
Town of Camden 
Select Board Meeting 

August 24, 2021 – 6:30 PM 
French Conference Room 

 
 

Select Board meetings are broadcast live on Spectrum Cable TV channel 1303 
and web streamed at: www.youtube.com/TownofCamdenMaine 

 

Agenda 
 

1. Public Input on non-agenda items 
 

2. Approval of Board Minutes from August 10, 2021 
 

3. Update on National Fish and Wildlife Foundation Grant Project: Megunticook Watershed  
Restoration Feasibility Study 

 

4. Action Items: 
a) Approval of NEW victualer for Andrew Lipman, d/b/a Two Dudes Tacos 
b) Approval of renewal victualer & lodging licenses: Seadog Brewpub, The Jack 
c) Approval of Revocable License Agreement for 82 Chestnut Street 

 
5. Discussion Items: 

a) Lake Megunticook: Management of Barretts Cove 
b) Request from Charter Commission regarding a non-binding article for inclusion on the 

November ballot 
c) Penbay Chamber of Commerce: Fireworks for September 4th 

 
6. Reports 

a) Select Board 
b) Town Manager 

 
 

Executive Session: MRSA 405(E) Legal Rights & Duties 

http://www.youtube.com/TownofCamdenMaine
https://cms8.revize.com/revize/camdenme/FeasibilityStudy_MegunticookRiver_20210731_Final.pdf
https://cms8.revize.com/revize/camdenme/FeasibilityStudy_MegunticookRiver_20210731_Final.pdf
https://cms8.revize.com/revize/camdenme/FeasibilityStudy_MegunticookRiver_20210731_Final.pdf
































memo 

To: Camden Select Board 

From: Paul Leeper 

CC: Inland Mooring Working Group 

Date: February 25, 2020 

Re: Report and Recommendations 

To the Board, 

This memo will serve as the Inland Mooring Working Group’s report to the Select Board 

on our findings.  The Inland Mooring Working Group (the Group) was tasked by the Select 

Board to: 

• look at the current mooring situation on Megunticook Lake,

• identify any problems or user conflicts,

• identify potential future problems/user conflicts, and

• present recommendations that could address these problems.

It should be noted that in many cases the group did not reach consensus on the issues or 

recommendations.  I have attempted to present below the various points of view of the Group.  

The make-up of the Group was as follows: 

• Taylor Benzie, a member of the Select Board,

• Paul Leeper, Ex. Director of the Megunticook Watershed Association (MWA),

• David Lyman, owner of moorings off of the Rt. 52 boat launch,

• Brian Robinson, owner of a mooring off of the Rt. 52 boat launch,

• John Fitzgerald, representative of Megunticook Rowing and a part-owner of shore

frontage on Megunticook Lake,

• Polly Saltonstall, owner of shore frontage on Megunticook Lake, and

• Nancy Graham, owner of shore frontage on Megunticook Lake.

Taylor Benzie acted as a representative of the Select Board and provided direction to the group.  

Paul Leeper was appointed Chair by the Group. 
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Present Situation 

This past summer, 2019, there were non-shorefront owner’s moorings off of the Bog 

Bridge boatramp (up to 5), in Barrett’s Cove between the Rt. 52 boatramp and the Rowing Club 

dock southeast of the ramp (12), and off the ledges along Rt. 52 (1).  In addition, shorefront 

owners around the lake have traditionally had moorings for boats and swim floats.  No attempt 

was made to determine the number or type of these moorings. 

Identification of Problems 

The Group attempted to reach consensus on: 

• identifying if users are currently experiencing problems; 

• identifying the area (waters) where these problems may be occurring; 

• identifying potential future problems 

AS noted in my report to the Select Board (April 8 2019) current problems include: 

• Rt. 52 boat ramp access/egress at Barrett’s Cove; 

• access/egress to the Rowing Club dock southeast of the Rt. 52 boatramp, and   

• moored boats drifting at both Bog Bridge and at Barrett’s Cove. 

Some, not all, Group members also felt that there were potential safety issues having 

moorings at Barrett’s Cove and distance swimmers who use this area. 

Potential issues included overcrowding, user conflicts between riparian owners and non-riparian 

moorings, and houseboats/overnight use.   

 

Recommendations 

1. Inland Harbormaster-  The Group was in agreement that the Town needs an 

Inland Harbormaster to deal with the problems identified above and deal with 

any future problems as they may arise.  The Inland Harbormaster should take the 

Harbormaster Training course put on by the Maine Harbormasters Association.   

 

2. Inland Mooring Ordinance or Regulations-  A majority of the Group believes 

that some form of regulation or ordinance is needed to solve these issues and/or 

prevent them in the future.  We agreed that a stand-alone ordinance (rather than 

amending the Harbor Ordinance) makes the best sense.  One member disagreed, 

feeling that the current MWA Lake Warden knows the lake well and should be 



Memo: Inland Mooring Working Group to Camden Select Board, 2/25/20, page 3. 

3 

aware of any current and potential problem and should be able to deal with them 

in a friendly fashion, if he is given the authority.   

 

3. Waterbody (ies)-  The Group was in agreement that, if there is an ordinance or 

regulations, that they focus on Megunticook Lake because that is where there 

have been problems.  If similar issues crop up on other inland waters in Camden, 

any ordinance language could be amended to include those waters. 

 

4. Designated Mooring Areas-  The Group looked at the designating an area or 

areas as a mooring field, where people could place moorings.  Bog Bridge, 

Barrett’s Cove and Ledges areas, as well as others, were considered to see if each 

was suitable as a designated mooring area.  The group felt that a mooring area 

had to have access from town owned land AND not be located in front of private, 

developed or undeveloped, shorefront lots. 

a. Bog Bridge 

The group is unanimous that the Bog Bridge area is appropriate to site a mooring 

field.  Some of the reasons given by group members include: 

• Less conflict with other lake users, i.e. no swimmers, rowers, or beach goers 

• More room for mooring owners to launch kayaks and/or get out to their boats 

without interfering with people at the launch ramp (launching/retrieving 

boats) 

• Mooring field does not interfere with anything but launching boats i.e., no 

swimmers, no rowers, no beach 

• Bog Bridge is headway speed only area (no wake), much safer for all 

concerns. 

A limiting factor brought up by a member was: 

• The entire area is shallow. 

We discussed where the present moorings are located off of the Bog Bridge 

boatramp.  Currently the moorings are approximately 150 ft off of private 

property.  While that shoreline is currently undeveloped, it could be developed in 

the future.  The Group thought that a mooring field off of Bog Bridge could be 

placed off of the Coastal Mountain Land Trust (CMLT) McPeters Preserve.  That 
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area is undeveloped and will continue that way.  Access to this mooring field 

would be from the town owned Bog Bridge boatramp.  Accessing moorings by 

going through the McPeters Reserve should be prohibited. 

Some of the group felt that Bog Bridge was the only appropriate area for a 

mooring field.  Others felt that Bog Bridge should be used as a mooring field to 

start.  If demand was such that additional mooring area was needed then the Town 

could look at other locations.  Still others felt that Bog Bridge was a good site, but 

Barrett’s Cove was as well and should not be excluded.  The reasons for these 

positions are presented below. 

b. Barrett’s Cove 

A majority of the Group did not think that Barrett’s Cove, between the Rt. 52 

boatramp and the Megunticook Rowing dock, is an appropriate place for a 

designated mooring field.   

Some members felt Barrett’s Cove was appropriate because: 

• town has already authorized / approved additional dockage and concentrated use 

of Barrett's Cove vis-a-vis the Megunticook Rowing Club. 

• Barrett’s Cove is already a public recreational site with a public beach, with a 

parking lot, picnic tables, swim float and designated swimming area marked off,  

•  a rowing club, with its own dock and storage facilities ashore,  

•  a public launch ramp and paved parking lot and port-potty, and  

•  there are already a dozen moorings in place.  

The majority of the Group felt it was inappropriate, here are some of the 

comments: 

• Potential safety issues may arise when people are launching boats and others are 

swimming out to their moored boats.  The practice of swimming, while not done 

by all, was mentioned as a common way to get to moored boats.  Much busier 

section of the lake with swimmers, rowers and private home owners coming and 

going all in a narrow section;  

• Conflict with the town’s public beach; 

• Much more exposed to wind; 

• Barrett's Cove is too congested and small and the level of activity on that area of 

the lake with skiers and swimmers and boaters creates a safety risk 
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c. Rt. 52 Ledges and other areas of Megunticook Lake 

The majority of the Group felt that allowing moorings along the Rt 52 ledges was 

not appropriate.  The area is used by people to swim and fish; and is a busy 

section for boaters.  Likewise, a majority of the Group felt other areas of 

Megunticook Lake were inappropriate for non-shorefront owner moorings, 

primarily because these moorings would conflict with shorefront owner’s use. 

 

5. Shorefront Owners Mooring Area-  Based on discussions with Bill Kelly, 

Town attorney, state law (Title 38) allows for shorefront owners to get a mooring 

as a matter of “privilege”, so long as it does not affect safety or navigation.  The 

group was in agreement that shorefront owners should continue to be able to 

place moorings off their property.  A definition of the zone or area could be:  

an area on a body of water which is defined as the shorefront width of a property 

held in common or individually and extending a distance to 100 feet from the 

high water line into a body of water or one third (1/3) the distance to the 

opposite normal high-water line, whichever is less. 

If a shorefront owner wants to have more moorings than the single “privileged” 

mooring allowed by state law then the shorefront owner would need to apply to 

the Town and have the location of the mooring approved by the Inland 

Harbormaster. 

 

6. Overnight Stays and/or Houseboats-  The Group is in agreement that overnight 

stays on any type of floating vessel should be prohibited.  This is primarily 

because of the potential for water quality degradation from human waste.  The 

Group felt that it is simpler to ban overnight stays than to define “houseboat”. It 

should be noted that other municipalities have defined houseboat and prohibit 

them. 

 

7. Inland Mooring Administration-  The Group looked at the administration 

sections of Camden’s Harbor Ordinance as well as other municipalities Inland 

Mooring Ordinances.   
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a. Inland Harbormaster-  Should be appointed by the Select Board and 

duties and responsibilities of his office as prescribed by state law, the have 

the authority to enforce the rules and regulations of the Town within an 

Inland Mooring Ordinance 

b. Inland Mooring Committee-  The Group did not have an opinion on 

whether an Inland Mooring Committee is needed.   

 

8. General Regulations-  As mentioned above, the Group looked at a number of 

other municipal mooring ordinances as well as Camden’s Harbor ordinance.  

Following the structure of Camden’s Harbor Ordinance seemed the best course. 

a. FEES-  The Select Board should set fees for the moorings in the mooring 

field(s).  Shorefront owners, especially the single, state privileged, 

mooring should be registered but no fee should be charged.  The Select 

Board should also set fees for any waitlist and late fees. 

b. Removal of Vessels- The Group was in agreement that the Inland 

Harbormaster should not have the power to remove a vessel. 

c. Obstruction of Other Vessels should be prohibited 

d. Obstruction of Navigation should be prohibited 

e. Discharge of Refuse should be prohibited 

f. Overnight Stays as mentioned above, should be prohibited 

g. Vessel Speed  should follow state law in regards to headway speed only 

within 200’ of the shore. 

h. Loss of Rights & Privileges  Privileges and permits issued from an Inland 

Mooring ordinance can be revoked if a permit holder fails to comply with 

any provision of the ordinance. 

 

9. INLAND MOORING REGULATIONS 

a. Shorefront Owners Mooring Area 

i.  Mooring placement responsibility of the owner,  

ii.  Mooring may be placed by a shorefront property owner or another 

individual with the shorefront property owner’s written permission.  
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People with Easements or Rights of Way to the shore in the Shorefront 

Owners Mooring Zone may place one mooring with the shorefront 

property owner’s written permission. 

iii.  Mooring placement should be adjacent to the owner’s property and 

within 100 feet of the normal high-water line, or one third (1/3) the 

distance to the opposite normal high-water line, whichever is less. If the 

Inland Harbormaster deems a mooring is a navigation hazard, it should be 

removed or moved to a safe location specified by the Inland Harbormaster. 

iv.  If a shoreland owner can’t safely site a mooring within 100 feet of the 

shore, typically because of shallow water, then they can place the mooring 

as close to 100 feet as possible with the Inland Harbormasters permission 

v.  A mooring will not be allowed if it interferes with other lawfully placed 

moorings. 

vi.  Moorings will be registered with the Town. 

 

10. Town Designated Mooring Area(s) 

a. Who can have a mooring?  The Group felt that Camden residents and 

taxpayers should be able to have moorings in this area(s). 

b. Types of Uses?  The Group was not in agreement regarding usage.  Some 

members wanted private, non-commercial moorings only, other members 

felt that moorings owners should be able to rent out the moorings.  If 

rental moorings were to be allowed, then there would have to be size 

and/or weight limitations for individual moorings.  In addition, currently 

there are 2 moorings at Bog Bridge used to temporarily tie up floats before 

they are hauled and stored in the fall.  These moorings should be allowed 

under any ordinance. 

c. Availability?  The Group was not in agreement regarding availability.  

Some members felt that in order for someone to get a mooring permit the 

process should be first come first served. If the mooring area(s) became 

filled then a wait list, again first come first served, would be started.  

Other members felt that if an individual could show they are an existing 
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mooring owner then they should get the first chance at a permit in any 

mooring area(s). 

d. Renewals  The Group was in agreement that a mooring permit issued 

during a previous year may be renewed by the owner for the same 

location. 

e. Abandonment  The Group was in agreement that any mooring which had 

not been occupied with a watercraft for one boating season would lose its 

permit. 

f. Transfers  The Group was in agreement that no mooring could be sold, 

reassigned, or transferred by the permit holder without the permission of 

the Inland Harbor Master and the Town. 

g. Mooring Usage  Moorings may not be reassigned however moorings 

owners may allow them to be used by others with approval from the 

Inland Harbormaster. 

h. Forfeit due to Trespass  If the Harbormaster can show that a mooring 

permit holder trespassed on private land to access the mooring then the 

permit can be forfeited.  All access to the moorings should be from Town 

owned land. 

i. Grace Period  A mooring owner may receive a one-year grace period 

from occupancy and the Inland Harbormaster may assign the mooring to a 

willing party on the waiting list. 

 

11. Location Standards  The Group was in agreement that: 

a. The mooring location shall not materially adversely affect aquatic 

vegetation, lake wildlife, or any natural aquatic habitat. 

b. The mooring location shall not interfere with other moorings, navigation, 

or a fairway. 

 

12. All Mooring Specifications both Shoreline Owners and Town Designated 

Mooring Area  Follow state law in terms of color scheme and identification.  

There are also common standards that other towns have adopted. 
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13. Enforcement and Violation 

a. Violations, Appeals and Procedures  these could be similar to the 

sections in the Camden Harbor Ordinance. 

Parking 

 The Select Board and the Town Manager expressed that the Group not concern 

themselves with the issue of parking.  While parking issues may not have been in our original 

purview, the issue continued to come up so the issue is included in this report.  There is no doubt 

that a comparison of the two boatramp parking areas shows that Bog Bridge has more capacity 

than Rt. 52.  The Rt. 52 boatramp parking area has 5 spaces for vehicles and trailers and 5 spaces 

for vehicles.  Other parking for vehicles without trailers is available at the Barrett’s Cove Swim 

Area parking lot and the Maiden’s Cliff parking lot.  

 A member of the Group estimated the Bog Bridge parking area at 15,000 square feet.  

Another member estimated 40 spaces, 20 if one accounts for trailers.  My personal knowledge of 

the Bog Bridge parking area is that users park rather well and vehicles with trailers park to the 

sides and single vehicles park in the middle allowing for more space.  No parking is allowed at 

the Bog Bridge boatramp, that area is only for launching and retrieving boats.  One ADA parking 

site is provided. 

 







Camden Inland Harbormaster’s Report December 30, 2020 

The first season as Inland Harbormaster on Megunticook Lake went well, with only a few 

issues along the way.  I received many calls about the availability of moorings at the lake.  Most 

were about whether they were allowed to place a mooring and where, or were there rental 

moorings available for the summer.  All inquiries were told that the Bog Bridge was the only 

acceptable spot on the lake for a new mooring.   

I had some complaints from boaters using the Barrett’s Cove boatramp that the moored 

boats were too close.  Pontoon boats owners especially seemed to have trouble navigating to and 

from the boatramp.  I also frequently had to ask people not to swim from the boatramp or have 

their dogs swim there.  There are No Swimming signs at both ramps. 

I heard lots of complaints about the Bog Bridge area.  Most complaints were that it was 

too shallow for their boat, or too muddy and weedy when they swim out to get their boat.  If we 

had had normal water levels this past summer most of the issues wouldn't have been a problem.  

This past summer the water level was down over 3 feet below the dam spillway 

Several non-shorefront owner boats broke loose and drifted ashore over the summer.  

Mostly because of inadequate mooring or anchor equipment.  I got several calls about boats 

anchoring or mooring too close to another boat.  All were moved away to a safe distance.   A 

growing issue is short-term moorings.  People who leave their boat at anchor for the weekend or 

week.  Most of these are not using standard mooring gear but are using a small anchor and rope.  

I had to deal with many of these boats that drifted, dragging their anchor 

In September someone decided to clean the mooring field at Barrett’s Cove by cutting the 

moorings.  The report was that 8 moorings were cut the first day, and several more later.  No 

moorings were occupied by boats when they were cut off.  Camden PD was contacted about the 

incident.  

Both non-shorefront owner mooring areas, Bog Bridge and Barrett’s Cove continue to 

grow.  This summer the Barrett’s Cove area expanded with mooring up the shore, north of the 

launch ramp. 

Moorings on Megunticook Lake were inventoried this past summer.  I attempted to 

gather the contact info and identification of mooring gear for non-shorefront owner moorings.  
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The owners of most, but not all, of these moorings were identified.  The total number of 

moorings and anchors at the middle of August are as follows: 

Barrett’s Cove Area = 13 

Bog Bridge = 9 

Shorefront owner moorings at residence = 30 + not including swim floats   

Most residential moorings are seasonal and removed for the winter.  The ice will move and 

destroy all but the strongest of moorings. 

Things that could be improved:  

1. Both boat ramps need dredging. Bog Bridge needs to have the channel out from the 

ramp along the shore to the bridge cleaned out.  By August, even in normal water 

level years, engine props scour the bottom getting to and from the ramp.  Besdies 

being a problem for boaters this chews up aquatic plants and muddies the water.  The 

Barrett’s Cove ramp needs the area beside the floats dredged out to deeper water.   It 

is filled in by the runoff debris from the culvert under Rt 52 that drains the mountain 

side.  I have received many complaints about both areas recently with the extreme 

low waters 

2. The ramp floats at both launching areas are in bad shape, railings are broken or 

missing completely.  Both floats are small and could be longer, leaving more room 

for folks to load and launch.  At present only one boat can launch at a time, a longer 

ramp would make it possible for two to be on the launching side at the same time 

before moving to the other side, getting out of the way for the next boat.  

3. The swim float at Barrett’s Cove beach is not much better.  We should consider 

making it larger.  On busy days this float can have 20 plus swimmers on it. 

4. A dog friendly swimming float designed for dogs to get in and out of the water would 

be useful at Barrett’s Cove.  I have lots of issues of dogs and people swimming from 

the Barrett Cove ramp despite the No Swimming sign.  If we could move them to the 

north end of the parking area, away from the launch area would help greatly to solve 

this problem.  

  



Inland Harbormaster’s Report, 12/30/20, page 3 of 5 

 

Suggested plans for 2021: 

1. To continue to direct all new moorings to the Bog Bridge area.  In addition, suggest 

people install moorings along the northern shoreline where the water is deeper rather 

than along Codman Island. 

2. Existing mooring owners at Barrett’s Cove that need to re-install their moorings will 

be directed to place them farther away from the boat ramp.   

3. Complete identification of mooring owners. 

4. Identify substandard mooring gear and inform the owners to bring the equipment into 

compliance with state regulations. 

 

Dale Dougherty Inland Harbormaster 

Megunticook Watershed Association 

 

Enc: Mooring Area maps-2   
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To: Bob Falciani, Chair of the Camden Select Board 
Cc: Audra Caler, Janice Esancy 
From:  Camden Charter Commission 
Deb Dodge & Lowrie Sargent 
Date: August 13, 2021 
RE: Request to be on the August 24th SB Agenda 

Proposed Non-binding Article for Inclusion in the November Warrant 

Lowrie and I would like to be on the August 24th Select board agenda to discuss a non-binding article for 
inclusion on the November ballot to gauge voters’ interest in exploring a change on how the town votes 
to approve the annual budget and authorizations for borrowing.  As you may know, the proposed 
revision to the Town Charter does not change the current method of voting on the budget in the open 
town meeting. However, we recognize that there is some interest in pursuing the referendum method 
of voting on appropriations and borrowing as a result of the experience of doing so during the covid 
pandemic. 

There are numerous examples of other Maine towns that vote by referendum on appropriations and 
borrowing—some better than others. The concept deserves a thorough exploration. The Commission 
feels that having this non-binding article included in the warrant would give us an idea of the level of 
support for making the change.  Ultimately, such a change would be significant, and all its pros and cons 
need to be explored  and the public given the chance to learn exactly how the whole budget approval 
process would be altered.  

Bill Kelly has given this a preliminary review and stated that we needed to make sure that it is clear in 
the heading and the body that this is a non-binding article.  

********* 
DRAFT 
Article # _______ NON-BINDING Article 

“Do you favor having the Select Board, or a work group appointed by the Select Board, evaluate changing the 
method of voting on the Annual Town Budget to secret ballot (referendum) instead of the current method of 
voting in person by show of hands at the open Town Meetings? 

            Explanation: Due to the state of emergency caused by the pandemic, the town citizens have voted on 
the annual budget appropriations and borrowing by secret ballot for two consecutive years.  This non-
binding article is to gauge voters’ interest in having the Town evaluate continuing that method of voting on the 
budget. Any recommendation for a change made by the Select Board or work group to the Charter  to vote by 
referendum (secret ballot) would require public hearings and approval by the voters of the Town at a future 
Town Meeting.” 

YES/NO 



From: Tom Peaco
To: Chris Farley; Audra Caler
Subject: Fw: Fireworks
Date: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:50:25 AM

Good morning Chris and Audra,

Hope all is well!  Please see exchange with Central Maine Pyrotechnics and let me know if you
have any questions or concerns.

Thanks!

Tom

______________________________
Thomas G. Peaco, President & CEO
Penobscot Bay Regional Chamber of Commerce
207-596-0376 - Office 
207-975-4111 - Cell
www.CamdenRockland.com

From: anthonymarson@cmpyro.com <anthonymarson@cmpyro.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:47 AM
To: Tom Peaco <Tom@CamdenRockland.com>
Subject: RE: Fireworks
 
Morning Tom,
 
They only issue I see with this memo is that we won’t be shooting the show from the Curtis Island
site so that doesn’t apply and we may not receive the permit two weeks prior to the display.  The
application was submitted on 28 July and I will ask the Fire Marshal’s Office to send the permit as
soon as possible.  Attached is the new shoot site location, at Steve Pixely’s suggestion. 
 
There will be little if any fallout the makes it to land, the fallout area is in the ocean.  There will not
be a first light inspection necessary.  I will speak with he fire chief to discuss the particulars.
 
Anthony
 

From: Tom Peaco <Tom@CamdenRockland.com> 
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:38 AM
To: anthonymarson@cmpyro.com
Subject: Fw: Fireworks
 

mailto:Tom@CamdenRockland.com
mailto:cfarley@camdenmaine.gov
mailto:acaler@camdenmaine.gov
http://www.penbaychamber.com/


Good morning,
 
Still making plans for a show over Camden Harbor for September 4, but the town has now just
shared the attached with us.  Do you see any issues or concerns?
 
Thanks,
 
 
Tom
 
______________________________
Thomas G. Peaco, President & CEO
Penobscot Bay Regional Chamber of Commerce
207-596-0376 - Office 
207-975-4111 - Cell
www.CamdenRockland.com

From: Chris Farley <cfarley@camdenmaine.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 3:33 PM
To: Tom Peaco <Tom@CamdenRockland.com>
Subject: RE: Fireworks
 
Good afternoon Tom – I’m not sure if anyone has gotten back to you about this. I understand this
topic may be discussed by the Select Board at their next meeting. I do want to make you aware of a
fireworks policy adopted by the Select Board in 2019. Attached is a copy of the town policy. Please
let me know if you have any questions.
 
Chris
 

From: Tom Peaco <Tom@CamdenRockland.com> 
Sent: Monday, August 2, 2021 11:46 AM
To: Audra Caler <acaler@camdenmaine.gov>; Steve Pixley <spixley@camdenmaine.gov>; Randy
Gagne <rgagne@camdenmaine.gov>; Chris Farley <cfarley@camdenmaine.gov>
Subject: Fireworks
 
Good morning all,
 
Touching base with you all to let you know that there are still efforts going on in the local
business community to host fireworks in Camden before the summer gets away from us.  A
number of businesses have contributed funds toward this, and we are looking at the evening
of Saturday, September 4 as the date to do this.  The rain date would be Sunday, September 5.
 
We are working with Central Maine Pyrotechnics as the vendor, and they are working on the
necessary permits from the fire marshal and Coast Guard.  Prock Marine will be providing the
barge.

http://www.penbaychamber.com/
mailto:cfarley@camdenmaine.gov
mailto:Tom@CamdenRockland.com
mailto:Tom@CamdenRockland.com
mailto:acaler@camdenmaine.gov
mailto:spixley@camdenmaine.gov
mailto:rgagne@camdenmaine.gov
mailto:cfarley@camdenmaine.gov


 
If I understand correctly, the obligation to the town is notification rather than permission, but
please correct me if I'm wrong.  My purpose in writing today is to ensure that you are all
aware of what's happening, and to seek your guidance in any further permissions needed, or
any other info you would like to have on this.
 
Thanks!
 
 
Tom
 
______________________________
Thomas G. Peaco, President & CEO
Penobscot Bay Regional Chamber of Commerce
207-596-0376 - Office 
207-975-4111 - Cell
www.CamdenRockland.com

http://www.penbaychamber.com/
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