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Chair Nangle, Chair Crafts and distinguished members of the Joint Standing Committee on 

Transportation, I am Bruce Van Note, Commissioner of the Maine Department of Transportation 

(MaineDOT). I stand before you today in support of LD 30. 

This bill directs MaineDOT to implement a portion of the recommendation of a statutory Rail 

Use Advisory Council (RUAC) process and would authorize removal of about I0 miles of 

railroad track between Back Cove in Portland and Royal River Park on East Elm Street in the 

Yarmouth. Any future project resulting from the authorization provided by this Resolve will be 

subject to available funding, permitting and municipal agreements. 

By way of background, the RUAC process was established during the 
130"‘ Legislature and can 

be found in 23 MRSA §"/'5 (attached). It provides the Commissioner of MaineDOT the authority 

to establish a RUAC upon the petition of one or more governmental entities. The purpose of a 

RUAC is to facilitate discussion, gather information, and provide advice to the commissioner 

regarding the future use of a rail corridor identified in the petition. Recommendations must 

include the benefits and costs of potential uses of the rail corridor, including rail and trail use, 

with the understanding pursuant to the state rail preservation act, any 
non-rail use of the corridor 

is considered interim in nature. 

The Portland to Auburn Rail Use Advisory Council (the Council) was formed 
in April of 2022 

and included representatives from each town along the section of rail corridor 
under 

consideration: Portland, Falmouth, Cumberland, Yarmouth, North Yarmouth, 
New Gloucester, 

Pownal, and Auburn. In addition, members included a representative from the 
regional planning 

organization and trail and rail advocates. The Council reviewed the 26.5-mile 
state-owned 

THE MAINE I)EPAR'l‘MEN'l‘ OF 'l‘RAl\'SPOR'l‘A'l"ION 15 AN AFI"lRMA'l‘l\'E ACTION - EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLO\LR 

PHONE: (Z07) 624-3fii'l\'i 'l"T‘1' USERS CA’ L \1'\.!l\!E RE!/\Y 71] FAX: (Z07) 624 "5



section of the St. Lawrence and Atlantic rail corridor known as the Berlin Subdivision, which 
runs fi'om railroad mile post 0.0 near Ocean Gateway in Portland to railroad mile post 26.5 at the 
Auburn/New Gloucester line. 

The Council met eight times over a nine-month period from May 2022 through late January 
2023. The Council received over 700 public comments and 64 individuals testified in person at 
the December 5, 2022, public hearing. A heavy majority of the comments supported trail use. 

In February 2023, the Council issued a 7-page summary / recommendations report with a 

supporting 44-page consultant study. The majority of the Council supported trail use, with most 
supporting an interim Trail Until Rail (TUR) use. Since then, support for the TUR has grown. 

Pursuant to the statutory RUAC process, I have reviewed the recommendations and study from 
the Council and put forth this Resolve for your review. As noted above, LD 30 authorizes 
removal of inactive track and construction of an interim Trail Until Rail on the 9.95 mile portion 
of the state-owned Berlin line located from railroad mile post 1.7 at Back Cove in Portland to 
railroad mile post 11.65 at Royal River Park on East Elm Street in Yarmouth. My reasoning for 
focusing on this portion of the corridor — as opposed to the entire 25 miles from Back Cove to 
Auburn - included factors such as population density, the likelihood for higher trail use, the 
existing community spaces at the proposed Yarmouth terminus, limited filnding for trail 
construction, the existence of freight and passenger rail service between Portland and Yarmouth 
on another line, and the desire to take an admittedly measured approach to track removal under 
the RUAC process. 

Again, I must emphasize that LD 30 provides authorization to proceed only; it does mandate 
construction. Any project in furtherance of LD 30 would be dependent upon available funding, 
permitting, and any needed municipal agreements. The estimated cost of constructing a TUR 
with gravel/stone dust surface on this 10-mile segment would be over $10 million. Paving would 
likely cost about 50% more. Federal funding for such projects is limited and could become even 
more so. Any state funding would need to be identified through MaineDOT’s Work Plan 
process. Given the cost and limited funding, the project may need to be divided into phases and 
take many years to complete. 

Thank you for your consideration. As always, I am more than happy to answer any questions 
you may have. 
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3/3/25, 8:25 PM Title 23, §75: Rail corridor use advisory councils 

Title Z3: TRANSPORTATION 
Part 1: STATE HIGHWAY LAW 

Chapter 32 OFFICIALS AND THEIR DUTIES 

Subchapter 1: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

§75. Rail corridor use advisory councils 

1. Purpose. Upon petition by one or more governmental entities that represent communities along a 
state- 

owned rail corridor in which the department controls the right-of-way requesting the department to review
a 

nonrail recreational or nonrecreational transportation use of that rail corridor, the Commissioner of 
Transportation, 

for each petition received, shall notify the joint standing committee of the Legislature having 
jurisdiction over 

transportation matters and may establish a rail corridor use advisory council, referred to in this section as 
"a 

council," to facilitate discussion, gather information and provide advice to the commissioner regarding 
future use of 

the rail corridor identified in the petition. The council shall review and make recommendations on the likelihood, 

benefits and costs of potential uses of the rail corridor, including, but not limited to, rail use, trail use 
or bikeways. 

Any nonrail use of a rail corridor must be considered by a council to be interim in nature, 
and all such rail corridors 

must be preserved for future rail use as provided in chapter 615 (../23/title23ch615sec0.html). 

[PL 2021, c. 239, §2 (NEW).] 

2.. Membership. The Commissioner of Transportation shall invite at least 9 and no more than 15 
persons to 

serve on a council. Membership may include: 

A. The Commissioner of Transportation or the commissioner's designee; [PL 2021, C. 239, §2 (NEW) . 1 

B. The Commissioner of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry or the commissioner's designee; [PL 2021 , 

c. 239, §2 (NEW) .1 

C. The Commissioner of Economic and Community Development or the commissioner's designee; 
[PL 2021 , 

c. 239, §2 (NEW) .1 

D. The Commissioner of Health and Human Services or the commissioner‘s designee; [PL 2021, c. 239, 

§2 (NEW) .1 

E. One or more members representing other state agencies; [PL 202 1 , c. 239, §2 (NEW) . 1 

F. One member representing a statewide tourism organization or a regional tourism 
organization of the 

geographic area containing the rail corridor; [PL 2021, c. 239, §2 (NEW) .1 

G. One member representing a chamber of commerce or other regional or local economic 
development entity 

of the geographic area containing the rail corridor; [PL 202 1 , c. 2 39 , §2 (NEW) . 1 

H. One member representing an organization advocating for rail use or preservation; 
[PL 2021, c. 239, 

§2 (NEW) .1 

https://legislature.maine.gov/statutes/23/tit|e23sec75.html



3/3/25, 8:25 PM Title 23, §75: Rail corridor use advisory councils 

I. One member representing an organization advocating for recreational trail use or advocating for bicyclist or 

pedestrian interests; and [PL 2021 , c. 239, §2 (NEW) . 1 

J. One or more municipal officials or staff from municipalities located on the rail corridor. [PL 2021, c. 

239, §2 (NEW) .1 

[PL 2021, c. 239, §2 (NEW) .1 

3. Meetings; chair. The Commissioner of Transportation shall designate the chair of a council. The 

department shall provide staff support to the council. The council may adopt bylaws and other policies to effectively 
govern its proceedings. The council shall meet at the call of the chair and shall hold a minimum of one public 
hearing located in the geographic area along the rail corridor for which the council was formed. 

[PL 2021, c. 239, §2 (NEW).] 

4. Report. Within 9 months of convening its first meeting, a council shall submit a report to the 

Commissioner of Transportation on its findings and recommendations regarding the use of the rail corridor, 

including majority and minority reports if necessary. Upon conclusion of the council's work, the Commissioner of 
Transportation shall disband that council. 

[PL 2021, c. 239, §2 (NEW).] 

SECTION HISTORY - 

PL 2021, C. 239, §2 (NEW). 

The Revisor's Office cannot provide legal advice or interpretation of Maine law to the public. 
If you need legal advice, please consult a qualified attorney. 

Office of the Revisor of Statutes (mailtowvebmaster_ros@_@gislature.mainegg/) ~ 7 State House Station ~ State House Room 108 - Augusta, Maine 04333-0007 

Datafor this page extracted on 1/07/2025 1110.17. 
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Portland to Auburn Rail Use Advisory Council 
Summary and Recommendations 

Executive Summary 
After a 9-month review of potential rail and non-rail uses for the 

state-owned Berlin Subdivision rail 

corridor from Portland to the Auburn/New Gloucester town line, seven of 
fifteen (7of 15) members of 

the Portland to Auburn Rail Use Advisory Council (RUAC) voted to 
recommend the conversion of 26.5 

miles of existing railroad track to an interim bicycle and pedestrian 
trail. Additionally, five (5) members 

of the RUAC voted to recommend the Trail with Rail option (i.e., leaving the 
track in place and building 

bicycle and pedestrian trail at an offset) and one (1) member voted for the Rail 
Use-only option. All the 

recommendations are included in this report. Two (2) members of the Council abstained. 

Background 

in June of 2021, two bills were signed into law that established a new process 
for reviewing a non-rail 

recreational or nonrecreational transportation use along 
state—owned rail corridors. Public Law 21, 

Chapter 239 gave the Maine Department of Transportation (lVlaineDOT) 
Commissioner the authority to 

establish a Rail Use Advisory Council, upon the petition of one or more 
governmental entities. The 

purpose of these councils is to facilitate discussion, gather information, 
and provide advice to the 

commissioner regarding the future use of a rail corridor identified in the 
petition. These 

recommendations will include the benefits and costs of potential uses of the 
rail corridor, including rail 

and trail use, with the understanding that any non-rail use of the 
corridor is considered interim in 

nature 

MaineDOT received letters of support from all communities along the rail corridor 
requesting the 

formation of a Rail Corridor Council and that the future use of the 
26.5 miles of state-owned, inactive 

rail-line be studied and reviewed. The initial meeting of the RUAC occurred in 
April 2022. The process 

was concluded in January 2023. 

The 15-member RUAC was composed of a single representative from each 
town along the section of 

rail corridor under consideration: Portland, Falmouth, Cumberland, 
Yarmouth, North Yarmouth, 

Pownal, New Gloucester and Auburn. In addition, members included representatives 
from Bicycle 

Coalition of Maine, Casco Bay Trail Alliance, Genesee & Wyoming, Greater Portland 
Council of 

Governments (GPCOG), Live + Work in Maine, Maine Rail Transit Coalition, and 
l\/laine Yacht Center: 

1lPaQe



Table 1. Portland to Auburn Rail Use Advisory Council Members 

Nate Wildes, Executive Director, Live + Work in 
Maine 

Scott Laflamme, Director of Economic Development, 
Yarmouth 

Brian Harris, General Manager, Maine Yacht Center 
Po 

Jeremiah Bartlett, Transportation Systems Engineer, 
rtland 

Charles Hunter, AVP Government Affairs, G&W RR 
Services, inc. Natalie Thomsen, Town Planner, New Gloucester 

Tony Donovan, Maine Rail Transit Coalition Jonathan P. LaBonté, Transportation Systems Analyst, 
Auburn 

Dick Woodbury, Casco Bay Trail Alliance Diane Barnes, Town Manager, North Yarmouth 

Maine
_ 

Angela King, Advocacy Manager, Bicycle Coalition of 
Becky Taylor-Chase, Town Administrator, Pownal 

Bill Shane, Town Manager, Cumberland Christopher Chop, Transportation Director, Greater 
Portland Council of Governments (GPCOG) 

Hope Cahan, Town Councilor, Falmouth 

The following MaineDOT Staff provided 
technical support and administration for 
the Council: 

- Nate Moulton, Director, Office of 
Freight and Passenger Services 
Nathan Howard, Director, Rail 
Program 

l. Location 

The portion of the Berlin Subdivision 
located within the State of Maine is 
slightly more than 85 miles long, of which 
approximately 26.5 miles between ' 

Auburn/New Gloucester town line and 
Portland is situated on right of-way owned 
by the State of Maine and is the subject of 
this RUAC Study. The State-owned portion 
of the Berlin Subdivision was previously 
owned and operated by St. Lawrence and 
Atlantic Railroad (SLR) and is currently out 
of service. The subject corridor is 
rendered inaccessible through the 

installation of a barricade and removal of 
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Berlin Subdivision Rail Corridor Study area



a short section of rail, demarking the northernmost point of State 
ownership and preventing trains 

from entering the State-owned ROW. 

The State-owned corridor starts at Ocean Gateway in Portland and 
runs just past the Auburn/New 

Gloucester town line, passing through Portland's East Deering neighborhood, 
Falmouth, Cumberland, 

Yarmouth, North Yarmouth, Pownal and New Gloucester. The section corresponds 
to railroad mile 

point 0.0 to 26.5. 

The rail swing bridge at Back Cove in Portland (MP 1.4 
- 1.7) is damaged beyond repair and a portion of 

the trestle has been removed. 

ll. Existing and Recent Uses of the Berlin Subdivision 

The Maine Narrow Gauge Railroad Co. & Museum provides seasonal tourist 
excursions along a short 

portion of corridor from Ocean Gateway to a point south of the swing 
bridge along the Eastern 

Promenade. The Eastern Promenade Trail is located adjacent the rail along 
this same corridor. 

ln 2007 and 2010, MaineDOT acquired portions of the railroad line 
from SLR. ln late 2015, SLR stopped 

providing service to B&M Baked Beans factory at Mile Post 1.7 in Portland, the only 
customer south of 

Auburn at the time. The SLR freight service between Auburn and 
Portland was placed in a status of 

discontinuance and has remained out of service to this day. However, 
SLR retains freight operating 

rights along the corridor. 

lll. Rail Use Advisory Council Process 

The RUAC met 8 times from April 2022 to January 2023. The Council was 
Chaired by Bill Shane, Town 

Manager of Cumberland. MaineDOT staff provided technical support and 
administration. The civil and 

transportation engineering firm, VHB, provided engineering services and 
prepared the Feasibility study 

report (Section lll). 

The Council reviewed the approximately 26.5-mile-long section of 
the Berlin Subdivision from Portland 

to the Auburn/New Gloucester line for potential rail and non-rail 
uses. At these meetings, VHB 

presented the feasibility study for future rail, rail with trail, interim 
trail use options and an assessment 

of economic benefits prepared by RKG Associates. The Council also 
heard presentations on various rail 

and trail related topics from guest speakers, Council members and 
MaineDOT staff. 

Over the course of nine months the Council considered three primary 
uses of the railroad corridor: 

1. Rail Use. This alternative provides for possible restoration 
of rail service in the future with 

potential rehabilitation of the existing railroad infrastructure 
to support reestablishment of rail 

operations. Operations may include: 

o Continuation of MaineDOT's current patrol and maintenance activities along 
the existing 

track corridor to ensure the existing rails remains intact and viable 
for possible 

3lPaee



reestablishment of rail service in the future as required by the State Rail Preservation 
Act. 

o Reestablishment of freight rail service, including performance of State of Good Repair 
and Deferred Maintenance projects, targeted to accommodate delivery of materials and 
goods to commercial and industrial customers.

A 

o Implementation of a passenger rail service, including capital infrastructure 
improvements needed to attain higher operating speeds and support a level and 
frequency of service that would meet ridership demands 

2. Interim Trail until Rail (TUR) (multi-use trail using the existing rail bed). This alternative 
includes removal of the existing tracks and ties and developing a multi-use trail on the former 
track bed. The trail surface may be gravel/stone dust or paved. The corridor will require minor 
modifications to support trail user loads and provide a uniform surface appropriate for the trail 
as well as a railing system where needed to safely accommodate bicyclists and pedestrians. 
The conversion of the state-owned railroad to a trail is considered an interim non-rail use under 
the Rail Preservation Act requiring legislative approval. 

3. Rail with Trail (RWT) (multi-use trail adjacent to the existing rail bed). This alternative 
maintains the existing tracks and ties in current condition and establishes an adjacent and 
parallel multi-use trail with either a gravel/stone dust or paved surface. Grade differences in 
certain areas of the corridor will require retaining walls to support a new trail. Since this option 
assumes the rail will be in service, or someday return to service, the near edge of the trail (not 
including shoulder) shall be a minimum of 15 feet from the nearest rail, in accordance with 
lVlaineDOT standards for development of a RWT. However, this setback may be reduced to 10.5 
feet, with MaineDOT approval, if a fence meeting MaineDOT standards is installed at the edge 
of the trail shoulder between the trail and the closest rail. A Rail with Trail configuration 
adjacent to passenger trains—typically moving much faster than freight trains—can be an

V 

uncomfortable experience for trail users when a minimum of 15 feet is not provided. 
Rail with trail currently exists along the corridor from Ocean Gateway to a point south of the 
swing bridge along the Eastern Promenade. 

Public engagement was an important part of the Berlin Subdivision Rail Corridor Study process. 
Comments were solicited in a variety of channels between April 2022 and January 2023, including five 
virtual RUAC meetings, three in-person RUAC meetings, one public meeting and through email 
comments, via direct email to MaineDOT and submissions through the MaineDOT website contact 
form. The public comments were reviewed, and specific opinions regarding the project were tabulated. 

Over 700 public comments were received in an eight-month period from May 2022 through December 
14, 2022. Approximately 86% of the public comments received indicated support for a trail. This 
included comments specifying desire for ”trail until rail" and/or support for the development of the 
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relevant segment of the Casco Bay Trail Loop. A detailed assessment of the public comments can be 

found in Chapter 5 of Berlin Subdivision Rail Corridor Study. 

IV. Summary of Berlin Subdivision Rail Corridor Study (Study) 

Cost Estimates 

Potential uses for the corridor and their associated cost estimates were developed based on the type 

of proposed rail service (passenger or freight) and trail surface (paved or gravel/stone dust). The Study 

also provided cost estimates for the "status quo” scenario — Alternative O maintain and preserve 

existing rail corridor. The costs range from $0 in additional capital expenditure for 

maintaining/preserving the existing corridor to $274 million for restoration of passenger rail service. 

A conceptual cost estimate summary of each option for use of the corridor is shown in Table 2. 

Table 2 Conceptual Cost Estimate Summary 

Cost Estimate Alternative 
_ 

Seg ment 

i 

O: Maintaiijlfiéserve Existing Corridor
g 

Narrow Gauge RR Operations 1: MP 0.0 to 1.3 No additional beyond 

MaineDOT Patrol & Repairs 2. MP 1.3 to 26.5 °"iFé?1i"i5i?i*¢"""¢¢ 

1:RestQre Rai,l_Service on Existin<_:_ ;iCorriclor g 

WfE§€LllL,B§lL§a2€:Ll£§T(Cla5§ 1'2) g 

U5/TlPT°'9‘° 1:7 TT ._ ‘ 

Z1 MP1-7 to Z5-5 
T 

. TTT.§l5li9iLQTQt Q;§§SL99Q-Q00 

1A TOTAL $13,400,000 - $31,000,000 

_ 

iB= ..B§T§§e=1aes;5ei!u§e;Yi¢¢ (Class 3) TMPTQ-OWTTYTTTT _ . 

K g 

2:IMP1.7toZ6.5 

.WeT§§g9t92Qt229 T 

//\ —4 
T_-§53/5-2991990 

1 5 TQTAL $Z74.Q0l¥.Q°° 

2! interim Trail Until Rail (TUR) A 

17 

2A:
( 
Gravel!/Stgzngpust Trail y 

1: MP 0.0to 1,7 1QQ,QOQ 

2; MP 1.7 to 26.5 ,‘_i,T¢§£g§;ig°,0Q0 

2A TOTAL \ 

$47,500,000 

2B: Paved Trail Tli MPT0.0\to 'l§7 i $19,200,000 

$35,800,000 * i

l 

2B TOTAL T 

T 

T 

A 

$ss.ooo,000 

T 2: MP 1.7 to 26.5 

3: Rail withTTTrail (RWT) L‘

l 

T !1wTTTTraTiTlTT T T ‘ ‘ 
g 

l1= MP 00 to 1.? 
T 

T T 

= A 
- 

-IT
1 _T:;i T~.4!=‘ 

T

1 
.TT-7. .Tt.<> .TTTZ T.6.T-5TT. 

A 

35 TOTAL 

351. 

3B TOTAL 

MP °~9T?Q T-7 
MP 1.7 to 26.5 

. T 

iii$§i1fi§e.0oo 

WTTTT§il%;§9Qt909T TT TT J * 

s94;i301é,‘0oo 
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Economic Benefits: Summary 

This study included an economic impact analysis of the various options for the state-owned rail 
corridor. While more detail can be found in both Chapter 4 and the Appendix of the Study, the key 
take-aways include: 

0 Based on economic modeling, the direct investments in any of the scenarios will have ripple 
effect through the regional and state economy (though varying with each alternative) 

0 Related to the preservation of the corridor with restoration of rail service 
o Development potential exists at future passenger rail stations, especially for housing and 

mixed-use buildings 

o Either freight or passenger rail service will induce increased employment and economic 
activity 

o Passenger rail service will provide a commuting alternative between Lewiston/Auburn and 
Portland and could lead to reduction of motor vehicle traffic, emissions, and transportation 
costs (though a more robust transportation study is needed to understand the level of 
impact) 

o Passenger rail service promotes more active lifestyle via walking and bicycling to/from 
station stops, and can lead to reduced health care costs 

v Related to conversion of the corridor for interim trail use (either TUR or RWT configuration) 
o A strong baseline of potential trail users exists along the corridor based on socio~economic 

metrics, area population density, and demand for walking and bicycling facilities 
o Potential for increased consumer activity by trail users could lead to $3.5m to $5.3m in 

annual spending 

o Presence of either a TUR or a RWT has potential to show a positive fiscal impact on 
residential property values along the corridor 

o Offering expanded recreational facilities, an interim trail will encourage more active 
lifestyles and can lead to reduced health care costs 

V. Council Recommendations to the MaineDOT Commissioner 

Recommendation 1: Interim Trail until Rail (7 members) A 

The Rail Use Advisory Council recommends Interim Trail until Rail (multi-use trail using the existing rail 
bed). This alternative includes removal of the existing tracks and ties and developing a multi—use trail 

on the former track bed. The recommendation was made by seven (7) out of fifteen (15) Council 
members. 

This non-rail use recommendation by the Council for the rail corridor is considered interim in nature, 
because all such rail corridors must be preserved for future rail use as provided in the State Rail 
Preservation Act. 
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Recommendation 2: Rail with Trail (5 members) 

The recommendation Rail with Trail (multi-use trail adjacent to the existing rail bed) was supported by 

five (5) of (15) Council members. This alternative maintains the existing tracks and ties in current 

condition and establishes an adjacent and parallel multi-use trail with either a gravel/stone dust or 

paved surface. Grade differences in certain areas of the corridor will require retaining walls to support 

a new trail. Rail with Trail includes construction of new bridges, adjacent to existing rail bridges, to 

carry the trail over roadways and waterways. Additionally, this alternative also includes construction of 

new overhead bridges (i.e., bridges that carry roadways over the rail tracks) that are wide enough to 

allow rail and trail where the existing bridge clearance is insufficient. 

Recommendation 3: Rail Use (1 member) 

A single member (1) of the Council voted for Rail Use. This alternative provides for possible restoration 

of rail service in the future with potential rehabilitation of the existing railroad infrastructure to 

support reestablishment of rail operations. 

Finally, two (2) members of the Council abstained from voting altogether. 
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1b. 

Introduction and Summary 
The l\/laine Department of Transportation retained VHB to study potential 
uses of the state—o\/vned Berlin Subdivision rail corridor from Portland's Old 

Port to the Auburn/New Gloucester line. The work effort included analysis of 

the environmental impacts and potential economic benefits of either the 

introduction of a trail along the state-ovvned, inactive rail corridor (to either 

temporarily replace the railroad tracks or to run alongside them) or 

preserving the existing rail corridor for possible restoration of rail service in 

the future. This report summarizes the findings of the 9-month long study. 

������������������������������������������������������������ 

The purpose of this report is to summarize the analysis of potential uses along the Berlin Subdivision 
rail line from Portland's Ocean Gateway to the Auburn/New Gloucester line, the 26.5-mile-long, state- 
owned corridor running through parts of Portland, Falmouth, Cumberland, Yarmouth, North Yarmouth, 
Pownal and New Gloucester. The intent is to inform the recommendation of the Rail Use Advisory 
Council (RUAC), as established by Maine's Legislative Document (LD) 1133. The RUAC’s 
recommendation will be addressed to the MaineDOT Commissioner for final assessment and decision. 
Throughout the process, the consultant team—led by VHB, with assistance from economists RKG 
Associates—evaluated three potential uses for the corridor with sub-options for the first alternative. 

The potential alternatives include: 

> Maintain and Preserve Existing Rail Corridor — provides for possible restoration of rail service in 

the future with potential rehabilitation of the existing railroad infrastructure to support 

reestablishment of rail operations. Operations may include:
T 

o Continuation of l\/laineDOT's current patrol and maintenance activities along the existing 

track corridor to ensure the existing rails remains intact and viable for possible 

reestablishment of rail service in the future.
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o Reestablishment of freight rail sen/ice, including performance of State of Good Repair and 
Deferred Maintenance projects, targeted to accommodate delivery of materials and goods 
to commercial and industrial customers. 

0 Implementation of a passenger rail sen/ice, including capital infrastructure improvements 

needed to attain higher operating speeds and support a level and frequency of sen/ice 

that would meet ridership demands 

> Interim Trail until Rail (TUR) — interim multi—use 

trail using the existing rail bed. This alternative 

includes removal of the existing tracks and ties 

and developing a multi—use trail on the former 

track bed. The trail surface may be gravel/stone 
dust or paved. The corridor will require minor 

modifications to support trail user loads and 

provide a uniform surface appropriate for the trail 

as well as a railing system where needed to safely 

accommodate bicyclists and pedestrians. 

> Rail with Trail (RWT) — multi—use trail running 

adjacent to the existing rail bed. This alternative 

maintains the existing tracks and ties in current 

condition and establishes an adjacent and parallel 

multi—use trail with either a gravel/stone dust or 

paved surface. Grade differences in certain areas of 

the corridor will require retaining walls to support 

a new trail. Since this option assumes the rail will 
be in sen/ice, or someday return to sen/ice, the 

near edge of the trail (not including shoulder) shall 

be a minimum of 15 feet from the nearest rail, in 
accordance with MaineDOT standards for 
development of a RWT. However, this setback may 
be reduced to 10.5 feet, with MaineDOT approval 
if a fence meeting MaineDOT standards is installed 

at the edge of the trail shoulder between the trail 

and the closest rail. A RWT configuration adjacent 
to passenger trains—typlcally moving much faster 
than freight trains—can be an uncomfortable 

experience for trail users when a minimum of 15 
feet is not provided. 

For this high-level analysis, GlS-based maps were 

reviewed and analyzed, and online information was 

gathered (e.g., Google Earth). The study team was 

familiar with the corridor from previous studies 

performed for MaineDOT. Several study team 

membersjoined MaineDOT and RUAC members for a 

one-day review of the rail corridor via hi-rail vehicle. 

Detailed site inspection visits and topographic survey 

Members of the Berlin Subdivision Rail 
Use Advisory Council (RUAC) 

Chair Bill Shane (Cumberland Town 
Manager) ~ 

Angela King (Bicycle Coalition of 

Maine Advocacy Director) 

Becky Taylor=Chase (Town 

Administrator, Pownal) 

Brian Harris‘(Maine Yacht Center) 
Charles*Hunte’r (Assis. VP for 
Genesee 8: Wyoming) 
Chris Chop (GPCOG Transportation 
Director) 

Diane Barnes (North Yarmouth 

Town Manager) 
Dick Woodbuiy (Casco Bay Trail 
Alliance)

‘ 

Hope Cahan (Falmouth Town 

Councilor) 

Jeremiah Bartlett (Portland 

Transportation Engineer) 

Jonathan LaBonte (Transportation 

Analyst for Auburn Town Manager) 
Natalie Thomsen, Town Planner, 
New Gloucester 
Nate Wildes (Live and Work in 
Maine) 

Scott LaFlamme (Yarmouth 

Economic Development Dir.) 

Tony Donovan (Maine Rail Transit 

Coalition) 

MaineDOT Staff Support 

Director of Freight and Passenger 

Services, Nate Moulton 

Project Manager Nate Howard, 

Director, Rail Program
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were not performed as part of this study. 

Monthly or bi-monthly meetings were held with the RUAC. These meetings were critical to help the 

study team understand the key issues along the corridor. In December, one public meeting is to be 
held in Cumberland to allow members of the public to bring forth ideas or to express any concerns. 

Any future planning and design work along the corridor will require additional research, topographical 

survey, environmental review, site investigations, and more extensive outreach to abutters and nearby 
residents and businesses. 
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The Berlin Subdivision Rail Corridor runs along a 96-126-foot-wide, state-owned corridor through 

eight towns, including Portland, Falmouth, Cumberland, Yarmouth, North Yarmouth, Pownal, New 
Gloucester, and Auburn. Termini of the state-owned portion of the corridor includes Ocean Gateway in 

Portland at the south end and the Auburn/New Gloucester line‘ at the north end. This features forty- 

seven (47) at-grade rail crossings (including public, private, and farm), eleven (11) of which are 

signalized. The corridor 

overlaps directly with several 

large, environmentally- 

sensitive resource areas, 

including 100—year floodplain, 

National Wetlands Inventory 

(NWI) wetlands, conservation 

lands, and habitat for 

endangered or threatened 

species or species of concern. 

As depicted in the Existing 

Conditions Maps and Sections 
provided in the following 

pages, where the corridor 

does not directly overlap with 

existing resources areas, it 

runs parallel in numerous 

places. 

‘ Approximately one mile south of Danville Junction and six miles south of Downtown Auburn 
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Figure 1: Study Area Overview Map 
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Figure 2: Berlin Subdivision Corridor Inset 1, Auburn-New Gloucester 

Berlin Subdivision - Roads -I’ East Coast Greenway/US Bike Route 1 1%? Schools \. % Bridge #RR Milepost Stream/River On—Road Bike Route Hospital
O 

—'- Active Rail Corridor Open Water - Off-Road Trail 
Q9’ Unsignalized Railroad Crossing T if Conservation Lands E 100-year Floodplain 
S3 Signafized Raflmad cmssmg NW! Wetlands [I] Wellhead Protection 

1 Endangered, Threatened or . 
Public Water Supply Q Power Line Crossing IQ; 

Species of concern :3 Town Boundary 

1,000 2,000 3,000 Feel 

EMS Station 

Fire Station

' 

Police Station 

Park and Ride



MameDOT Berhn Subchwsaon Raul Corndor Study 

FIQUFE 3 Berhn SUbdIVlSIO|'1 Corndor Inset 2 New Gloucester-Pownal-North Yarmouth 
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Figure 4: Berlin Subdivision Corridor l nset 3, North Yarmouth-Yarm0uth—Cumberland 

Berlin Subdivision —— Roads -1"" East Coast Greenway/US Bike Route 1 Schools 

% Bridge #RR Milepost 
—¢- Active Rail Corridor 

{Q Unsignalized Railroad Crossing Conservation Lands 

23 Signalized Railroad Crossing 

Q} Power Line Crossing 

Stream/River 

Open Water 

NW! Wetlands 

V Endangered, Threatened or 

Species of Concern 

r r On-Road Bike Route 

-— Off-Road Trail 

Kzll 100-year Floodplain 

{II} Wellhead Protection 

1' 
7. Public Water Supply 

TI.‘ Town Boundary 

Hospital 

HVIS Station 

Fire Station 

Police Station 

Park and Ride 

1,000 Z000 3,000 Feet 

“lhb 

..| u Jo<"J



MaineDOT Berlin Subdivision Rail Corridor Study 

Figure 5: Berlin Subdivision Corridor inset 4, Cumberland-Falmouth 
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Figure 6: Berlin Subdivision Corridor Inset 5, Falmouth-Portland 
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EXISTING CONDITION CROSS SECTIONS 

Figure 7: Just north of Rt. 231/IntervaIe Road, New Gloucester 

J, 
-99' 

' Right-oI~Way 

Figure 8: Just south of EIm Street crossing, Yarmouth 
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Figure 9: Adjacent to and paralIeI with Rt. 9/Middle Rd., Falmouth 

Figure 10: Adjacent to Rt. 9/Middle Rd., Falmouth (just north of brid 
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