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Sedgwick envisions a future where its rich rural heritage and natural beauty are 
preserved and cherished, while fostering a vibrant, inclusive community that embraces 
sustainable growth and innovation. We are committed to maintaining the town’s 
unique character, promoting environmental stewardship, and ensuring the well-being 
of all residents through responsible governance and proactive planning.

In Sedgwick, we aspire to:

Preserve Rural Character: Maintain the scenic landscapes and historical sites
that define our community, ensuring that development respects our heritage and
rural ambiance.

Support Community Well-being: Foster a sense of belonging and community
spirit by providing robust public services, enhancing public safety, and
encouraging civic engagement.

Promote Economic Vitality: Support local businesses, create opportunities for
sustainable tourism, and encourage innovation and entrepreneurship to diversify
our economy while maintaining affordability for all residents.

Invest in Infrastructure: Modernize and maintain our infrastructure to ensure
reliability, safety, and accessibility, including the development of renewable
energy sources and improved transportation networks.

Protect and Enhance Our Natural Environment: Safeguard our forests,
waterways, farmland, and wildlife through rigorous environmental protection 
measures and sustainable practices.

Plan for the Future: Engage in thoughtful, forward-looking planning that
anticipates the needs of future generations, addresses climate change, encourages
workforce housing projects, and leverages partnerships with neighboring communities 
for regional resilience and prosperity.

Together, we will build a resilient, welcoming, and thriving Sedgwick, where tradition 
and progress harmoniously coexist, and where every resident has the opportunity to 
contribute to and benefit from our shared vision.



Goals 

Policies 

Strategies 



Goal: To preserve the town’s historic and archaeological resources.





Goal: To protect the quality and manage the quantity of the town’s water 
resources, including lakes, aquifers, great ponds, estuaries, rivers, and 
coastal areas.







Goal: Protect Sedgwick's open-space, farmland, natural, wildlife, marine 
resources and safeguard its historic buildings and sites. Monitor climate 
change's impact on infrastructure, wetlands, and shoreline, taking steps to 
mitigate its impact on resident's health and safety.







Goal: Protect Sedgwick's open-space, farmland, natural, wildlife, marine 
resources and safeguard its historic buildings and sites. Monitor climate 
change's impact on infrastructure, wetlands, and shoreline, taking steps to 
mitigate its impact on resident's health and safety.
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Goal: To protect the State's marine resources industry, ports, and 
safeguard the environmental and economic health of the harbor from
incompatible development and to promote access to the shore for 
commercial fishermen and the public.











Goal: Promote an economic climate that increases job opportunities and 
overall economic well-being.





Goal: To encourage and promote affordable, decent housing opportunities 
for all citizens.







Provide recreation opportunities that include hiking, swimming, 
fishing and boating. Protect public spaces and scenic vistas.









Goal: Ensure the health, safety and welfare of Sedgwick residents by 
providing the government services in a fiscally responsible manner.









Goal: Reduce Sedgwick's fossil fuel use in municipal buildings and promote 
renewable energy alternatives for municipal structures and residents to 
reduce the impact of climate change.





Goal: Provide quality education and learning environment to meet the 
needs of all students.







Goal: Modernize and maintain our infrastructure to ensure reliability, safety, 
and accessibility, including improved transportation networks, elder 
transportation, improved signage, and well-water quality.











Goal: To plan for, finance and develop an efficient system of public facilities 
and services to accommodate anticipated growth and economic 
development.



Goal: Maintain Sedgwick's rural character and protect our natural 
resources while promoting responsible growth and workforce housing. 
Safeguard Sedgwick's historic buildings and archaeological sites.



Goal: To encourage orderly growth and development in appropriate areas 
of each community, while protecting the state's rural character, making 
efficient use of public services, and preventing development sprawl.









Critical Rural Areas 
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“The Town cannot stop growth but it can channel it to appropriate locations. The Town
can also act to preserve those qualities and features that its citizens most value. The
Community Opinion Survey indicated that:

62% of Sedgwick's residents wanted future development to be controlled by
specific local ordinances to a degree that is greater than State requirements.
75% supported the protection of the Town's scenic vistas such as Caterpillar Hill.
67% of survey respondents liked the Town as it is and wanted the Town to
remain essentially the same, and
the most important reason for living in Sedgwick was its rural character.

Because of its outstanding
natural and historic
qualities, Sedgwick will
continue to act as a
powerful magnet to people
and development. Unless
some action is taken, over
time, those qualities that
people find most valuable
about the Town will
disappear. The Town of
Sedgwick has prepared a
Comprehensive Plan
assessing the resources 
of the Community, 
proposing
recommendations for the
protection of these
resources and for directing
Sedgwick's growth



“If the Town chose to take little or no action at this time Sedgwick would continue to
develop rapidly and randomly in the manner it has in the last twenty to thirty years. This
would mean more growth and sprawl along existing rural roadways, along with a likely
increase in the demand for and cost of municipal services.
By supporting and encouraging the initiatives outlined herein, over the next few years,
Sedgwick would have gone a long way toward protecting many of its most valuable
resources for the future. Rural character would have been preserved and the essential
qualities of the Town would not have changed much.

Sedgwick and Sargentville Villages with their important historical and small town values
would have been preserved. There would be more people, but the impact would be
minimal. Some clustered development, particularly around the existing outlying
neighborhoods, would have been encouraged, creating several small hamlets scattered
throughout the rural area located usually alongside existing roadways at key
intersections. The Town's forest and agricultural lands and the sectors of its economy
which is based on these industries would have been protected, as a result of the Town's
policy of discouraging development in the largely inaccessible rural portions of the
community. Cooperative efforts with neighboring towns to protect Walker Pond would
have helped to guarantee the long term health and viability of this important resource.

The Town's costs would also have been stabilized as a result of not having to provide an
increasing level of municipal service to distant, outlying areas. The benefits and charm of
a small, vibrant coastal village would have been preserved and enhanced for existing
and future generations to enjoy. Bicycle trails and more and better sidewalks in and
around the Village area would have created an environment that emphasized people
walking over riding. All new development in the Village area, as a result of the Town's
insistence that it be compatible with the traditional character, would be well designed,
concentrated, but Interspersed with greenbelts and open space. The Village's tight mix
of housing, commerce and open space would allow a diversity of housing types of
different age and social groups as well as offer the convenience of walking to a store or
to the shore.” (1993 Comprehensive Plan)

































https://webapps2.cgis-solutions.com/mainestreamviewer
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Region C – Jonesboro 
PO Box 220 
Jonesboro, ME 04648 
(207) 255-2080 
 
Fisheries – 
Jacob Scoville, Asst. Regional Biologist – Jacob.Scoville@maine.gov 
Ashley Houle, Biology Specialist – Ashley.Houle@maine.gov 
 
Wildlife – 
Steve Dunham, Regional Biologist – Steve.Dunham@maine.gov 
Christine West, Asst. Regional Biologist – Christine.West@maine.gov 

MNAP Contact Information 
Lisa St. Hilaire, Information Manager – 207-287-8044; email lisa.st.hilaire@maine.gov 
Kristen Puryear, Ecologist – 207-287-8043; email: kristen.puryear@maine.gov 
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MEMORA DUM  Region C Fisheries 

 Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife 

 317 Whitneyville Rd 

                                                                                                                                                                                 Jonesboro, ME 04648 

 
Date:  5/13/2025 

To:  Greg LeClair 

From:  Jacob Scoville 

Re:  Sedgwick Comprehensive Plan Review 

 
 
 
The Fisheries Division of MDIFW has completed its review of Sedgwick's comprehensive town growth plan. We offer the 
following addendum to the submitted line-item comments. The comments below identify critical issues ensuring consistency 
with MDIFW fisheries management programs.  
 
I. Protection and Enhancement of Fisheries and Fisheries Habitat 
 
The plan addresses some fisheries' habitat protection issues and indicates that protecting natural resources is a priority and 
guiding principle for future town land use. Wild brook trout are briefly mentioned. However, more emphasis should be 
placed on the importance of inland fisheries habitat, including flowing waters, as a natural resource. Wild brook trout are 
present and abundant in Sedgwick and represent a species of special conservation importance in Maine. MDIFW has 
inventoried multiple streams in Sedgwick with many flowing waters supporting wild brook trout; a list of these waters has 
been attached at the end of these comments and should be part of an inventory of important natural resources. Walker Pond is 
stocked with hatchery-raised salmonids. Stocking represents a significant investment of state resources and should be 
highlighted in the inventory of town lakes and ponds. When reviewing proposed development projects, additional protection 
should be considered to protect these waters and other critical natural resources. Brook trout habitat is particularly vulnerable 
to a host of land-based activities, often leading to a concurrent loss of riparian habitat. We typically request 100-foot 
undisturbed buffers along both sides of any stream, including steam-associated wetlands. Buffers should be measured from 
the upland wetland edge of stream-associated wetlands; if the natural vegetation has been previously altered, then restoration 
may be warranted1. Protection of riparian areas diminishes erosion/sedimentation problems, reduces thermal impacts, 
maintains water quality, and supplies leaf litter/woody debris (energy and habitat) for the system. Protection of these 
important riparian functions ensures that the overall health of the stream habitat is maintained. In addition, smaller headwater 
and lower-order streams are often affected the greatest by development, and these systems benefit the most from adequately 
sized, vegetated buffers. 
 
Based on MDIFW surveys around the region, many road maintenance and construction projects also often inadvertently 
impede passage at stream crossings. The Town should consistently adopt stream-crossing practices (i.e., culvert 
installation/maintenance) which do not impede fish passage as required by the Natural Resources Protection Act2. Refer to 
the guidelines attached to this document. In addition, the Army Corps of Engineers has adopted regulations regarding stream 
crossings that potentially affect municipal road maintenance programs. Maine Audubon and many local and federal partners 
have also developed a “Stream Smart” design methodology for road crossings built according to high standards of aquatic 
organism passage. Such a methodology may be useful to the Town in future development projects. 
 
II. Public Access 
There is a public need to provide safe angler access to all town waters that support recreational and commercial fisheries and 
other recreational uses. The town plan should adopt language that reflects State and MDIFW goals3,4,5, and access 
development should be consistent with those goals. For example, public access to public waters must not be limited to Town 
residents only, as such action would jeopardize existing MDIFW stocking and management programs6 and is inconsistent 
with MDIFW and State public access goals.  
 
Based on this review, formal freshwater boat access sites within town boundaries exist only at Walker Pond. The town of 
Sedgwick owns the launch site at Walker Pond. The city has and should continue making this access point a priority for all 
members of the public, including the angling community. For the other benthic waters in Sedgwick, the town should 
collaborate with other entities (both government and non-government) to invest in opportunities to create more public access 
sites. These sites can be on both lentic and lotic waters. 
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More information should be provided for all freshwater public access sites. The town plan should identify and describe the 
status of public access to all freshwater within the city’s boundaries, including a more detailed enumeration of parking 
capacity (already mentioned in this plan), amenities, facilities, and the type of launch present, if applicable. Waters 10 acres 
or greater represent Great Ponds, publicly owned and managed state waters. The city also contains miles of flowing water; if 
public access exists to these flowing waters, they should be detailed and referenced in the plan. Most streams inside 
Sedgwick are likely to have wild brook trout at a minimum seasonally and represent high-quality angling opportunities.  
There is no discussion regarding the formal development of new access sites, though the desire to maintain and improve 
existing public access to natural resources is stated. The town should explicitly outline strategies to maintain or expand public 
access to additional water bodies, including future development goals. These strategies should help prioritize public access 
needs based on various factors, including existing access, fisheries present, water size, proximity to population centers, land 
availability, cost, existing waterfront development, and other related factors.  
 
In adopting measures to address land use and development issues, it is imperative that language and measures not be adopted 
that could preclude efforts by the Town, MDIFW, or other State agencies from developing public access to public waters of 
the State, which would be inconsistent with State and MDIFW goals3,4,5. Also, land use zoning ordinances and practices 
designed to protect water quality should not be so strict as to impede the development of public access opportunities. 
Restrictive measures could limit or eliminate good access prospects on heavily developed waterfront areas. An “exemption” 
for public access projects should be adopted for projects consistent with the Town, State, and MDIFW public access goals. 
This measure will ensure consistency while foregoing the need to undertake a detailed and comprehensive review of all plan 
provisions, including their implications.  
 
Towns use open space more and more to provide recreational opportunities and access. This is a good idea, mainly when 
public resources (i.e., rivers and streams) are located within or adjacent to the designated open space areas. Additionally, the 
open space that public water resources provide can significantly expand the recreational space for town residents and visitors. 
However, the Town should ensure that such areas are open to and can accommodate use by all Maine citizens, not just Town 
residents. 
 
III. Significant Habitats and Fisheries 
 
The plan discusses some habitats and values for inland waters within the town of Sedgwick. More attention should be paid to 
wild brook trout habitat, including promoting protections that allow them to flourish. Presenting trout habitat as an essential 
part of local environmental systems reinforces the town's commitment to conserving significant fisheries resources. Brook 
trout are of special conservation importance to the State of Maine, and habitats necessary to sustain wild populations merit 
additional protections.  
 
As wild brook trout habitat is present in Sedgwick, this information may help prioritize public access needs/improvements, 
identify significant fisheries habitats for protection, secure additional partnerships with conservation organizations, and 
address other Town planning needs. The plan should address the abundant wild brook trout streams in Sedgwick and 
highlight the overall popularity and importance of other sport fisheries.  
 
Walker Pond supports important cold-water and warm-water sport fisheries. Anglers target smallmouth bass, white perch, 
and the lake is stocked annually with brown trout and brook trout. The trout stocked in Walker provide a critical need to the 
angling community in this area, where there is a lack of larger waterbodies containing cold-water fish. Some tributaries may 
have spawning runs of rainbow smelt (although not formally inventoried), the primary forage fish for cold-water fish. 
 
Frost Pond has a fishery for largemouth bass. Although some wild brook trout may be present at times, anglers only rarely 
encounter them in the pond. The tributaries and the outlet of the pond still provide habitat for wild brook trout. Black Pond 
has not been surveyed by MDIFW since the 1970s and is a priority water to survey in the future.  
 
 
1 MAINE DEPARTMENT OF INLAND FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE, STANDARD 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Riparian Buffers Along Streams 
We recommend that 100-foot undisturbed vegetated buffers be maintained along streams.  Buffers should be 
measured from the edge of stream or associated fringe and floodplain wetlands.  Maintaining and enhancing 
buffers along streams that support coldwater fisheries is critical to the protection of water temperatures, water 
quality, natural inputs of coarse woody debris, and various forms of aquatic life necessary to support conditions 
required by many fish species.  Stream crossings should be avoided, but if a stream crossing is necessary, or an 
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existing crossing needs to be modified, it should be designed to provide full fish passage.  Small streams, 
including intermittent streams, can provide crucial rearing habitat, cold water for thermal refugia, and abundant 
food for juvenile salmonids on a seasonal basis and undersized crossings may inhibit these functions.  Generally, 
MDIFW recommends that all new, modified, and replacement stream crossings be sized to span at least 1.2 times 
the bankfull width of the stream.  In addition, we generally recommend that stream crossings be open bottomed 
(i.e. natural bottom), although embedded structures which are backfilled with representative streambed material 
have been shown to be effective in not only providing habitat connectivity for fish but also for other aquatic 
organisms.  Construction Best Management Practices should be closely followed to avoid erosion, sedimentation, 
alteration of stream flow, and other impacts as eroding soils from construction activities can travel significant 
distances as well as transport other pollutants resulting in direct impacts to fish and fisheries habitat.  In addition, 
we recommend that any necessary instream work occur between July 15 and October 1. 
 
MDIFW Fisheries will rely on MDEP to review project applications for the adequacy of wetland functional 
assessments and the adequacy of proposed stream buffers, which should be reviewed based upon the 
aforementioned guidance. 
 
2 MDEP, Natural Resources Protection Act, 38 M.R.S.A SS.480-A to 480-Z, Statute, 
revised 4/3/2002 
SS. 480-Q. Activities for which a permit is not required… 2. Maintenance and repair… “B. Crossings do not block 
fish passages in water courses;” 

2-A. Existing road culverts…”and that the crossing does not block fish passage in the water course.” 
3 MSPO, Comprehensive Planning: A manual for Maine’s communities. 
“State Goal:  To promote and protect the availability of outdoor recreation opportunities for all Maine citizens, 
including access to surface waters. 
4 Strategic Plan for Providing Public Access to Maine Waters for Boating and Fishing, 
MDOC & MDIFW, March 1995. 
“Boating and Fishing Access Goal – The primary, long term goal of state fishing and boating access programs is 
to ensure legal, appropriate, adequate, and equitable means of public access to waters where recreational 
opportunities exist.” 
5 MDIFW, Administrative Policy Regarding Fisheries Management, 12/2002 
“The purpose of the Department’s Access Program is to ensure that the public is able to gain access to Maine’s 
public waters and to the fisheries within them.  By law, all great ponds belong to the people of Maine.  Private land 
ownership may limit access to great ponds.  Fishing opportunity is directly linked to the public’s ability to get to the 
waters to fish, so acquiring publicly-owned private points of access is critical, especially in areas where heavy 
development or restrictive private access already limits legal access by the public to the lake or pond. 

It is also important to provide legal public access to flowing waters, although there is no parallel legal right to use 
flowing waters.  Such acquisitions must, therefore, include enough land to allow access to stretches of the river or 
stream.” 
6 MDIFW, Administrative Policy Regarding Fisheries Management, 12/2002 
“ The Department will not stock waters without reasonable, legal public access, since stocking programs are to 
benefit the general fishing public, and not only the people that own land around a lake, pond, river or stream.” 
7 MSPO, Comprehensive Planning: A manual for Maine’s communities. 
“Legislative requirement: The act requires that each comprehensive plan include an inventory and analysis of: 
Significant or critical natural resources, such as wetlands, wildlife and fisheries habitats…” 

 
 

Stream Crossing Guidelines 
 

A good reference for information on fish passage at stream crossings may be found in the Maine Department of 
Transportation Fish Passage Policy and Design Guide.  The following recommendations reduce the potential for 
culvert installations to create impediments to fish passage for most resident stream fish typically found in 
Fisheries Management Region A.  These recommendations apply to circular culverts installed in streams.   



11 
 
 

- Do not install hanging culverts.  

- Culvert installation should occur between July 1 and October 1.  

- Culvert invert (downstream bottom end of the culvert) should be installed below streambed elevation; 6 inches 
deep for culverts less than 48 inches in diameter and 12 inches deep for larger culverts. 

- Installation should not exceed the existing natural gradient. 

- Use corrugated steel/aluminum culverts with the largest available corrugations.  Smooth concrete and 
corrugated plastic culverts should only be used in very low gradient areas where water backs up the entire length 
of the pipe.  In addition, polyethylene slip liners and smooth bore plastic culverts are becoming more popular for 
new or replacement installations due their longevity and low cost; however, they are creating serious fish passage 
problems around the State.  A review of flow capacity specifications for Snap-Tite, a local distributor of slip liner 
technology, reveals that in all applications where smaller diameter Snap-Tite Solid liners are installed in existing 
corrugated metal pipes (CMP) flow capacities are increased, even though effective pipe size is decreased.  For 
example, when a 28-inch (26 inch inside diameter) solid liner is installed in a 30 inch (inside diameter) CMP the 
new liner provides 187% of the original capacity provided by the metal pipe.  The increase in capacity results from 
the smooth walls and nonwetting characteristic of polyethylene, which reduce friction within the pipe.  The 
increased velocities that result from slip liner and smooth bore polyethylene culverts usually far exceed that which 
can be negotiated by most fish typically occurring in Maine streams, which typically ranges between 1 and 2 feet 
per second.   Furthermore slip liner projects effectively increase the invert elevation, creating a hydraulic drop at 
the outlet, which creates an additional obstacle to fish passage.  Increased flow velocities within the pipe also 
increase downstream scour, which can lead to degradation of the outlet plunge pool, important staging habitat for 
fish attempting to pass through culverts.  Resulting erosion can also create “head cuts” or nick points that cause 
additional scouring of the stream channel and associated habitat degradation.  Impediments and barriers to fish 
passage will generally be created using slip liners and smooth bore culverts, except under the following 
conditions: 
 

1) In drainage ditches or similar circumstances where water is not being conveyed in a jurisdictional stream 
channel; 

2) In streams where there are no fish present and where the presence of natural/artificial barriers prevent 
seasonal use by fish species lower in the drainage; 

3) In very low gradient settings where water backs up the entire length of the pipe, and where the water 
depth at the inlet end of the liner/culvert is at least 4-6 inches deep at low flows. 

4) Where a permanent, natural barrier is located upstream/downstream within 150 feet of the stream 
crossing.   A permanent/natural barries is defined as a vertical drop of at least 4 feet over a rock/ledge 
substrate, as measured during summer low flows.  Beaver dams would not be considered a permanent 
impassable barrier.   

 

- Culverts should be installed so as to provide a minimum water depth of 4-inches within the culvert during critical, 
seasonal movement/migration periods (spawning, summer refugia, etc.), which will vary by species.  This 
minimum water depth is needed to provide passage opportunities for smaller fish that dominate the streams in 
Region A.  MDOT’s Fish Passage Policy and Design Guide provides information on movement periods.    

- Flow velocities within the culvert should not exceed 1 and 2 feet per second during critical, seasonal 
movement/migration periods (spawning, summer refugia, etc.), which will vary by species.  These low flows 
velocities are needed to provide passage opportunities for smaller fish that dominate the streams in Region A.  
The aforementioned flows should not be exceeded more than 50% of the time during periods of movement.  
MDOT’s Fish Passage Policy and Design Guide provides information on movement periods and how to evaluate 
this standard.      

- Two offset culverts may be used, such that one pipe provides passage conditions during low flow periods and 
the other is installed to pass design peak flows.  An experienced engineer should design multiple culvert 
installations. 

- Efforts to mitigate for fish passage problems (e.g., fish ladder, tailwater control, baffles, etc.) should always be 
coordinated through MDIFW. 

 
MDIFW Inventory of Sedwicks Named Wild Brook Trout Streams (2025) 
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There are also many unnamed streams and small tributaries with wild brook trout. Any maps created should 
include immediately associated waters as habitat 

Stream Name: 

- Camp stream 

- Thurston brook 

- Keefes brook 

- Christy hill brook 

- Black Pond outlet 

Unnamed streams location of wild brook trout present (coordnates) 

- 44°23’29.0”N   68°40’13.9”W 

- 44°18'35.0"N   68°36'51.7"W 

 

 

MDIFW Inventory of Sedgwick Stocked Waters (2025) 
Water Name (Species Stocked): 

- Walker Pond (brook trout and brown trout) 




