
     Note: Zone 1 indoor average level > 4 pCi/L.

Federal EPA Radon Zone for LINCOLN County:  1 

AREA RADON INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS
RADON

®



TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model (DEM)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
EDR acquired the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model in 2002 and updated it in 2006. The 7.5 minute DEM corresponds
to the USGS 1:24,000- and 1:25,000-scale topographic quadrangle maps. The DEM provides elevation data
with consistent elevation units and projection.

Current USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map
Source: U.S. Geological Survey

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 2003 & 2011 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002, 2005 and 2010 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

State Wetlands Data: Wetlands Inventory
Source: Office of Geographic Information Systems
Telephone: 207-287-6144

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

AQUIFLOW       Information SystemR

Source:  EDR proprietary database of groundwater flow information
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System (AIS) to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted to regulatory authorities at select sites and has
extracted the date of the report, hydrogeologically determined groundwater flow direction and depth to water table
information.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit
Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - A digital
representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).

STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Services
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) leads the national
Conservation Soil Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil
survey information for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation
of soil patterns in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO)
soil survey maps.

SSURGO: Soil Survey Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Services (NRCS)
Telephone:  800-672-5559
SSURGO is the most detailed level of mapping done by the Natural Resources Conservation Services, mapping
scales generally range from 1:12,000 to 1:63,360. Field mapping methods using national standards are used to
construct the soil maps in the Soil Survey Geographic (SSURGO) database. SSURGO digitizing duplicates the
original soil survey maps. This level of mapping is designed for use by landowners, townships and county
natural resource planning and management.

TC4425381.2s     Page PSGR-1
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LOCAL / REGIONAL WATER AGENCY RECORDS

FEDERAL WATER WELLS

PWS: Public Water Systems
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Public Water System data from the Federal Reporting Data System.  A PWS is any water system which provides water to at

least 25 people for at least 60 days annually.  PWSs provide water from wells, rivers and other sources.

PWS ENF: Public Water Systems Violation and Enforcement Data
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Violation and Enforcement data for Public Water Systems from the Safe Drinking Water Information System (SDWIS) after

August 1995.  Prior to August 1995, the data came from the Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS).

USGS Water Wells: USGS National Water Inventory System (NWIS)
This database contains descriptive information on sites where the USGS collects or has collected data on surface
water and/or groundwater. The groundwater data includes information on wells, springs, and other sources of groundwater.

STATE RECORDS

Public Water Supply Wells Database
Source:  Department of Human Services, Drinking Water Program
Telephone:  207-287-6196
There are 3 types of public water systems in Maine: Transient Systems; Community Systems and Non-transient Non-community

Systems

OTHER STATE DATABASE INFORMATION

RADON

Maine Radon Test Results
Source: Department of Human Services
Telephone: 207-287-5698
The state of Maine Radiation Control Program’s - Radon/Indor Air Quality Section’s position on radon map, is that
they should be used neither to predict the presence of high nor low values in any given geographic or geologic
area. The only conclusion that should be drawn from this data is that radon in omnipresent in the soil gasses
in the state of Maine, and therefore all residences and buildings that come in contact with the ground should
be tested for radon.

Area Radon Information
Source: USGS
Telephone:  703-356-4020
The National Radon Database has been developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and is a compilation of the EPA/State Residential Radon Survey and the National Residential Radon Survey.
The study covers the years 1986 - 1992. Where necessary data has been supplemented by information collected at
private sources such as universities and research institutions.

EPA Radon Zones
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-356-4020
Sections 307 & 309 of IRAA directed EPA to list and identify areas of U.S. with the potential for elevated indoor
radon levels.

OTHER

Airport Landing Facilities: Private and public use landing facilities
Source:  Federal Aviation Administration, 800-457-6656

Epicenters: World earthquake epicenters, Richter 5 or greater
Source:  Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

Earthquake Fault Lines: The fault lines displayed on EDR’s Topographic map are digitized quaternary faultlines, prepared
in 1975 by the United State Geological Survey

TC4425381.2s     Page PSGR-2
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STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2010 Tele Atlas North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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Thank you for your business. 
Please contact EDR at  1-800-352-0050 

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to 
Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and 
surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE 
WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY 
DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY 
OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL 
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR 
OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OR DAMAGE, INCLUDING, 
WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON 
THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT 
PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk 
levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor 
should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction orforecast of, any environmental risk for any 
property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide 
information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to 
be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2015 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc.  All rights reserved.  Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in  
part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates is prohibited without prior written permission.   

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. 
All other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

DESCRIPTION

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.’s (EDR) City Directory Report is a screening tool designed to assist 
environmental professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities.  
EDR’s City Directory Report includes a search of available city directory data at 5 year intervals. 

RESEARCH SUMMARY

The following research sources were consulted in the preparation of this report. A check mark indicates 
where information was identified in the source and provided in this report.

Year Target Street Cross Street Source

2013 þ ¨ Cole Information Services

2008 þ ¨ Cole Information Services

2003 þ ¨ Cole Information Services

1999 þ ¨ Cole Information Services

1992 þ ¨ Cole Information Services

RECORD SOURCES

EDR is licensed to reproduce certain City Directory works by the copyright holders of those works. The 
purchaser of this EDR City Directory Report may include it in report(s) delivered to a customer.  
Reproduction of City Directories without permission of the publisher or licensed vendor may be a violation of 
copyright.
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FINDINGS

TARGET PROPERTY STREET

BIRCH POINT RD
Wiscasset, ME   04578     

Year CD Image Source

BIRCH POINT RD

2013 pg A2 Cole Information Services

2008 pg A4 Cole Information Services

2003 pg A6 Cole Information Services

1999 pg A8 Cole Information Services

1992 pg A9 Cole Information Services

4425381- 5 Page 2



FINDINGS

CROSS STREETS

Year CD Image Source

GROVER RD

2013 - Cole Information Services Street not listed in Source

2008 - Cole Information Services Street not listed in Source

2003 - Cole Information Services Street not listed in Source

1999 - Cole Information Services Street not listed in Source

1992 - Cole Information Services Street not listed in Source

4425381- 5 Page 3



City Directory Images



-

BIRCH POINT RD

Cole Information Services

4425381.5   Page: A2

SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2013

1 MASON STATION LLC
WISCASSET WATER DISTRICT

10 D DYER
13 JI EDWARDS
17 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
20 BIRCH POINT SELF STORAGE
27 JOSEPH WENTWORTH
44 LOUISE HARRISON
77 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
80 SEAN MAGUIRE
83 GERMAINE GAGNON
90 DONNA WATERMAN
91 DENNIS CLOUTIER
94 CHESTER TRASK
96 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
114 ROSS VARNEY
149 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
153 EMILY PEKICH
159 JAMES LEIGH
160 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
169 T HUFF
172 TRACY ELLESWORTH
174 BENJAMIN ANDERSON
195 GEORGE STICKNEY
203 JOHN HARVEY
217 DAVID BROOKS
224 DANIEL NICHOLS
225 RICHARD GRONDIN
239 EVELYN GROVER
255 PHILIP SIMPSON
264 ALLEN COHEN
267 MARY STACY
270 JOHN SMITH
285 BETTY KEAN

BONNIE LANE
DANIEL STANLEY
PAMELA SPENCER
ROBERT GREENLEAF
ROQUA TAGARARO
SAMUEL LEIGHTON
SANDRA WHALON
VONNIE GRENIER

288 BEVERLY ELWELL
294 ERNEST BARTER
297 RONALD WENNERS
300 CASEYS WOOD PRODUCTS
318 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
320 C HAHN
325 LAWRENCE CLARK
326 BRENT APPLETON



(Cont'd)

-

BIRCH POINT RD

Cole Information Services

4425381.5   Page: A3

SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2013

331 MERIAM CRUZ
337 LARRY JAYNES
340 HERBERT SIMPSON
343 SHELIS SALONICK
349 LUCIEN BABINEAU
356 JAMES MACEONNELL
360 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
361 DEREK JONES
366 BRUCE DICKSON
367 RALPH CAMPBELL
377 GENE DENHAM
395 ROBERT GAGNON
403 RON RICHARDS
409 DONALD RAMA

KASANORA SEQERSTROM
WALTER LEAVITT

414 ROBERT SUTTER
425 MEREDITH PLUMMER
435 LILIA HUDSON
495 MARGARET HODGDON
511 DAVID HODGDON
516 JASON HODGDON
523 DAVID BOURNE
534 GOLDEN BAISE
540 JOSEPH GRANT
541 KENNETH CONNORS
556 PAUL PLUMMER
563 JODY CONNORS
566 RICHARD BOUCHER
575 WILLIAM MCINTIRE
576 THOMAS STEVENS
584 WHITFIELD VYE
589 WESLEY SEEKAMP
590 WILLIAM GILCHRIST



-

BIRCH POINT RD

Cole Information Services

4425381.5   Page: A4

SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2008

10 D DYER
13 JI EDWARDS
17 THOMAS HARTMAN
27 CLARA WENTWORTH
44 LOUISE HARRISON
65 WISCASSET WATER DISTRICT
77 PAT VILES
80 SEAN MAGUIRE
90 DONNA WATERMAN
91 CHARLES THOMAS
94 CHESTER TRASK
96 DANIEL NICHOLS
114 ROSS VARNEY
149 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
153 DEBBIE MUNT
159 JOSHUA LEIGH
160 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
169 T HUFF
172 TRACY ELLESWORTH
174 HARRY HILTON
198 JOSH OUELLETTE

KIM SUTTER
203 JOHN HARVEY
217 DAVID BROOKS
224 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
225 RICHARD GRONDIN
239 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
255 TIMOTHY SIMPSON
267 MARY STACY
270 JOHN SMITH
285 ALANE LEE

B LANE
BETTY KEAN
C PRIVE
CALVIN GRENIER
GEORGE WILSON
K TAYLOR
PAMELA SPENCER
ROBERT GREENLEAF
ROQUA TAGARARO
SANDRA WHALON

294 LOUIS GOODMAN
297 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
300 CASEYS WOOD PRODUCTS INC
306 MICHAEL MURRAY
308 WILLIAM KRULISH
318 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
320 DOUG DONAHUE
325 LAWRENCE CLARK
331 RANILO CRUZ



(Cont'd)

-

BIRCH POINT RD

Cole Information Services

4425381.5   Page: A5

SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2008

337 BIBLE BYTE COMMUNICATIONS
340 TERESA SIMPSON
343 E SANTANIELLO
349 LUCIEN BABINEAU
356 MARK BELAND
360 JILL LOROM
361 KELLY JONES
367 RALPH CAMPBELL
395 ROBERT GAGNON
403 TANYA SMITH
409 DAVID WINTER

DONALD RAMA
RUTH OLDHAM
WALTER LEAVITT

414 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
425 TERRY TARDIF
435 LLOYD HUDSON
495 DAVID HODGDON
511 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
516 JASON HODGDON
518 TED BROOMHEAD
523 CHRISTOPHER LEAVITT
526 A TEAL
534 GOLDEN BAISE
540 JOSEPH GRANT
556 PAUL PLUMMER
563 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
566 RICHARD BOUCHER
575 WILLIAM MCINTIRE
576 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
584 WHITFIELD VYE
589 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
590 WILLIAM GILCHRIST



-

BIRCH POINT RD

Cole Information Services
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SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2003

13 JAMES EDWARDS
17 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
27 CLARA WENTWORTH
44 LOUISE HARRISON
77 FRED VILES
80 SEAN MAGUIRE
83 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
90 DONNA WATERMAN
91 GLENDA MITCHELL
94 CHESTER TRASK
96 DOROTHY NEUENDORFF
144 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
149 DAVID ROACH
153 ANDREW MUNT
159 JOAN LEIGH
160 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
169 T HUFF
174 HARRY HILTON
195 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
198 JENNIFER TROWBRIDGE

JERRY CRITE
203 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
217 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
224 WILLIAM WEARE
225 RICHARD GRONDIN
239 ROBERT GROVER
255 TIMOTHY SIMPSON
264 C PAUL
267 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
270 J SMITH
285 BETTY KEAN

BRUCE DICKSON
CALVIN GRENIER
CARRIE STACKPOLE
JO WARNER
JODY REED
L REED
ROBERT ECKERT
ROQUA TAGARARO
WILLIAM WINTER

291 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
294 LOUIS GOODMAN
297 STETSON CURTIS
306 MICHAEL MURRAY
320 LEO BAKER
325 DANA NORRIS
331 RANILO CRUZ
337 BIBLE BYTE COMMUNICATIONS

LARRY JAYNES
340 SHARON SIMPSON



(Cont'd)

-

BIRCH POINT RD

Cole Information Services
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SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2003

343 DOROTHY BROWN
MAPLE HAVEN CO

349 LUCIEN BABINEAU
360 JILL LOROM
361 SHERRI JONES
367 JEAN CAMPBELL
395 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
403 RAMON SANTAELLA
409 CHRISTOPHER LEAVITT

DAVID WINTER
WALTER LEAVITT

414 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
425 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
435 LLOYD HUDSON
495 JODY HODGDON
511 DAVID HODGDON
516 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
534 JOSEPH GRANT
540 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN
541 KENNETH CONNORS
563 JODY CONNORS
566 RICHARD BOUCHER
575 WILLIAM MCINTIRE
576 SANDRA KIPP
584 WHITFIELD VYE
590 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN



-

BIRCH POINT RD

Cole Information Services
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SourceTarget Street Cross Street

1999

13 JAMES EDWARDS
27 CLARA WENTWORTH
153 ANDREW MUNT
159 J LEIGH
189 STETSON CURTIS
270 JACKIE COLPITT
294 LOUIS GOODMAN
320 CHERI BIBBER
343 URSULA MOSHER
409 WALTER LEAVITT
534 DAWN BAISE
541 KENNETH CONNORS
575 WILLIAM MCINTIRE



-

BIRCH POINT RD

Cole Information Services
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SourceTarget Street Cross Street

1992

0 ADAMS, D H
ARSENAULT, ROBT & MARY E
BABINEAU, LUCIEN
BARKER, RICHARD N
BEANE, NELSON R
BEATTIE, GARY & JEAN
BELL, TONY & LISA
BERRY, FRANK L
BOUCHER, RICHARD & LENA
BROOKS, DAVID F
CAMPBELL, J
CATON, MARK S
CONNORS, KENNETH W
DALTON, P
DANIELS, JAS W
DE BARTOLO, JOS & CHARLENE
DEBARTOLO, JOHN & PRISCILLA
DELANO, RICHARD
DICKSON, BRUCE E
DOUCETTE, MARK
DUNN, SHIRLEY
EDWARDS, JAS M
FARNHAM, RAYMOND H
FORD, ROBT P
GAGNON, RALPH J
GOODMAN, LOUIS L & JACQUELINE R
GRANT, JOSEPH L
GRONDIN, RICHARD L & JOAN M
GROVER, RICHARD T, III
GROVER, RICHARD T, JR
GUDER, PETER H & PATRICIA A
HARRISON, L M
HARVEY, JOHN D, 3RD
HAYNES, CLIFFORD & IRENE
HILTON, HARRY
HODGDON, J E
HODGDON, RONALD S
HODGKINS, DARYL & RENEE
HOFFMAN, JAMES F
INGALLS, KENNETH O
JACKSON, LEROY E
JONES, G H
JONES, KELLY
JONES, MEREDITH
JUDKINS, ROD & SALLY
KEAN, BETTY
KING, ELAINE
KIPP, BARBARA
LEAVITT, N A
LEAVITT, WALTER H



(Cont'd)
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SourceTarget Street Cross Street

1992

0 LEIGH, J
LEWIS, C A
MAGUIRE, SEAN P
MAIN, GEO O, JR
MCINTIRE, WM H
MCKINNEY, BARRY
MERRY, GORDON
METIVIER, PAUL & JOANNE
OSBORNE, FRANKLIN C
PEARSON, CURTIS
PLUMMER, PAUL A
POLK, P C
RADASCH, E S
REGO, BEVERLY
REGO, CHRISTINE
REGO, MARK
RINES, ROBT & JANET
SEIGARS, JAN
SHEA, GENEVA B
SIMMONS, SHERRI
SIMPSON, HERBERT & SHARON
SIMPSON, PHILIP W
SOULE, ALBERT P
SOULE, DENNIS
STACY, MARY
STICKNEY, GEO W
STOVER, PAUL & BONNIE
TRASK, CHESTER
TRAVIS, LEVON M
TRAVIS, PAUL A
TREMBLAY, DONALD J
URQUHART, CARL G & GRACIE B
WARNER, JO
WENTWORTH, CLARA D
WYCKOFF, RICHARD D, SR

580 MOORE, P C
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EDR Historical Topographic Map Report and Certified Sanborn® Map Report 

ASTM Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Point East Maritime Village 

Birch Point Road 
Wiscasset, Maine   



Certified Sanborn® Map Report

Point East Maritime Village

BIRCH POINT RD

Wiscasset, ME 04578

Inquiry Number: 4425381.3

September 30, 2015



Certified Sanborn® Map Report 9/30/15

Site Name:
Point East Maritime Village
BIRCH POINT RD
Wiscasset, ME 04578

Client Name:
Ransom Env. Consultants, Inc.
12 Kent Way
Byfield, MA 01922

Contact: Kit QuayEDR Inquiry # 4425381.3

The Sanborn Library has been searched by EDR and maps covering the target property location as provided by
Ransom Env. Consultants, Inc. were identified for the years listed below. The Sanborn Library is the largest, most
complete collection of fire insurance maps. The collection includes maps from Sanborn, Bromley, Perris & Browne,
Hopkins, Barlow, and others.  Only Environmental Data Resources Inc. (EDR) is authorized to grant rights for
commercial reproduction of maps by the Sanborn Library LLC, the copyright holder for the collection.  Results can be
authenticated by visiting www.edrnet.com/sanborn.

The Sanborn Library is continually enhanced with newly identified map archives. This report accesses all maps in the
collection as of the day this report was generated.

Certified Sanborn Results:

Site Name: Point East Maritime Village
Address: BIRCH POINT RD
City, State, Zip: Wiscasset, ME 04578
Cross Street:
P.O. # 8321
Project: Point East Maritime Village
Certification # C4A4-4255-82FE

Library of Congress

University Publications of America

EDR Private Collection

The Sanborn Library LLC Since 1866™

The Sanborn Library includes more than 1.2 million
fire insurance maps from Sanborn, Bromley, Perris &
Browne, Hopkins, Barlow and others which track
historical property usage in approximately 12,000
American cities and towns.  Collections searched:

Sanborn® Library search results
Certification # C4A4-4255-82FE

UNMAPPED PROPERTY
This report certifies that the complete holdings of the Sanborn
Library, LLC collection have been searched based on client
supplied target property information, and fire insurance maps
covering the target property were not found.

Limited Permission To Make Copies
Ransom Env. Consultants, Inc. (the client) is permitted to make up to FIVE photocopies of this Sanborn Map transmittal and each fire insurance
map accompanying this report solely for the limited use of its customer. No one other than the client is authorized to make copies. Upon request
made directly to an EDR Account Executive, the client may be permitted to make a limited number of additional photocopies. This permission is
conditioned upon compliance by the client, its customer and their agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon request.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark notice
This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be
concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR
IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE
MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL
RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF
ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL,
INCIDENTAL CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk
levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing
any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an
environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be
construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2015 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of
Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are
the property of their respective owners.
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EDR Historical Topographic Map Report

Point East Maritime Village

BIRCH POINT RD

Wiscasset, ME 04578

Inquiry Number: 4425381.4

September 30, 2015



EDR Historical Topographic Map Report

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.s (EDR) Historical Topographic Map Report is designed to assist professionals in
evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. EDRs Historical Topographic Map Report
includes a search of a collection of public and private color historical topographic maps, dating back to the early 1900s.

Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO
WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION,
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE,
ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report AS IS. Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they
be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the
information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2015 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map
of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks
used herein are the property of their respective owners.



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUADTARGET QUAD
NAME: BOOTHBAY
MAP YEAR: 1893

SERIES: 15
SCALE: 1:62500

SITE NAME: Point East Maritime
Village

 ADDRESS: BIRCH POINT RD
Wiscasset, ME 04578

LAT/LONG: 43.9894 / -69.6758

CLIENT: Ransom Env. Consultants, Inc.
CONTACT: Kit Quay
INQUIRY#: 4425381.4
RESEARCH DATE: 09/30/2015

SITE LOCATION



Historical Topographic Map
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SITE NAME: Point East Maritime
Village

 ADDRESS: BIRCH POINT RD
Wiscasset, ME 04578

LAT/LONG: 43.9894 / -69.6758

CLIENT: Ransom Env. Consultants, Inc.
CONTACT: Kit Quay
INQUIRY#: 4425381.4
RESEARCH DATE: 09/30/2015
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Historical Topographic Map
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 ADDRESS: BIRCH POINT RD
Wiscasset, ME 04578
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CLIENT: Ransom Env. Consultants, Inc.
CONTACT: Kit Quay
INQUIRY#: 4425381.4
RESEARCH DATE: 09/30/2015
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Historical Topographic Map
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The EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package 

ASTM Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Point East Maritime Village 
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The EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package

Point East Maritime Village

BIRCH POINT RD

Wiscasset, ME 04578

Inquiry Number: 4425381.9

October 01, 2015



EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package

Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) Aerial Photo Decade Package is a screening tool designed to assist
environmental professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. EDR’s
professional researchers provide digitally reproduced historical aerial photographs, and when available, provide one photo
per decade.

When delivered electronically by EDR, the aerial photo images included with this report are for ONE TIME USE
ONLY. Further reproduction of these aerial photo images is prohibited without permission from EDR. For more
information contact your EDR Account Executive.

Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO
WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION,
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE,
ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report AS IS. Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they
be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the
information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2015 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map
of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks
used herein are the property of their respective owners.



Date EDR Searched Historical Sources:
Aerial Photography	October 01, 2015

Target Property:
BIRCH POINT RD

Wiscasset, ME 04578

Year Scale Details Source

1967 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500' Flight Date: May 01, 1967 EDR

1977 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=1000' Flight Date: April 17, 1977 EDR

1985 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=1000' Flight Date: April 24, 1985 EDR

1991 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=750' Flight Date: June 25, 1991 EDR

1997 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500' DOQQ - acquisition dates: April 27, 1997 USGS/DOQQ

2006 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500' Flight Year: 2006 USDA/NAIP

2007 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500' Flight Year: 2007 USDA/NAIP

2009 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500' Flight Year: 2009 USDA/NAIP

2011 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500' Flight Year: 2011 USDA/NAIP

4425381.9
2
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KATHRYN J. QUAY, E.I.T. 

Project Engineer  
 

 

EDUCATION 

B.S. Environmental Engineering 

University of New Hampshire, 2011 

PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATIONS 

 Engineer in Training 

 40-hour OSHA Hazardous Waste and 

Emergency Response Training with Annual 

Refreshers 

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS 

 American Water Works Association 

(AWWA) 

 American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) 

 Society of Women Engineers (SWE) 

GENERAL BACKGROUND 

At Ransom, Kathryn supports Brownfields 

Programs for municipalities and regional 

planning commissions in Maine as well as the 

Maine DEP Brownfields Program.  She provides 

engineering support and oversight for 

environmental investigations as well as site 

remediation activities.  Kathryn supports Phase I 

and Phase II Environmental Site Assessments 

and field sampling and monitoring, aiding a 

variety of multi-disciplinary project teams 

responsible for conducting and/or participating 

in environmental, geotechnical or industrial 

hygiene studies, and site reconnaissance. 

Prior to joining Ransom, Kathryn completed her 

Bachelors degree at the University of New 

Hampshire (UNH) and is currently finishing her 

graduate thesis program.  She has served as a 

research assistant and a teaching assistant, also 

at UNH, and presented at the 2013 conference of 

the American Water Works Association. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DUE-DILIGENCE 

Kathryn has experience conducting and 

managing Phase I and Phase II environmental 

site assessments, including historical and 

regulatory research.  Her experience also 

consists of a variety of environmental sampling, 

including soil and groundwater sampling, 

atmospheric sampling, and surveying 

groundwater elevations.   

 

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES 

Kathryn has assisted in the oversight of 

numerous environmental remediation projects, 

including, but not limited to, underground 

storage tank removals and contaminated soil 

excavations. 

 

EXPERIENCE 

 Rockland Brownfields, Rockland, Maine. 

Assisted in U.S. EPA-funded environmental 

assessment projects for the City of Rockland.  

Tasks included conducting Phase I and Phase 

II Assessments on selected sites.  Sites 

include, but are not limited to, the Redlon & 

Johnson facility and the Garden Island 

Cleaners facility.  Other project tasks 

completed include developing an inventory 

of Brownfield sites, public outreach, and 

reporting. 

 

M.S. Civil Engineering 

University of New Hampshire, 2016 
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AARON R. MARTIN, C.G.
Project Manager

EDUCATION

B.S. in Environmental Science
University of Iowa, 2001

PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATIONS

 Certified Geologist, Maine, 2013

 40-hour OSHA Hazardous Waste and
Emergency Response Training

 8-Hour Hazardous Materials and Waste
Operation Annual Refresher

 8-hour OSHA Hazardous Waste and
Emergency Response Supervisor Training

 Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company
Radiological Site Access Training

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

 National Groundwater Association

 Geological Society of Maine

GENERAL BACKGROUND

Aaron Martin is a project manager at Ransom
with over ten years of experience conducting
environmental due diligence, various types of
subsurface investigations, geotechnical
investigations, underground and aboveground
storage tank removals, remedial activities, fate
and transport analysis, and hydrogeologic
projects throughout New England and the Mid-
Atlantic states. Throughout his career, Aaron
has maintained professional relationships with
clients including private sector, local
municipalities, and various governmental
agencies.

ENVIRONMENTAL DUE-DILIGENCE

Aaron has extensive experience conducting and
managing Phase I and Phase II environmental
site assessments, including historical and
regulatory research. His experience also
consists of a variety of environmental sampling,
including soil and groundwater sampling,
sediment and soil gas sampling, indoor air
sampling, and surveying groundwater
elevations.

SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATIONS

Aaron has experience conducting numerous
geotechnical investigations, including
overburden and bedrock borehole classifications,
and rock quality designations.  Aaron is familiar
with a variety of subsurface investigation
techniques including hollow-stem auger drilling,
direct-push drilling, air-rotary drilling, bedrock
coring, and cable-tool drilling.

HYDROGEOLOGIC EXPERIENCE

Aaron has conducted numerous clean water
hydrogeologic investigations with the bottle
water industry at various locations throughout
New England.  During these investigations,
Aaron was responsible for initial source
identification, oversight of soil boring program,
monitoring well installations, production
borehole pumping tests, stream gauging, water
quality assessments, and aquifer monitoring
programs.

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES

He has overseen numerous environmental
remediation projects, including underground and
aboveground storage tank removals,
drywell/infiltration gallery closures,
contaminated soil excavations and contaminated
groundwater pump and treat systems.
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STEPHEN J. DYER, P.E. 
Senior Project Manager 

Senior Engineer 
 

 

 
EDUCATION 

B.S. in Chemical Engineering 

Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, 1989 

PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATIONS 

 Professional Engineer, Maine, No. 7934 

 40-hour OSHA Hazardous Waste and 

Emergency Response Training, 8-hour Annual 

Refreshers 

 8-hour, OSHA 29 CFR 1910.120 Hazardous 

Waste Supervisor Health and Safety Course 

 29 CFR 1910.146 Confined Space Entry/

Attendant/Supervisor Training 

 Certified in Risk Assessment for Water Systems 

(RAM-W) 

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS 

 Maine Community Development Association, 

Executive Board 

 Grow Smart Maine 

 Maine Wastewater Control Association 

National Brownfields Association 

GENERAL BACKGROUND 

Stephen Dyer has over 20 years of experience in the 

environmental field.  He has extensive expertise in 

the design of remedial systems and process 

engineering for water and wastewater projects.  At 

Ransom, Stephen is one of our engineering leaders, 

responsible for mentoring and development of 

engineering staff. 

Stephen has conducted and managed Brownfield 

redevelopment assessment programs for over 50 

U.S. EPA-funded sites in Maine and New England, 

and completed or coordinated more than 500 

environmental assessments, facility inspections, 

environmental audits, Phase II investigations and 

remedial programs at other private and municipal 

sites.  He is or has been program manager for EPA-

funded Brownfield projects for the communities of 

Rockland, Bath, Orono, Lewiston, and Westbrook, 

as well as for Greater Portland Council of 

Governments and Southwest Region Planning 

Commission.  He has also served as the Senior 

Technical Consultant for the EPA-funded 

Brownfield projects for Gardiner, Parsonsfield, 

Brewer, Nashua Regional Planning Commission, 

Southern Maine Regional Planning Commission, 

Maine Department of Environmental Protection 

(ME DEP) and New Hampshire Department of 

Environmental Services (NH DES).  Stephen also 

served as the program manager and technical lead 

on numerous remedial investigations and feasibility 

studies for petroleum contamination and hazardous 

waste sites, and the program manager for the 

ME DEP hydrogeologic investigation and 

remediation task-order contract.  Stephen also has 

extensive experience designing and overseeing 

sanitary, civil and stormwater engineering projects.  
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