
Minutes, Final 

Camden Energy and Sustainability Committee 
December 18, 2017, 5:30 – 7pm 

Washington St. Conference Room 

 

 
Attendance – Pete Kalajian, Dana Strout, Marina Schauffler, Anita Brosius-Scott (Chair) , Brian Robinson, Marc Ratner. Guest 
Representative Owen Casas arrived @ 6pm. 
Next EnComm Meeting – Monday January 22 
Minutes:  November 11, ’17  adopted. 
Topics: 

1. Paris Accord, Camden 
a. Windplanners of CHRHS and Middle School classes – their role in assisting effort. Windplanners have not had a 

chance to do anything on this project – too busy. Margo Murphy (faculty club advisor) too busy too.  
b. Discussion and adoption of verbiage/declaration.  

i. Committee chose to decide on the verbiage for the Town’s statement, and that we should join a 
statement/effort where we can be counted in.  

ii. Consideration of adopting Chicago Climate Charter(CCC) in entirety  
1. Is the Chicago Climate Charter still open for additional signatories or was it a one-time deal 

at the North American Climate Summit (December 7, 2017)? 
iii. Other verbiages considered include the CCC as well as “We Are Still In” declaration and “Global 

Covenant of Mayors (GCM)” 
iv. Marina read We Are Still In. Concern mentioned about somewhat political slant.  
v. Global Covenant of Mayors(GCM).  GCM includes a pledge that the signatory jurisdiction would 

“develop, formally adopt and report on” a list of actions “within 3 years”:  ambitious, measurable and 
time-bound targets. Marc has been pointing out to Select Board that we need to consider sea level 
rise adaptation. Other towns are already taking steps. Pete likes bullet 3 (“Ambitious, measurable and 
time-bound target(s) to reduce/limit greenhouse gas emissions.”)  Marc – this gives us a framework 
where we can point out what we are accomplishing – with GCM, actions all feed into these goals – as 
long as we can keep focusing on knocking things off.  MS – Watershed’s report (“A Carbon Neutral 
Camden: It’s Time to Act”, June 2015) has created our baseline:  research on Town’s energy profile as 
of 2014-15 is already done with Watershed report.  

vi. Pete moves that EnComm recommend that the Camden SB adopt Global Covenant of Mayors. MS 
seconds. All in favor, motion passes. Windplanners could approach Rockport as well.  (Nearest city 
that has adopted GCM is Cambridge, MA.)  

c. Pete will take verbiage to Marco D’Amato of Windplanners. They will access Watershed report. Pete will draw 
up a roadmap and invite Marco to next EnComm meeting. Have them network individuals. Presentation 
should include the progress already made showing progress towards goal.  

d. EnComm will work metrics, progress to date, examples but not numbers. 
e. Wait on educational effort to public and SB about implications, timing.  
f. Items to be included in Select Board packet 

i. Verbiage of proposed declaration 
ii. Article from Washington Post (World Turning Corner on Climate Change). 

2. Maine Legislature  - ME Representative Owen Casas, guest.  

a. Discussion regarding Owen Casas’ rationale for his No vote on MUBEC (Maine Uniform Building and Energy 

Code), LD 1392,  “An Act To Allow Municipalities To Opt Not To Enforce the Maine Uniform Building 
and Energy Code.” 

 “Bill Summary: 

“Under current law, all municipalities that have more than 4,000 residents must enforce the Maine Uniform 

Building and Energy Code. 

“This bill requires a municipality that has more than 4,000 residents to adopt and enforce either the Maine 

Uniform Building Code, the Maine Uniform Energy Code or the Maine Uniform Building and Energy 

Code.” [meaning, dialing back on requirements – municip. can adopt both Energy and Building, or just 
Energy, or just Building] 

https://legislature.maine.gov/legis/bills/display_ps.asp?LD=1392&snum=128


 

 

According to NRCM, “Yes is the pro-environment vote in the House; No is the pro-environment vote 
in the Senate.”  
The bill was defeated, thus the MUBEC requirements for towns w pop >4,000 remain intact [must 
adopt both Energy and Building Codes]. 
- Owen states that he is not into too many regulations; he prefers that things are not mandated 

by state. Private property rights are important to him; he does not like to dictate how people 
should build their houses. He likes to let the municipality make its own decision; he believes that 
local control is best as they understand their own community. He will vote to give local 
municipality the option. Funding [impact and availability] plays into decisions. However, he is 
very pro-environment.   

- Rockport passed MUBEC in last year and a half (Scott Pickford is code enforcement officer).  
- Marina –the hardest hit folks [due to lack of standards] are in inefficient buildings, so they pay 

every month; [builders/owners] should have encouragement to invest initially. 
- Dana Strout [Camden EnComm member; lawyer with specialty in “a full range of legal services for 

the resolution of commercial and construction disputes, ranging from the resolution of simple contract 

cases to complex commercial, construction and professional negligence claims.” 
[http://www.danastroutlaw.com/]  says that Maine is a haven for unscrupulous builders [due to its 
lack of standards in many small towns].   People get ripped off by builders constantly.  He sees it 
in his practice on a continuous basis.  Dana has testified before a sub-committee a number of 
years ago regarding the licensure of builders.  The majority of legislators have no 
comprehension as to how high the level is of incompetent and dishonest builders existing in the 
state.  Building codes are the first step in protecting homeowners from some of the bad 
practices out there. 

- Owen – what percentage of builders are “unscrupulous”? What about in towns where MUBEC is 
enforced?  

- Dana doesn’t typically get hired in those towns, although he was very involved in three lawsuits 
over the condos across from Down East Magazine offices (Route 1, Rockport).  At the time they 
were built, Rockport had not adopted a building code, so the substandard building practices 
there went unchecked because there was no code. Code enables enforcement; no code, 
inability to enforce.   

- Owen thinks it is up to the homeowner to make sure the house is being done right.  
- Dana:  When you find the person did a substandard job…what recourse do you have? Building 

code is one. If there is no building code, what other recourse is there? If you get ripped off, you 
can go to a lawyer like Dana – but a trial will cost $20K-$50K, builder would take bankruptcy as a 
recourse. No federal oversight.  One Owls Head contractor has been sued 3 x, been ripping 
people off, [in localities where there is no or inadequate code] and actually just pled no contest 
to two felony charges. When MUBEC is in place, inspections happen along the way – would get 
some assurance that the major components are being done correctly.  Bottom line is, can 
homeowner pay for the lawyer?  Even then, legal remedies can be very hollow. 

b. Other updates:  
i. CMP new rules, set to be effective Jan. 1, 2018, have been DELAYED until April 30, 2018. 

1. PUC will charge people for the solar they produce to power their own homes. 
2. CMP will install new meters, paid for by ratepayers, not CMP 
3. Eliminates net metering (reimbursement for excess power generated) 

ii. LD 1504: “An Act to Modernize Rates for Small-Scale Distributed Generation” VETOED. 
1. Both houses passed by more than 2/3 majority but House sustained Governor’s 

veto.  The bill:  



 

 

2. Would have required PUC to develop an alternative to net-metering, + req. 
cost/benefit analysis 

3. Would have increased the number of metered accounts which can participate in a 
solar farm to 100 from current limit of 10. 

3. WSCR lighting -  Lights in Washington Street Conference Room all switched to LEDs. 

4. Adjourn 


