VI. CONCLUSION

In the end, this report concludes that Maine can flourish—if it acts boldly at

this critical juncture.

True: There is nothing inevitable about the realization of a new era of sustainable

prosperity in Maine.

Clearly the state faces well-known and intractable
challenges, including its cold winters, relative remote-
ness, and relatively small economy. Moreover, this
report underscores the threats to Maine’s emergence
posed by its ill-focused spending, the vulnerability of
its industrial clusters, and ill-managed suburban
sprawl.

And yet, not even a review of the sizable state-level
policy problems facing the state can obscure its
tremendous physical and human potential.

As its world-famous brand declares, Maine has—
in its vivid small towns and waterfronts, its lakes
and fields and rocky coastline—exactly the sort of
authenticity and quality of place that can set a place
apart. Maine is unforgettable and distinctive, and

that matters.

But even more encouraging are the other aspects of
Maine’s brand: its human dimensions. With Yankee
ingenuity and the town meeting each part of its mys-
tique, the most important among all of Maine’s
advantages in the coming years will be its knack for
community-spirited problem solving. Maine will need
to innovate if it is to invest adequately in constructing
sustainable prosperity, slim government to make that
possible, and devise a Maine style for effectively man-
aging development. To do that, it will need to sum-
mon all of the state’s genius for coming together to
work out clever solutions to tough problems.

And that is why this report is ultimately optimistic
about Maine’s ability to take the actions it needs to
take to usher in a more prosperous, sustainable, and
ultimately more equitable future.

Maine’s rooted, committed citizens—who love
their state—have a talent for figuring things out.
They've done it repeatedly in the past. We believe

they will do it again, when it matters most. B
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