
TOWN OF TRENTON 
BOARD OF SELECTMEN 

MINUTES OF October 24, 2017 MEETING 
 

I. Call to Order:  The meeting was called to order at 7:10 pm. In attendance:  Fred Ehrlenbach,   
Carlene Hanscom, Mark Remick, Susan Starr, John Bennett, and Carol Walsh.  Visitors:  John 
Whetstone, Kent family members. 
 

II. Visitors Comments:  
 

III. Approval of Minutes of October 10, 2017. Remick motioned to approve; Hanscom 
seconded. Vote:  5 Yes.   

 
IV. Administrative Summary Report: Discussion centered on a need to establish policies that 

will make it less likely that administrative employees will find leaving Trenton employ for 
other town governments attractive. Blaine Richards will prepare the foundation for the 
recycling shed next week. He estimated that the job would cost about $250.  

V. Old Business: 
a. Fire Department:  The Hunters’ Breakfast will be this Sunday, opening at 5:00 am. 

b. Oyster Farm: Nothing new. 
 

VI. New Business: 
a. Planning Board: Whetstone presented a Statement of Work for the town’s attorney 

regarding the dispute over property on the Gray Road. The Planning Board has been 
unable to resolve the issue between the Kent family and Mr. Wight, a builder who has 
purchased property across the street from the Kent’s. The Planning Board is 
approaching the Board of Selectmen to seek contact with the Town’s attorney at the 
Town’s expense. One question pertains to the minimum lot width, and also the road 
frontage, both of which are not clear in the Land Use Ordinance. These discrepancies 
may stem from the addition of a second Residential zone. Tom Martin, Hancock County 
Planning Commission, may have early documents regarding these changes. A more 
pressing point that the Planning Board needs the attorney to determine, is the 
ownership/configuration of Gray Road, which the Kent family believes is built on 
property they owns; thus giving Mr. Wight not enough road frontage for his second 
house lot. The Kent family objects to Mr. Wight building two houses on his property. 
The town had an early survey performed by Kelly Bellis, which was never registered or 
certified, but made for the Gray Road construction. Mark Harriman has completed a 
registered, certified survey for Mr. Wight, which contradicts the Bellis survey. The 
historical deeds for Wight’s property refer to the line of McFarland’s Road, which is not 
believed to be the same as Gray Road. The Planning Board has established that Wight 
can build two houses on the parcel he purchased, as it meets all the Land Use 
Ordinance requirements, notwithstanding the road frontage, as other access avenues 



could be established. Within six months he could separate the lots. Ehrlenbach 
recommended researching the early Land Use Ordinance to clear up the discrepancies 
in lot width and road frontage. Bennett sees the larger issue as whether or not the Kent 
land goes beyond the Gray Road, and whether this denies Wight the road frontage for 
his Lot B. Remick asked if it was the Town’s responsibility to pay for the attorney in a 
civil matter. Starr asked if there was any fault on the Town for the acquisition and siting 
of the Gray Road. Ehrlenbach suggested that Wight relocate a portion of Gray Road, 
placing it closer to Lot B, thus making road frontage for that lot. Bennett recommended 
that the Town’s attorney have Bellis’ letter to the Kent’s, and the Wight survey to 
review. Bennett read aloud Bellis’ letter to the Kent’s: “Dear Mrs. Kent: As requested, 
you requested that I examine the plan prepared by Malcolm Harriman, dated August 
28, 2017, entitled Final Subdivision Plan of Acadia Pines, insofar as it impacts your 
southern property line and to report my findings to you. My examination of Mr. 
Harriman’s plan is limited in nature as we have not physically surveyed the boundary in 
question between your property and the former Francis and Howard Kriesman lot in 
the past 20 years. The current owners of the former Kriesman property are Ronald L. 
Johnson and Sharon Spadaro. Kent’s record boundary: The boundary in question is 
defined in your deed (book and page) by the line running from the southern-most 
corner of the first lot of parcel 2 and the southern-most corner of the remainder of 
parcel 4 as shown highlighted below in red and defined by the two end points labeled 
19 to 5. The portion of your property line abutting the Johnson/Spadaro is shown 
highlighted in red and defined by the two end points labeled 10 to 5. The line segment 
19 to 10 is along another lot that you own. Over two decades ago when this matter was 
last visited, neither the MDOT nor the Town of Trenton were able to provide any 
records clearly indicating that Gray Road was ever laid out as a public way, a specific 
right of way width determined, or even if the right of way was taken by the Town of 
Trenton and accepted by the Town of Trenton at Public Meeting. What information that 
was provided to me in 1991, when I first began work related to the town road, revealed 
that the town had maintained the road from State road 230  Oak Point road up to 
somewhere in the vicinity of the turnaround of your dooryard. As a result of our work 
for Catanese, the town selectmen hired us to begin efforts to formally  establish a 
public way over a portion of this public road. For reasons unknown, the town’s efforts 
to formally secure a public way over Gray Road from Jan. 1992 waned over the 
following 5 years until Mike Swanson and the board of selectmen began looking at the 
matter again. In August 1997 we were once again hired by the town when I met with 
Mike and he pointed out the mutually agreed upon limits of the length of the road. By 
Nov 1997 the Gray Road had been paved, a preliminary plan prepared and provided to 
the town selectmen for their review and discussion with all the parties concerned. 
Finally in 1998, the approved plan, showing the limits and widths of the right of way 
was prepared along with the description of the easement. This drawing in the electronic 
format of a PDF was recently provided to the Town Code Enforcement Officer, Mr. 
Marks, and to you. Those portions of the 1998 proposed public easement shown 



highlighted in pink, along with the proposed easement designated for the turnaround 
area for the town service vehicles shown highlighted in blue are shown below with your 
property line highlighted in red between the former Kriesman property. I have not 
researched the town’s records over the intervening 20 year period, however, having 
examining the records at the Hancock county Registry of Deeds as of this date and can 
report that no record was found from any of these three parties withstanding to the 
town of Trenton regards established in the public way over Gray Road. My conversation 
with Trenton’s Code Enforcement Officer on August 2nd and 3rd of this year left me with 
the distinct impression that the town never voted to properly conclude this matter. 
Plan prepared by Malcolm Harriman, dated August 28th 2017, although in his plan 
references Mr. Harriman cites my 1998 Plan prepared for the Town of Trenton, his plan 
of Acadia Pines Subdivision fails to show the property boundary that is in question 
between the land owned by Kent’s and the land owned by Johnson/Spadaro. It is 
utterly absent, and the Acadia Pines Subdivision plan should not be approved or 
recorded until it is corrected. This particular boundary line is schematically shown 
below, highlighted in red, superimposed on Harriman’s plan and illustrates parts of Lots 
2 and 3 being comprised of lands of Kent. Additionally the Harriman Plan fails to 
accurately show the proposed easement for the Gray Road contrary to the second note 
stating as much. The Harriman plan utterly fails to show the proposed easement for the 
snow plow/school bus turn around. Both the road and turn around easements are 
shown above, highlighted with pink cross hatching and superimposed onto the 
Harriman plan. As mentioned in the first paragraph, we have not physically surveyed 
the premises for nearly 20 years and the physical features shown on my Feb 19, 98 
drawing for the town may no longer be present, may have been replaced, or if the fresh 
new edges of pavement located in 1998 may have been subsequently paved over. 
Hopefully, the pins that we set on Feb 3, 1998 haven’t been destroyed or molested, 
should things be found to be in relatively the same locations, then possibly the plan 
that I prepared for the town of Trenton might be once again be looked at by the 
selectmen and if found still sufficient over two decades be considered for the town to 
vote on accepting as a public way as decided by the relevant parties 25 years ago fee 
ownership beneath the road would remain unchanged, regardless of the town taking 
action or not to formally define and vote on the layout of the public way along Gray 
Road, or the new lay out, you should consider granting after consulting with your Maine 
Real Estate attorney an easement over these portions of  your property burdened by 
the Gray Road to the owners of the remaining Johnson/Spadaro property to stave off 
future headaches while maintaining a well-defined property line.” Bennett identified 
this letter as an opinion, while the Harriman survey is a stamped, licensed survey. Starr 
asked why the Gray Road was adopted by the town in the first place, and the Kent 
family answered that they recalled that it was for the dairy farm, for the school bus to 
pick up children and to enhance business. Ehrlenbach raised the question of whether 
the Gray Road was the earlier McFarland Road. If so, then the survey is not correct. 
Further discussion among Select Board members resulted in a motion for the Planning 



Board to seek legal counsel at the applicant’s expense, made by Ehrlenbach and 
seconded by Remick.  Vote: 5 Yes. 

b. Appointments: A motion to appoint Carl Olsen, Planning Board member, to a three-year 
term, to expire May 15, 2020; and Patty Leland, Planning Board Alternate, to a two-year 
term, expiring May 15, 2019, was made by Remick, seconded by Starr. Vote: 5 Yes. 

c. Quitclaim Deeds: Remick motioned to sign three quitclaim deeds, one Libitzki lien, two 
Norwood liens. Vote: 5 Yes. 

 
VII. Other Business:    

a.   
 

VIII.  Approval of A/P & Payroll Warrants:  Remick motioned to approve the A/P and Payroll 
Warrants. Hanscom seconded. Vote:  5 Yes.     

 
          IX.          Adjournment:  Motion to adjourn made by Remick and seconded by Bennett. Vote:  5 Yes.  
          Meeting adjourned at 8:15 pm. 
 
 


