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A. PLANNING WITH THE CITIZEN

Planning means being ready for the future. When a planner tests
his assumptions and findings on the people who will be affected if his
work is implemented, chances are that the results will be technically
feasible as well as socially and politically acceptable. Then the
planner can show that he is committed to open planning.

The process of public involvement in planning is still evolving.
It is not enough merely to make the many segments of the public aware
of an ongoing planning effort or to ask them to accept decisions that
have been or are about to be made. It is essential that the public
have a continuing opportunity to help shape those decisions in order
to develop plans that are suited for local needs. Public support of
such plans is certain to help ensure implementation.

Nl‘his is a report about open planning in the Boston Harbor-Eastern
Massachusetts Metropolitan Area Wastewater Management Study. It shows
how the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Environmental Protection Agency,
Corps of Engineers, Metropolitan Area Planning Council, and a Citizens'
Committee have worked together in a wastewater management study. It
shows how they have encouraged public response to planning data and
assumptions as well as five different concepts for wastewater manage-
ment.

This report, however, is not complete, The process of open planning
requires a continuing dialogue between planner and public, and further
public meetings are expected. It is also beyond the scope of this
report to record all informal contacts made during the course of the

ltw-
B. STRATEGY FOR PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

1. Overview of the Eastern Muuchuuttq Metropolitan Area

a. Background and Issues

Traditional planning has focused on engineering, the
environment and economics, then -- late in the process -- turned to
social and political feasibility. Open planning calls for grappling
with all impacts of a project through public involvement early, then
often in a planning effort.

Preparations for public involvement began after the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts and New England Division of the Corps of
Engineers signed an agreement to undertake a joint wastewater manage-
ment study in the Merrimack River Basin in Massachusetts with extension
to the metropolitan area of Eastern Massachusetts. A technical sub-
coomittee consisting of representatives of the Massachusetts Division
of Water Pollution Control, Metropolitan District Commission, Office
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of State Planning, the Corps of Engineers, the Environmental Protection
Agency and the Metropolitan Area Planning Council was formed, and one
of its tasks was to undertake a public involvement program, After the
start of the study, a Citizens' Advisory Committee and the Department of
Public Health were added to the subcommittee.

This Technical Subcommittee has brought together and inte-
grated, insofar as possible, the talents of professional people from a
variety of disciplines, It has met about once a month and its individual
members have met more frequently to stay abreast of study progress.

Defining the geographic limits of the Eastern Massachusetts
Metropolitan Area presented a challenge in itself. For purposes of the
study, it was defined as the 109 cities and towns within a 30-mile
radius of the City of Boston. Ninety-nine of the communities are mem-
bers of the Metropolitan Area Planning Council, while 43 are also ser-
ved by the Metropolitan Sewerage District as part of the Metropolitan
D;strict Commission.

~ The number of once rural communities that have established
social and econdmic ties to Boston has been increasing steadily since
World War II. A good part of this growth was spurred on by the con-
struction of Route 128 around the city and the subsequent location of
aerospace-oriented electronics firms along the highway, making it
rgmgns as the Golden Belt. Suburban growth was also caused by the
desire to leave the city for suburbia that accompanied post-war pros-
perity as well as the attractiveneas and convenience to industry of
undeveloped areas in close proximity to a major transportation network.

Although the decline of the U.S. space program had a harsh
impact on the electronics industry and consequently on the suburban
residents who worked for these firms, the growth is far from over.
Between 1960 and 1970, the population of the outer suburbs expanded Ll
per cent;- ‘This population is expected to grow another 92 per cent by
the year 2000 when it is expected to total 1,321,300. This figure
offers quite a contrast to the 1960 population of 558,000.

Growth was not limited to the outer suburbs between 1960
and 1970, 'The inner suburbs grew eight per cent in the same period to
reach & total popuhtion of 1,368,400, Their population is projected
to swell another 20 per cent by the -year 2000 when 1,614,900 are ex-
pected to be living in the inner suburbs.

: * “Suburban growth ‘coincided with population dec¢lines in the
core area which lost six peér cent of its 1,031,600 population in 1960
by 1970. The ‘population of ‘the core area is projected to shrink another
eght per cent by 2000 vhen it is expected to total 870,400.

“ The shift of population into previously undeveloped areas
means an’ 1ncreea1ng demand for municipal services such as schools, roads
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and police and fire protection. All this is reflected in various state
and local taxes and, most important, in the local property tax. Neither
has been decreasing, and this is a period of unemployment and inflation,
For example, the unemployment rate in the Boston Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Area (SMSA) in June 1974 was 8.8 per cent as compared to
7.9 per cent in June 1973. The unemployment rate for the state was

9.0 per cent in June 1974 while it was 7.4 per cent in June 1973.
Nationally those percentages were 5.8 and 5.4, respectively.

The shift in population also means that sewerage will be
needed. Development has taken place in and continues to be concentrated
in areas with soils not suited for on-lot sewage disposal systems such
as septic tanks. The result is the creation of potential health hazards
through the contamination of ground and surface waters,

Other sources of pollution, of course, are industrial wastes
and stormwater runoff, both of which intensify as suburban areas
approach the density of urban areas. A severe problem is the overfiows
from combined sewers that collect both municipal sewage and stormwater
runoff.

Exclusive of lakes and ponds, major waterways and their
hydrologic basins are Boston Harbor, Charles River, Sudbury, Assabet
and Concord Rivers (the SUASCO Basin), Ipswich River, Mystic River,
Neponset River, Shawsheen River and South Coastal Streams. Growth has
concentrated pollutants in these waterways, thus impairing their natural
ability of self-purification. Wastewater treatment facilities, however,
can condense the natural self-purification process.

b. Perspectives

(1) Metropolitan District Commission

The Massachusetts legislature established the Metro-
politan Sewerage District (MSD) in 1839 upon the recommendation of the
State Board of Health. The basis for the recommendation was the expan-
sion of local sewerage which was discharging raw wastes into the Charles,
Mystic and Neponset Rivers, hence into Boston Harbor. The original
system of MSD sewers was put into operation in 1895.

Today, the MSD has 43 member cities and towns with an
area of about 4OO square miles and a 1970 population of about two
million people, Each municipality maintains its own sewer system sub-
ject to the regulations of the MSD. MSD facilities include two pri-
mary treatment plants that are operating at their 350 million gallon per
day capacity, approximately 225 miles of trunk sewers with at least
1,800 connections for 5,000 miles of local sewers and ll pumping sta-
tions with a capacity of 1,500 million gallons per day. There is also
a new stormwater treatment station on the Charles River in Cambridge.
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The MSD comes under the administration of the
Metropolitan District Commission, which is a department of the Common-
wealth under the Executive Office of Envirommental Affairs. The
commission is composed of a commissioner and four associate commissioners,
all of whom are appointed by the governor. They have the administrative
authority to carry out the operations and policy delineated by the
legislature. The financial operations of the MDC are like those of
other state departments, except that member cities and towns reimburse
all its expenditures.

In July 1972, the Commonwealth signed an agreement
with the Envirommental Protection Agency to provide a minimum of secon-
dory treatment at the Deer and Nut Island facilities and to eliminate
the discharge of sludge into Boston Harbor. Other aspects of the
agreement were that a comprehensive waste management study for the
metropolitan area by undertaken, that alternative technologies be
considered and that wastewater reclamation for such purposes as main-
tenance of low flows in streams throughout the metropolitan area be
considered.

When the technical subcommittee on Boston Harbor was
founded, the MDC agreed that public involvement was an important
component of the planning process. Both the commissioner and the
envirommental planning staff have contributed to and taken part in

" the conduct of the public involvement program.

(2) Metropolitan Area Planning Council

As a regional planning agency, the Metropolitan Area
Planning Council (MAPC) is a voluntary association of 99 cities and
towns with a statutory basis in the provisions of Chapter LOB of the
Massachusetts General laws. MAPC functions as an advisory body in
camprehensive planning for its member communities; it is not a govern-
mental body and it has no authority to ensure compliance with its
regional plans. MAPC has prepared and maintains a Regional Sewerage
Plan that satisfies a requirement for a certain federal funding for its
own operations and ensures grant eligibility for its member communities.

MAPC, like other regional planning agencies, derives
its representativeness from officials of each conmunity who sit on its
governing body. Its funding comes from four major sources: assess-
ments upon individual member communities, HUD 701 matching grants,
contracts with federal and state agencies, and limited general state
assistance,

' For its participation in the study, MAPC has been
awvarded two contracts. The first was to assist the MDC in the genera-
tion of planning data and the second was to develop and carry out a
public involvement program for the study. The source of funding for
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public involvement was the Corps of Engineers. Until December 197k,
MAPC staff carried out most of the functions of coordinating all
public involvement activities. Then, because of the Council's own
expanded work program and the extension of the study beyond its anti-
cipated original completion date, they were forced to diminish their
role. They did, however, continue to participate in public involvement
activities throughout the remainder of the study.

(3) Corps of Engineers

The Corps of Engineers was directed to reccommend
improvements in wastewater management in the Merrimack River Basin in
Massachusetts as well as the Metropolitan Area of Eastern Massachusetts
by congressional resolutions in the spring of 1972 through joint
planning with the Commonwealth and in consultation with the Environ=-
mental Protection Agency. When the Corps of Engineers and the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts signed an agreement to undertake a joint study
in November 1972, it was agreed that public involvement in plan
development would be sought through an open planning process. Guidelines
for the process are contained in "Open Planning/The Merrimack,"
September 1971, a report prepared for the Corps of Engineers by the
New England Natural Resources Center.

The Corps of Engineers has provided funding and other
support for public involvement., Its wastewater management planning
staff have been involved in preparing for and carrying out the effort.
Their role became increasingly active in December 197L. Along with
the citizens' committee, they took the lead in organizing public
meetings, workshops for local officials and other meetings with special
interest groups. They also began publishing an information bulletin
which helped expand the mailing list and encourage citizen response
to the planning effort.

(4) Other Agencies

Other state agencies serving on the technical sub-
coomittee have been the Office of State Planning, the Division of
Water Pollution Control and the Department of Public Health. These
agencies have contact with the public in their regular functions.
Their staff have both subscribed to and contributed to the pudblic
involvement progranm.

EPA has been the other federal agency on the technical
subcommittee. The Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of
1972, Public law 92-500, as administered by EPA, stipulate that public
involvement be an intrinsic element in wastewater management planning.
EPA staff have taken part in public involvement efforts.
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(5) Citizens' Committee

The citizens' committee has represented a sampling of
different interests of residents of the metropolitan area. TIts
members have come from different parts of the area and represented
envirommental, academic, industrial, and commer¢ial interests. They
have attended technical subcommittee meetings. Their function, as
defined by the technical subcommittee, was initially to preview and
evaluate the public involvement program, then make recommendations on
improving the program. As the study progressed the committee members
became involved in the full range of issues confronting the Technical
Subcommittee.

2. Components
a. Committees

(1) Technical Subcommittee on Boston Harbor

There was a forerunner to the Technical Sub=-
conmittee on Boston Harbor. The Boston Harbor Water Quality Management
Coordinating Conmittee, as it was know, was sponsored by the New
England River Basins Commission. It was formed about two years before
the technical subcommittee and its function was to ensure coordination
ubng the agencies which held responsibilities for planning or under-
taking water pollution abatement in Boston Harbor. The coordinating
committee disbanded in June 1973, its functions having been assumed
by the technical subcommittee.

Perhaps the technical subcommittee met officially
for the first time in September 1972 after being organized upon the
suggestion of Dr. Charles H.W., Foster, Secretary of Environmental
Affairs for the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. The organization was
developed about two months before the Corps of Engineers and Common-
wealth signed an agreement to undertake a joint wastewater management
study. Agencies represented on the subconmittee included the Metro-
politan District Commission as chairman, the Resource Management Policy
Council (now the Office of State Planning), the Division of Water
Pollution Control, the Metropolitan Area Planning Council, the
Environmental Protection Agency and the Corps of Engineers. The
Department of Public Health joined the group in July 197h.

The technical subcommittee has been responsible
for the conduct of the study with the various tasks to be accomplished
divided among the agencies. The MDC has been the lead agency; the
efforts of the Corps of Engineers and other agencies have been to
supplement the work of the MDC. The subcommittee has striven to work
by consensus. It has reported to the State Technical Committee which
in turn has reported to the State Policy Committee, then the Governor.

6
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The Corps of Engineers has been on the organization charts of these
committees. All members of the subcommittee have taken part in the
meetings to encourage public involvement and contributed to the
strategy for public involvements.

(2) Citizens' Committee

The technical subcommittee agreed in September
1973 to the formation to a citizens ccmmittee. Its members were to
come from academic, commercial, environmental, industrial, legislative
and other fields, and their purpose was to help the technical subcommittee
in its publi~ involvement program, and to make recommendations on how
to improve it. The members were welcome to attend technical subcom-
mittee meetings, but they were asked not to report differences of
opinion at these meetings to the media.

The citizens' committee has been a sounding board
for the engineering concepts developed by the study and for the public
presentations of the study. Its members have taken advantage of the
opportunity to review and comment upon engineering, institutional and
impact assessments reports as they have become available. Their efforts
to encourage public response came to the fore in late 1974 and early
1975 prior to and during the recommendation of wastewater treatment
system for the cities and towns in or contiguous to the Metropolitan
Sewerage District. Speaking both as a committee and as individuals,
they took part in the deliberations that led to the study's recommen-
dations. They suggested, and helped organize workshops for public
officials in those communities which were potentially most affected
by the recammendations of the Technicel Subcommittee. They also
encouraged local residents to attend public meetings.

At the fourth series of public meetings, held in
late May and early June 1975, and the final series, held in September
and October 1975 representatives of the Citizens' Advisory Committee
served as program moderators.

b, Public Meetings

Five series of public meetings have been an integral
part of the public involvement program of the study. The meetings
have been held in locations that were as easily accessible as possible
throughout the 109 community study area. All members of the technical
subcommittee have taken part in the meetings, and the citizens'
advisory coomittee has reviewed the presentations.

The first set of six meetings was held in November
and December 1973. The background of the study, study goals and
objectives, planning assumptions and available data such as population
projections were presented. Questions focused on why sewerage was or
would be needed as well as what land use and other controls could pre-
vent the inevitability of sewerage. A notice of the meetings was sent
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to about 2,500 agencies, organizations and individuals. A press
release and meeting notice were also sent to the media. One hundred
forty-eight people attended the meetings.

The second set of six meetings was held in May 1974
after the development of the five engineering concepts (four water-
oriented concepts and one land application concept) and the preliminary
impect assessments. Much of the interest focused on land application,
and few questions were asked about the water-oriented concepts. No
adverse reaction to land application was heard until after the public
meetings were complete, and the Corps of Engineers, together with the
Southeastern Regional Planning and Economic' Development District, held
a meeting with the communities that would be hosts to the land appli-
cation systems. A press briefing was held before the meetings began,
press releases were mailed and about 2,500 meeting notices were sent
out. One hundred thirty-one attended the meetings.

: The number of meetings was reduced to four for the
third set, and they were held in the communities near proposed treat-
ment facility sites. The meetings were scheduled in January 1975,
about a month after the technical subcommittee had recommended treat-
ment systems, Perhaps the jump in attendance to 214 people can be
attributed to three factors: definitive treatment systems were recom-
mended, extensive individual contacts were made with local officials to
ensure awareness of the meetings and informal briefings with public
works directors, city and town engineers and other officials were held
prior to the meetings both to offer information and gain pre-meeting
publicity.

The fourth round of public meetings was held in late
May and early June 1975 in six study area communities. At these
meetings, consultants to the wastewater study presented a recommended
construction staging program, including alternative measures to remedy
the problem of combined sewer overflows. They also discussed organiza-
tional alternatives for the Metropolitan Sewerage District and several
possible bases for the apportionment of the operating costs of waste-
water facilities among the member municipalities.

The meetings were attended by 273 people. 190 attended
& single meeting held in Quincy. This meeting was acrimonious, in
part, because of the circulation of rumors that homes would be taken
to accoomodate the recommended upgrading of the primary facilities at
Nut Island. It was feared that this construction project would greatly
disrupt the neighborhood bordering the Nut Island facility. Those
who participated in the meeting were also virtually unanimous in
opposition to any filling of Quincy Bay for the expansion of the
treatment plant facilities to secondary treatment.

There was a suggestion that sewage treatment be dis-

continued at Nut Island and be moved to Peddock's Island. This pro-
posal is currently under investigation.
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Further opposition to the study recammendations
surfaced at the Needham meeting. In this case also, an inaccurate
report had appeared. One of the local newspapers had reported that
the site for a middle-Charles River treatment plant had definitely
been selected. Consequently, there were many questions about the
reported site, about the site selection process, and about the necessity
and envirommental impact of the recommended satellite plant.

Those in attendance at the other meetings seemed
generally to concur with the study recommendations.

The fifth and final set of public meetings was held
in late September and early October 1975 in four study area communities.
At there meetings the modifications to the construction schedule that
resulted from discussions with the regulatory agencies were presented.
At the same time the procedures leading to implementations were dis-
cussed. The reconmended organization to manage the Metropolitan
Sewer District (MSD) was presented. The final item presented was the
results of the cost allocation study. The resultant financial impacts
on each of the 43 conmunities in the MSD were presented and discussed.

A total of 327 people attended the meetings. Of this
total 90 attended the Wellesley meeting and 200 attended the Quincy
meeting. The Wellesley meeting focused intently on the recommended
Mid-Charles Advanced Waste Treatment Facility. Concerns were voiced
relative to the location of the regional facility, the effect on the
quality of the Charles River, and why the Mid-Charles was chosen as
the site. The attendees at the Quincy meeting were concerned with
present operations at the Nut Island primary treatment pland and the
recamendations for upgrading and expansion of the primary plant and
the extension to secondary treatment. Considerable opporition was
voiced to filling about 26 acres of Quincy Bay to create a land area
for the secondary treatment plant. A view was also voiced by inhabitants
of the Quincy area that the upstream communities should treat their
own sewage and not send wastewater to the Nut Island plant for treat-
ment .

c. Briefings and Workshops

Briefings are expected to do little more than what
their name suggests: brief and inform people. Public response to
specific proposals may not be forthcoming. Before the second set up
public meetings, a media briefing by the technical subcommittee was
arranged by MAPC. Its purpose was to ask the print and broadcast
media to publicize the study and encourage study area residents to
attend the meetings. About 20 reporters attended, and the result was
extensive one-time-only coverage about the meetings.




Workshops on the other hand, are expected to generate
a continuing dialogue between agency o.ficials and residents. The
technical subcommittee has offered to hold workshops upon request to
the MDC. The citizens' committee has taken the initiative to sponsor
aad run two workshops, one on land application and another on both
land application and the MDC sewer connections limitations in the
Framingham-Natick area. About 30 to 4O people attended each workshop.

The Corps of Engineers has combined the briefing-
workshop format in meetings with cities and towns outside the 109
community study area that would be hosts to land application systems.
One of these meetings was sponsored by the Southeastern Regional
Planning and Economic Development District, and about 35 people attended.

Prior to the recommendation of treatment systems in
December 1974, two briefing-workshops were held for officials and
residents of communities west of Boston where a decision about treat-
ment systems mattered most. Then, in January 1975, after the recom-
mendations were made and needed to be tested for public response,
briefings for public works directors, city and town engineers and other
officials were held in the communities directly affected by the
systems. These briefings served many purposes; they gave opportunity
to comment on the recommendations and provided publicity for the public
meetings which followed.

Subsequent to the public meetings, citizens' committee
members sponsored a workshop to debate again the merits of a treatment
system on the Sudbury River rather than on the Charles River where
it was recaomended. The net result of all workshops, however, was
support for all systems recommended by the technical subcommittee.

‘r A second series of briefings for public officials was

held in May 1975, prior to the public meetings, which began at the end
of the month. Town engineers, public works directors, and others who
pariticpated were encouraged to ask questions and to comment on the
various study recommendations and proposals. In addition, a presenta-
tion on the study's progress was made a luncheon meeting of the
Associated Industries of Massachusetts.

Prior to the final public meetings, a series of three
public officials briefings were held in September 1975. The technical
subcommittee's recommendations were reviewed along with the modifica-
tions to the construction schedule and the cost allocation study. In
mid-October 1975 a presentati on which focused primarily on cost allo-
cation and industrial cost recovery was made to a joint meeting of
the environmental committees of the Associated Industries of Massachu-
setts and the Greater Boston Chamber of Commerce.
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d. Informal Contacts

Perhaps the best way for agency officials to stay in
touch with local sentiments lies in continuing informal contacts with
people who make decisions about or are affected by water management
issues. For example, the Corps of Engineers learned a great deal about
how unpopular the land application concept was in host areas by
staying in touch with individuals who stepped up to speak for their
communities. All agency officials on the technical subcommittee have,
of course, encouraged people to contact them during the public meetings.

During the weeks preceding and following the recommen-
dation of treatment systems, the Corps of Engineers staff stepped up
personal contacts with local officials to be certain that they were
abreast of study progress and to encourage attendance at upcoming
briefings and public meetings.

The process of contacting local officials on an indivi-
dual basis was continued prior to the meetings in May. These personal
contacts along with the briefings facilitate dialogue between municipal
officials and those who are overseeing the EMMA Wastewater Management
Study.

e. Media

The mailing list for the study containg the names of
approximately 200 newspepers, trade magazines and television and radio
stations in the metropolitan area. Press releases and a media briefing
have made up the effort to obtain coverage of the study. The purpose
of coverage has been two-fold; first, to disseminate information, and
second, to encourage people to attend the meetings. Individual contacts
with reporters have also helped spread word about the study. Members
of the citizens' advisory committee have suggested that "letters to
the editor" be written, that increased information be semt to the
widely-read weekly newspapers and that newspaper advertisements be
taken out.

f. Written Materials

The veriety of different aspects and materials about
the study made it imperative that handouts and information packets be
prepared to give the public a~ opportunity to digest the different
engineering concepts and impaci assessment of the concepts before and
after public meetings.

At the outset of the study, the MDC sent a summary of
study purpos®s to 91 municipalities and other agencies. Mailings have
been sent to about 2,500 agencies, organizations and individuals prior
to public meetings. A postcard was enclosed in the mailing for the
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second set of meetings. If it was returned, an information packet was
sent out to provide people with the opportunity to come to meetings pre-
pared to discuss the concepts. This information packet, of course, was
available gt the public meetings.

Prior to the recommendation of treatment systems, the tech-
nical subcommittee issued a progress report to all people on the mailing
list. This report contained all the impacts to be considered in the
recommendations as well as the relative importance of each impact.
Response to the report was requested before the date on which the recom-
mendations were to be made. A description of the recommended systems
was included in the notice for the public meetings which followed, and
a summary handout of study status was available at the public meetings.

An Information Bulletin was initiated in February 1975. The
first issue contained a wrap-up of study progress and schedules, a
description of the recommended systems, highlights of questions and
answers asked at the public meetings and invitation for readers to con-
tribute to subsequent issues. Although few readers took advantage of
the opportunity to see their thoughts in print, several hundred asked
to be added to the mailing list or to have their address updated,

A second and third Information Bulletin were sent out be-
fore and after the public meetings of late May and early June. The
May Bulletin provided a capsule of issues to be discussed at the
meetings; these were the construction-staging program, and alternative
institutional and financial arrangements. The June Bulletin, issued
after the meetings, included a number of the questions raised at the
meeting with answers. This issue also gave sources for further infor-
mation on the study.

A final Information Bulletin was sent out in early Septem-
ber. This issue summoned all of the Technical Subcommittee's recom-
mendations and the modifications to the construction schedule.

At the meetings themselves, a more detailed information
packet was available to participants.
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C. CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

Date

3/14/72

5/24 /72

6/14/72

9/25/72

Event

The Committee on Public Works of the U,.S.
Senate adopts a resolution directing the Corps
of Engineers, together with the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts, to recommend improvements

in wastewater management and alternatives
thereto in the Merrimack River Basin in Massa-
chusetts and the metropolitan area of Eastern
Massachusetts. }

The Environmental Protection Agency and the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts agree that the
Metropolitan District Commission will provide

a minimum of secondary treatment at its Deer
Island and Nut Island wastewater treatment
facilities, undertake a waste management study
of the metropolitan Boston region and eliminate
the ocean disposal of sludge from its treatment
facilities.

The Committee on Public Works of the U.,S. House
of Representatives adopts a resolution directing
the Corps of Engineers, together with the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, to recommend improve-
ments in wastewater management and alternatives
thereto in the Merrimack River Basin in Massa-
chusetts and the metropolitan area of Eastern
Massachusetts.

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston Harbor
in Boston.

(This is perhaps the first official meeting of
the technical subcommittee. It was formed at
the request of Charles H.W. Foster, Executive
Secretary of the Environmental Affairs, who
also asked that the MDC expand its wastewater
management study to the metropolitan area of
Eastern Massachusetts. Subcommittee members
had been meeting informally and as part of the
Boston Harbor Water Quality Management Coordin-
ating Group under the sponsorship of the New
England River Basins Commission. The MDC be-
came chairman of the technical subcommittee.
Other members came from the Division of Water
Pollution Control, Office of State Planning,
Metropolitan Area Planning Council, Corps of
Engineers and Environmental Protection Agency.
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Date

10/12/72
10/18/72
10/31/72
11/7/72

11/13/72

11/21/72

11/30/72

12/1/72
12/18/72

12/14/72
12/29/72
1/14/73

1/29/73

Evernt Attendance

The Department of Public Health joined the
subcommittee in June 1974. During the
months that followed, the technical sub-
committee studied how the study should
proceed and prepared scopes of work. It
was eventually decided that the Corps of
Engineers would supplement the efforts of
the MDC, with work in public involvement,
an industrial wastes survey, land appli-
cation, an environmental impact statement,
drainage and urban runoff).

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 11
Harbor in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 17
Harbor in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 10
Harbor in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 13
Harbor in Boston

Boston Harbor Water Quality Management
Coordinating Group in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 10
Harbor in Boston

Forum, Water Quality of Boston Harbor in Lo
Waltham

Boston Harbor Water Quality Management 9

Coordinating Group in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 10
Harbor in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 8
Harbor in Boston

Boston Harbor Water Quality Management 9
Coordinating Group in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 1k
Harbor in Boston

L7




Date
2/26/73

3/19/73
3/22/73
3/30/73

4/2/13

4/17/13

6/19/73

7/5/13
7/12/73

9/21/73

10/12/73

10/17/13

Event

Boston Harbor Water Quality Management
Coordinating Group in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston

Boston Harbor Water Quality Management
Coordinating Group in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston

MDC Commissioner John Sears forwarded a
letter to municipal officials of 91 cities
and towns and interested agencies announcing
the Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts Metro-
politan Area Wastewater Management Study

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston

Boston Harbor Water Quality Management
Coordinating Group in Boston

(This group disbanded at this meeting; its
functions having been assumed by the tech-
nical subcommittee)

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston

(The technical subcommittee agreed to form
a citizens' committee at this meeting).

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Bosten
Harbor in Boston

(The technical subcommittee agreed upon dates
for the first round of public meetings at this
meeting).

The first notice of public meetings for the
study was mailed to about 2,500 agencies,
organizations and individuals with a known
interest in water quality in the metropolitan
area.
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6

20
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Date

10/25/73

10/29/73

11/5/73

11/6/73

11/15/73

11/20/73
12/4/73
12/6/73
12/13/73
12/18/73
1/u/7h

1/24 /74

2/7/m

Event

Organization Meeting of Citizens' Committee
in Boston

A press release announcing the first round
of public meetings was mailed to the media
(print and broadcast).

Citizens' Committee in Waltham., (The pur-
pose of this meeting was twofold: first,
organization and second, to review pre-
sentations for the first set of public
meetings).

A second notice of the public meetings

was mailed to about 2,500 agencies and
individuals. A notice to be inserted in
community calendars of events was also sent
to the media.

Public meetings in Actcn

(This meeting was the first of six early
stage meetings during the fall of 1973.
The public was told of possible changes in
the size and makeup of the MDC, land use
projections and population projections.
Plans to develop different wastewater
management concepts were also described.
Comments were invited),

Public meeting in Danvers
Public meeting in Cambridge
Public meeting in Newton
Public meeting in Medfield
Public meeting in Norwell

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston

Citizens' Committee in Waltham

(It was announced that alternatives would
not be ready until March)

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston
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Attendance

15

37

35
43
14
10
21

10
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Date
2/26/74

L/u/7h

4/9/Th4

L/12/74
L/16/74

/26 /74
4/29/74

5/7/T4

5/9/h

5/14/74
5/15/7h4
5/20/7h
5/22/7%
5/29/74

6/5/ T4

6/13/74

Event Attendance

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 18
Harbor in Boston

Citizens' Committee in Waltham 12
(The alternatives were explained at this

meeting).

An announcement of mid-stage meetings was
mailed to about 2,500 agencies, organiza-
tions and individuals with an interest in
water quality. The agenda was to include a
presentation of different wastewater manage-
ment alternatives, anticipated impacts and a
comparison of water-oriented and land-oriented
treatment,

A news release about the upcoming meetings
was sent to media in the metropolitan area.

An invitation to a press briefing about the
study was mailed to the media

Press briefing in Boston 25
Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 10
Harbor in Boston

Mid-stage public meeting in Acton 15
Mid-stage public meeting in Danvers 12
Mid-stage public meeting in Cambridge 13
Mid-stage public meeting in Newton 37
Mid-stage public meeting in Medfield 25
Mid-stage public meeting in Norwell 29
Meeting on land application with Easton 5

Planning Board and Selectmen

Meeting on land application in Taunton 30
sponsored by Southeastern Regional Planning

and Economic Development District

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 21
Harbor in Boston

17
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Date
6/21/74

7/12/74

8/8/7u

8/9/74
9/19/7h4

9/27/T4

10/15/74

10/18/7h
11/7/74
11/14/74

11/18/7h

Event Attendance
Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 12

Harbor in Boston

(Preparations to evaluate the five different
alternative concepts for wastewater manage-
ment began at this meeting).

Meeting of Corps' staff with Congresswoman 12
Margaret Heckler and representatives of

Fall River

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston 16

Harbor in Boston (The Corps of Engineers
recommended that further consideration of
the land application concept as a viable
alternative be stopped because of unfavorable
public response. The Corps also asked that
this be publicized).

Citizens' Committee Meeting in Lincoln 7
Citizens' Committee Workshop in Natick on ko
land application and the MDC sewer in

Framingham

Technical Subcommittee on Boston Harbor in 17
Boston

Citizens' Committee at Charles River Water- 10

shed Association (CRWA) offices in Newton (The
committee urged that the public involvement
effort be intensified subsequent to this
meeting)

Technical Subcommittee on Boston Harbor 21
Citizens' Committee at CRWA offices in Newton 10

Briefing for public works and other local 15
officials in Natick (The choices offered by

the different wastewater treatment concepts

were outlined at this meeting) for middle

Charles River Basin communities.

Technical Subcommittee on Boston Harbor in 20
Boston (It was agreed to distribute the

qualitative ratings used to evaluate the

wastewater treatment concepts and their

impacts to all names on the mailing list)

18




Date Event | Attendance

11/27/7% The qualitative ratings for evaluating the
five concepts was sent to about 2,500
agencies and individuals. It contained a
description of the concepts, all impacts
to be considered and the relative impor-
tance of each impact. (Responses were
requested)

12/5/74  Briefing in Medway for residents of Upper 35
Charles River Basin communities (The choices
for these communities were outlined at this
meeting)

12/12/714 Technical Subcommittee on Boston Harbor in 30
Boston (A moderately decentralized treatment
system for the metropolitan area was recom-
mended. It called for upgrading and expanding
the two primary treatment plants in the harbor
to secondary treatment plants and building
advanced treatment plants along the Neponset
River in Canton and the Charles River in
Wellesley along with a flow sugmentation along
the Aberjona River in Woburn)

12/13/74 Technical Subcommittee on Boston Harbor in 6
Waltham (A public involvement strategy for
the remainder of the study was discussed. It
was agreed that the Corps of Engineers would
expand its role).

T yrem———

12/20/74 A news release describing the recommended
treatment systems was mailed to about 200
newspapers, radio and television stations.

12/27/T+ Technical Subcommittee on Boston Harbor in 12
Boston (An expanded public involvement
program was established),

1/3/75 Pre-public meeting briefing for public works 30
and other officials in 10 middle Charles River
and Sudbury River basin communities (This
briefing, like the two that followed, offered
local officials a preview of the public meeting
presentations and an informal opportunity to
comment upon the study).

1/10/75  Pre-public meeting briefing for public works 25

and other officials for five Aberjona River
area communities in Woburn
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Date

1/10/75
1/10/75
1/15/75

1/21/75
1/23/75
1/28/75
1/29/75

2/14/75

2/15/75

3/13/75

b/17/75

4/18/75

Event Attendance

Pre-public meeting briefing for public works 30
and other officials in five Neponset River
basin communities in Canton

A news release about upcoming public meetings
is mailed

Sierra Club in Cambridge (The recommended 35
systems were presented).

Public meeting in Woburn 3
Public meeting in Canton 39
Public meeting in Quincy 80
Public meeting in Needham (Questions asked 55

at the public meetings ranged from the quality
of the effluent to the location of the advanced
treatment facilities. The impact on downstream
aquifers was a frequent question. Most comments
about the recommendations were favorable).

Citizens' Committee meeting in Framingham 30
(This meeting was requested by the South

Middlesex Legislative Caucus and the merits

of a Sudbury River advanced treatment plant

instead of a Charles River plant were debated).

The first Information Bulletin was mailed to
about 2,500 agencies, organications and in-
dividuals (The bulletin offered space for
readers' comments in upcoming issues, contained
a summary of study progress, described the recom-
mended system and asked for revisions to the
mailing list).

Citizens' Committee meeting at CRWA offices in 7
Newton

Meeting at Corps of Engineers with U.S.G.S., 6
Water Resources Commission and A.,R, Miller

of the CAC on river flows in the Sudbury

River in Framingham area.

Citizens' Advisory Conmittee meeting in 12
Waltham (There was discussion of the next
round of public meetings on the wastewater

study).
20
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Date

k/24/75

4/25/75

5/1/75

5/5/75

5/19/75
5/20/715
5/20/75

5/22/75

5/28/75
5/29/75

5/29/75
6/3/75
6/5/75
6/10/75

Event

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston. (The following items
were on the agenda: combined-sewer over-
flow regulation, construction priorities,
financial and institutional arrangements,
and next series of public meetings).

Public hearing at MDC in Boston. (The
disposal of sludges from the Deer and
Nut Island Sewage treatment plants was
considered).

Citizens' Advisory Committee meeting in
Waltham, (There was further planning for
the upcoming series of public meetings).

A notice of the public meetings scheduled
to begin in late May on the study was sent
out to each of about 3,000 agencies, organ-
izations and individuals.

Dry run of public meeting presentations at
Waltham,

Meeting for public officials from the Canton
area in Canton.

Meeting for public officials from the
Wellesley area in Wellesler Hills.

Meeting for public officials from inner
core cities in Boston. (All three day-
time meetings gave public officials a pre-
view of the presentation of the general
public of the status of the EMMA study).
Public meeting in Canton

Associated Industries of Massachusetts
luncheon in Wéltham.

Public meeting in Quincy
Public meeting in Lexington
Public meeting in Needham

Public meeting in Cambridge

2l

Attendance

25

28
34

178
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Date
6/12/75
6/30/715

7/2/75

7/29/75

9/5/15

9/8/75
9/10/75
9/15/75

9/24/75

9/29/75

9/29/75
9/30/75

9/30/15
10/2/75

10/7/75
10/14/75

Event
Public meeting in Medway

Citizens' Advisory Committee meeting in
Newton at CRWA office. (The group dis-
cussed several items on the agenda at the
upcoming meeting of the Technical Subcom-
mittee, namely a preferred wastewater
management structure and the issues raised
by citizens who participated in the recent
public meetings).

Technical Subcommittee Meeting on Boston
Harbor in Boston

Presentation to the Mid-Charles Sewage
Treatment Plant Study Committee in
Wellesley

Citizens' Advisory Committee Meeting at
Waltham

Information Bulletin mailed to 3000
Technical Subcommittee Meeting in Boston

Public Notice for final meetings mailed
to 3000

Meeting with Quincy Conservation
Commission

Meeting with local elected officials and
public administrators in Canton.

Meeting with local elected officials and
public administrators in Natick.

Meeting with local elected officials and
public administrators in Waltham.

Public Meeting in Wellesley

Public Meeting in Quincy

Public Meeting in Canton

Meeting with Industrial Interests in
Waltham

22

Attendance
8
6

20

ko

10

20

21

19

11

90

168 registered
200 estimated
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Date

10/14/75

Public Meeting in Cambridge

Event

23

Attendance

20




D. PARTICIPANTS' VIEW OF PROGRAM

1. Citizens' Committee
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C Telephone 617)527-2799

L W

November 17, 1975

* Charles River Watershed Association

_Joseph L, Ignazio, Chief
Planning Division
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road
Waltham, Massachusetts 02154

Dear Mr, Ignazio,

Immediately prior to the final round of public meetlngs on
the EMMA study, several members of the Citizens Advisory
Committee (CAC) met to discuss reaction to the public
participation program, Many if not all of our concerns
were communicated to and resolved within the Technical
Subcommittee (TS) during the course of our involvement
with EMMA, We reiterate them here in the hope that future
CACs and TSs will find the going less rocky, less muddy,
and therefore more productive,

The federal agencies on the Technical Subcommittee (the
Corps of Engineers and the Environmental Protection
Agency) seem much more comfortable with public participa-
tion than do the state agencies involved in EMMA, State
agencies, most notably the Metropolitan District Commis-
sion, must overcome their fear of non-agency participation,
Since the MDC appointed the CAC - presumably according to
guidelines in Open Planning/The Merrimack - a greater
trust in the motives and capabilities of the appointees
is merited, Happily, CAC observed significant strides in
that direction as the study progressed,

Early in the program CAC members requested copies for all
members of study documents being circulated for review and
comment, Despite initial opposition this request was
eventually granted, and another cause of CAC distress was
eliminated, CACs are usually selected for geographic as
well as disciplinary diversity and it is unreasonable to
expect participants from a study area of 109 communities
to share materials, In view of the fact that CAC had a
vote on the Technical Subcommittee, reasonable access to

2391 Commonwealth Avenue, Aubumdale, Massachusetts 02166
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the study materials was imperative,

We were disturbed that the Massachusetts Department of
Public Health was not a member of the Technical Subcommit-
tee, Our plea for DPH participation met with some initial
resistance, In due time the Department was assigned a
seat but lack of participation was notable, In view of
the fact that EMMA was to address wastewater management
systems not limited to the sewer, the absence of the state
agency with responsibility for the state sanitary code was
incredible and unfortunate, It did little to assure us
that all possible management systems would be addressed
and 1t did little to assure us that our role as citizen
advisors to the TS was a valid one,

EMMA/CAC cautions against a dual role for any agency or
participant in future efforts, Because the Metropolitan
Area Planning Council was represented as the Regional
Planning Agency for the study area, its simultaneous role
as public involvement contractor suffered, Since a
specialist in public participation was not made available
to the study, the CAC had to question the ability of EMMA
to provide a full public participation program, In point
of fact, there was little affirmative effort toward the
widespread and continuing two-way communication that we
consider essential to involve the public, Press releases
and notices of upcoming public meetings constituted the
major outreach to the public, CAC pressed for a freer
flow of solid digestible information, which had indeed
been promised in the Plan of Study. In October 1974, CAC
presented its views in a strongly-worded memorandum to the
Technical Subcommittee, asking for new direction in the
public involvement program, Consequently, the contracting
arrangement was not extended and the program improved
markedly when the Corps assumed responsibility for it,

An excellent albeit tardy rapport with local interests
developed when a full-time specialist was assigned to the
role,

CAC interpreted its role as a double one of advising on
the translation of the study to the public and of relaying
public (and its own) concerns to the study. Throughout
the study we questioned the basic population projections
on which the study was based, Throughout the study, we
were disappointed that alternatives to the need for more
sewerage were dismissed, Throughout the study we were
unable to generate serious discussion of runoff-reducing
measures such as porous pavement in considering problems
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of combined sewer overflows, To the end we were advised
to wait for the beginning of 208 planning.

CAC contributions have not been without merit., As a
result of persistent urging by CAC, available data on
flows in the Sudbury River being augmented by discharge
from a Framingham treatment plant versus increased flows
in the Charles River from a mid-Charles treatment plant
were consulted and incorporated in the final recommenda-
tion for a mid-Charles plant, Another productive
contribution of the CAC was 1ts recommendation of a series
of public official workshops. Once warmed up, the agency
team was willing to go anywhere to make an informal
presentation,

It was indeed unfortunate that so much of what we tried
to do in assisting the study from our citizen perspective
was a test of endurance. "Open planning calls for grap-
pling with all impacts of a project through public
involvement early then often in a planning effort." (Page
1, COE Report Volume 14) Had greater effort been made

to assess local feelings as the EMMA study progressed,
the mistrust of MDC motives and performance that disrupted
meetings in Quincy and Needham (May-June 1975) could have
been ameliorated, CAC trusts that the pattern of "decide
now, spring it later" 1s headed for retirement.

We trust that in future all public hearings will build
into their agenda some flexibility for addressing local
concerns, Certain issues are bound to generate contro-
versy in certain locales, For the last round of public
meetings CAC recommended giving audiences an opportunity
to ask their questions (in writing or verbally) at the
beginning of the meeting so they would have some assurance
that after scheduled presentations their concerns would

be dealt with, Some variation of this approach would be
in order routinely.

At any public meeting, however structured and however
well-attended by experts, questions will arise that defy
answers at that time for one reason or another, EMMA
public meetings frequently left questions unanswered,
contributing little to public confidence in open planning.,
In some instances, however, questions were too detailed
for the level of the study and could only be answered
during final technical design stages not presently
authorized, Every effort should be made to determine the
answers called for, to develop the information sought,

and to put it in the hands of those seeking it, Questions
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raised at the public meetings have been circulated in
Informational Bulletins, but not always the answers,

We as a duly-appointed committee of citizens felt several
quite unnecessary constraints during the study.

CAC members were requested to respond to draft reports
only through a single conduit to the agencies, and in one
case response to a technical report was delayed for four
months in transmission to the author agency. Greater
trust would Justify less rigid lines of contact among
study participants, to the advantage of the study effort,

Open planning, CAC feels, should extend to the media,

CAC members were directed by the TS not to communicate
differences among the agencies to the press, 1t was not
our intent to generate contention, However, it was our
hope that the media be advised of scheduled TS meetings,
that they be encouraged to report on the developing study
to their respective audiences, The prospect of media
presence at TS meetings caused great distress to some TS
members and no advance TS meeting notices were circulated
to the media, CAC feels that the risk of misinterpreta-
tion was less damaging to open planning than was a closed
meeting schedule.

Some changes in the selection process for CACs in the
future might assure some improvement in their operation
and effectiveness, For example, EMMA/CAC underwent
several changes in composition, which added to the
difficulty of coordination and detracted from continuity
and coherence, We suggest that the basis for selection
be a stated commitment to serve for the duration of the
program with a mechanism for formal resignation or
dismissal for the committee when inability to function
fully 1s clearly indicated, We suggest that the crite-
rion of representativeness be discarded, and suggest
instead a core of hard-working individuals acting for the
study region as a whole., 1In fact, EMMA/CAC strongly
endorses the recommendations of Maria Eigerman for the
Merrimack Valley program as described in "Merrimack
Wastewater Management, Appendix VI", pp. 118 through 122,

CAC lacked the services of clerical help, which put the
burden of coordination of CAC activities on individual
members of the committee without compensation, EMMA/CAC
recommends that in the future citizen advisory committees
be assigned the services of a secretary as needed, Re-
sponsibility for notice of CAC meetings, coordination of
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review comments, and formal response to questions raised
would then be discharged equitably.

CAC recommends a clear policy of funding the CAC role,
Something analogous to compensation for job time loss for
Jury or National Guard duty might be investigated as a
way to broaden the segment of the affected population
able to serve with impunity. Expeditious reimbursement
of out-of-pocket expenses is an absolute minimum require-
ment.

Despite the sometimes negative tone of the commentary,
CAC members generally consider the involvement a positive
experience, It is obvious that for many the role is not
ended, Citizen participation can address the unresolved
questions as further study efforts in wastewater manage-
ment progress and as implementation of the various ele-
ments proposed for construction enters the next planning
and design stages, CRC members appreciate the importance
of the study, the cooperation of fellow participants, and
the opportunity to serve., We sincerely hope that our
contribution is deemed commensurate with our commitment,

Sincerely,

Citizen Adviso y Committee
Boston Harbon - Eastern
Massachusetts . “tropolitan
Area Wastewatr)- Study




MEMBERS OF THE CITIZENS' ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Name

Rita Barron

Arthur Barnes

Gale Haydock

Paul Swatek

A. Richard Miller
William J. Reid, Jr.
John W, Pierce
Henry Scammell
Gerald R. Mimno

Robert Heustis
Joseph Magaldi
James P, Loughlin
Joseph Lawless
James K. Rogers

Name

Rita Barron
Arthur Barnes
Catherine Donaher
N. Bruce Hanes
Waldo Holcombe
Madeleine Kolb

A. Richard Miller
Daniel Travers

James K. Rogers
Deborah V, Howard

Original Members

Organization

Charles River Watershed Association

Norumbega Associates

League of Women Voters

Massachusetts Audubon Society

Lake Cochituate Watershed Association

Stoneham Public Works Department

Essex County Greenbelt Association

Henry Scammell Associates

South Middlesex Area Chamber of
Commerce

Wellesley Board of Health

Massachusetts State Labor Council
Massachusetts Legislature
Raytheon Company

Final Members

Organization

Charles River Watershed Association

Norumbega Associates

Boston Harbor Associates

Tufts University

Neponset Valley Conservation Assoc.

Sierra Club

Lake Cochituate Watershed Association

South Middlesex Area Chamber of
Commerce

Raytheon Company
Massachusetts Audubon Society
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75129 WASTEWATER MANAGEMENTe STATEMENT 10 MDC AND ARMY ENG'R CORPe.

BY WHOM: NORMAN H. SAUNDFRS 1S A REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER IN

MASSACHUSETTSe. KIS WORK AS AN INSTRUCTOK IN A MICHOBIOLOGY LABORATORY,
STUDIES 2F THF CINCINNAT! WATERWORKS SYSTEM, AND OTHFR WORK

CULMINATED IN THE DKEGREE OF CHEMICAL ENGINEER. BROUGHT UP ON KECYCLED
OHID KIVER WATERs HE 25 YEARS AGO MOVED INTO A TOWN WITH NO SEWERS IN

ACTION UPON HIS BELIEF THAT ONE OF THE HIGGEST UNNECESSARY LOADS UPON

SOCIETY 1S SEWERS.

THE SHINING EXAMFLE: THE NEW MARLBORO SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT HAS
NOTHING WRONG WITH ITS ADMINISTRATION. JOHN HARTLEY 1S ONE OF THE
SMARTEST MEN [I°'VE EVER MET. HE WILL GET EVERYTHING POSSIBLE OUT OF
THE SYSTEM. OVER AND ABOVE THE COST OF THE SEWERS AND ON THE BASIS

OF EACH PERSON USING IT, THE CAPITAL COST 1S ABOUT A THOUSAND DOLLARS
AND THE RUNNING COST PER YEAR AHMOUT TEN DOLLARS IN WAGES AND ANOTHER
TEN FOR POWER AND MATERIALS. THE SYSTEM REMOVES PHOSPHOROUS AND
SOLIDS BUT RECOVERS NOTHINGe NITROGEN IN THE EFFLUENT STILL CAUSES
SOME PROBLEMS. THE DIFFICULTY IS IN THE CONCEPT. THE AEROBIC SYSTEM
1S POWER HUNGRY AND ALSO BURNS UP THE POTENTIAL ENERGY IN THE INFLUENT.

FOR COMPARISON: TAKE AN INDIVIDUAL SYSTEM, MINE. THE SEPTIC TANK AND
FI1ELD SERVES FOUR PEOPLE AT ABOUT THE SAME CAPITAL COST PER PERSON FOR
PLANT AS THE MARLBORO SYSTEM BUT WITH NO COST FOR SEWERS. THE TANK
NEEDS TO BE PUMPED EVERY FEW YEARS AT ABOUT HALF THE LABOR COST FOR

" THEMARLBORO PLANT. MATERIAL COSTS ARE NIL. POWER COSTS ARE THE SAME

BECAUSE THE ADJACENT GROUND-WATER 1S CONTINUOUSLY PUMPED TO FERTILIZE
GRASS WHICH IN TURN FERTILIZES THE VEGETABLE GARDEN IN COMPLETION OF
THE CYCLE. THE FINAL EFFLUENT PROBABLY HAS LESS BIOLOGICAL AND
CHEMICAL LOADING THAN EVEN NATURAL FOREST RUN-OFF. THE INDIVIDUAL
SYSTEM 1S GIVING BETTER PERFORMANCE AND AT LOWER COST THAN THE
MUNICPAL SYSTEM.

THE DIRECTION TO GO: FOR CITY OR INDIVIDUAL THE PROBLEM 18§

PROBABLY IN THE UNKNOWNS. WHAT STRANGE NON-DECOMPOSABLE ELEMENTS ARE
WE INTRODUCING INTO THE SYSTEM? BORON, CADMIUM, LEAD, DDT, ABS, ETC.
PERHAPS MARGIE STONE'S MASTERS THESIS AT TUFTS WILL HELP TELL US. IF
TRACE ELEMENTS ARE NO PROBLEM, THE INDIVIDUAL SYSTEM IS PROBABLY BEST;
IF THERE ARE PROBLEMS REQUIRING COMMUNITY HANDLING, SO BE IT.

DO CONSIDER A SYSTEM WITH ONLY (1) GRIT REMOVAL, (2) SCREENING TO
REMOVE PLASTICS, WOOD, ETC., (3, 4, S) SUCESSIVE SETTLING TANKS,

(6) DEWATERING TO EXTRACT THE SOLIDS, (7) COMPOSTING OF THEM, AND

(8) A POND TO REMOVE NUTRIENTS. RUN THE TANKS ANEROBICALLY TO

CATCH AND USE THE GASSES RELEASED. COMPOST THE SOLIDS SO THAT THEY
CAN BE SOLD AS FERTILIZER. LET THE POND FILL IN WINTER AND THEN IN
SPRING, SUMMER, AND FALL GROW DUCKWEED, WATER-HYACINTHS OR OTHER
VEGETATION FOR HARVEST, COMPOSTING, AND USE AS FERTILIZER.

FINALLY: SOME SUCH SCHEME TO RECOVER, NOT JUST REMOVE, THE FUEL
VALUES AND NUTRIENTS SEEMS INDICATED IN OUR TIMES.
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EA.STON PLANNING & ZONING BOA.RD
NORTH EASTON, MASS, 02356

" “June 5, 1974

————— —— o ———— et SRR

— -

Mr. John Sears, Commissioner
" Metropolitan District Commission
20 Somerset Street
Boston, Massachusetts

R S
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CHHOD LOILSIG LN

. Reference: Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts Mztrir-
. politan Area Wastewater Management Stndy o

bl

#-N0

e Dear Mr. Sears:

Subject: Letter of Admonition
"Waste Water Study Comments

e Yy
LS -

srr .

STtk T T TS Thc Town of 'Easton takes pride in its pursuzt of ef-
foctivo land use management, The Easton Planning & Zoning Board ac-
cepts very seriously our obligation and responsibility to the public.
Successful municipal planning and zoning does not merely occur.
Maximizing the opportunities of man with the minimum unsought or

- detrimental consequences to the physical environment rust be effec-
tively and functionally studied and implemented to insure the safety.

' convenience, welfare and health of the public. P

THe Easton Planninq & Zoning Board is’ totally appalled
at the recent action taken by the M.D.C. pertaining, in particular,
to the above referenced study. In this era of "inappropriate use
of power” and "Big Brother” attitudes, the M.D.C., as evidenced in
the foreward of said report, has failed to actually communicate with
.th. aftceted munzcipalxtxes in Easton. ;

"hc foreward states that the early stage public meet-
ings were held in November of 1973, and the mid-stage public hear-
ings are being held May 7-22, 1974. Well,--doesn't the M.D.C., feel

.. vw. = =that. it is appropriate to notify the municipalities and also furnish

study information? Only throush a coincidence on 22 May 74 in the

_p.m. involving a discussion regarding sewerage were we made aware of

the mid-stage meetiny on May 22, 1974, at the Town Hall in Norwell.
Why didn't the M.D.C. notify Easton about the early stage public
meetings?--the mid-stage public meetings?--especially when the
proposal intends to dump the Metropciitan area effluent into a Town
outside the Metropolitan area.

oo | .,.;
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Area vastewater Study

- This Board immediately notified the surrounding af-
fected communities* to send a delegate to said meeting. Even though
Wednesday evening happened to be a heavily scheduled meeting of this
Board, we dispatched two members to attend the mid- stage meeting in
Norwell.

. Our next query is why did the M.D.C. arrange for a
meeting in Norwell? Not only is Norwell not affected, but also- it
is not even in the area of the affected Towns. Why wasn't mid-
stage packet information sent to the various aifected communities?

Is this the type of management that can be expected
from or prevails in the M.D.C.? We note from the report that
$1,575,000 will be expended for the STUDY, of which $800,000 is
federal monies and $775,000 from the State. We, therefore, feel
it appropriate to notify our Congresswowman Margaret Heckler and
State Senator Quinlan and State Representative John Ames of our
displeasure regarding this matter by copy of this letter to them.

Our displeasure was conveyed to the "Chair" at the
public meeting. -

We compliment the Corps of Engineers, and, in parti-
cular, Messrs. David Kenyon and James Callahan, who are members of
the Study Committee and who were unaware of circumstances surrounding
the notifications--enough so they volunteered to come to Easton the
next Wednesday evening to discuss the study with the Selectmen,
Planning & Zoning Board, and other Town officials. We applaud their
efforts! We were enlightened with the film they presented and candid
discussion regarding the application of spray irrigation.

Our displeasure in the administrative mode of opera-
tion mentioned above has, in no way, influenced our constructive
comments outlined below, which were made as a result of our cursory
review of the report, supplementary information, and the 1:24,000
scale map presented at the above mentioned Easton meeting with the
Corps of Engineers.

<l Reference (l): Mid-Stage Report, page 33, under
the Mansfield Areca--it indicates that approximately 305 acres are
available for spray irrigation.

.2 Reference (2): 1:24,000 map indicates ap“*oxl-
nate location, based on ten foot contours, and where the various
areas--separate and reﬂo.e .ron each other--are located.

- e et
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‘We were informed that the other surrounding communities were not
notifiad also. - .
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Area Wastewater Study

Comments :

A The 1:24,000 map does not reflect the conditions exist-

: ing in Easton in 1974, and for that matter, not in the
"70's". Many of the proposed areas have been built up
with residential housing since the printing of the map,
It would be a natural-assumption that areas congucive
for spray irrigation, i.e., gently sloped wooded areas,
would also be conducive to residential housing.

. «B Other areas outlined on the proposed location map are
~+ in the planning stage for future development.

" «C Our overall assumption regarding .A & .B above is--

: Similar conditions must prevail in other affected com-
munities, and without "ownership" now, what assurance
of future land acquisition for spray irrigation is
there--especially after spending so much money for the
study?

. «D Other large areas were directly in locations influenc-
we ing the Town wells of Easton, Norton, and the proposed
Town well of Mansfield. These locations must be im-
- mediately dismissed from possxble sites for spray irri-
gation.

.E Our next overall aséumption regarding .D above is that
| similar conditions could exist in other affected com-
munities.

.F There was no map or soil imformetion presented reflect-
ing prevailing ground water elevations. Recognizing
the water table and ground water swelling that occurs
(possibly a two to three foot fluctuation during the
year), it is essential that the subsurface conditions
in the proposed areas be known. Some of the proposed
locations in Easton have a high ground water elevation
and are not suitable to absorb any reasonable quantity

. of discharged liquid within a specified period of time--
intermittently or not! Plotting of subsurface ground
water elevation is essential.

R 3 T B «G ~ Our next overall assumptxon regarding .F above is that
B s .similar conditions could exis. in other affected
: VR - communities. - . :
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Boston Harbor-Eastern Mass. Metro -4 - 1974

June 5,
Area Wastewater Study ‘

Commuents (cont.):

.H Consideration of costs with due regard to engineering
economies to be presented in a table and graph is
suggested. Concern regarding sizing of pipes and .
lengths of runs with respect to potential discharge
areas should be clearly documented A suggested form
for a cursory indicator is:

Cost Available Area 0 discharge
In Acres For Pro- potential/
posed Irrigation acre/day

Size Length Av. Cost/Lineal Foot
Pipe Of Run 1In Place Under Roadway

B ’ . ’

Then prepare graphs to reflect costs for various sizes
of pipe with respect to known pipe Q and proposed 0/
acre/day, after which you establish runs to remote
sites. s

WX Tt ke apparent that considerable study is necessary re-
garding feasibility of remote sites taking into consid-
eration .F above.

.J Advantages to a community to accept spray irrigation??

.1 Tax benefit?

.2 Loss of real estate revenue

.3 Open space

.4 Recreational areas in off season? winter? .

.5 Mosquitoes

= .6 Future increased Q demand due to increased population
and“lack of other new or available sites
.7 Administrative, operating personnel and security
- personnel for safety--costs?
-«8 Floods and major storms--backup?
.9 Agricultural use potential?
.10  Future methane CH, danger. Residual effect of
entrappad gases.
.11 Land conducive to spray 1rtigation is conducive

& to residential housing; hence, questxon misuse of
A land

e .K Considoring .J 9 above, 1t anpears that perhaps & “Sub-
Study of Potential or EZxisting Aqr;cu’tural Sites in
Massachusetts" should be considered, thereby actually
providing a benefit "“crop fertilization", further re-
view of the agricultural paragraph on pg. 47 of said
report.
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.+, Comments (cont.):

Area Wastewater Study ; . R

.I Considering .J.4, it appears that a thoroughly realistic
approach is necessary with due respect to public health,
uses, and time period and seasonal considerations.

i ..M Storm drainage structures throughout the Town have been
constructed based on a potential runoff resulting from.
a twenty-five year storm. The contributory area to
each drainage structure and drainage line which could
be affected by the discharge of effluent combined with
a 25-year storm should be thoroughly investigated to

insure safe conditions will prevail.

.N The Massachusetts Dept. of Public Health's detailed
comments regarding this proposal should be solicited
by your Committee, as well as proper public distribution
to affected communities of same.

.0 What research was made or discussion had with the 01ld
Colony Planning Council with respect to sewerage in
this area? 0.C.P.C. has prepared a study regarding
sewerage. At mid-stage it appears a lot more "homework"
is essential.

Certainly numerous other comments are forthcoming

" from those knowing about the study. Perhaps many more comments

would be productive if the appropriate officials from affected com-
munities have an opportunity to so comment.

You will note that nowhere in the above comments have
we rejected or endorse spray irrigation in Easton or anyplace else.

Proceeding further on this study would appear to be
merely an academic exercise without retracing some steps. We hope
we have been helpful to at least provide some "food for thought"
before pursuing haphazardly further stages of development. Also,
recognizing the further expenditure of taxpayers' monies at this
stage without some rethinking based on the above does not appear to .
us as being appropriate. Further, a mid-stage report should, in
our opinion, have incorporated the above typed comments.

We look toward the futﬁre of this study with hope
that appropriate effective, action and meanxngful public concern is

phylically evzdent by the steps taken to insure same by the M.D. C.

i TR T WOmews e

ancerely.
. Bt minds 7 THe Actarme—
Edmund J. McAdam, P.*,, Chmn.

CC: Selectmen, B4, of CC: Hon. Margaret Heckler

j Health, Bd. of Hon. John Ames III
Mansfield Planning Board Hon. John Quinlan
Norton Planning Board 0ld Cclony Planning Council
Raynham Planning Board Mass. Dep%. of Public Heal!

Public works, Dept. of 39  Martin cosgrove, Chma., Tec
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TOWN OF MATTAPOISETT ~ %,
MASSACHUSETTS 02739 ;

.'//
{yjA“)}”
OFFICE OF THE SELECTMEN ! | ,,G‘IUV

June 7, 1974

~eCEIVE.
EPA

Mr. John A.S. McGlennon ' JUN'14:924
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
2203 J.F.K. Federal Building

Boston, Massachusetts 02203 e

o)

Dear Mr. McGlennon:
: i
This is in reference to the Corps of Engineers'
and Metropolitan District Commission's plans to dispose
of effluent from secondary wastewater treatment plants
upon land in Southeastern Massachusetts.

Although, as the Board of Selectmen understand
the plan, Mattapoisett is not directly affected, the Board
feels that, as a member of the reaicn it has a vital in-
terest in major projects arfecting member communities.

Any plan to pump large quantities of sewage to South-
eastern Massachusetts where it would be disposed of over
large areas of land, polluting the land and possibly
the ground water sources in the region, could and may
have a serious detrimental affect even on this Town.

The Board of Selectmen would like to be recorded
as being completely opposed to this plan and would hope
that a local solution to the Boston wastewater problem
could be found.

L LN ]

Very truly yours,
For
BO OF SELECTMEN

4

Georx M. Hall
Executive Secretary

GMH/cjp
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BOARD OF SELECTMEN
BOURNE, MASS. 02532

TEL. 7“-‘“. OR 789-4487

Juvne 11, 197.

TOWN OF BOURNE ,,.,;::::.:5 ,

Ve~
CEN
373
.‘U t,\ 4 i

Paul &, Kecugh, Director
Public Affuirs Nivision ) 3
U. 3. Environmental Protection Agency
Ce Fo KXo Z2ullding
Boston, Massachusetts 02203
Deaar Mr. Kecugh: .

Per a conversation that T have had with Mrs3, Marg:ret
Koskela, whc spoke to you last 3aturday night 2t ¢he
william Ruckelhaus affair, I um writing to you recurding
the vaste water Mansgerment Study that is beiﬂg preps rad
for the Boston iurtor-Eastern Massachusetts Metropoliton
Armaa by the Matropolitan Digtrict Commission Planning
Division. y

On May 22 Mrs. Xoskelu and I attended & public meeting
at the Cushing Memorial Town Hall in Norwell reg:rdipn; ‘ha
mid-stage reports and the plans for the treatmant ~f the
seweriage that is presently going throuzh Desr and Nut
treatment plants which service the }atropoli an Iistrict
Area, At that meeting there were five alternatives

- proposed for the disposal of treated sewage.

The one concept that interested us the mcst was the
concept numbered five which propcsrd tn s5pply waste wotep
that had received secondary treatment onto land in eastern
Massachusetts. This concept in developing the ‘and
application is being developad by the U, S. army Cerps of
Engineers which would bring tczethor the Comronwealth of
Massachusetts 1nd the U.3, P4 in a combined effort tc
determine the technical feasibility of the land aponlicaticn
method of disponring of sawage either by spray irrigation or
rapid infiltraticn..

3 If concept five i3 adopted, it whuld mein a pireline
running from the Metropclitan District iarea to the Tewn of
Sandwich, It is stated in tha pepcrt that in crder to
accomplish this they would naed 3 ,5C0 aeres of land in the
Town of Bourne for rapid sand infiltration und 13C0 acreq
for tre spray irrigation methcd in the Town of Sandwich,

i

T ——
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Paul G. Keough "' Ppage 2 June 11, 1974

We feel that this concept ls totally undesireable, unfedsible
both socially, economically and pcliticaully for the disposal
of sewage in our area.

The Town of Bourne is presently nndertaking a zeware
project of its own, and just as recently us May 1, 197,
raised and appropriated 267,000 tc conduct 2 study that
would allow us to finally make the necessary rrant applic=zticns
to the proper sacencies under the new IPa guidelines for fundirg,
in order that we might start tc clear up the existing cewage
problems within our cwn towun. ;

I would eppreciate ycur lockingz into this matter for us,
and ask that you kindly respond with any comments cr reactices
you might have regarding this waste mun:icement study.

Very truly yours,

.

'\ 5
S I
Barpf4 :. Jotinson, Ch2irman

Sewerage .orks Bullcing Commiltiae

BEJ:1ls

b2
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TOWN OF W L

Cheirmon

: Board of Selectmen s

CARLET
Wareham, Mass. ANDREW

" BERT R. SHERMAN

secutive Secretary

i o -

June 11, 197k

Hre. David Hewitt
Ue S. Corps of Army Snrzineers
LPL Tragels Io2d

Valthan, iass,

Dear ir. kewiti:

The “‘arcram Joard »f 3Selectren throuch a meetinz of the “outheastern Teel-

Flanning < [ concmic Develooment District held recently in Taunton are ac
with the 303,'1" 11" of prooosed ')_a 18 Tor the disposal of treated vaste
teroagnoul souihcasiern as sachusetis.

dich a proguaal mcets with ismediate disfavor armang 'r-'rv o¥*ficiale nend:
furtier ithorouszh study and cenzinecring data in rescect %o its affset on
the eavironxrent, This boaxd wishes 4o =0 in record in recueatine comsles
reporis as to the detrimental affects of such a plan in this area of ex:
recreationsl and azricultural useaze.
Very truly --ours,

s owrne K

# w J . C""J'%

# CULUD D0 Lcaa

v Contitom RUammnd fo

BOARD OF SELCTEN ¢

J. MeWILLIAMS

D D. CARDOZA

ON D. HAMMOND, Jf

J. McGRAW

Telephcne 295-0800 - CHARLES N. DECAS
LY
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
JUL 2 RECD
MASSACHUSETTS

PLANNING BOARD

- OFFICE AT
80 WEST STREET

June 26, 1974

Commissioner John Sears ;
Metropolitan District Commission
20 Somerset Street

Boston, Massachusetts

Re: Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan Area Wastewater
Management Study Concept #5,

Dear Commissioner Sears:

The Mansfield Planning Board has reviewed the M)C proposal concept #5
for the spray irrigation alternative for handling wastewater from the
Metropolitan Boston area. The Planning Bosrd has also received a copy
of a letter to you from the Easton Planning and Zoning Board relative
to the same study.

The Mansfield Planning Board is fnvcompletc agreement with the stand
taken by the Easton Planning Board on this matter and feels that they
have stated the local objectives very succinctly,

In 1970 the U.S. Department of Agriculture prepared for the Town of
Mansfield an operational soil study which classified the various types
of soii within the community, Over 1/3 of the Town of Mansfield was
classified as very poorly drained land, which would be unsuitable for
development,

" It should be noted that a large portion of Mansfield, approximately

1300 acres, is proposed for the spray irrigation process. Representatives
of the Mansfield Tri-Town Sewer Study Committee attended a meeting in
Taunton with representatives of the Corps of Engineers, They were given
the impression that the Corps was not aware of the existance of the soil
maps and that the proposal was based on information obtained by the

‘Corps prior to 1570. It would seem only prudent that when the MIC is
considering as one of its alternatives to utilize another area of the
State for disposal of waste from greater Boston that prior to presenting
;lgs' p{:pgpg]ﬂ[ t should investigate al] of the facts relative to the aree, . . .
It should also be noted that the Messachusetts Department of Public Health
has just approved a well site along the Canoe River very near the discharge
point for the spray irrigation. The Towns of Easton and Norton also have
wells in this general ares. It is'apparant that the location of these
water resource facilities were not taken into consideration when this
concep: was established, The current environmental corcern i3 relative

to the spproval of water quality. The intent of tne alternative is to
dispose of the waste ‘rom the Metrcpo!itan Soston area, This shouid not
be done to the detriment of local water supplies, :

LA} P ———




June 26, 1974

Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan Area Wastewater
Management Study Concept #5. 2

Page 2 O

The Mansfield Planning Board would appreciate being kept informed
with the progress of this alternative,

Very truly yours,
" MANSFIELD PLANNING BOARD

2

cc: Mansfield Board of Selectmen
Mensfield Board of Health
Easton Planning Board
Representative John Ames (11
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CITY OF FALL RIVER, MASSACHUSETITS

02720
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
CITY HALL
Office of the Area Code 617
Executive Director 6T72-6969
July 11, 1974

Congresswoman Margaret M. Heckler
303 Canon House Office Building
Washington, D.C.

Dear Congresswoman Heckler:

Attached is & copy of & Resolution which was unanimously adopted by the
Fall River Development & Industrial Commission at its July 9, 1974 meeting.
The Industrial Commission would appreciate your review and support of this
Resolution.

To provide some background, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers recently com-
pleted a study on the useage of Fall River land for sewage wastewater from
the Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan Area, and among the
recommendations contained in that study was useage of Fall River land

to deposit sewage waste from Boston and 109 neighboring communities.

In essence what was recommended by the Corps of Engineers was to use
7,820 acres located in Fall River, Freetown and Dartmouth to dump its
sevage. This recommendation was made as a fifth concept in the Corps
proposal. The area wouid be spray irrigated and after the year 2000 the
study reports it could be reclaimed as valuable property.

I have already expressed displeasure to the Corps of Engineers over the
recommendations and assured them that a well organized campaign to defeat
their proposal will be initiated.

A breakdown of the area shows 4,915 acres located in Fall River, 2,365
acres located in Dartmouth and 540 acres in Freetown. The land is part of
and sbutting the Fall River-Freetown State Forest.,

Of that land, 1,770 is public land: 1,109 acres of the Watuppa Reserva-
tion and 661 acres of the Fall River-Freetown State Forest. The remaining
6,050 acres is privately owned, Forests are mainly mixed hard and soft
woods with heights ranging from 20 to 60 feet. There are approximately
100 buildings on the land,

47
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Under the Corps of Engineers proposal wastewater that has received secondary
treatment will be deposited in this area. The two suggested methods of

land application, spray irrigation and rapid infiltration have been used
throughout the United States and have attracted attention in recent years

as an alternative to the construction of advanced wastewater treatment
facilities that discharge effluents into our nation's waterways.

The effluent would be piped from the Boston area and the total daily flow
of secondary effluent to be applied to land here is estimated at 155 million
gallons.

Location of such a wastewater facility in the proposed area would not only
be detrimental to the industrial and economic growth of the Greater Fall
River area, but would create a potential health hazard to our citizenry.

Granting that after the year 2000 the land being proposed may become
valuable to a farm community, I must point out that Fall River is not a
farm community, nor is she ever planning to become one. Fall River is an
industrial community, the core city for Somerset, Swansea, Freetown, West-
port and Tiverton and we have a responsibility to our own people to pro-
tect our land and protest the use of it for a wastewater shed for the
people of Boston.

It is also felt that the Fall River area, because of its geographical
locétion, the amount of annual rainfall and natural characteristics does
not need sewage as a nutrient to its soil.

Thank you for your support, and the Industrial Commission Office will be
available to answer any questions pertaining to the U.S. Corps of Engineers

report.
Sincerely,
/e/ George T. Darmody
GTD/3f George T. Darmody
Executive Director

Enclosure

cc: Mr, Joseph Byrnes
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By a unanimous vote at the July 9, 1974, Fall River Development &
Industrial Commission Meeting, the following Resolution was adopted:

WHEREAS, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has recommended the Fall
River area as a possible site for construction of a wastewater
pond for sewage from the Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts
Metropolitan area encompassing 109 communities

AND WHEREAS, the 7,820 acres recommended is located in the same general
area as the Fall River Airport Industrial Park

AND WHEREAS, the affluents being deposited will be a detriment to all
wildlife, become a breeding ground for insects and pose an immediate
and constant health hazard to our citizenry

AND WHEREAS, the area's proximity to the City of Fall River's reserve
watershed will present a constant potential danger to the city's
drinking water supply

AND WHEREAS, this type of wastewater facility will act as a detriment
to the area's ability to attract industry and therefore will be
a hinderance to the economic growth and development of the City
of Fall River

BE IT RESOLVED, that all efforts to create such a wastewater facility
be actively opposed. And monies be expended to initiate informational
brochures and/or publications, in coordination with all other munici-
pal departments wishing to participate, explaining the health and
economic hazards of such a facility located in the Greater Fall
River Area. And an effort in opposition to this facility be initiated
and continued until such time as concept five of the Boston Harbor-
Bastern Massachusetts U.S. Corps of Engineers plan is abandoned.
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FRANCIS W. SARGENT

GOVERNOR

ARTHUR W. BROWNELL

COMMISSIONER

July 16, 1974

George T. Darmody, Executive Director
Industrial Comuission

City Hall

Fall River, Massachusetts 02720

Dear Mr. Darmody:
{

Your concern for the Corps of Engineers' proposal to use the
Fall River ares for land treatment of the sewerage from the Boston
area has also been expressed by other comwnities within the arez.

The Corps of Engineers' proposal is cnly that - a propossl for
land treatment of treated sowagc., The Corps was charged to study
alternate methcds of advanced treatment of sewage of the Boston arca
and one of the alternztives was the land treatment method. The Corps
made other proposals but the :nly one that really everyone has heard
about is the land treztment.

This Department has express<d grave concern for the Corps'
propcsal and question the practicality of such a proposal and the
overall cost of the project. On paper, the zlternative of land treat-
ment may look good, but in reslity it may not work.

We will cortinue to monitor the Corps' study and we will exprass
your cuncern to the Corps along with our's over their land treatment
prop<sal.

Sincerely jours,

Arthur W, Brownell
Commissioner




Cofme of Stumsen, Massachusetts 2

OFFICE OF SELE(TMEN

[ tad ‘e
ARTHUR E. SCHNEIDER. CHAIRMAN

ROBERT F. KELLIHER. CLERK
JOHN C. LUND

July 17, 1974

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
32& Trapelo Road
altham, Massachusetts

Gentlemen:

At a HMeeting held on Tuesday July 16, 197L the Selectmen
voted to endorse the resolution adopted by the Fall River
Indwstrial Commission om July 9, 1974 pertaining to the con-
struction of a wastewater pond for sewage in the Fall River
arg@.- - s . ;

£ 8 3

-~r a2k

. 2 e Very truly yours,

: Calvin L. Gardner
£ : Executive Secretary
by direction
Board of Selectmen

cte/aim
cét: P.R. Industrial Comm.' "’
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WATUPPA WATER BOARD

July 18, 197!;

Industrial Commission
City Hell

123 North Main Street
Fall River, Massaechusetts

Desr Mr. Darmody:

The Wetupps Weter Boasrd et its July 15, 1974 meeting went on
record as opposed to6 the cumping of any potentislly dangerous
end harmful meterisls in to the vieinity of the North Watuppe
Pond watershed., With the proclsmstion they are sutomaticelly
opposed to the plen of the U, S. Army Corps of Engineers for
the dumping of effluents in en sres bordering Fell River's

watershed.
Si PelypTER B
WATUPPA VWA OARD
By"// . -‘{/\ T @, .
o {seph .5, Rego Jr, §7/f
IR ater Registrer snd o/ 7
g B b/ﬂlerk of the Weter Bosrd
"J8R/¢c o b




| THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
ﬁ T }ff . 3 AR EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

?\ \ £ /1 SIATE HOUSE »  DOSTON 02133

f(." //

g
FRANCIS W. SARGENT
GOVFRNOR

July 23, 1974

Dear Mr. Darmody:

Thank you very much for your recent letter
on the possible usage of Fall River land for sewage
wastewater and for sending me the copy of the Resolution
adopted by your Development and Industrial Comnission.

As you know, the Fall River site is one of
.o .= eight possible alternatives being considered. State
TP ~e + officials are very semsitive to the feelings of local
;oo communities on this matter. No decision will be
made without thorough consideration of the views of
all concerned. -

J +i«.1 have forwarded your letter to Vincent
o Ciampa of the.Office of State Planning and Management
7~ f@or his information. -

Viith best wishes,

koo baws oL b 4"‘ . Sincerely, Y ' ‘
- *“"fa-.- ; s 5o : S ow
| ” $ -~ ¢ l. it led 2 ! ',“!,'"‘
3 . 3 %
§ Mr, George T. Darmody | .

i 7.7 BExecutive Director

' © Industrial Commission ‘ \
City Hall '

Fall River, Massachusetts 02720

ry
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Uity of Z_ﬁall River, Massachusetts

02720
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
CITY HALL
OFFICE OF THE AREA CODE 617
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 672.6060

July 31, 1974

Colonel John H. Mason

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New Bngland Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02154

Dear Colonel Mason:

Thank you for your informative letter of July 26, 1974, concerning
the Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan Area Wastewater
Management $tudy. However, the Fall River Development & Industrial
Commission is not yet satisfied.

Noting that the first four concepts of the study call for discharge
of treated effluents into the waterways, the Greater Fall River
Area is not the fifth concept, but the first concept that "specifies
land application to achieve advanced treatment after a minimum of
secondary treatment". .

I point to paragraph nine of your letter, "All five concepts will
be analyzed and evaluated for their aesthetic, biological, hygienic
and socio-economic impacts. If the assessment of any of the
concepts proves adverse, that concept will be eliminated from
active consideration."”

May we point out aesthetically, the land under consideration is

an area which is part of a preserved forest, which is aesthetically
beautiful and the proposed wastewater facility would turn that
beauty into ugliness.

Biologically, the area contains an abundance of wild life and
approximately 100 homes. A wastewater facility in this area

would not only create the costly tagsk of relocating these families,
but would also put the U.S. Army Corps of EBpgineers in the position
of judge, promnouncing the death penalty om many of the animals
inhabiting the area.
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Please analyze and evaluate the hygenic impact very closely and
assure the people of the City of Fall River that a wastewater
facility of this type will not become a breeding ground for mosquitoes
and other insects nor will it produce a virulent virus, which

may have an affect on all surrounding communities.

May we also point out that the area being proposed is in the
same area as the Fall River Airport Industrial Park, and it is
the strong feeling of this agency that the wastewater facility
suggested will have a detrimental affect on the economic growth
of the Greater Fall River Area.

In addition, we also fear that the wastewater facility's proximity
to our domestic water supply could provide a source of pollution
and create an enormous adverse affect upon the entire population.

Therefore, because this concept will have an adverse affect, we
respectfully suggest the fifth concept of your proposal be
eliminated from further consideration.

Further reference is made to the first sentence in paragraph 10,
"Public opposition to one of the concepts will also cause its
elimination.” Attached please find copies of communications
received by this agency expressing opposition to your fifth
concept proposal.

May I also point to opposition recorded during a meeting at

U.S. Representative Margaret M. Heckler's office on July 2, 1974.
Congresswoman Heckler told your representatives that if 3,000
people were needed to display opposition from Fall River, your
agency could see that type of demonstratiom.

It is my belief that this agency could also supply 3,000 pecple
opposing concept five of your proposal to enhance the Honorable
Mrs. Heckler's group.

The Fall River Development and Industrial Commission feels that

it has shown the U.,S. Army Corps of Engineers sufficient opposition
to justify a Corps announcement to eliminate the proposal from
further consideration.

Reference first pnxaﬁrpph of this letter -------- Then we will
be satisfied. e

Sincerely,

> —

—tll N P Ve S
Georgé T. Darmody .
Executive Director
cc: David Hewitt

U.S. Representative Margaret M. Heckler
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' SOUTH MIDDL BER OF COMMERCE:

109 SONCORD STREET
FRAMINGHAM MASSACHUSETTS 01701
TEL 617 879-5600

August 14, 1974

Mr. John R. Harrington
Metropolitan Area Planning Council
44 School Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02108

Dear Mr. Barrington:

I appreciate the Citizen's Advisory Committee receiving draft
reports of the Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan Area Waste
Water Management Study. I have read the more organized reports
cover to cover and skimmed those others which go into great
detail about very specialized subjects. My primary interests
have been: 1) proposals concerning the western suburbs,

2) genexal treatment of industry, 3) and who is going to pay
for proposed improvements. ; “

Ccncerning the western suburbs, I would like to make two points.
In general the area is characterized by the growth towns of
Natick, Framingham and Ashland and the non-growth towns sur-
rounding these. Natick, Pramingham and Ashland would like to
have more sewer capacity as soon as possible. I do not see in

the draft reports any kind of priority which would indicate how
the pzoblems in these three towns could be quickly attended to.
Meanwhile, the non-growth towns don't want sewers as the

of sewers is the legal basis for the large lot soning these towns
are using as their major land use policy. : : '

The towns that don't want sewers do want to know how they can

Keép septic tanks working and what standards to apply to mini-
systend for downtown and package systems for isolated condominiums.
For all the money being spent on EMMA, it is not answering the
questions which the western suburbs have.

Concerning industry, the largest companies in our Chamber are
lcut.].! sensitive to water costs; we have learned of substantial
reductions in water usage through adoption of conservation
technigques. In as much as the capital costs anticipated by the
study will be passed on to the users, there will be extensive
shrinkage in demand by our large water users. I have not seen
this reflected in your demand projections.

L ..-~c§6 M FSI8p0NM w9 i Th Prreee Ty
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Relative to who will pay, our organisation finds the projected
capital costs a frightening prospect. These costs must be
considered in context with other billions required for water
supply, transportation, and such items as modernizing inner
city schools and public pensions. I do not see in tho drafts
any consideration of a least cost alternative.

I am in the process of summarizing some of the rcpécu to
better inform town officials of the progress of the waste water
study and will keep you informed of any reaction I get from

our towns.
Yours truly,
At . Mo it

Gerald R. Mimmo
Director of Plamning

CCs llttil P,
Martin Weiss

5T
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
Framingham, Massachusetts 5

COMMISSIONERS

ne 872-3559 SUE GALVIN, CHAIRMAN

LAWRENCE M. GIARGIARI, CLERK
JOHN F. JORDAN

December 5, 1974

Mr. John Harrington :
Metropolitan Area Planning Council
44 School Street : -
k’ton' &"'o 02108

. Dear Mr. Harrington:

We are writing to you to submit our comments on the progress
report on the Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts Wastewater
Management Study issued by Colonel John H. Mason of the
Army Corps of Engineers on November 27, 1974.

We urge the adoption of Concept 1 - Upgrading Systems of the
Existing Deer and Nut Island Treatment Plants. We feel, as
we have stated previously, that Framingham formerly had its
own treatment system but that subsequently, when we were
presented with the opportunity to join the MDC's South Metro-
politan sewer system we were convinced that.we could sell
the land where our treatment plant had been located, without
concern for the future discharge of sewage.

We also feel that the time element is a major factor in
selecting Concept 1, the more so since the two present
systems could be improved and maintained for approximately
the same cost as the other concepts. There is no question
in our minds but that by choosing Concept 1 we would remedy
the problem much sooner than by use of any other concept.
We base this thinking on the statement that Concept 1 could
be completed in five years, while other concepts could take
as long as twelve years. '

We realize that there are some good reasons for considering

the concept of putting wastewater back into the ground.

However, we want to point out that any treatment plant built

in or near Framingham would be in a location which would

:oquito us to reverse the direction of flow in our trunk
ines. 5

Perhaps it should be agreed that anyone developing a sewer
lg:u in the future should join a regional system, but for
t > oillrudy in the MDC, Concept 1 appears to be the best
solution.

We are enclosing copies of waeekly records of sewer flows
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Mr. John Harrington
Metropolitan Area Planning Council Page 2.

from Framingham. The first study was made by Haley & Ward, Inc.,
engineers; the second was made by our own personnel.

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS

e olvon

Sue Galvin, Wirman

SG:CAH:jp
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WAREHAM FIRE DISTRICT
271 MAIN ST., WAREHAM, MASS. 02571 f

295-04850

December 10, 1974

Mr. John Harrington i
Metropolitan Area Planning Council
44 School Street

Boston, MA 02108

Dear Sir:

The Wareham Board of Water Commissioners was represented
by its Chairman, Gilbert C. Phinney, at a meeting sponsored by
the Southeastern Regional Planning and Economic Development
District at which the U. S. Army Corp. of Engineers presented
the proposal for the disposal of sewage effluent from the
Boston Hetropolitan District by the living filter method in
areas in close proximity to the Wareham Fire District wate
shed area. ; :

At that time opposition was voiced due to the concern that
undcsirable materials such as heavy metals, nutrients, odors
tastes, viruses, etc., might ultimately saturate the area an
enter into the ground water aquifer which we have reason to
believe is of some considerable capacity and therefore of great
value to this community. .

No assurance was given that in the long term this would
not be the effect. We feel that there is also the possibility

that changes in the ground water levels and flows might also
have an adverse effect.

We wish therefore to enter this as a formal objection to
the implementation of Concept 5 as proposed in the Boston
Harbor -~ Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan Area Waste Water'

Hanagement Study as being totally unacceptable to this community
and the Wareham Fire District. :

Very truly yours,

WAREHAM FIRE DISTRICT
Board of Water Commissioners

g,%xé’%?‘
Gilbert C. Phinney, Chairman,

63

GCP:hs

e s e s a7 e - e — P A AN AN




lown ot Southborough

IN WORCESTER COUNTY,
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

BOARD OF SELECTMEN

TOWN HALL « SOUTHBOROUGH, MASSACHUSETTS 0177
Phone (617) 485-0710

December 11, 1974

Yir. John Harrington
L - Metropolitan Arca Plannins Council
* 44 School Street
; “Boston. MA. 02108

-

" Mr. Harrington, the Board of Selectmen has reviewed the five concepts
‘for Wastewater lManagement in the Zastern Mass. Metropolitan Area,
and at this time the Selectmen officially favor Concept #3 - A
Regional Flan for the Expansion of Deer and Nut Islands Service Area.

" While the Selectmen offitially favor this concept, they are pleased
%o note that all five study concepts include the.Town of Southborough
‘-aﬁa some sort of a3 regional concept.

"The Selectnmen, therefore, offer their official support both to

Concept #3 and to the entire process and wish to be kept informed of
., any additional activity in regard to this process.

(7

At the Cross Roods of New Englaud
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SIERRA CLUB - New €ncland Chapter

14 BEACON STREET, ROOM 719, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS, 02108 * 617-227~5339

December 19, 1974

‘Mr. John Harrington
Metropolitan Area Planning Council
44 School Street

‘Boston, Massachusetts, 02108

Dear Mr. Harrington:

The events of the past two weeks concerning the selection of a long range plan
for wastewater management for Eastern Massachusetts warrant some comments,

The very close vote which took place last week indicates that there are several
items which are not well enough defined and understood. Intelligent decisions can not
be made until all the facts or at least more facts are known. I would like to offer the
following thought for your coasideration.

First, as a general principle containment of wastewater in the watershed of
origin is desirable and in some cases necessary basis of the plan. This raises
many questions; What are the long range effect of withdrawing water from the Sudbury
Reservoir and transfering it to Boston Harbor? What is the level of treatment needed
80 that wastewater can be safely discharged into the Sudbury? What is the long range
flow prediction for the Charles and Sudbury? What is happening to underground
aquifers? The answers to these and many more questions must be known before
intelligent decisions can be made concerning the Wastewater Management Plan.

Second, while the need for increased sewage facilities for Framingham etc. is
recognized such pressure should not force a plan whose long term implications have
not been well studied. A decision that is hastily made may cause even more serious
problems at some later date.

Third, discharge of sewage within the watershed of origin is sound water supply
management as well as sound wastewater management since the possibilities of re-
cycling are not rendered impossible. The supply of water must be considered in the
same breath with the discharge of water.

I urge that the final decision on which plan to eventually adopt is deferred until
adequate answers are available to the types of questions which have been raised in
this letter. ' :

Sincerely,

’ f.‘é‘égi g MW i
7% Old Conn. Path Robert E. Zimmerman, Political Action Ch.
kv ﬂﬂham. s i Thoreau GrouP' Si&x;vr&aug}m?u STATE GROUP
*VER T STAYE GROUP .
“u’s’s‘n‘:"%’o'\'ﬁv’r’%':gu'r”' . C?S?!A: VERMONT GROUP MONAONDCKX GROUP
CREATER BOSTON GROUP CHAMPLAIN VALLEY GROUP UPPER VALLEY GROUP
THOREAU GROU? CONNECTICUT VaLltY GROUP *MAINE Gaou?
MT. NOLYOXE GROVUP . OTTER VAI.%; GROUP sRHODE ISLAND

BIPK MIRE GROUP Printed on 100% Recycled Faper - Pleate turn over Ior second none
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LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF BOSTON - 7% -

7 WATER STREET
d Corner of Washington Street
R APL RIS BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02109
MS. LOUISE BONAR TELEPHONE 7234583 MRS. SELMA LAMKIN
1ST VICE PRESIDENT 4 TREASURER
RS. CAROL McA'
qung‘:::‘?m: :!DNELILLT‘TY MRS. ELIZABETH HARTL, PRESIDENT MRS. GAUNZETTA MITCHELL

MISS LIBRY BLANK RECORDING SECRETARY

JRD VICE PRESIDENT

December 26, 1974

ilr. John Harrington

Iletropolitan Area Planning Council
44 School Street

Boston, llassachusetts 02108

Dear ilr. Harrrington:

The Boston Harbor Committee of the League of Women
Voters of Boston ras studied with interecst the alternaiives
ouvtlined in the November 27 Progress Rcport of the Boston
Harbor-cdastern MNassachusetts VWastewater lanagement Study.
Though we understand the implications and effects outlined in
the report, we believe we do not have the technical competence
to make specific recommendations.

One of the prime concerns of this committece is the im-
provement of the guality of Boston Ilarbor wviater. We arec
concerned that the maximum enlargement of the aree serviced
by Deer and Nut Islands Treatment Plants, Concept 3, may not
be in the interest of improved water quality in the harbdor.
Wle urge the Technical Subcommittee to recommend an alterna-

+ tive that is beneficial to the water cuality of the harbor as
vell as that of the rivers flowing into it.

Thank you for your consideration.
Siancerely yours,

P RSO 3 T ) » A

Chairman
I Boston Harbor Committee
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; City Post
* Marlboro, MA
25 Oct 73
Also in:
Assabet Valley Beacon
Acton, MA
25 Oct 73

Area Wastewater
Study Series To

Begin In Acton

AUCTUN — A study to deter-
mine solutions to the
wasiewater management necds
of the metropolitan Borton area
is being conducted by The
Commonwe:‘lt;m:
Massachusetls, ety
District Conmmission, and the
U.S. Army Corpe of Engioesrs,
Colonel John H. Macon of the .
Corps of Enginecss announced
this week. This effort s the '
" result of 3 need to determine the
Juture requiremenie of the
Metropolitan Sev:erage District
el seilsio 4o
.Con; :
‘the Corpa of Engineers. The
progress of the study is being
directed by a joint State,
-Federal and regional sub- .
committee, he taid. .

. Federal and State agencies

t.pomblc for conducting the
‘studyhave asked the |

Metropolitan Amw Etnuh'
Council to assist in in ¢
forming and involving tho‘
_public of the study area.

.area is comprised of 100 com- |
munities, 43 of which are ;
icurrently members of the |
IMetropolitan Sewerage
m:'m;.m of the public in-
volvement effort, an initial
series of six meetings has been
scheduled. At these

detailed descri l:bou of the d
lcopc nature, an joedv-
“the study will be

. The mestings will offer
‘citizens an opportunity to
.review the assump-
tions and criteria from which
future wastewater ilows will be
derived, and present their
views, to influzcnce the
development of wastewater
managsment systems that
‘satisly Federal and State
criteria, and help to meet other
regiona and local needs.

e first meeting will be held
at the Acton-Boxboraugh
Regioral High School, of
Keywerd Roac and Charter
g;d in Acton on November 13,
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Mirror
Hingham, MA
26 Oct 73
Also in:
News Mirror
Hull, MA

26 Oct 73

Harbor
Planning Meeting

BOSTON - The
Commonwealth of’
Massachusetts, Metropolitan |
District Commission, 3nd the !
US. Army Corpg of Engineers, i
are conducting®a study to
determine solutions to the”
wastewater management needs of .
the metropolitan Boston area. |
This cffort is the result of a need :
to dctermmine the future:
requirements of the Metropolitan
Sewerage District facilities, md!
of a Congressional authorization |
to the Corps of Engineers. The i
progress of the study is directed !
by a joint State, Federal and !
regional subcommittee.

The Metropglitan Area
Planning C(oun has been
requested by the Federal and
State agencizs responsidle for
conducting the study to assist
them in informing and involving
the public of the study area. The
area is comprised of 109
communities, 43 of which are
currertly members of the
Metropolitan Sewerage District.

As part . of the ' publicz
involvement effort, an initial

' series of six meetings ias been
. scheduled. At these meetings, a
: detailed description of the scope,
- nature, and objectives of the
study will be prescated.
; These mectings will also offer*
you an opportunity to revisw the
lanning assumptions and criteria
* from which future wastewater
flows will be derived.

We know that you are
interested in the quality of the
_wafer in the Boston Harbor -
+Eastern Massachuselts
Metropolitan Area, and want a
chance to present your views, to
influcnce the develupment of
wastewater management systems
that satisfy Federal and Statc
criteria, and help to meet other !
regional and local needs. We urge *
you to sttend one or more of |

these mectings.

We have scheduled the first
meeting at the Acton-
Boxbhorough Regional High

#Schoul at the intersection of
Hayward Road and Charter Road
go ':.ctonon November {5 at 8:00
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The Commonwulth
Mﬂrq:q.; DulﬂctCoMou.
and the” U.S, Army . com .of,
Eogineers are®c a.study -
to - determine ' solutions .to the
wastewa'er management needs of °

Bedford Patriot n;o mm&wm‘lmt - area Thisy,
effort is the.r a need 'to

Bedford, MA determine the futusé. requiremants -

1 Nov 73 of the Metropalitan Sewerage

District facilities, and of a Con-
mlonn authorization - to ' the- .
Corps o! Zogiseers. The progress
> of the study udmdd.byajow..
/' |State, Federal and. ncb-l. :
| Somumittee. . % 7. ’“’"“,.9
The Metr n.nAm Pludnl.!
hl
| Foderal and. Stale azcuiu’
! responsible “for coaducting the |

=" %1 mummuwm

P -,m iavolving the public of the -

: X = Study ares, 'nnuuueompﬂsd
> dlﬂmﬂﬁ.ﬁdmuﬁ
, carestly membars .ol the |
‘8 wmmm.\:{
* " As Jart'of the public isvolvemest - |
- effort, an initial aerfes of six mest- !

detailed !
the scope, nature; ard objectivesof '
(selected excerpt) . tha sty il beyesantan et
'ﬂcﬁmmﬂng'ﬁnb‘h&n i
- the Actos-Baxborougb Regional !| 1
Hm&:hoduNw lsaup.u'---“. K

ﬂn‘él mmm.a-m <
ﬁinywrwnathuuyhﬂab"
Bcdlord uﬂdﬁ.ur""‘
mtncbt u 0 be'repaired,” ac- °
cordicg 10 “tie. sélectmen.: whe -
mdv-lnhmrolwbmm
Charles Mistretts, - . district. .4 -
CW of tze State Depé. of .
ml ‘orks. °. e NS e

um-hoummp..

. S
S maNga -

'm\:::cm.m‘uuou.r Sirica
away (rom quéstioning’
reporters and photographers. last 't
mummummmm.
mamwm;

Compmmy=1r2c 7 Veidurii Y
. The Uinutemen were the only .
. company invited o perform at the. |
. American Judges Assoclation con- |
-oention de!d at the Staller Imm
« Habtaic. Lioyy, Watker and his |

o
--.ﬁ'm’",'m maréied-it with the
: huduuuu-u-tmmmmni
“Sirica - and gave a brief history of |
* (ke Befford Nag tefore playing '
. (helr tousing Colorial masie. .
The ininateman company feit
bonored to pertsrm, and later saw
mvuoumm::um.
to one mem
mminny of the famcus
Judges present asked the group
70 -about the ‘lag and their Colonial
m«m\nﬁ.
John Forte and wl(o
of § The Graat rd. w«i

mmnxmm {
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Enterprise-Sun

Marlboro, MA
8 Nov 73

Also in:

Sun

Hudson, MA

MDY siudy forecasts

po

-t

'mhlhlle!"nﬂh

work force of 11,200 people, in
another 20 years. By that time
Hudson will employ §,200
workers in a community of
26,500 people.

Berlin in 20 years will have
grown to a town of 5,400;
Bolton will still be the amaller
with a totsl near the 4,200
figure; Stow should have’

‘reached a population of 6,000;

and Soutbboro should have '
9,400 residents. 1
* With statistics reaching into
the year 2000 and all the way
to 5020 (when meny under
today will. he .pumbered |
among the senier’ citisens) and
(when- oaly * tils.
eneration’ssclilldron ;:ane;
likely to rematn), the survey::
is trying to determine the ling

-+ range - sewsgs ard - weter”

needs for_the cegion for the |
mm LI e o
Its plani “uuia'}

services for. @'

mi ;:
in which individual com-
munities could double and .
triple in population by the |
year 2020 - Jot alone 3009 - an
an area which remsins the |
400 souare miles. & .’
The Wastewater
Engineering and
study encompasses the
Eastern Massachusetts
Metropolitan Ares - extending
as far west as Boiton, Berlin,
Northboro, and Westboro; as
far north as Boxford, Ipswich,
and Rockport; Bellingham
and Wrentham to the south-
west and Pembroke and
Duxbury on the southsast.

When Congress in mid - 1972
askd the U.S. Argry Corpe of
Engineers to “plan. im-
provements in wastewater
management for Boston
Harbor'© .and  Eastern
Massachasetts, the Cocps -
developed ‘a lechnical sub-
comshitlee. The aub--
commitiss includes the En-
‘virostmentel Protection -
Ageney,  the

tan District

mission. (Wastewater is a
term for domestic sewage,
stormwater and Industrial
waslss).- -
" All these agencies, besides '
plotting what to do with
wastewater for the nex: °)
years, will also be working o |
bring the Commonwealta
toward the goals of the 1£%2
Federal Water Pollutio1
Control Act Amendment. :

The 1972 Poliution Contol
Act stipulates that waters te |
clean enough for fishing ard
swimming by mid - 1983 ard
reach zero pollutant dischary e l
by 1963, v

According to David .C. .
Kenyon of ths Army Corps f
Engineers located in Waltha.n
the study scheduled ()-
completion in Seplember :

Metropolitan Sewage District. -
3 - ftreatment plonts
‘providing & mimimum of
treatment at Deer

and Nt lslands (in Boston

Haeiae) i

3- Advanced regional plants |
for wastewater treatment.
These will be in addition to the
local plants now required
under previous clean water
laws and meeting the
requirements of the 1972
Pollution Conitrol Act. -

4 - ways {9 wse reclaimed
wastewater 3

$ - how to pay for M’
advanced plants -

6 - who will pay for these '
m‘ o} . VT

However, Kenyon points out
the study will not:

1 - resolve the individual
sewage problems of each of
the 109 comumunities. State
and local governments must
do this. 2

2 - Change the present EPA
schedule for state im-
plementationt of goals set up
by the Division of Water
Pollution Control.

3 - Begin immediate con-
struction of advanced
wastewater treatment plants..

4 - require communities to
become part of the present
Metropolitan Sewage District

Marlboro, for example, Is
not part of the Metropolitan
District and with its two"
sewage plants for secondary::
and tertiary treatment Is salf »
sufficient enough without. the
District’s help (althougb ‘it
does share wate’en a District
basis. :

When the soon - to0 - be
compleled easterly sewage
plant in Marlboro is at last
finished, it will be ¢‘one of the
most sophisticated on. the-

v e b a———

pulation explosion

whele Easters ceast,” boasts.




Nashoba Free Press
Acton, MA
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Also in:

Assabet Valley Beacon
Independent

Lattleton, MA

8 Nov:73

Public Asked For Input In -
Wastewater Management. Study

"‘

ACTUN — The lirst of a series uucpruu for um m planning, & process u
of vpen planning meetings (0 Harbor, major wnal:"\vm in mmm
ubu::' l:a:. a:l.l::‘: v;::gf: Eastern llu'uc&.mu and area in the decision-making
was r possible reuse for ted to d
scheduled for Thursday, water. o mm“':_m
November 15, in the caleteria of  The public mmim are’ management. Thess choices
the Acton-Boxboi ough w sponsored by Metropolitan' will affect the guality of water
Uigh Schoul In Acion. Al District Lommulon.-‘ in Kastorn Massachuselts for

3
£iE
5

to
communities are urged ¢ i

and U.S, Army ‘agencies, however,
participate in the Boston .o . : il a0 ol
m""”"mm' 19 og?a’amnme;uuul 7. decisions about v't::ung
million b s Souse loinlly financed by teMDCand metrepeliian ares witheut
radius of Bosten. ; . g “"m ey
communities involved in _ Uther participa - “lﬂ buging

(he. Acon soutie Acton, ' are Massachusetts meeling.
ll,ﬂ’lfu. summ“wm. Water Polluuon Coatrol, - For further iuomauu.
_Boxborough, . Ca.rlulc. W Um mm« .‘lll'&n
Cweimsford,: Concord, . W directer =
Hopkinton, Hudsoa, Lincoln, nuirg M “Ml e m -

Littieton, Marivorough, ‘r" Y 4
u.’n." N""”’“.h" mphasis is being oisced on m ot TR0, . ey

i
t‘fgf‘
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Citizen

Sudbuary, MA

8 Nov 73

< ;
} PUBLIC OPINION \
AT ACTON . :

‘l'hcﬁmolauﬁ-dopd
planning meetings to obtain
public’s views. on. wastewates
management is scheduled fou:
Thursday, November 13, in the,
cafeteria of the Acton-.
Boxborough Regiomal Hi
School in Actoa. Al thil

communities are ur
partieipza‘t: -in - the

Hopkin! m.

73

The study will m 8-
blueprint for upgrading Boston
Harbor, major waterways in -~
Eastern Massachusetts and ;
possible reuse Iotuuw i
water. SR |

The public moetings anl
sponsored by - Metropolitas 1

District Comuiuiou,l
Metropoli

Coun

Engin which are am c
et
I e 8 cou are
jomdyﬁuneodbyﬂum(:né l
the Corps.

Other pamciynﬁns‘und- 2
are Massachuselts 8
Water Pollution Control,
Massachusetts Office of State 3
'
C
;

Planning and Mazrmt and
U. S. Environm Protection

Agency.
. Emphasis i{s being placed on
planning, a process that
involves people frora the study
srea in the decision—mnm ¢
process to determine the most .
viable methods of wastewater .
management. Theye choices .
wiil affect the quality of water
in Eastern Massachusetts for
geaecrations to come.

All these agencies, however,
will not -- and canaot - make
decisions about wastewater
managemant for the
m.tropou‘an area without
suZstaagiai public participation,

ing i Sis intal moeung.

For further informacion,

lease cortact Me. Martia

'eion, divector ol eon-
vironmental placning of the
Motmpnl' an District Com-
mission, 3t ..n&"JL' '




Minute Man
Lexington, MA

8 Nov 73

Also in: Fence Viewer-Sudbury, MA

Herald-Belmont, MA

Times-Union,-Bn9i ton, .{;
rea owns

Involved in 2= J
Water Study > -

“Seven ares towas will he'
voived jd the first of  seriés

T
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Northboro Star

Acton, MA
8 Nov 73

\ Northborough Invited To Atea-
Was'temter:?l‘anning,h}l_!gatin_g i

tne Acton seusion are: Acton,
Barlin, Billerica, . Boltoa, .
8oxborough, Carlisle,

.Chelmsford, Concord, .
Lincoln,

Hopkinton, Hudson.
Littleton, Marlborough,
Maynard, Northborough,
Suuthborough,

and other wastewater 'as
required by the 1972 Federal
Vvaler Pollution Contrul Aet.

The st will a
bisageiat fos woeralins Rapus

Haroor, major waterways in
Castern Massachusetlts and
no:klc'rum_ for the renovated
water.

w o P 2R el

managemeént for t
metropolitan area withou

substantial participation)
nndoponmmwim
this initial !

For further information:
please contact Mr. Martiy
Weiss, director of en
vironmental planniag of th
Metropolitan District Comw
mission, at 727-8880.

The public meetings arg, ‘
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Al S0 r’unlu mn-
\..Iun 2 will be o major

Loy Lothe success of a l.m,t.'
ltdual aml state. project!
desigied o clean up the!
waterwiays ol cuslornl
Massachusetts by 1985,

L.ocal pmluupahon was’
stressed at 2 meeting Jast|
tmight  at the Acton-!
Boxborough Regional,
School which presented the’
goals and preliminary work |
on the project which ‘is,
scheduled to be completed
by January 1975.

Speaker Martin Weiss of
the  Metropoditan  Distriet
Cornimussion (LIDC) told any
audience of 40 people that
e projoct has « mawdate to |

clean up Boston Harbor and’
castern state vaterwiys by '
1963, 1o achicive v&wuu‘,

possibile water that is cloan
enough for swimniing, other
recreation:! uses and the
protection o fish shellfish
and  wildlue by 1983, to'
develop aiternatives for |
sewerage and wastewater !
treatinent and o' stady '
reclamation methiods for the |
reuse of nutrients found in
waslewaler. .

The study Jaroject hn‘
received funding of $2:
million, Weiss said, and is
supported by the 1972
federal Water Pollution|
Control Act. }
The act, which has the
strengest  anti-poliution |
measures 10 dale, is basis
for the stuldy which will
attect 109 commumlies with
a current popuishion of 3
midbion witin a S0-mile
ridius of Reston, Werss said. }

i

lle said lhe project is a
vesponse to the fact that
many state walerways are
nothing more than open
sewers and that current
means of sewerage tran-
sport and (reatment are

expected to be inadequate:
by the end-of the century.

Groups involved in the
project and represented at
the meecting were the MDC,
the Army Corps of
Engineers (ACE), -the
Metropolitan Area Planning
Council (MAPC), the state |

Dwision of Water Pollution
Control (DWPC), the state
office of Planning and
. Management (OPM), and
" the federal Environmental
" Protection Agengy (EPA).

ACE ropresentativel
David Xenyon told the:
audience: “Open planning
and local participation is the
only way to build something
in your backyard and not-
h:;lﬁ you say ‘we dop't VI.M

Inresponse to quutioniu'
by omchll from Acton,,

Littleton ‘and other area’
towns, Kenyon said that
uu « jndustries,

lities and the state

or - linancjng the con-
lm and maintenance
ofs recommendations.
«: ; Specific , will best
rovide - management,
‘linancing and construction
for. plan!s angd f(acililies to
-carry m{ Mt'm
systemy for s
zn M plants

76

told: get involved,
in water cleanup

for reclaiming valuable .

chemicals and minerals
from wastewater.

-All recommendations will .
have to receive . approval .

and some funding' from the

legislature, Weiss said.
Weiss also said that
decisions concerning area

» transfer from septic tanks to
sewers may be left-to the
localities mvolved But,
Weiss said, if and when the
transfer is rea uired, the
study will provide plans for
connecting new sewers intc
the MDC system.

"Last night's preliminary
meeting covered Hopkinton,
Hudson, larlboro, Nor-
thboroougi:, Seuthoorough,
Sudbury, Wayland. West
boro and 15 other area citiet
and towns. No officiuls frar
Mariboro, Hudson, Nor
thborough or Southboraug!
altended.




New England Construction
Lexington, MA
19 Nov 73

MDC And Army Engineers
Are Studying Wastewater
Managément Needs Here

The Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts. Metropolitan District. Commis-
sion. and the L. S. Army Corps of
Engineer<. are conducting a study to
determine solutions to the wastewater
managzement needs of the metropoli)
tan Boston area. i

This effort is the result of a need to
determine the future requirements of
the Metropolitan Sewerage District,
facilities. and of a Congressional’
authurization to the Corps of Engi.
neers, !

The progress of the study is:
directed by a joint State, Federal and;
rezional subcommittee.

The Metropolitan Area Planning
Council has been requested by the
Federal and State agencies respon

“sible for conducting the study to

assist_ them in informing anl involy
ing the public of the study area. Th
area i comprised of 109 communi
ties. 13 of which are currenll)"
members of the Metropolitan Sewer!
age District. i

As part of the public involvemen’
effort, an initial series of six meeting:
has heen scheduled. At these meet
ings. a detailed description of thy

seape. natnr . o objectives of the
<tuds will be presented.

These ectings will also offer an
opportunity to review the planning
assumptions and eriteria from which
future wiasteswater Hows will be de-
I‘i\v'l'.

The first meeting at the Acton-
Bosborou:h Resicenal Hizh School in
Acton was hirhl on November 15,

i

o s AL




The Patriot Ledger
Quincy, MA
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W astewater Management
Public Meetings Listed

other wastewaters required At 8§ pm. Dec. 18 a
e s Peas o Fobatiey Will be heid at the
gores Jacobs Lane, Norwell,
wil be I8 o Nowise Cly deuts ol te'tollowin
War Memorial Auditorium, st the|munities: Cohasset,
intersection Commoaweelth |bury, Hanover, Hull, Marshfield,
" Norwell, Pembroks, Rockland
and Scituate. PR
munit!umm
ing C and Someeville,
. well as will be
8 pm. Dec. 4 at
Hall chambers, Mass.
Ave. !




Assabet Valley Beacon

Acton, MA
22 Nov 73

ruptic Asked To Aid In

\\

!

Wastewater Management Study!

AREA — «Questicns trom the |
audivnce al @ meeting on !
waslewater management In
Acton last week were addressed
v u panel ul representatives |
iromn the Army Corps ol
Eungineers, Melropolitan,
District Commission,

Councii. These y ¥are-
unolved in a planning eitort to |
clean up Boston Harbur and tind .
solut.ons 1o sewage dispusal |
probiems in the entire
metropolitan area ol Eastern |
slassachuselts. (see separate |
article). .

Acton Seleciman Stephan |
lewis asked whether a town!
such as Aclon might be required :
t0 install a townwide sewerage
system. He was told |
.hat the purpuse ol the study is !

1wt to iell you when to put ina'
sewerage system, but howI
wastew ater trow such a system ¢
will be treated.” The decision to |
switch trom sepuc tanks will
depend more on local problems )
and recommendations trom the |
pcal board ol health, he was!
advised X

Metropolitan Area Planning]
Council representative Juhn}
Harrington commented that|
MAPC otters techmcali
assistunce to communities on|
deveivpment ol sewerage;
system plans. |

Duncan Brown of the Box-|
worvugh Board of Health Ad-|
visory Comnuttee asked how)
projections on gallons per

The hydrologic cycle begins!
with evaporation from oceans
and lakes. Clouds form, and
under the right climatic con-
ditions release precipitation.
The rain or meiting snow either '
percolates into the soil
recharging groundwater, or
flows overland to collect in
streams and rivers. Aeration
breaks down and treats limited
amounts of organic waste as a
stream flows to the ocean.
Human activities are now
contributing more poliution
than a water system's natural
capacily can accommodate,
Harrington -said, and as a
-esult, some walerways are
ittle more than open sewers.

[

nd
Metropolitun Are T4 ng |

Population growth and ad-
vanced technology have con-
tributed additional and more
complex waste. requiring
construction of more extensive
and complex (reatment
facilities, Harrington further
explained. Several alternative ,
treatment methods will be |
examined in the study. .

The Commonwealth's 1972
Environmental Capital Outlay
provided . funds for the
Metropoiitan District Com-
mission to undertake the
wastewater study, said Martin
Weiss of MDC. Under the ad-
ministration of {MDC, THE;
Metropolitan Sewerage’
District. established in 1689, |
serves 43 communities and &
population of almost two mitlion !
in the Greater Boston area.
Existing sewage treatrient|
facilities are reachirg tneir

“installed capacities, Weiss said, |

and must be improved (c meet
requirements of Federal
legislation. )

In addition to the Federa!|
goals for clean water, the
Wastewater Study should result
in recommendations for
management of sewnge in the
Metropolitan area for the next
eigh? years, aciorciag to
David C. Kenyon o: the Army
Corps of Eagineers. £r)jactions
of population, eriploment,
land use, water quaity and
consumption, ard waste loads
have heen made to ~over that
'span of time, he sail. Another .
objective of the ~tudy is to
determine whe he: the 109
communities will make up one
sewerage district or t:e area
will be divided in ) coveral’

79

smauer dastricts. “‘ror eacn
district a variety of waste
treatment systems will be
examined.” Kenyon explained.

Computer modeling and other
techniques are being used in an
“all-out” effort to solve the
problem of combined sewer
overflow of both raw sewage
and stormwater, one of the most
severe problems in Eastern
Massachusetts, ‘Kenyon said.

He also pointed out that in-
dustry is required by Federal
law to pcy its “‘fair share™ for
wastewater treaument. A basis
for charging industries for
treatment of their waste should
be another result of the study,
he said.

Kenyon also said that the
choice of systems will be based
on environmental, aest! iic,
hygienic and socio-economic
impact and will probably
require some ‘“‘tradeoffs.” “To
make these choices, we must
learn and understand k¢ desire
of the people of Ezstern
Massachusetts.” he said, “‘We
want to develop systems that
are best for you and your
community."’

Public participation meetings
will be held after the first of the
year and as technical efforts to

alternative systems,
are completed. The program
also offers a speaker's bureau
and technical warkshcps (or
discussion of social and
ecological aspects of the study,
through the Environmental
&l::nin( office of MDC, 727-

- e ——




Sun
Quincy, MA
6 Dec 73

< Waste Water Management

o T s o cs 0000

Meeting To. .Be Held Tonight :

Auﬁuoldxomofmm interested pqhintnnn,
"to inform residents M__.Iﬂl“. e g
:ommunitiséon

(Thursday) at 8 p.m.; at :
War Memorial Auditoriom.
. The meetings are pianned
inform the- public-of a stud
being ~ conducted" ““by  th

District - Comnﬁon
determine future requiremen
of the Metropolitan '
District facilities whick
The meetings offer conc
citizens a chance to mhv 8
influence ' the ' plan
assumptions snd - criteria
which future mnm wi

p-ovhh'thi'uiwi,-n..l
area is - comprised’ of ;. 109
eon-niti-. 43: dm-n
curreatly . m oto the




Advocate
Arlington, MA
6 Dec 73

Engineer Attends -
Wastewater Study

Town Enginéer Robert Higgins. recently
altended a rileeting al the Acton-
Regional High School in conoection with a
study by the Commonweaith of Mass. the
MDC and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
lo determine a solulion. lo the wastewaler
management, needs .of the metropolitan
Boston area. .

ﬂnstudyhumabwtuhmﬂtd@

need to determine the future requirements of
the Metropolitan Sewerage District facilities
and of a Congressional authorization to the
Corps of Engineers.

Today:there are 43 cities and towns in the
Metropolitan Sewerage District, and the
population served is’ almost 2 million people
from an area greater than 400 square miles.

To coprdinate the- metropolitan Bo.un
study with . pther statewide. ' projects,

Environmental  Protection  Agency,
Mectropolilan Area Planning Council, Mass.
Division- 1, Office of
State Planning and Management and MDC.

The Committee formulated a joint work
program, and with the engineering firm it has
completed a detailed scope of work for the
entire project.

The study area comprises 109
municipalities. The concept is to look into the
best solutions for providing sewerage
facililies for these cities and towns. However,
this does not necessarily mean that every
of tho Metropaitan Sewetage DIkTICt-
of tan e t

Higgins explained msevenl presen.
tations relative to the proposals were given at

the meeting held in Acton. He added tha::*
program were suggested. )

A second meeting was scheduled for Nov. |
20in Danvers, athirdon Dec. 4 in Cambrid.e.
and a fourth in Newton on Dec. 6.

Four major engineering lnerutiva will

Technical mittee on_Boston Hutbor be examined to establish limits and systems :
Eastern Mass. was formed. The committeeis - for the Eastern Mass. Metropolitan ares. -
‘composed ““ _Corps_ of Enginesrs, incjuded are: Noexpansion of the present;

sie %

L

provements only to the existing service area

Meu'opollbn Sewerage District with h~]
Limiled expansion, possibly adding 16!

© more commub..ies, or contracﬁon m’

some outlying communities.
Ultimate expansion to incluge the
No District, a decentralized system with
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" NEWTON -

News Natick Bureau
Porous
pavement could be the thing t
of the future.

Metropolitan District
Commissioner John Sears is
looking into that eventuality
as a solution to what he
termed ove of the major
foreseeable problems ‘in
water management.

. The  MDC,> the y

Co ngineers .n’c'

sponsors-s .. of .. - the
Regional © Wastewater
Mamgmtsw a lu.-

ssioner - Sears’
comments came at the first
such meeting, held last
t in Newton. (
tudy zrojoctions
calculateas far ahead as the

wwldbclihlmmuneyur
1889.” ﬂwwc;:. whihutbo
pro populations

similar data may be-

othet by unforeseeable-

developments, he said,
identification: of the an-

Porous pavement

Sears said one of the first
problem is obvigusly going
be grouadwater

?; ter is used
mmﬂl‘md at the
projected rates, according

todnugntd.tﬂn

flow lcvul 1960 would be
atzerolevdforuchyspu
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Waste Water Usable,
Newton Group Told

By LISA BREMS
Patriot ledger Correspondent

NEWTON — ‘‘Two things we
have discovered about sewage
treatment over the years are that
waste water is an asset — we
can use it — and that we should
leave water pretty much where
we find it. Moving it around too
much for treatment upsets the
balance of nature,” Metropolitan
District Commissioner John W.
Sears said last night.

Initisl Findings

Representatives of the
Mletropolitan District Commission
(MDC),
ltzjh Council ( “). and
e e
ings Ppro; -
ern Massachusetts

R
ig‘i; 3- 4

d
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T);e Newton Times
Newton, MA

12 Dec 7 :
Sewerage slows Charles’ flow

and still water runs rotten

Will the Charles River reverse
direction between Natick and
Waltham in the future? According
to A. Richard Miller, consulting
physicist and Executive Director
of the Lake Cochituate Watershed
Association, we may eventually
have not only sero but negative
flow on this stretch of the Charles,
if we do not stop dumph; [ 2] -
much waste water. ° o

Miller raised the qunthn ata
hearing called by John Sears,
chief Metropolitan District
Commissioner, on wastewater ~

management for 19 communitdes. -
in the Boston. Hubor-l:num
Massachusetts area. .

Rita Barron of the Charles -
River Watershed Association’
recommeaded that wastewater be
kept within the watershed where
it originates. New theories cir
culating among conservationists
attribute some water mismanage-
ment crises to the practice of
collecting water from one water-
shed region and dumping it inteo -
another. Sewage treatment -
plants make the situation worse.

"Man's activities," summarised
MDC planner John Harringtes, \ . °
"have produced more pollutiom ... i
than the natural systemcan -
accommodate.” NO self-purifie
cation exists in most parts of th.
globe any more. Too often,
rivers are used to carry off waste
and waterways become open » ¢ ‘1
sewers, necessitating sewage |
treatment. The original MDC ¥
plants at Deer and Nut Islands '
provided oaly primary trutmd’
(separating ous settlable -ouaw W
from liquid effluent). ~Oply_ “

84

i

recently has it become mandatory
to treat liquid effluent. Since
then, Sears said, almost 20 clam
beds in the Boston Harbor arsa
have been reopened. Modern-~
ization of Nut and Deer will
include secondary treatment, in
which bacteria consume the ¢z~
ganic parts of wastes, mr the
solids settle out.

The Dec. 6 session was.one of

six during November and Decem= |

ber seeking input, as requested
by federal and state uondu :
from citizens of the affected
comprising 109 eomtnumhs B
bounded by Boston Harbor, -~ “*°°

Brockton, Bellingham, Holliston, .
Boxboro, Chelmsford and Andover:

Only 43 of these currently belong
to the MDC Sewerage Pistrict,
the base system needing modern-
ization and expansion. ;

- According to Sears, Deer and

Nut are in trouble. The original }

district, now 80 years old, was
created in 1889 and began opera~
ting in 1895 at Deer Island. 7'
is essentially the same today. .

M..ctin Weiss of MDC revealed
that the MDC sewearage serves -- -
almost t-vo million people over“
400 square mises, with 1} pume-
ping stations and two large trdat-
ment plants, Operation now cost:
almost $7 million per year. AN
storm water treatment station n
BU Bridge ie a mnuy-

installation to process 'uorbb ¢
fore it adde pollutants to th

Cunsias. - -2 Prisciily Lesgg]
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rluw to keep
water clean
&0 years

By ClaytonJones - .
Staff writer of
The Christian Sctence Monitor

“r.norrow's watar-pollution prob.’

.ns may be on the way to solution —
but what about the dsy after tcmor-
row? .

In the 2t contury projocnonn !
indicate. more than 4 million people |
will be genersting wastes that could |
re-poliute - Boston }hrhor and m
tributaries. -

Mindful of todcnl rmlnaunu far
zero-discharge. of poliutants. into- wa-
terways by 1988, state sewerage plan- ~
ners are going & step further and
beginning-to decide how waste water -
is to be managed for the next 80 years.~—1

But to do that, stats oificials say :
they have had to forecast the ‘sise,.
shape, and makeup of eastern Mas~y’
sachusetts for the 21st century. — it

Using ' conputars, census figures;

and past the Matropoll
tan Area Planning «{MAPC) v
completed su and for-the.

past few months has been airing it at
public-meetings in the Boston lnb-
urbs.-

Data to aid coordination R

This information. planners resson.
will help them coordinate future sew-
age treatment on the Mystie, Charies,

cities — outside the inner 43 of the

M.m - have~
not forecast the of their pol- -
luted watars on surTounding commu- .

NUIMMMMM l

mmm

Sewage from mm 2 m.llll.-
people now passes through these:
plants which use ocutdated primary- -
treatment. sald a MAPC official.

Public meetings heid in the region
in the last three months have stressed
one point: Those Boston *suburbe-
whiéh will be expanding the most in... -
the next 80 years are the ones with the
worst oe no sewage treatment.

These are the suburbds around Inter. -
stats 433 where population will be
incressing while Boston's population
will be decreasing.

Population will climb to somewhere
between 4.1 and 5.2 million people in.
2030 for the 109 communities sur-
rounding Boston. said Joha Harring: -

Christian Science Monitor

Boston, MA
4 Jan 74
Continuedfrom+¢A 2 __

But..the study projectsd, New En-
gland will sutfar a slower growth in
employment and business between
1770 and 1990 compared with the -
rsmainder ot'the U.S.

Citizen reaction to mio foneuu ;

ganerally has 'been ons of *‘Where will !
sveryone lve?"' and “How many -
more monwmtnhmnnmrmy
w“')l'

But, says Mr. Hltﬂnm tores-.
casting for a specific community fs.
not nearty as accurate as projecting
conditions for a region. Towns will be
asked to take a regional appmeh h
thelr problems and solutions.

With s year to go before the entire
$1.2 million Wasts water engineering
and management study is presented
for public acceptance again, planners:
say the work will:

® Propose seconcary treatment °
for the sewage flowing to Deer and
Nutlsiand plants.

© Suggest advanced regional

plants for waswe :
This is In addition to the loca)

forest, and recreation land and puri-
“ fied by filtaring through the topmil. .

° mmmhdnnpmm
number of citiss  and towns now’
mmummmn
District. - .. r

® Offer- vm b use ‘Tecisimed
waste water. >Waste water is ‘2
. resource.- We can use it,”” said MDC
" Commissioner John W. Sears at a
meeting of m in Nowton last’®
week.” -

] Pmmmmm pay
for new treatment plants. Federal
guidelines for financing municipal
plants now are 75 percent federal, 13
percent state, and 10 psreent local.
Industry, too, must pay its “falr
share” for Mu its m ®ys
the federal law. © . e '
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Boston casts its sludge to the sea,|

By R. S. Kindleberger
Globe Staff

While New York City
worries about a massive
bed of sewage sludge that
scientists  believe could
wash up on Long Island
heaches in as litlle as three
years, this area continues
o pump its sludge into

Boston Harbor. e

. Roston, New Yirk and .is done, you can
Philedelphia are believed ° predict where this - stuff

the only major cities in‘the
country that still practice
occan  sludge  dispofal’
Could the environmental
disaster feared
York happen here?

Boston's. sludge  dis-
charge, estimated at 140
tons 8 day from Ih¢ Deee
and Nut Islands 1;catment
plants. is musli simaller
than New York's. Aid une
like New Yor)., twz area
dumps Ms dredging spolls

hoping it will stay there |

in a separate area, some 18
miles east of Lynn.
But Dr. Guy C. McLeod,

. much as anyone, does not
rule out the possibility

- that a century’s buildup of
harbor sludge could invade

_ Boaton ares beaches. -

“Until a very good study
real

<

will end up. But you can
assume .there's substsatia)

». transport,” McLeod seid.
in New-

contains  human

colilmm bsacteria. One sci-
entist dezeribed the mess
as rescmbling black may-
onnaise,

Mcleod estimates that

as much as 10 square miles
of Boston Harbor floor are
blanketed with sludge
buildup, at depths of three
to four feet in many

“You mmr concen=
* trations would simost

. make

it worthwhile to

. mine the ocean floor, if

'+ you could separate the

metals,” McLeod raid. |
“We can ideatify resis

trict Commission (MDC)
has yielded (o Federsl
pressure and agreed {o end
the sludge discharges by
May. 1, -1076. Plans are
going ahead for an incine-
rator 0 burn the sludge

In the pist the MDC has
justified its disposal prac-
tice on'.grounds that the
sludge, mixed with chlori-

dues of ot least 90 ditfer- 2

-ummurml.w ‘btl Aoy

of it can ‘barely sustsin’

" jile, and shellfish harvest-

ing is banned or restricted
throughout the harbor be-
cause of pnilutjon.

".The Metropolitan Disé

87
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South Middlesex News
Framingham, MA
23 Apr 1974

Re egional sewage

3

.,plans to be mulled

mutln lnmywlllln tlw@lhcyurm-mh
- "ﬂd mr%\l':hout Eutm lbwn.

e et et 1 Mt
F:‘ i ﬂM"mn‘:l ewage m

o e Pfeliminary pllu regionally for the 100 invelved
i!’ndrmuu “the’ proposals communities, which Include -

S T shland, . rnniun m,:
. i o Natick, S , Wayland,
i i . Westboro, Holliston, Ndny

{

S

Milford, Millis.
mamm-ﬂu

9 at
mmsm 'ﬁrm o Beire:
, . Mayldat Hall;

. a 15 at War llmrul
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“All the many splendid ways to enjoy
thé outdoors become so possible, so
necessary on-warm spring days. In two
weeks the buds will be leaves and the
harshness of -winter: ‘@ rare memory.” -~

Swetching into that.warm sun, circulating - : an 't - .
i e ’ .©  around the bays of Hull. And it takes a
mightily with_life -'it’s good, so good o s~ husky. storm__to flush out inlets to the_

be alive..

WHERE IS THE RIGHT PLACE TO **
PUT AN AIRPORT? If you live a football -

T reihach
v 1%

field’s lonzth' from the.fence of the South .- - ¢:F0d0ill Water Pollution Act Amendments ..

Weymouth Naval - Air Station, you'd -
vioeintly’ insist that-wasn’t the place. If

overlooking a verdant valiey down toward
Plymouth, you'd say that valley was not .
the ‘place. If you're a businessman on the
south  shore who does a lot of flying,
you’d say Logan’s becoming an
i~nessibility. And if you lived in Chelsea
«w.nany of the communities borderin

" !zam, you'd say the airport never shoui
have been put there. - ;

_ Where is the right place to put an o - U.S. Army. Corps of Engineers and other. .
airport? On a flock of aircraft carriers ... jgencies involved in the Boston Harbor - -

tethered offshore? In a distant rural spot? . -
No, aircraft carriers get tossed around in
storms and rural spots don’t remain rural
when something like an airport. is built.

And who wants the airport to be a: i

hundred miles away? -

There is no perfectly ﬁﬁt-ﬂlﬂ ﬁo: e

build an airport, just as there’s no right -

place for roads, rail lines, and any other -~

modern communication setup that
produces noise and chemical pollution,
disfigures the countryside and is a safety
hazard. P L . e

But planes are here to stay, in ever
changing forms, and more airports will be
needed to service more people. Especially -
on the south shore, which could have-
nearly a million residents by early in the
21st century. Maybe by that time the
plane will have been tamed - it'll be a
totally safe, clean, quiet vehicle you
wouldn’t mind having a football field
away. We think that is where the emphasis
should be - on technological improvement
of the plane. And until then, who could
blame the people who enjoy life in
Weymouth from becoming a mite panicky
when the state suggests that 747’s or
DC-10’s should be allowed to perch on
the runways of the South Weymouth
Naval Air Station.

‘. bays. Those poliutants mingle with sewage -
"; ~.mire of the waters of the greater Boston

ey

+ S i "t=ipoint where swimming doesn’t leave a.
: -3 foul taste in the mouth. - - 4

P

sou _have a summer bome on a hillide " :=; gll;;i'mnt,:dt.m Aitag. . aren . . Jabezs. De

. ' resources - the waterways and the coast./

story

—

. e

e e g R
homes bordering the bays seep pollutants
from cesspools and septic tanks into those

from nearby towns and add to the overall
- region.. You can’t ‘clam the mud flats

~-. By 1985, however, Hull w1!l have i:o'i
" ¢lean up its sewage mess because the 1972

~—_require that discharge of Pollutants into

d within ten years all the :
waters around Hull will have to reach
quality levels to allow completely . safe.
fishing and swimming. . G

The Metropoli Area Planning
Council ( _ ates that the cost to-
clesrUp Hull and all the other 109-
communities .and industries of .the -

- metropolitan area will be around $1

" billion. The MAPC, in concert with the

Eastern Massachusetts Wastewater -
;. Management Study, will begin in May
‘releasing. to the public some of the
findings of the study. We'll digest their
opinions-and pass them on to you. We
hope that you're interest will be piqued to -
the point where you .take an active
" interest in cleansing and preservation of
the south shore’s most valuable natural

Mirror
Hingham, MA
24 Apr 74
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Townsman
Wellesley, MA
25 Apr 74

Public Meetings Examine Sewage Treatment -

Citizens are invited to par-
ticipate in a series of siz meetings
on aiternative regional sewage
treatment plans, developed by the
Boston Harbor Eastern
Massachusetts” Wastewater
Management Study.

Meetings have been scheduled
for the following dates and-
locations: May 7, Acton-
Boxborouzgh Regional
Charter Road, Acton; May 9,
Riverside Scbool. Street,
Danvers; May 14, Cam City
Hall, City Council Chambers, 796
Massachusetts Ave., Cambridge;
May 15, War Memorial
Auditorium, City Hall, 1000 Com-
monweaith Ave., Newton; May 20,
' Medfield High School Auditorium,
Pound Street, Medfield; May 22,
Cushing Memorial Town Hall, 673
Vlam Street, Norwell. Time is 8:00

Under‘ Federsl mandate, the
waters (tributaries, rivers, har-
bors) of the eastern Massachusetts
region are expected to be fit for

\water recreation and the propaga-

llll.ISdlwl ;

mandated by
- Pollution
Amendments.

-tion of fish by 1983. The
Amendments

of the Federal Water

" Pollution Control Act of 1972 also

sets a goal which calls for the dis-
charge of pollutanu into the
m tan area’s waun to be
eliminated by 198S. -

sion will include a
preliminary :plans illustrating
alternative regional treatment

Coltrol _.Act
The plans, developcd hy the
Metropolitan District Com~
mission, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers and other parti¢ipaung’
agencies, inclode four water-
oviented wastewater disposal

system for advanced
effluent from inland areas. Discus-
sion will also focus on the types of
impacts these alternative plans
will luvo on the physical, nehl

The program for the public ses- posal sys!
presentation of of $1 billion. Eligible capital costs,

and economic environment of in-  Other participating agencies
include the Massachusetts Divi-

dividual munici rhu.. and the
sion of Water Pollution Coatrol,

as a who!

n order to meet federal re- the Massachuset:s Office of State
qulmnenu it-is estimated that Planning and Managemest and the
total capital costs involved in U.S, smmmml Protection
constmeunl water-oriented dis- Agency. /

tems will be on the order . 3

not including opcution and
o gy -yl i
state nnnngal m:‘u:a. The
remaining 10 perce expected
tobomvﬂdbyloulclﬁuand_z

the study hblaymusumw'
to 3] to.

relai
key isaum oy

by local

ted governments. Local olficials,.

special interest m and in-
dividual
become in ndlnthom
and selection process to d
the future expenditure of
funds. = Bt




‘Acton to host |

iy local govern- ‘
wastewater 1o

ments.
bfficials, special interestx

study series

groups -and individuoal tax-
payers are urged to become in-

Journal volveg in the ev:;u:eu;on and
: i selection process ermine
Sapcard, MA se:ice?:f:ibl:t:?e‘ﬁt::sg?:ﬁ: the future expenditure of
74 i : blic funds.
25 Apr native regional sewage trea, PY
Also in: ment plans developed by thei

Minute Man-Lex
Fence Viewer-

Boston Harbor-Eastern Mas:.!
Wastewater Management:
SMtudy. according to the|
etcopolitan Area Planain

Sudbury . Are g
. . Council.
Times-Union- THE meeting will be_heldinl
Burlington the Acton-Boxborough
Citizen-Belmont Regional High School on

Charter rd., on Tuesday, May7 -
at 8 pm. All Minute-man -
towns are in the study area.

The meetings are designed
to further encourage public
participation in the selection of
areawide wastewater manage-
ment plans. -

The p for the evening
will include a presentation of
preliminary plans illustrating
alternative regional treatment
systems to serve through the
year 2000. These systems have
been designed to meet the
standards mandated by the
Federal Water Pollution
Control Act Amendments of
1972. The'plans, developed by’
the Metropolitan District Com-
iission, the U.S. Army Corps |
of Engineers and other !
ticipating agencies, include '
four water-oriented
wastewater - disposa} ‘systems,
as” well ‘g9, 4*lawd-oriented
system “for' advanced’ treat-
ment of effluent from® inland
ireas. D‘i;cussion Y‘JL,:":
‘ocus on the types o c
hese alternative plans will
iave on the physical, social
1wwd economic environment of ;
ndividual municipalities, and :
he region as a whole. -

In order to meet federal re- :
virements, it is estimated
1at total capital costs involy-
d in constructing water-
ricnted disposal systems will
e on the order of $1 billion.
ligible capital costs, not
icluding operation an
«aintenance, will qualify for"

parcent federal and 15 per-
:nt state financial assistance,
12 remaining 10 percent is ex-
«cted to be provided by local
‘ies and towns.

These public meetings,
ganized through the
ntrepolitan Area Planning

‘wuncil, will attempt to

'nslate the technical aspects

the study into layman’s

ms and (o relate engineer-
oolions o key issues raised

23




Advocate
Arlington, MA
25 Apr 74

Meetings Scheduled

.On Regional Sewage |

During the month of May officizls and
residents are invited to a series of six
meetings on alternative regional sewage
treatment plans developed by the m
Harbor-Eastern ‘Massachusetts Wutuuur g
umumatsmdy y

meetings, manind through the -
HMpohtan Area P Council, will
incl minary plans
illustrating alternative regional treatment

“ systems designed to meet Federal Water

Pollution Control Act standards.

The 8 p.m. meetings are scheduled: May1 :
Acton-Boxborough Regional High School;
May 9, Riverside School, Danvers; May 14,

hddn City Hall; May 18, War Memortal
Mtu'lum. Newton; May 20, Medfield Hm
School; May 22. Town Hall, Norwell.
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Assabet valley Wastelvater Management Study

Beacon
Acton, MA
26 Apr 74

To Hold Local Area Meeting -

AREA — Under Federal
mandate, the waters
(tribularies, rivers, harbors) of
the eastern Massachusetts
region are expected (o be fit for
water recreation and the
propagation of fish by 1983. The
Amendments of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act of
1972 (PL 92-500) also sel a goal
which calls for the discharge of
pollutants into the metropolitan
area’s waters to be eliminated
by 1.45.

How will the 109 communities
and numerous industries within
the region com with the
goals of this Federal law? To
achieve these goais, what costs
will be passed down to the
taxpayer and what benefits can
he expect to derive from -the
implementation of water
quality programs?

The US. Army Corps of
Engineers, the Metsopolitan
District Commissionyand other
agencies participating in the
Boston Harbor-Eastern
Massachusetts Wastewater
Management Study will have
some answers to these very'
critical questions when they
meet with residents on
Tuesday, May 7 at 8 p.m. in the

-Acton-Boxborough Regional

High School /

Using water  quality
requirements set up by the
United " States Environmental
Protection Agency, the
Massachusetts _ Division of
Water Pollutiof Control and
intormation gathered trom
local concerns by the
Metropolitan Area Planni
Councit;—€ngineering alter-
natives have been developed .
meeting the region's water
quality requirements through
the year 2000.

Chousing among these dif-
ferent courses of action is not a
job for the prolessionals alone.
Local olficials, special interest
groups and the individual
taxpayer have the right and
obligation Lo become involved in
the evaluation and selection

process.

‘I'he meeting is designed to
further encourage public
participation in the selection of
Areawide wastewaler

95

management plans. “

The program for the ‘evening
will include a presentation of
preliminary plans illustrating
alternative regional treatment
systems to serve through the
year 2000. These systems have
been designed to meet the
standards mandated by the
Federal Water Pollution
Control Act Amendments of
1972. The plans, developed by
the Metropolitan District
Commission, the US. Army
Corps of Engineers and other
participating agencies, include
four water-oriented wastewater
disposal systems, as well as a
land-oriented system for ad-
vanced treatment of effluent
from inland areas. Discussion
will also focus on the types of
impacts these alternative plans
will have on the physical, social
and economic environment of
individual municipsisties, and
the region as a whole.

In order lo mest federal
requirements, it is estimated
that total capital costs involved
in constructing water-oriented
disposal systems will be on the
order of $1 billion. Eligible
capital costs, not including
oli;ﬂntion_ and maintenance,
wi
federal and 15 .percent State
financial assistance. ‘The

remaining 10 _percent_ is_ex.-

pected to be provided by local
cities and towns.

These public meetings,
organized through -the
Metropolitan Area Planning
Council, will attempt to tran-
slate the technical aspects of
the study into layman's termns

or and to relate engineering op-

lions to key issues raised by
local governments. Local of-
licials, special interest groups
and individual taxpayers are
urged to become involved in the
evaluation and -selection
process to determine the future
expenditure of public funds.

_ Other participating agencies
include the Massachuselts

y [for 75 percent .

Division of Water Pollution ,
Control, the Massachusetts .

Ulice of State Planning and

Management and the U.S. -

Environmeptal  Protecti
Agency. - * —--
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Boston, MA .
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4 Sewerage Plans. to Be Heard

The Metrogolitan _A rea
Plannin il yesterday '

anno a series of six
meetings throughout eastern
Massachusetts to obtain
public reaction to four pro-
posed plans to upgrade. the
severage systems and treat-
ment facilities in y00 com-
munities.

The meetings wiil be held: -

Tuesday, May 7, Acton-
Boxborough Regional - High
School, Acton: Thursday,
May 9, Riverside School,
Liberty st., Danvers:
Tuesday, May 14, Cambridge
Cith Hall; Wednesday, May

15, Newton Clty Halk - Mon- -

day, Muy 20, Mdﬂeld l-li;h ¢

School, and Wednesday, May
22, Cushing Memorial Town
Hall, Norweil.

‘Forty-three of the 109 com-

munities involved are in the -

tan Sewerage
District. These 43 communi-
ties have a population 6f
almost 2 million persons and
occupy an area of more than
400 square miles.

The hearings are in con-
junction with a study being
undertaken by the MDC, the
Army Corps of Engzineers,
Metropolitan Area Planning
Council, Office of State Plan-
ning and Management,

. metropol

Division of Wam Pollutw
Control and Euvlronmem
The study is aimed i
meeting a federal mandat
that the 100 communitie
upgrade the quality of thei

waterways to “fishable” an
“swimmable’ Jevels in les

"than 10 years.:

The 1972 Federal wau
Pollution Control Act amen¢
ments also set a goal whic
calls for the discharge ¢
pollutants into (F
itan area’s waters 1
be eliminated by 1385.




Sunday Post
Lynn, MA
28 Apr 74

Future Water Waste Treatment \
Planmng Meeting,On May 9

DANVERS — During the
month of May local officials and
interested eitiuns from 109

‘l'lnu public meetings,
oruniud through
M iun Area Phnnll.u.

communities are invited to _Cou
participate in a series of six mmlmudmmdy

meetings on alternative rqional
sewage treatment - plans, -
developed by the B ton Harbor
— Eastern Massac tts waste
water management study.

North Shore area meeting will
be held Thursday, May 9, at the
Riverside school, Liberty 'st,
Danvers, at 8 p.m. o

The program for the evcning
will include a presentation of
preliminary plans illustrating
alternative regional trestment
systems to serve :through the’
vear 2000. These have
oeen designed to meet the
standards mandated by the
“'ederal Water Pollution Control
Act amendments of 1972. The
1lans, developed the
{etropclitan Distriet Com-
nission, the U. S. Army Corps of
:nginnrs and other par-

pating agencies, include four
atcr-oﬂontod wastewater

rcu these alternative plans
have on the physiul. social
1 :ﬁfﬁ mnldpuu., u=
\ 4
- region as a whole. .

intolayman's terms and torelate
engineering options to key issues
raised by .local governments.
Local omchh, special interest
groups and individual taxpayers
are urged to become invo nd in
the evaluation and selection
process to determine the future
expenditure of public funds.
Other participating agencies
include the Massachusetts
Division of Water Pollution
Control, the Massachusetts
Office of State Planning and
Management and the U. S. En-
vironmental Protection Agency. -
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MAPC Presenting Waste Treatment Plans

BOSTON — Four concepts of

wastewater  treatment engi-
reer(inx designed to
mee

a federal clean water
mandate by 1985, be
presanted to the

area communities in a seriss ol

meetings by the M
Planning next

Area
mon!
Area meetings have " been
. scheduled on Monday, May 20,
at Medfield Hi School
Auditorium,
\Iedﬁold and
Memorial

Hall. 673 M Street, Nornll
both at 8:00 p.m.

Tie 109 communities will be
asked to comment on and
question the four preliminary
&)nc:l:; t:::-t bav;e m{zg from

e fi of a s con-
ductad by the MDC,
Corps_of Engineers
agencies participating in the
Boston Harbor-Eastern Massa-

chusetts Wasuwaur

Management Study.

Another sries of meeting will
be held in December or January
with more detail and definitive
recommendations. The MDC
Becesiary  gring 0t
pecessary con-
struction In 1975 after the final

plan has been selected.

Aceo% to Jobn. Harrington
of the &omm
for the and

hhm sewers
?:’mmuummnm
WMWMM
1‘52 m of
the Dur and Nut
treatment plant mvleo. The|i

f 73 per
cent tedcra 15 por mt state,
azd 10 per ceat local.

~Concept One proposes

Street, .
dnadunuﬂ

and
"and odher

for the

upgra MDC Nut and
D mlshnd wastewater

‘would include
(in

Walpole, and

David Kenyon, a sphumn
for the
- Enginee

Upper Charles River basin nd
that are located around .

MDC water NPPIY
ir in tbe Sudbury

Stoughton,
Westwood.

treatment plants on

river banks was limited by the
: fact there is only. 16.000 acres
* available “for all; 100 com-
area. Also
coastal

" part) Quiney Ran-
dolph and Weymouth.

Possible reglom systems h
area would be located in
m, Needham, wasne:lcy

£

! Canon. Norwood
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Milford, MA
1 May 74
“Wastewater Ireatment = ]
Meeting To Be In Medfield
MEDFIELD — Four plans for Central System
wastewater treatment engineer-  John Harrin of the MAPC
ing, which were designed to meet has estimated that the capital

a federal clean water mandate by
1985, will be presented to area
communities in a series of
meetings by the litan
Area
bmnm next mon!
area will
with mn{l:( on
20 at Medfield High School
Auditorium, Pond street. At
these mee 100 communities
will be for their
and comments on g:t Il:ur
preliminary ve
evolved from the first of a
study conducted by the
itan District Commis-
sion, the Army Corp. of
Engineers and o&cr 'ﬁo"'“"
mpatiu in the ston
Eastern Massachusetts
Wastewater Management Study.
The followup series of
meetings will be held in
December and January for a
more definitive tion
on which rmmtolollow. The
MDC will make application for

the necessa ants for con-
struction in alter the fina
plan has been chosen. .

79

mts I'n“ the t‘l;eaunent facilities
terceptor sewers range
from $970 to $1,130 miilion.
tralized

would be the maximum expan-
sion of the Deer and Nut Islands
treatment plant service. The |
most decentralized plan, in-
cludin‘ the addition of six
re trsums. is estimated at '
$1,130 million. The funding would
be 75 percent federal, 13 t
state and 10 percent local.

Use of Land

David Kenyon, a ﬁkumn
for the Army Corp of Eagineers,
notes that the study revealed the
use of land for assimilating
wastes, as an alternative to
building extensive advanced
treaunen‘u)hnu on river banks,
was limited by the fact that there
are only 16,000 acres available
for all 109 communities in the

s area.
"X"ﬂo salt water in the coastal

community sewers elimina
the possibility of land use in ?
areas. .
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Also in: News-Amesbury, MA
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Danvers meeting to eye
wastewater disposal -

During the month of May ment of effluent from inland percent is expected to be
local officials and interested areas. Discussion will also provided by local cities and
citizens from 109 communities focus on the types of impacts towns, . A
are invited to participate in a these alternative plans will These public meetings,
series of six meetings on have on the physical, social organized through the

alternative regional sewage and economic environment of Metropoli ea Planning
treatment plans, developed by individual municipaiities, and Cou ill attempt to
the Boston Harbor - Eastern the region as a whole. translate the technical

Massachusetts Wastewater In order to meed federal aspects of the study into
Management Study. -+ requirements, it is estimated layman’s terms and (o relate
Included in the study area that total capital costs in- engineering options to key
are the towns of Boxford, Volved in constructing water- issues raised by local
Danvers, Hamilton, Ipswich, oriented disposal systems will governments. Local officials,
Topsfield, and Wenham. be on the order of 31 billion. special interest groups and
designed Eligible capital costs, not individual taxpayers are
The meetings are designed j,.],ding operation and urged to become involved in
to further mm"‘m‘ maintenance, will qualify for the evaluation and selection
participation in the selection 75 oercent federal and 15 process to determine the
::a 1:;::“2:’;“':‘6;:‘:::;: percent state financial future expenditure of public
sivetings e set for May assistance. The remaining 10 funds. ;
9 at 8 p.m. at the Riverside
Schcol, Liberty street,
Danvers. o Erts
The program for the
evening will include a

regional treatment systems to
serve through the year 2000.
These systems have been
desi to mest the stan-
dar mandated by the
Federal Water Pollution
Control Act Amendments of
1972. The plans, developed by
the Metropolitan District
Commission, the U. S. Army
Corps of Engineers and other
participating agencies, in-
clude four d::::l-orlonud
waziswater systems,
8s we! as’ a landoriented
system for advanced treat-

100
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Hull=Nantasket Times
Hull, MA
2 May 74
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During. the month of y
local officials and interested
citizens from 109 communities
are invited to participate in a
series of six meetings on
alternative regional sewage
trcatment plans, developed by
the Boston Harbor -~ Eastern
Massachusetts Wastewater
Management Study. The meeting
for the South Shore Area will be
May 22, Town Hall, Norwell.

The meetings are designed to
further encourage public
participation in the selection of
areawide wastewater
management plans.

The program for the evening
will include a presentation of
preliminary - plans  illustrating
alternative regional treatment
systems lo sérve through the
year 2000. These systems have
been designed to meet the
standards mandated by the
Federal Water Pollution Control
Act Amendments of 1972. The
plans, developed by the
Metropolitan District
Commission, the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers and other
participating agencies, include
four water-oricnted wastewates
disposal systems, as well as 3
land-oriented system fo1
advanced treatment of effluent
from inland areas. Discussion
will also focus on the types of
impacts these aiternative plam:
will have on the physical, social
and economic environment of
individual municipalities, and
thz r:gon as a whole.

In order to meet federal
requirecments, it is estimated that
toial copital costs involved in
constructing water-oriented
disposai systems will be on the
order of S1 billion. Eligible
capital costs, not including
opzsration and maintenance, will
yualtiy for 75 percent federat
and 15 percent state financial
assistance. The remaining 10
percent  is  expected to be
provided by local cities and
towns.

These public  meetings,
organized through the
Metrop. &% sanine

On Sewage Treatment Plans

Council, will attempi to
trdnstate the technical aspects of
the study into layman’s terms
and to relate engineering options
to key issues raised by local
governments. Local officials,
special interest groups and
individual taxpayers are urged to
become involved - in the
evaluation and selection process

to determine the (future
expenditure of public funds.
Other participating agencies
include the Massachusetts
Division of Water Pollution
Control, the Massschusetts
Office of State Planning and
Management and the U.S.
Environmental Protection

" Agency.
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munities included - in. a mcnumental. 2.3
million wastewater mnmemen. study vibich
proposes seweruge traatmewt lacililles es--

timated tn.cost about $1 hillion.
The wraps were taken off the study, wh uh is
about 590 p-rcs’ it complnt-d 2t a news

April 26. :
Besides tha MAPC‘ the study team inc: ud-:

the Metropolitan Dis' rict Cemmissicn (r D), -

the Army Corps oi Eriineess, t:2 Cifice of
Stata Planniag and *anayerreat, the Division

of Water Pellesiion Contral and the Fi-.

vironmental Protaction Agency.

They are coaducting tiiz ‘‘Eastern
Massachusetts-Eoston Harbor Wastawator
Management Study ™ with the avowed itanticn
.of meeting the Federal Watier Pollution
Control Act t mandate that calls foe the 2V'mina-.

tion of disch arge of pollutan's in’o ths .

metropolitan area’s walers by 1428, g
The cities =::d towas involvad 2.50 2re re-
quired to improve the- quality of their
waterways to- “fishable’” aad ‘‘swimmat!s"
levels in less than 10 years. - ° !
The MDC's 253l is to eliminate the discharqe

of digested sluuxc fror the Deer Island and :

Nut Island treatment plants iato Boston Hac-
bor and to provide a minimum of sccondary

treatment lor all mm dlsfharztd by these

plants.
‘Tte study team has wllinnd fonr altarnative

systems or concepts, plus tiae pissitility of 2

land treatment solution currently vnde. ev- ;

arination. ;
The concepts weigh the possicle exp arsion ot

MDC treatment plants to serve moce -

municipalities and construction of inland
fx:zilities to discharge highly treatad effluznis
iris the Mystic, Charles or Nepunset Rivers, or
et abination of thesa,

‘Satellite™ plaats, it is b'-hrud c:vxld
relizve the poliution 'urd oo Boston Exrl:
ity inaccase€ 113 to the tivers B3P
drring the dries sermmer reonths, and preciin e
the need cf jastaling lacge reiief sewers for
the present 85 stom,

MAPC spezesm:n John Harsingtun caid the
rved fue and cust of the syswn are “'¢f surious
Cw corn to the cities and 1ywns.” He nulir that

1 addition to the $t billian for ryajoc cpital
vp sns2s refecred 1o earlier for impm.-h-n!
‘. T tkin the MDC, the cost cauld equal anotiver

_bitlion for “Ircal enllection systems for

g dJZSD 0"‘a3

e co'v;mumueu outside thc MDC seweruc dl
;e -
" Cmly 3olthe iy mumclpah.iu_ hl thc :M

near the geographical center. of 109 com- ;_am are i the MUC system.

- speat.” -

coacerence at lMotrosalitari Area Flanaing
Cour.uL.Lh.k\PC) hna..‘quar!ﬁn' m'B'm o

eony -

0 PR B .* 8 e e
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Ia oider to inclucte public participation in lhe

" choina of system and [acilities for wastewater !

macozeraent, Haiington said a serias of

* public meetings will ba held so that the citizans

rnay “‘help us deud- l'oa their tax moncy isi

s o Acton ‘meling '

* Tre first pudlic ba-aring wm be hald h Acton
at the Acton-Boxt-rrouza Reg'onal Hizgh School
on Tia;day, May 7at8p :

Minute-man arca !oums ngure in all of thc.
concepls cnvisicn=d by the study grouns. Arza’
lowns wiiich are in th2 MDC system are Bud--
ford, Szlmont, Burlington and Lexin3ton and
all Lave tcwn sewers ranging. (rom fully
sewerd to sartly zzwerad.

Towns outside tha MDC, with vo town
sevwars, ara Acton, Carlisle, Lincoln and Sud-
bury; Concord, about 60 percent sewered aud
Bi Ilmc1 90 percen’. seweved,

Cov-cept 1 calls for-the upzradlnz of

_sewerage faciliiies of the 43 communities
‘within the MDC and extension of MDC

interceptors to seven other communities-

inciuding Lincoln. Since there are less treat-

melrlu facilities involved, l.his wonld cost 3‘31‘
tllion.

This concent aho raises the posshility of s
tablishing a set of regional and municipal
systems oulsice the 2rea served by Deer nr.dv
Nut Islands treatinent plants. -

Oi'local interest i3 the suggastion of 2 nw
largar treatm=at fzcility than the present one

i Coucord to serve Acton and several thor:

communities.
Also, the muricipal system in Biltevica
would become regioaal alter 2000 to combi ncd

-with Carilisle.

A new regionai plaat would be built in S:.ld-
bucy to serve that town and Wayland.

These three locai, resional systems are part.
o! r:n rf tha f.‘fam.-‘p,\

radn 13! tasin fae the Ceacorz-Niilrizal

facilities is tha Cuncord River aid that for the!
Svdtury plant “would be the S-.-l'\ury River.

Concept 2 would reduce tha exisiing MDC
service area to 32 towns and crcaie five ad-
diticaal regional treatment sysiems. 'l‘hu
anproxirate cost of the plan is St €59 bi'lion,
Tha leur area towas within the MOC would ba
amo:g the 32 communitivs continued to be

Cmuéal {.ﬁ;.,g. ¢ Continued ...
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" The study discusses impncu on aguatic en-
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served by the D2er Island and Nut Island treat- |
ment plants. £
None of the regional systems would be built
within area comumunities. However, Lincoln
would be servad by a plant which would be
located in Watertown. .. . : ‘
Concept 3 is an expansion of Concept 1 and :
would inclnde 89 communities, including Lin- |
coln. Its cost is estimated at $930 million. |
Concegt 4 would decentralize the present
y developing six additional regional
systems within the present service area of the .|
MDC 2t a cost of $1.130 biilion. &5 2
Burlington would be served by a treatment
plant in Woburn, Lincoln by the plant in Water- |
wn and Bediord, Beimant and Lexington by a |

* plant in Medford.

Impact on rivers - e

vironment on the Assabet, Concord and Sud-
Rivers. : :

va = Jtstates the Assabet will bensfit from the ad- '
. dition of ‘‘substantial flow'’ during

low [low as the result of a plant in Marlboro.
The new water level will increase aguatic |
plant life and “a’ rich source of nutrients”
depending on the efficacy of wastewater
treatment. oo figiie

There would be “‘a significant environmental
improvement in polluted Nagog Breok™ as the
result of a treatment plant and intercepting
sewer system on the Concord River, the study
said. It also said ammonia from the plant may
produce localized toxic effccts, similar to that
of the Marlboro plant on the Assabet River.

Wastewater from the Sudbury River
watershed will be discharged to Boslon Harbor
after treatment at Nut Island, thus the impact
is believed to be neutral.

One of the speakers at the MAPC briefing,
David C. Kenyon of the Corps of Engineers,
discussed land application as an altarnative to

_ building extensive advanced treatraent plants.

Kenyon said (Kere is nothing new about land

- application as ‘it is the oldest form of waste

treatment to man.” S

He added,[*‘But to take our present water-
borne waste' and J»ly it to land rather t|
dumping it into streams i3 new.” b,

Kenyon said there are restrictions to land
nrplia!m under the presant circumstances
gince at least 100,000 acres and up to 509,000
acres wavuld be needed if the system wera to be
used for all 109 communities in the study. Ac-
tually, be said, there are only 15,000 acies

N

riods of
r

MDC speokesraan Martia Cosyrove explained
that the MDC sewer facilities include approx-
imately 225 miles of trunk sewers serving 5,000
miles of local sewers. The district has 11

umping stations, four headwvorks and the two
arge-scale primary treatmont plants at Deer
Isiand and Nut Island.

The plants have an average daily treatment
capacity of more than 450 million gallons, with
u combined capabdility of handlinz maximum
fiows at the rate of 1.2 billion gallons a day.

Cosgrove said, ““The primary reasen W2
M OC bas undtertaken this waztowaler manage-
mant sad enginearing stedy is that niany of the
existing Metropolitan, Sewerage District
fucilities have reached their installed capacity.
‘[he time has come to determine if the MSD
svstern should be exnanded, contracted or re-
main at its presant size. In any event, bacause
uf Loth increasing populatice and water con-
sumption, additional facilities must be
constructad.””

Other sgeakers besides Harrinzton, Kenyon
aad Cosgrov~ were Martin Weiss of the MDC

and Danial MeGillicuddy of the Oifice of State
Plarning and Managcment. O -
* Thay said 75 perceat of the project cos's
would Le pnid by the federal government, 1S
perceat ty the state and 15 per cent by the local
commuraty.

QOthar comments included the point that:

. The purpose of the planis inland is todis-
charge efflueat, after suitable treatment, into
rivers operating uncer a regional system.

. The advartige of satellite plants is that
wastewater ic gensiated fro:n sources outside
the rivar and added to the river basin itseif,

. The purpas=2 of waslewater management is
to improve the quality of the water,

. Issues might arise over where treatment
plants, which will require five to 10 acres, will
be placed.

. The greater water flow in rivers, especially
during the low flow periods, would be swim-
mable and possibly drinkable with proper.
treatment. RN e

It was alzo suggestod that there are certain
degrees of poltution throughout the study area. !

ne speaker said, “Every river ia the study
area is in trouble ncw. Without this study all
will be in mave trouble. Ve are trying to head '
oft a crisis.” T

within the study area that appear to be suitable

for land application. -

Minute Man - Bedford, Mass.
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Item
Wakefield,
3 May 74

Pollution Control

Under Federal mandate, the
waters (tributaries, rivers,

harbors)of the eastern
Massachusetts region are

MA

obligation to become invoived

((M)muamwm
in the evaluation and selection

calls for the discharge of
pollutants into the metropolitan process.
area’s waters to be eliminated  Beginning in May, a series of
by 1965. public meetings will be con-
By mid-spring, the U._S._ ducted by the agencies involved
the to encourage citizen par-
Metropolitan District Com- ticipation in the decision-
mission, and other agencies making process.

/ —
Wastewater Management
Study will begin to have some
answers to these very critical
fm. Using water quality
requirements set up by the
United States Environmental
Protection Agency, the
Massachusetts Division of
Water Pollution Control and
information gathered from
local concerns by the
Metropolitan Area Planning
Council, engineering alter-
natives have been developed for

groups and the individual
taxpayer have the right and |

10k4

A meeting has been
scheduled for Thuraday, May 9
at 8 pm. at the Riverside
School on Liberty st in Danvers.

The six public meetings will
attempt to transiate the
technical aspects of the study
into layman's terms and to
engineering options to
the key issues raised by local
ents. /

:
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Boston, MA

5May 74 jp planmng
sewage war

By Evelyn Keene i
Globe Correspondent " 2. - -

The sewage created by '
109 cities and towns in .
eastern Massachusetts
during the next 50 to 80 ;
years is among current /
topics of concern to sever-
al Federal and state ann—
cies.

. Public officials point out.

that in the past the sewage
problem was something
municipalties usually del--
egated to engineers and
planners.

However, the Federal
Water Pollution Control
Act, enacted in 1972, is
about to bring about some
major changes in the ap-
proach to the sewage

problem. The law calls for
public participation in
planning elimination of
pollutants in the nation's
navigable waters by 1988S.

The Federal law also re-
quires by 1983 the rivers,
harbors and tributaries of :
the eastern Massachusetts |
region be fit for water
recreation and ma pmpu-
. gation. g

i

+ The Metropolitan Area
Planning Council (MAPC)
is surging the public to at-
tend any of six :public
meetings being held this
-month throughout western
‘Massachusetts to learn
more about sewage prob-
. lems and participate in fu-
ture sewage plans. e
One of the major prob-

lems of the future is the
"Metropolitan _ ° - District
‘Commission’s (MDC) .
sewer system. Existing :
*MDC sewer facilities serve
.43 cities and towns with a
population of more than *
two million in an area
-greater than 400 square .
‘miies. There are 225 miles ,
_of MDC trunk lines, serv- '
ing 5000 miles of Jocal
sewer lines,~ with 11
.pumping stations, and two-
large-scale primary sew-
age treatment plants at
"Deer Island and Nut Is-
land in Boston Harbor..
. But now these facilities
have reached their capu:i-
ty. Martin Cosgrove, the
m‘ M ﬂlﬂml'.
‘says: “The time has come.
to determine whether the :
“Metropolitan sewer system
-should be .expanded, con- '
- tracted, or remain a; m
present sipe.” , . -

..-—
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- Planning

S A wastewstér’ mmm
*ment study was undertak-
en by an en firm

.with the aid of a technical

_committee consisting of
Tepresentatives of the
:MDC the Army Corps of
.Engineers, the Environ-.
.mental Protection Agency,
MAPC, the State Division
of Water Pollution Control.
.and” the Office of ‘State
: and Mumle-'

ment, [ -

+ The ltudy group has

‘recommended four alter-
‘native plans of action that
.range in cost from $970
-million to $1.30 billion. In

_carrying out such a project
- 75 percent of the costs of

new sewage treatment fa-
‘cilities will ‘be assumed by
“the Federal government,
15 percent -by" the- state,.
‘and 10 pemn&by. the mu-

~nic:palltlu. Aty

t
*.The - four altcmnuvo
plans recommended by the
‘six-agency committee are:
*;~Né expansion of the
.Metropolitan Sewerage
_Distriet, with improve-
ments only to the e:usuns
areas.

—Limited expansion,
possibly adding 16 more
communities to the pres-
ent 43, or contraction de-
Jleting some outlying com-
munities. .

—Ultimate expansion to
109 communities.

~—No- District'— a cen-

Itralized system with a re-

.gional system of satellite
‘sewage treatment plants
\in local communities

: The MAPC meetings are
scheduled for 8 p.m. at the
following places:

' May T7-—Acton-Boxboro
Regional High School,
Charter road, Acton.

May © - 9—Riverside

School, Liberty * street,
Danvers > "' ‘-
" May  14—Cambridge
City Hall, City Council
Chambers, 795 Massachu-
setts av.

May 15—War Memorial
Auditorium, City Hall,
1000 Commonwealth av.,

. Newton.

May 20—Medfield Hngh
School Audnonum, Pound

“street.

" May zz—Cu.shm( Me-
morial ‘“Town Hall, *-673
Main st., Norwell. .




New England Construction
Lexington, MN.A

8 May 74 Local Officials and Interested Citizens
Are Invited to Participate in Meetings
on Regional Sewage Treatment Plans

During the month of Mauy_ local
officials and interested citizens from
109 cummunities are invited to partic-
ipate in a series of six mieetings on
alternative regional sewage treatment

lans, developed by the Boston Har-
r—Eastern Massachusetts Waste-
water Manugement Study.

The meetings <are designed to
further encourage public participa-
tion in the sefcction of areawide
wuslewater management plans.

The program for each evening will
include a presentation of preliminary
plans illustrating alternative regional
treatment systems to serve through
the vear 2000.

These systems have been designed
to meet tle standards mandated by
the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act Amendments of 1972. The plans,
develog:l by the Metropolitan Dis-
trict Comnmission, the U. S. Army
4Corps of Engineers and other partic-
ipating agencies, include four water-
oriented wastewater disposal systems,
as well as a land-oriented system for
advanced. trcatment of effluent from
inland areas.

Discussion will also focus on the
types of impacts these alternative

plans will have on the physical, social .

and economic environment of indi-
vidual municipalities, and the region
as a whole. i s

In order to meet federal require-
ments. it is estimated that total
capital costs involved in constructing
water-oriented disposal systems will
be on the order of $1 billion.
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Eligible capital costs, not includin
operation and maintenance, will qual-
ify for 75 per cent federal and 15 per
cent state financial assistance. The
remaining 10 per cent is expected to

be provided by local cities and |

towns.
These ‘Kublic meelings, organized
e

".through .\'lelr?‘p&l_ign_Am_ﬁan-
ning Council, will'allempt to trunslate
tiveTechmical aspec

al aspects of the study into
layman’s terms and to relate engi-
ncering options to key issues raised
by local governments.

Local officials, special interest
groups and individual taxpayers are
urged "to become involved in the
cvaluation and selection process to
determine the future expenditure of
public funds. .

Participating

Other participating agencies in-
clude the Massachusetts Division of
Water Pollution Control, the Massa-
chusetts Office of State Planning and
Management and the-U. S. Environ-
mental, Protection Agency.

The meetings in each instance will
get under way at 8 p.m.

The first one is scheduled for May
7 at the Acton-Boxborough Regional
High School, Charter Road. Acton.
On May 9 the Riverside School on
Liberty Strcet in Danvers will be the
site. ;

A May 14 meeting has been
scheduled for Cambridge City Hall,
City Council Chambhers, 795 Mass,
Ave. Cambridge, with another on the
following evening at War Memorial

Auditorium, City Hall. 1000 Com- |

monwealth Ave.. Newton.

Fhe two final sessions are sct for
May 20 at the Medfield Hizh School
Auditorium, Pound Strect. Medfield
and Cushing Memorial Town Hall,
673 Main Street, Norwell on May
22.

-
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Danvers, MA
9 May 74
Also in: Tri-Town Transcript

Topsfield, MA
8 May 74

- Danvers meeting to eye
wastewater disposal -

During the month of May
local officials and interested
‘citizens from 109 communities
are invited to participate in a
series of six meetings on
alternative regional sewage
treatment plans, developed by
the Boston Harbor - Eastern
Massachusetts Wastewater
Management Study.

Included in the study area

‘are the towns of Boxford,

Danvers, Hamilton, Ipswich,
Topsfield, and Wenham.

The meetings are designed
t2‘ further encourage public
participation in the selection
of area-wide wastewater
management plans. One of the
meetings has been set for May

. 9 at 8 pm. at the Riverside

School, Liberty street,
Danvers.

The program for the
evening will include a

presenmion of preliminary
plans illustrating alternative
regional treatment systems to
serve through the year 2000.
These systems have been
designed to meet the stan-
dards mandated by the
Federal Water Pollution
Control Act Amendments of
1972. The plans, developed by
the- Metropolitan District
Commission, the U. S. Army
Corps of Engineers and other
participating agencies, in-
clude four water-oriented
wastewater disposal systems,
as well as a land-oriented
system for advanced treat-
ment of effluent from inland
areas. Discussion will also
focus on the types of impacts
these alternative plans
have on the physical, social
and economic environment of
individual municipalities, and
the region as a whole.
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In order to meet federa)
requirements, it is estimated
that total capital costs in-
volved in constructing water-
oriented disposal systems will
be on the order of $1 billion.
Eligible capital costs, not
including operation and
maintenance, will qualify for
75 percent federal and 15
percent state financial
assistance. The remaining 10
percent is expected to be
provided by local, cities and
towns.

These public meetings.
organized through the
Metroghgn Area Planning
Council, will attempl (o
transiate the technical
aspects of the study into
layman's terms and to relate
engirteering options to key
issues raised by local
governments.
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 Wastewater Ma

nagement Alternatives iof

*" " presented In Regional Meetings , ~ . 1

‘ACTON ~— - About twenty
people attended a regional
‘briefing session on.the Boston
Harbor-Eastern '
Massachusetts Wastewater
Management Study at Acton-
.Bcxborough Regional High
School Tuesday night. The
study, conducted jointly bé the
Metropolitaa ngrlct .
mission (MDC), the Army

Corps of Engjoeers, the
uetrqd-u--l?n-lhﬁ
Couscilida?C) afid other

and federal agencies, is in-
tended to determice the future
size of the M itan
Sewerage District (ad-
ministered by .MDC) and to
propose and evaluate advanced
waslewaler management
syst2ms for 109 commuaities in
Eastern Massachusetlts. -

*“‘Water cl:an enough for
swiramung ... and clean eaough
for the protection and
prcpagation of fish, shelliish
and wildlife” by 1983, and “no
duscharge of pollutants into the
Nauons waters’ by 1985, are the
¢nals, as estabushed in the
tederal. Water
Conizol _Act Amendmeats of
1972,

MDC maintains. primary
weatment plaats at Deer and
Nut Islands 12 Boston Harbor as
well a5 alout 223 miles of trunk
itans, (1 moin2 stations and,
tour headworks.”The primary'
‘reatmm2nt plants are operating’
at tull capacity and MDC plans.
to upgrade them with secondary

‘rectment plants. Under the

pudance of four alternative
engineering concepts, which
were explained at the meeting,
towns in Eastern
Massachusetts were studied to

*determine sewerage needs and

how they relate to the Deer and
{vut Is!2rds treatment systems.
* Coacept 1 calls for upgrading -
tr.e MDC sewerage facilities to
provide for future needs within
IS presenl”T service area,

Pollution *

-are not

systems to serve the remaining
communities within the study
area. The systems considered
for servicing (he remaining
commuaities are based on

.retaining wastewater in the

basin of origin. The cost of
providing treatment facilities
and intermunicipal interceptor
sewers would be approximatel;
$1008 Million. .
Under Concept n;: PAﬂo:i
Boxborough, Concol art
Littieton, and Maynard would
possibly be served by a regional
tem (under ‘“‘active con-
") based in Concord.
C ‘2 would involve a
*limited expansioa or- con-
traction of the Deer and Nut
Islands treatment plant service
area.” Communities outside the
present MDC treatment-plants
service area would be served by

regjonal systems as in Concept -

1. The cost of providing treat-
ment [facilities and in:
termuanicipal interceptor
sewers under 2 would
be 3 tely $1038 million.
In Concept 3, maximum
of the Deer and Nut

Islands treatment area would
include those communities that
y served and
that-are naturally tributary to
the existing system. Service
would not te extended to those
municipalities that are aot
“naturally tributary,” since it
is felt that the needs of these
municipalities would be better
provided for through develop:ng
regional and municipal systems

withitn their drainage basin.

" Under this plan, the Deer and
Nut Islands treatment piants,

which presently serve 43

.communities, would be ex-

panded to serve 58 com-
munities. Cost of Concept 3 is’
pgmdmwy $1105 million.
- Concept 4 would achieve
“doccmuliuti:;"d‘o( lopzh.
present system veloping.
six additional regiooal systems

utlizing regional and municipal - - within the present service ar

of * the Metropolitan District
System. The Deer and Nut !
1slands ‘wastewater treatment
plants would then serve 24
communities. Cost of Concept 4
is estimated at $1123 million.
The six Potential plant locations
within the service area are
Framingham, Dedham, Cap-
ton, Watertown and Woburn. |
Concept 5. The Army Corps of -
Engineers is developing an
.alternative, concept called
“land application,” which in-
‘volve ‘“‘spray _
*rapid infiltration” methods of
disposing of wastewater - that
has receijved - secondary
treatment 'on land. | %
The land application method
of ‘disposal,’as explained in the
information. packet distributed
‘at the meeting, ‘‘combines the
natural forces of air, soil, and
vegetation to remove the
nutrieats and most suspended -

solids that remain in water. :

after secondary treatment. In
the process, the renovated
water can be collected for reuse
elsewhere or allowed (o sup-

ement ater supplies.

e nutrients and other organic
substances in the water
stimulate plant growth and
enrich the soil where they have
been applied.”

*In spray irrigation, the

irrigation” -and '

s 1yt e

partially mny_u.t:-l wastewater |

Jds sprinkled on forested and '
agricultural areas that have

]
i

permeable loamy soils. The .
water seeps down through the
ground and is either collected or .
becomes part of the ground-

.- water.
nutrients in the water
recycled through the trees, the

leaves, other vegetation and the |
agricultural °

forest floors. In

In the forest. the
are |

areas the nutrients are drawn |
into plant roots and cacried off .

in such harvested crops as hay. '
In rapid infiltratior, the
rtially renovated wastewater

. is applied in measured volumes |
(o permeable sandy beds. The .

.~
-
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jcleansing of the waler is .
completed as it passes through
at least 20 or 30 feet of sand and
gravel t> either a collection
system or the groundwater.
Nutrients are carried away by
grass and other plants grown
and harvested in the application
Slides of these processes were
shown at the meeling. In
response to questions from the
audience, representatives of the .
Corps of Engineers said that the
Mass. Department of Public
Health is *‘receptive” to the,
| concept of land application, but
- would require demonstration

-, } project with a *provea’ fime of

' three years' betore approving
the method for a municipal
system. A small land ap-
plication project in Falmouth is |
being studied and a demon-

strauon project 1S being con-
ducted in Muskegan, Michigaz.

Two other points made in the
Information Packet are the fact

. that “Recreational and other
! uses ... would be compatible
with the implementation ot 2
land application system,” and
“If the concept proves ac-
ceptable,. appropriate in-
stitutional] and {financial
arrangements will be pneeded.
These arrangements should
include reimbursement for the
land as well as oplions for
communilies that are hosts to
" land application systems (o joint
the sysiems.”

The **preliminary capital cost
estimate™ for the facilities
‘geeded in Concept § it
$1U31,000,000. -

Uther public meelings ac
scheduled this month in Dar
vers “{Thursday, May &
Cambridge, Newton, Medfiel
and Norwell. i




Under fedechl ~mandate,’ 109
cities and towns of the Greater
Boston region will be required to
upgrade the qualicy of theirwater-
ways to ‘‘fishable’ and '‘swim-
ablc’ leve!s in less than10years. .
The 1972 Federal Water Pollution
Contrcl Act Amendments also set.
a goal which calls for the dis-
charge of poliutants into the
metropolitan ares’'s waters t be !
eliminated by 198S. |

Rk 1s estimated that the total
capital costs involved in con-
structing the wastewster treatment
facilities required to meet these |
federsl. standards by the 1985 |
deadline will be on the order of
$1 billion for the study area,

How will the 109 communities |

and numervus industries within the } i

region comply with the goals of
this feders! law? To achieve the |
required water quality levels,what
costs will be passed down to the |
taxpayer and what benefits can he |
expect to deriva from the imple-
mentation of water Guality pre-
grams? : i
Begimning in May the Metropol-
itan District Commission, the U.S.
Army Corps of Enginesrs and
other agencies participating in the
Boston Harbor - Eastern Massa-
chusetts Wastawatar Management
Study began getiing some answers
to these vety critical Questions,
Today there are 43 cities and
wwers ia the Metropelitan Sewer-
age District, the populatioa served
ic almost 2 mtilion people from
an ares greater than 400sq. miles,
The Metropolitan Sewer District
facilities include spproxdmately
225 miles of trunksewers, serving
nearly 5,000 miiesof local sewers.
The district has 11 pumping sta-
tion3, four headworks, and two
large - scale primary trcatment
Plen‘s a* Dewr Isigad and Mut [5-
12nd. These plants haveanaversye
diily treatment capacity of more
than 450 million gallons per cay,

i with a combined capsbilityof fard= |

1:9g maximum flows at the ri:e of
"ios Wil gativrs per day,

Tae primary reason the hictre=~
nelitan District Commissico has
utdertaken this wastewstar mane-
azeraent and ergineering study
is that many of the existing Met-
ropolitan Sewerage District facil-
itios huve mached their tnreai’ud
capacity, Tho time has come 0
dstermine if the MSD system
should be expanded, contracted,
or remajn st its present size,
in any event, becsuse of both in-
creasing population and watercon-
surrption, additional facilities
must be constructed.

MARC Stugia

s Hatbods To Upgrae Watrway's Qualy |
A., A&t .

gsecond reason for making &

. study at this time is that the Dis~
trict’s treatment facilitles must
be improved to meet recently enw

- acted federal legislation, Public
Law 92-£00, the \Vater Pollution
Control Act Amendments of 1972,
Among other requirements of this
-act are industrial cost racovery,

|

user charges, industrial pretreat-

ment, enforcement of regulstions;

all of which require that new |
methods and procedures must be

developed to sdminister a'large
regional wastewster system that

now serves the 43citiesandtowns,

This Engineering and Manage-
ment Study is also partof a pro=
- gram sgreed to with the U.S. Ba-
vironmental Protection Agency.
Under the program, the MDC is
committed to eliminating the dis-
charge of digested sludge fromthe
Deer Island 2nd Nut Islend treat-

l

ment plants into Boston Harbor,

snd, to provide a minimum of
secondary treatment for all wastes
discharged from these plants.
Some Dbasic questions to be an-
‘ swered by the scudy are:

~How best can the waters in

the Eastern Massachusetts Metro-
politan srea by mansged as &
precious resource?
==What will be future levels of
population, water consumption,
employment, economic activity and
land use? These ingredients are
necessary to determine sewersge
system requirements for the next
5080 years., .
—=What is the magnitude of the
combined sewer overtlow problem
snd what are the possible gol-
utions? Although there is agree-
ment that this is a major source
, of pollution to Boston Harbor, the !

problem has yet to be quantified. |

—=Should the MDC trestment
plaats de expanded to serve m
muaicipalities or should
facilities be built discharging:
highly treated efflueats into the
Mystic, the Charles, or the Nep~
onset Rivess? Satellite plants
could relicve the pollution losd
on Boston Harb~r, previde low |
. Gow augmenzation. ta these sivers, -
and preclude the necessity of in~
stalling large relief sewers for
the pressgat system.

-=What is the order of pri-
orities? Which facilities should be
buile first? What legisladon will
be required tc implement the study
recommendations?

These are just a few of the many
questions that have to be looked at
in order to meet some of the pub=
lic demnands for 3 belter enviren=

ment
109

The Boston drainage basin has
tiree major rivars, the Mystic,
Charles and Neponset, which fun-
nel throueh Boston and emnev.their
accumulated tiows snd impurities '
into Poston Harebr. Prior to 1889,
the incressed expansion of local
scwer gystems discharging their
wastes directly into these rivers
gave risc to considerable public
concern, While the need for com-
Dwn. action was Clearly Indicated,
voluntary cooperstion by theinter-
ested municipalities
the core City was not attainshle.
Accordingly, in 1889 gt the re-
quest of the Legisisture, the State

of providing sewer service for the
past 80 years, the M.D.C. is now'
planning for the next years,
The public demands notonly clean~
er waters hut unified management '
of water as & precious resource, |
How far this type of mansgement|
should extend geographically for
the Metropolitan Sewersge us-i
trict is s complex question that'
will be resolvéd through the plan-:

ning effort now i progress forthe!
Bastern Massachusetts Metropol-

Includad in the agreemaent are:
the requisite comprehensive en=i
gineering and mansgement studies,

-An engineering report has been-
completed on the disposal of sludge:
by the firms of Havens &k Emerson, .
‘They investigatad various disposal
methods such as land disposal,
incinetadion and intermediate air
oxidation, They recommend incin-
eration. The report is being eval-
usted.

‘The consulting engineering firm!
of Metcalf & Eddy was engaged to-
‘undertake the englneering and
mansgement studies, The Corps
‘of Enginsers has received conw:
' gressions! authorization topartic=.
ipate with the Commonwesith in,
8 joint wastewater management
study forsthe Boston metropolitan.
-aret, i

To coordinsts the metropolitan'
Boston gtudy with other statewide
projects, & Technical Subcom-,

Continued ...




“tnirtes 0u Boston Hartor and East-
em Massachusets wee lormid

ning Council: Massachusetts Dtv~
ision of Water Pollution Coantrol;
Office of I
lltmlé FOpo. '

~=The Commitzeé formulated a.
Joint work program, snd with ‘t,
sngineering firm it has completed |
8 detailed scope of work for the':
entire project. |

The study aree comprises 109
municipaiities. The concept is o'
ook into the bestsolutions forpro= '
viding sewersge facilities forthese
cities ard towns,

In order to assist ia developing
basic data for detailing sewerage
systems, the management firm of
Peat, Marwick, Mitchall & Co.

* population,” watsr consumptios,
ShphmIrand; sverrne akiivily and
lsnd use for the study area hive!
becn made for the years 1990,
2020 and 2080, 5

Four major enginsering altern= |
stives will be examined to estab-
lish, limits end systems for lhoi
Bas Massachusetts Metropol- |

e e e —_——

ring i
will be developed to provide the
required trestment of the Deerls~
:;nd and Nut lsland wastewster
ows, . :

Boston Marine Guide - Boston, Mass.

110

age atvarious overflow structures,
tut will mossure its effect on the

@Bl BriLviLied WAL UG “\1'.“1]

serious considerstion aad eval-’
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Also in: Tri-Town 'Transcript
__.Topsfield, MA _S%Aay 74

"Experts will discuss - s

regional sewage treatment plans A

During the month of for 78 percent federal and 1§ translate the technical aspects process to determine the
iocal officials and iamm percent stals nmnciﬂd the study into layman’s future expenditure of publie
lizem trom 10 comeuritiop ssitancs. The Fenslaos, D K02 iog. options” o, ey Ok tieipati
are invited to pasticipate in a en ey er articipatin
series of mp& gs on provided by local cities and issues rai :% by local agencies l’inclmlcp thg
alternative regional sew owas, ' . Local officials, Massachusetts Division of
t-aatmenrt pla dwm.g; These public mnun‘gs. special interest groups, and Water Pollution Control, the
Boston Harbor - Eastern arganized  through e individual taxpayers are Massachusetts Qffice of Stats
Area Planning urged to become involved in Plasning and Management
. A will attempt. to the évalustion and selection and the U.S, Enviroamental
1aeeting will take ats. T ' ; - ~Protection Agency. . .- -
m. os:h:l:y 20 at Medfield :

meetings are designed

further encourage
cipation in the selection

of areawide wastewater
management plans.

The program for. the
eveningmmltl’ g:l”u::; .a
presentation ary
plans illustrating alternative
ragion:l mmgu syslen:o:
sarve e year
These systems have been
desi to meet the
standards mandated by the
Federal Watar Pollution
mr%k:‘taAm:ndmm:yl 7
1972. The ns, develo
the Metropolitan D?s‘:lctt
Commission, the y.
Corps of Engineers,'an )
par ageacies, '
include ‘rom:‘ water-o;:nm
wastewater disposal systems
as well as a land-orien
system for advanced
treatment of effluent from
inland areas. Discussion will |
also focus on the types of !
impacts these nlterutlvo'
plans will have on the
physical, social, and economie !
environment of individusl
mmieig:llitin. and the region ,
as a whole.

In order to meet federal

irements, it is estimated
that total capital costs
involved ia constructin
water-oriented dispossl .
svstems will be on the order of
st tillion. Eligib'e capital.

costs, net incl fon
and mmoﬁ:quﬂ' qualify. |

2
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Around Bourne

Marge Koskela

Several weeks ago, I was
handed a press release which
read in part — “Metropolitan
Boston wastewater disposal
plans:may inciude Cape Cod it
was learned this week by the
Cape Cod Planning and
Economic Dev. Comm. The
Boston Harbor-Eastern Mass.
Area Wastewater Management
Study involving 108
metropolitan Boston. com-
munities is currently  holding
public hearings on its proposals.

“One of the study’s five
proposals involves disposal of
waste water (effluent) on the

land through spray irrigation or

rapid infiltration techniques.
These techniques require a
considerable amount of land
and the Study suggests that
certain aress outside of the
metropolitan area such as Cape
Cod may be suitable for spray
irrigation sites. Two specific
areas in Sandwich and Bourne
containing over 5,000 acres have
been indicated as possible
disposal sites.” The underlining
is mire.

Tinquired of 2 member of the
Commission while 1 was down
at the college listening to Matt
Connelly on Federal
management of (he coastal
areas just what it could mean.
He reassured me by saying,
“well,” you know - those
meetings, sometimes someone
just out of the blue says, :‘Why
hot pipe it to the Cape, and a
new study is born" . ..

Well, 1 went along in part but
jumped at the chance to ac-
company selectman Barry

Johason to Norwell to hear this’

proposal. Hang onto your hats:
kids. This wasn’t an off the euﬁ'
ciry-fairy light and airy (an-‘
tasy, its a darn serious one-
million-and-ti:~ee funded FACT.
Pipe to the Cape, why it's the
easiest thing in the world, ac-
cording, to the proponents, fly it
across the Canal??, don’t have
to. goiirg to have a twelvesinch
main across Bourne Bridge.
Think the old lady is kidding
you?? Just wish I were.

Wr.en Barry (old the Engineer

Corps men that we'd even boen
told to microwave Cable TV
because the bridge wouldn't
stand it, no response, we still
went on discussing, seriously
mind you, the proposition that
109 or 119 communities will send
their sewerage via a pipeline to
Myles Standish Forest, where
the first big dump will occur,
then to Bournedale, where
another dump will be set up,
and across Bourne bridge to
Sandwich.

One thing I made very clear
to the members of the panel. [
don't appreciate the attitude
they took that they had com-
municated with the REGIONAL
planning agent for this area.
REGIONAL my foot, when you
go to Barnstable and skip over
the communities who have been
selected to be the ‘‘recipients’™

in this deal, yovare deliberately -

evading. 1 was pleased that
Barry took the bull by the horns
and made sure that open
hearings will be held in THIS
area, not Hyannis.

1 was again astounded when
someone asked for a timetable
and March 1 next was offered as
a possibility for im-
plementation. Now, do you see
why I constantly urge you to
attend hearings. Go, go. I know
1 sound like a demented yoyo'
most of the time, but can you|
see what'’s apt to happen? !

1 told one pretty gal whom I
regard as intelligent and her
reply took my breath away,'
“Oh, good, my cesspool over-
flows every week and that'll

stop it"”. I patiently went back'

and said “Dearie, you're the
RECIPIENT not the injured
party in this little charade.
Well, when it percolated, she
went up like a skyrocket. But do
you see what I mean.

It’s like Solid Waste Disposa),
sure, sure, go ahead, just don't
put it in my town’. § know you'll
have a factual statement from
Barry, who almost blew a
gasket when he hears some of
the proposa); too, so I don’t feel
I'm being an alarmist. This is
just my way of getting your
attention focused on what can
happen. :
Martin Weiss led the meeting
with Mr. Callahan of the U.S.
Engineers doing the slide
presentation that shows how
they spray lumbering projects
in Pennsylvania, the wildlife out
west, and recreation parks.
When Ibroachéd the subject to
the Planning Board, one scamp

whom you all know for his elfin
sense of humor said, “‘Oh,
whoopee, we can go over to the:
Scenic Park: and watch the
pretty colors the oil maku
coming out of the fountains,’
huh?" Seriously folks, yoy must,

Courier
Wareham, MA
29 May 74
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take a good, long look at this
proposition. When they said a
million and three they weren't
talking jclly beans, and when
they made the statement that
they were about half way thru,
your arithmetic work as well as
mine did?? So you figure a half
million has gone into this
already, not likely to be -
abandoned just because (wo~
fuddy duddy old towns don't
want it, right?? 3

Allernate systems whexeby
collector projects would lead
this back to the Charles, Mystic
and Merrimack rivers was
discussed, but you know without
half a eye, the sandy, expanses-
of Cape Cod just made their
eyes light up.

They talked MAPC and they
talked Envirofimema) Impact
and everything else, but it came
down to the basic, Sandwich and .
Bourne are going to be asked ty

(Cont. age A-S
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Bourne 1s

tagged for

Boston’s
wastes

The towns of Bourne, Sandwich,
Carver and Plymouth may receive
wastewater from 109 communities in
the Boston area if 3 U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers lth?"ﬁopoul is
carri rough.

The Corps plan, one of five alter-
natives on how to handle wastewater
management problems anticipated
for the Metropolitan Sewerage
District by the year 2000, recom-
mends piping treated effluent to
specific sites in southeastern
Massachusetts and applying the ef-
fluent to vast stretches of land by
either “spray irrigation’ or “rapid
infiltration’ methods.

Courier
Wareham, MA
29 May 74

Myles Standish Forest in Carver-
Plymouth, an area in Bourne just
north of the Cape Cod Canal and an
area in the middle of Sandwich.

According to the study just released
earlier this month:

— In the spray irrigation method,
recommended for the Carver and

Specific sites suggested for some of Sandwich sites, ‘‘the partially
the projected 155 million gallons of renovated wastewater is sprinkled on
secondary effluent each day include forested and agricultural areas that

have permeable soils . . . seeps down
through the ground and is either
collected or becomes part of the
groundwater.’

~ In rapid infiltration method,
recommended for the Bourne site,
‘‘the partially renovated waste water
is applied in measured volumes to
permeable sandy beds.”

Breakdown of the total land mass of
20,000 acres suggested for land ap-
plication sites outside the
metropolitan study area allocates:
 Plymouth-Carver, 5,000 acres;
Bourne, 3,500 acres; Sandwich, 1,300
acres; Freetown, 7[00 acres; ang

113

Manstield 2,

8.

The study, ntl.tt: “Boston Harbor
— Eastern Massachusetts
Metropolitan Area Wastewater
Management Study’’, is the
cooperative effort of the Com-
monwealth of Massachusetts, the(
Metropolitan District Commission,
the Environmental Protection
Agency and the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers.

It states that ““a land application
system must be carefully managed to
prevent viral or bacterial con-
tamination of the soils and ground-
water’’, but added that surveys of
existing iand application systems
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RAYNHAM

Lovise Porter, 8244368  Brent Joquet,

8-0944

ConCom Mulls Status
Of Subdivision Wetland

RAYNHAM — Conservation
Commission members studied
the town soil survey at their
regular meeting Monday night
in an effort to determine the
wetland status of several sec-
tions of a proposed 94-lot sub-

.division to be called King
Phillip Estates.

Commission Chairman
Arthur G. Lazarus Jr.. said that
several members will also con-
duct an on-site investigation of
the property this week. He said
a commission statement on the
matter will be presented at a
special meeting scheduled by
the Planning Board for Monday
lliﬁlt $pm. g

state will hold a hearing on a
proposed sewerage treatment
and disposal on June S at
7:30 p.m. at the Elizabeth Pole
School in Taunton.

According to Lazarus, an
Army Corps of Engineers

p a
treatment plant for Boston
waste water in one of five
Southeastern Massachusetts
sites. He said plans call for the
sewerage to be piped down to
the plant for disposal. If con-
strocted, the facility would
treat 155 miiiion gatlons of
waste material a day.

In other business, plans were
announced for a June 15
Taunton River canoe trip for
commission members. The
trip, which is expected to take
about three hours, will begin
near Church St. and end around
the Rte. 24 bridge.
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‘Effluent Dispo

sal in Area .

To Be Discussed Tonight

The Southeastern Regional
Planning and Economic
Development District has
notitied Freetown selectmen of
a meeting at 7:30 fonight at
the Eliza Pole - School in
Taunton, open to the public, at

proposal to dispose of effluent
from secondary wastewater

treatment plants upon land in
southeastern Massachusetts.
Tentative locations for

ymouth-Carver
Bourne boundaries and also in
Sandwich on Cape Cod.
million

Approximately 155
.ws of treated wastewater

disposal site is located in the
State Forest. This is the second

largest of the proposed sites,
composed of 7,80 acres —
1,109 acres in the Watuppa
Reservation, 681 in the State
Forest and the rest privately
Under the plan, treated
wastewater would be pumped
from the Boston area through
tunnels and pipes, and when
it arrives in this area, #t would
be sprayed into the
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Boston Waste May Come
To Southeastern Mass.

.
and "the Metro-

190 tan District t

j eion are completing-a plan
for the treatment and dis-

'ponl of metropolitan Bos-
ton's waste water. The
Corps and the MDC have de-
* veloped five alternatives.
+One of these alternatives
is of concern to the resi-
dents of southeastern Mas-
sachusetts.

It provides for the ap-
plication of efflyent from
secondary waste water
treatment plants upon
land in southeastern Mas-
sachusetts. Tentative lo-
cations for disposal are
at the Mansfield-Norton,
Fall River-Freetown, and
Plymouth-Carver and Bourne
boundaries, and also in
Sandwich on Cape Cod.

The Zoning, Land Use
and Environmental Planning
Committee, and the Public
Utilities Committee of
SRPEDD are sponsoring a
public meeting today at
which time Mr. David He-
witt of the Army Engineers
will be present to discuss
this alternative and its
effects. The meeting will
be held at 7:30 p.m. at
the E. Pole School, Route
140, Taunton, Massachu~
setts. .

Approximately 155 mil-
lion gallons of treated
wvaste water from the Bos~-
ton area would be subjoct
.to land disposal in .outh-

eastern Massachusetts if
this alternative is cho-
sen.

SRPEDD did not partici-
pate in the developeunt
of this proposal, nor
does SRPEDD endorse this
proposal. SRPEDD is spon-
soring this public meeting
80 as to provide local
commmities with informa-
tion and the opportunity
to comment.

For further information
contact Juan Hariscal at
636-8944. /
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Waste sites\
meeting set .

An of Engineers plan to dis-
pose of waste water on
e e s

a c meeting at 7:
tonlmmu the Pole School, Route 140, in
a G
The Army plan, one of five alternatives
proposed, calls for secondary waste water
to be disposed on sites in the
Carver, Fall River-Freetown, and

Norton aress, including sites in
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City plans wastewater

disposal area

The Mansfield-Norton area is

one of five locations presently '

under consideration by the U. S.

Arm T rs and
the etropolitan  District
Commission ‘as a disposal area

for effluent ,irom _secondary
treatment plants handling
Boston's wastewater. i
Approximately 155 million
gallons of treated wastewater
from the Boston area would be
subjected to- land.: disposal- in

Other tentative locations for
such disposal include Fall
River-Freetown, Plymouth-
Carver, Bourne and Sandwich.

e St e N A 54 i

here

southeastern ‘Massachusetts if
this area is chosen.

Meetings were scheduled for
last evening in Taunton with the
zoning, land use, environmental
planning and public utilities
committee of the Southeastern
Regiona) Planning and

‘Economic and Development
‘District.

SRPEDD has noted that it did
not - participate in the
development of this proposal,
nor does'it endorse it. SRPEDD
sponsored the public meeting in
order to provide local com-
munities with information and
the opportunity to comment.
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Boston sewage
may be headed
for Plymouth

PLYMOUTH — On June §,
a meeting for area residents
will be held to discuss U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’
plans~—for——dispostug— oV
Boston’s sewage in the
Plymouth-Carver ares.

The Corps and the
Metropolitan District
Commission (MDC) are
currently completing a plan
for the treatment and
disposal of metropolitan
Boston's wastewater. One of
the alternatives under con-
sideration is that of the

Massachusetts. Tentative
locations for disposal are
Mansfield-Norton, Fall
River-Freetown, and
Plymouth-Carver and Bourne
boundaries and also in
Sandwich on Cape Cod.

The Zoning Land Use and
Environmental Planning
Committee of the
Southeastern Regional
Planning and Economic
Development District (SR-
PEDD) is opposed to the plan
and willhold a public
at which time David Hewitt of
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f Sewage
to return
- to land

:1....-.;..... g
staf
Treated sewage 'mthe

Botiton area—up to 155 million

gallons per day—may one day

be piped to five sites in south-
} eastern Massachusetts, to
« eventually be reapplied to the
§ land. :
Dispersal facilities would be
« built on the Fall River-Fyee-
‘.m line, the Plymouth-
Carver line, the Bourne-
gwmm line, near the Cape,
‘Oad Canal the Mansfield-Nor-
. ton-Easton juncture, and in
!Sandwldi. The largest site,
7500 acres, is in the Fall
River area.

The “land application” plan
‘is one of five proposals now
being considered as a means
of dealing with future waste-
water management in the'
Boston Harbor-Eastern Mas-

The plan was presented last
night at a public meeting of
the Southeastern Regional
m“l.lhl and Economic De-
Vvelopment District
PEDD). o

David C. Kenyon and Rob-
ert Satterwhite, both from the
Army Corps of

y eqnu:
tions from the audience of 50,
gathéred at the Elizabeth
Pole School in Taunton. The
Army Corps is one of six
agencies involved long-
range planning for dispersal
of the metropolitan 3
" 5 ~area’s et

Although the adminisirative
‘and financial details of the
iproposal have not been
worked out, Kenyon said 44
communities in the Boston
area would probably purchase
‘the waste treatment service
‘from those southeastern com-
imunities involved.

. On four sites the waste-
‘water, which would receive
sewage treatment
1d be returned to forests
for farm land, through irriga-
tion spraying. Kenyon said
the onganic materials in the
*waste would seep through the
%90il and be reabsorbed by
mt growth, enriching the
nd without doing it damage.

On the Bourne-Wareham
“site the effluent would be fil-
¥ through sandy beds, 20-
30 feet deep. In this “‘rapid fil-

" technique, the water
! ‘be recycled and the fil-
red wastes disposed of, per-

3 traditional methods of
: treatment In that it
Jipacycies a valuable re-
'huu!ec. the organic nutrients

g
|
g

L!h said the land application

_waterwaste has been used

:uy-m in Australia but

\ concept is unpopular in
~ couptry.

g

Jand application plan
implemented, it will
.sost over one billion
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Standard Times
New Bedford, MA
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communities reacted with skepticism last

-iﬂmpm-lmbv
of Engineers wmﬂém
of treated per day to

disposal lltu in uutlcutnl

Engineers about why the Boston
area shoud turn to southeastern
Massachusetts as a disposal site; what
bemefits, if any, this region would receive
from the scheme: bow area
MWM&M;

what safeguards would be bullt into the

Kenyon' and Satterwhite provided
answers where they could, but emphasised
the scheme was in early study stages, and

that all the answers were mot yet °

available.

wuuu
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Seen Crawling with Infectious Material
Waste Pond in Freetown ‘Shocking’

The b4 of Corps of Engineers could make year

e S PRI P2 e

neers

However, the

ever heard” when he spoke
-against the plan at a meeting
‘of the - Southeast Regional
Planwing. and Economic
Development District this week.

Arruda calls the proposal
. shocking”” and says
gt"Irs stuned that the Army

" _phar «the™ “tlihe. festations

with chlorine ' treatment, the
virus and bacterial content ,of
a

¥

h it

. The
spgcial;:t

engineers have come

a Drogotal “that leaves

valuable asset fo this area’s Package it and sell it, but not

#0il,” Arruda remarked. * ~  ‘slore it here.” :

mmﬁwmmh‘mmmmg
argument udicrous at b engineers were implying
since this region has a natural this area would benefit from
replenishment of the nutrients ~Storing ‘Boston's 'waste water,
‘in the soll because of . the He remarked “That’s. awiul
amount of rainfall, . hard to swallow.”

Arruda pictured the scene of Heuidtlnttlnmud
a pond “crawling with in- ‘‘sounds like a but
“fectious material” and located few people are laughing at the
some two or three miles from prospects of having a bacteria-
the city’s northernmost section. infested ‘pond in'their midst,” ~

“The Army engineers’ plan The Army engineers
would lay waste to the land, prepared an ‘information
as it filled annually with some packet” on waste water
50 billion gallons of treated management in which the
sewage from Metropolitan was explained. The Fall River
Boston, - Freetown area was one of

Heturthz:;dh\dlaled that the mthe £,
engineers not provide any Wwhere waste water would
information as to the pond's be piped and is the second
effect on the arca's water table. largest area proposed

Arruda said the Army utilization. Only Plymouth is
engineers could have been for a larger dum
“doing some fancy footwork’” area with 835 acres
in indicating that the acres of which are located in

wuundnﬁwlyhmmmj
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' ; LARRY umcaun
nu, RN!-.R A i
ntn% sewage

the lru to

Mass. received

mo avowed sition of

ong M.
Heckler (R-Wellesley)

& conference in her m

office here yester~

day.
Mrs.

Heckler
Tepresenta
Corps of

tives of the
ineers
»

'l‘heide.,.'__wnm

told

stressed that it isstill only an ,
,mhhmmm

northeast section of the state
into Fall River, Dartmouth the
and Freetown where it will be
Mumm(mw

ﬂ'ﬁe concept is of five
disposal systems developed by
the Corps in conjunction with
the Environmental Protection

Ageycy, the state,
regional planning gro
part of a two-vear study
in carly 1973.

David Kenyon, an engineer
in the Corps' planning
division, said the study was
authorized to be generated
over the next 80 years."’ Under
law, he added, ‘‘all possible
weys of preserving the quality
of water must be in-
vestigated,” including the
land treatment system calling
for the use of land in Bristol
County.

Four Other Concepts

Under the other four con-
cepts that have come out of
the study, wastes would be
treated and disposed of in the
Metropolitan Boston area
where they originate.

Fach of the plans would cost
approxiumately one billion
dallyrs to implement, with the
money coming from combined
federal and  state sources,
Kenyon, saul. laocalities in-
volved in the systems would
also contribute a small per-
centage.

Ihe puping concept would
call for a pipeline to Le in-
stulled from the Boston area
to the land application sitcs.
‘The tentative route of the line
shows one branch crossing the
castern section of Taunton and
Berkley along Route 24 into
Frectown  while  another
traverses the length of Mid-
dieboro. Otherwise, none of
the communities in Greater
Taunton would be divectly
mvolved in the system.

Southest Distance

Kenyon  suid,  “‘The
gevlogicul and soil resources
of the entire state were

cxamined with &:ﬂlc
attention paid to
purt of the logical reason

\

and

as treatment

it is the shortest distance
pombleH!or i:;umpmg the

ge Site in County
Protested

vity's reservoir at Wm,
Pond. The site is about 12
miles from Taunton's water
source at Assawompsett

Muuchmllsoorrovm -

acreage need for land

treatment.
as Kenyon

pointed out, the umc lands
that are good far development
are also the best for treat-

ment.

Describing the land

concept, Kenyon

said the sewage rc:ce."i‘vehsl
sccondary treatment an
chlorinated before being sent
down the pipeline. When it
arrives, the waste is applied to
the land either by simple
spraying or by being poured
onto sandy beds.

While filtering down
through the soil, nutrients are
removed from the wastes and
used by vegetation. The
cleansed water can then be
collected or allowed to become
part of the groundwater.

Fall River officials,
however, are deeply con-
cerned about the prospect
because one of the application
areus mentioned in the con-
cept is the Watuppa Pond
Reservation which is near the

Keﬁ};;m “assured ofticlals

against water pollution are
part of the
Forget M

The land treatment sites
would occupy about 4,915
acres in Fall River, 2.9 in
Dartmouth and 540 in
Frectown.

Mrs. Heckler urged the
engineers to foryet about the
concept involving Bristol
County and concentrate on the
remaining four. “This area
cannat becoine a place for
dumping refuse from Boston,”
ahe stated, prumlllnu to

“initiate a‘ tzrem
position” if t mn«T
taken seriously. “*Th
unfair to these oommnnlhl."

Kenyon indicated that there
is little cause for concern at
this point, notiny that “‘we're
still in the ecurly stages of
developing this plan. We're
not mu‘nu"to force anything on

m%!;odp.
study, he added. is still
4 year away from completion.




Army May Abandon Area
Waste Water Pond Plan

A representative of the US.
Corps ol Engineers has

-ll abandonment
of a proposal to ﬂnlim a
section of Fall River, Freetown
and Dartmouth for disposal of

waste waier orginatng n
Metrojo' o Boston,
D ' Kenyon, study leader

for o corps, said here Friday
that he believes the eorps will
drop the plan.

Kenyon was put on the
defensive a! a meeting called
by US. Rep. Margaret M.
Heckler and held in her Post
Office suite. Several municipal
government officials attended.

Mrs. Heckler, asserted her
toval opposition to any plan that
would bring  effluent  from
Boston 1o the Freetown-Fall
River Stale Forest area. She
was supported by the city
delegation.

About a month ago, it
became known that the corps
was interested in building a
pond on some 7500 acres of
Jand in this area. The pond
would. be filled by a daily flow

of 150 million gallons of waste
water from Boston,

Kenyon noted, Friday, that
the idea was but one of five
possibilities advanced to handie
the sewage disposal problem.
The other four proposals would
not involve transportation of
waste out of the metropolitan
area.

He said he recognized the
conflict in land use — for
cconomic growth or sewage
disposal —. and noled that a
decision must be made as to
how to utilize limited resour-
ces.

Venturing an opinion of his
own, Kenyon indicated ii wonld
not be wise to carry out the
plan for' a waste-water pond
here.

In several instances., he
declared it would be for the

people 1o determine the out-¢

come. The corps of engineers,
he added, was merely
presenting information and a
study position, “We're not going
to force anything on anybuxly,”

cited the value of recycling
treated wastes to  provide
nutrients for the soil.

Mrs. Heckler remarked that
she was gratified to hear
that the public would be ihe
witimate  decision-maker.
She said she knows how the
people of Greater Fall River
will decide.

Branding the plan as “totally
unacceptable,” the congrees-
woman warned that she would
“personally initiate a torrent of
objections’” to the pumping of
waste water into the Fall
River - Freetown - Darfinouth
section.

Furthermore, Mrs. Heckler
labeled the propnsal as unfair
to this area — a part of the
state which is trying (o bounce
back {rom ecconomic reverses.

Maintaining that she favors
a study of the waste disposal
problem and even recycling,
Mrs. Heckler stood adamant in
her position that the effluent
would not be ‘‘delivered mlo
my (congressional) district.”

Kenyon responded at one point. l-‘all
The corps, nevertheless, has

125

U.S. Rep. Margaret M. Heckler conducts a meeting on the proposed waste-waler pond con-
struction here. ldentifiable, clockwise, are Steven Carwse, Redevelopment Authority stall en-
gineer; Aslstant Water Supt. Michacl Blugke; Mrs. Heckier; David Keayon: and James Callabas,
chiet uf the corps’ waste-water studics branch. Herald News Photo RO

trom P,

George T. Darmody and
Assistant  Water Superintendent
Michael Biszko expressed ap-

about  possible
harmful effects to th: North
Watuppa Pond and Copicut
Reservoir watersheds,

Biszko noted, too, that long
range plans could include ex-
pansion of water resources into
Freetown. Darmody spoke of
the city's North End as about
the only section left for indus-
trial growth.

Steven Caruso, staff engincer
tor the Redevelopment
Authority, Aalso voiced con-
cern nbout the potentinl im-

River Industrial Agont

o Fase ..-,_ e

.\rmy Engin egrs May Drop Pond Plan—

pact of a waste-water pond.

As envisioned by the corps
of engineers. the pond would
be used for “spray isrigation™
over 4915 acres of land in Fall
and 2,365 acres in Dartmouth.
River, 40 acres in Mm

Kenyon said the corps
cumwy engaged in a "'ull

By early to mid 1975, the
corps’ conclusive report will be
available, Kenyon went on. He
said, however, that puhlic
hearings will be
before then —
fall.

He cxplained that a study
committee is looking into (he

long
tentatively this

Herald News
Fall River, MA
13 June 74

benelits of waste-water
recyvcling. And Kenyon
cautioned that the corps
docsn't want to pass up the Fall
River - Freetown - Dartmouth
pond possibility, only to be
faulted in the future if the day
comes when people  regret
they turned down the propesal.

The study leader felt that a
hybrid plan may cvolve laking
the best of the five alternutives.

In a quick response to thal
statcment, Mrs. Heckier in-
sisted that no part of a plan
tn build a pond here would be
“desirable or  acceptabie.”
Such an idea would constitute
“a devastating concept for us.”




Old Colonial Memorial

Plymouth, MA
13 June 74
d"omm. for the
¢
area might be
sultable repository for ..._.:
W-'ohn'hlydmm
_— ., -
a7
l.j_g:,.'cl ~(.: v




Standard Times
New Bedford, MA
1& June 74

Disposal

It was a stia.: Liorward euougi.
proposal by the U.3,_Auay. s

Eungineers to officials o £0
Soui ern Massachusetts cor-
munities

Tue Greater boston area would
pump 135 million gaiions of ticaied
waste water in one or more proposed
disposal siles in Soutueastern
Massachiusetts.

Jiie proposeu si.es inciude iarge
tracts in Dartinouth, Freetown, Fail
River, Piyraou.u, Warciam and
Bourne,

in return, the coauuniiies involved
would receive whatever evonogiue
benefits 1iay be deiivea i om sucly we-
tivities as recoveriug uul @S . i
the purifies wasie wa.er

Unfortunaieiy e Ar.o Coeps of
Engineers repcesci... ves who
broaclied uie sudjeci w. 6 ah es-
tiniated 50 officiais of Coiun..uhities in
the region were long oi. giowing
&eneiaiities and short on specifics.

Among other wiiigs, e Army
spokesinen said.

~=They liuve no inforiianwn o tie
“effect of nu.rienis {rom treaed waste
Waier On cranbeiiies.

—No figures ve. dre avVaiuine m
the PussI0e eColwiLIC beneuis 10 uw
Pegivie

=Queslions aboui Viruses, licavy

127

(-]
Tl gl o
o~ u ¥ )

tietal industiial waste oiu olier
vyproducts of such a sysiein Cawitn ve
answereu because, amoilg otier
things, scientisis stili do not under~
stapd them thoroughly.

One of the Army ofiiciius ioiu ' a
Lubbock, Tex farmer wiio iias auow-
ed that city to use iis land for Gisposal
purposes v e sast three decaaes —

. aad becaie a miliionaice i the

process.

e Luviock newspaper tola The
Staadara-Tuues the fariver aves ex-
ist, although tue editor could not es-
tiniale his v « Worth or ius pioat from
the waste-water ventuce.

Asswining the bene..s are as
Widespread and generous as -
awiled, we set the coninuinillies tiae
grierale wie waste waler shouid e
aliowed (o reap any proins uerivea
froi.. a treatiien. sysie.

here are lurge unaeveloped tracis
of land in Greater Roston — Waltaaia,
Wesion, Lincoii and Belinont couie to
fiwnd—not to mention the uninhaviied
Slaads in bosion Haroor.

The Ariny woula be well advisew 0
coizder Liwse possibilities s
betore turning its eyes toward
Suudiieasiern  Massachuselts, par-
Licuwiariy since officials are talking in
lerms vi @ $i million feasibuiity stuuy .

e —— AN
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Transcript
North Adams, MA
’5 June 74

Three-pronged benefits

Spraying sewage on: Ian;f stydied

BOCI'ON (AP) — A federal agency is
studying the idea of spraying partially
oy e s benis o clotabig e
t ng
polluted waterwdys, enriching the
et b o
process al
and m‘\;m the use of air, h:n and
plants man bresk down his waste
products.

Dave Hewitt, a spokesman for the
Army of Engineers, says the
ted waste water can be ab-
sorbed by the soil and plants on vacant
land in eastern Massachusetts. As the
waste breaks down, clean water is left to
filter down to mund water supplies.
Researchers on the billion-dollar plan
— which looks 80 years into the future —

ideal for v ‘areas,

“We suggest...state forests,
park land,” be says. “The process is
very a te for use in recreational

However the plan poses a m of

land availability.

Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,000 of
vacant land would be needed for the land
application program — and of
open space may not be availabie in the
100-community area under

The 100 communities make Q the
Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan
Area, bounded by Interstate 45
on the west, Boxford on the north, and
Duxbaury to the south.’

Sewage from the eastern

usetts towns and cities even-
tually drains into Boston Harbor — and
the MDC’s environmental affairs
director, Martin Weiss, says the two
sewage treatment plnnu on the harbor
are openu? at nearcapacity levels.

The MDC encompasses 43 com-

129

lmnltiu in its treatment area, which
lies within the 109-community
metropolitan area. .
One MDC  under study would
Lut the distriet from 8 to 24 towns, with
satellite treatment ts serving areas

cut out of the district.

Another calls for the con- .
struction of a sewage treatment plant in
the Framingliam area, taking some of
the load off one of the hardber facilities,
the Deer Island plant.

The second MDC plant is on Nut
Island.

Weiss says the MDC studies were
undertaken ‘“to determine whether we
want to expand or contract these
facilities. Weluvetoleehowmy
eommumtiuwedwuldbemidu
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St{ldy treated sewage usage

By STEPHEN C. KARNAS

BOSTON (AP) — A federal|no problems at all.”

agency is studying the idea of| The land application plan is
spraying partially treated sew-|one of five programs being corj f
age over vacant land, with thesidered by the Corps and the
three-pronged benefit of clean-Metropolitan District Commis--
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(Land Application Studied
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water would be pure enough to
T would, of course, expect
us L0 monitor the water for sev-
eral years before we would let
drink it,” Hewitt.

. water that seep
down to the ground water
md pose no problems at
The land application plan is
mdnnprogmmcm-
sidered by the Corps and the
Metropolitan District Commis-
sion to bring eastern
usetts iance

132

would be ideal for vacant

“We would suqut...state
foTnh:ts. park land,” he says.
¢ process is very appro-

jate for use in recreational
gnd's with no danger to people

_or wildlife.”

However the plan poses a

problem of land availability.

Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,000
acres og vac;‘anlt ::’nd would be
needed for the land application
program — and that kind of

n space may not be avail-
able in the 109-community area
under study.

The 109 communities make
the Eastern Massachusetts
etropolitan Area, bounded
roug!?o by Interstate 485 onthe
west, Boxford on the north, and
Duxbury to the south.

' Drains Into Harbor
Sewage from the eastern

£~ Massachusetts ans and
into

cities eventually
Boston Harbor — and the
MDC's environmental affairs
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Pollution Cleanup
Studied By Agency

By STEPHEN C. KARNAS
Associated Press Writer

BCSTON (AP) — A federal
agency is studying the idea of
spraying partially treated sew-
age over vacant land, with the
three-pronged benefit of clean-
ing up poliuted waterways, en-
riching the soil and providing
drinkable water.

The process is called land ap-
plication and involves the use
of air, soil and plants to help
man break down his waste
products.

Dave Hewitt, a spokesman

for the A Engi-
neers, says the pa

tr@ETET Waste water cah' be ab-
sorbed by the soil and plants on
vacant land in eastern Mas-
sachusetts. As the waste breaks
down, clean water is left to fil-
ter down to ground water sup-
plies.

Researchers on the billion-
dollar plan — which looks 80
years into the future — say the
water would be pure enough to
drink.

*‘I would, of course, expect us
to monitor the water for sev-
eral years before we would let
anyone drink it,"" says Hewitt.
‘*“The water that does seep
down to the ground water
would pose no problems at all."’

The land application plan is
one of five programs being con-
sidered by the Corps and the
Metropolitan District Commis-
sion to bring eastern Massachu-
setts in compliance with the
1972 amendments to the Feder-
al Water PoHution Control Act.

The law sets 1983 as a dead-
line to make waterways safe
for recreational use and fish-
ing. By 1985, any discharge of
pollutants into waterways
would be barred.

Hewitt says land application
would be ideal for vacant
areas.

‘“We would suggest...state
forests, park land,”’ he says.
““The process s very appro-
priate for use in recreational
lands with no danger to people
or wildlife.”

However the plan poses a
problem of land availability.

Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,000
acres of vacant land would be
needed for the land application
program — and that kind of
open space may not be avail-
able in the 109-community area
under study.

The 109 communities make
up the Eastern Massachusetts
Metropolitan Area, bounded
roughly by Interstate 495 on the
west, Boxford on the north, and
Duxbury to the south.

Sewage from the eastern
Massachusetts towns and cities
eventually drains into Boston
Harbor — and the MDC's envi-
ronmental affairs director,
Martin Weiss, says the two
sewage treat ment plants on the
harbor are operating at near-
capacity levels.

The MDC encompasses 43
communities in its treatment
area, which lies within the 109-
community metropolitan area.

One MDC proposal under
study would cut the district
from 43 to 24 towns, with satel-
lite treatment plants serving
areas cut out of the district.

Another MDC plan calis for
the construction of a sewage
treatment plant in the Fram-
ingham area, taking some of
the load off one of the harbor
facilities. the Deer Island plant.

The second MDC plant is on
Nut Island.

Weiss says the MDC studies
were undertaken '‘to detcrmine
whether we want to expand or
contract these facilities. We
have to see how many commu-
nities we should be servicing."' }
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[Spraying of Sewage)

e ———————

Is Studiedfar State

The Assoclated Press

B OSTO N-A federal
agency is studying the idea of
spraying partially treated
sewage over vacant land, with
the three-pronged benefit of

i
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us to monitor the water for
several years before we would
let anyope drink it says
Hewitt. “The water that does
seep down to the ground wa-
‘:J'M pose no problems at

The land application plan is
one of five programs being
considered by the Corps and
the Metropoitan District
Commission to bring eastern
Massachusetts in compliance
with the 1972 amendments to
the Federal Water Pollution
Contro] Act. °

The law sets 1983 as a dead-
line to make waterways safe
for recreational use and fish-
ing. By 1985, any discharge of
pollutants into waterways
would be barred.

Hewitt says land application
would be ideal for vacant
areas.

“We would suggest...state
forests, park land,” he says.
““The process Ja very appro-
priste for i recreational

Yora 10 sfiRavine, Poge Twy/
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danger to
people or wildlife.”

However, the plan poses a
problem of land availability. '
Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,-
000 acres of vacant land
would be needed for the land
application program — and
that kind of open space may
not be available in the 109-
community area under study.
The 100 communities make
up the Eastern Massachusetts
Metropolitan Area, bounded
roughly by Interstate 495 on
the west, Boxford on the
north, and Duxbury to the

south.

Sewage from the ‘eastern
Massachusetts towns and
cities now eventually drains
into Boston Harbor—and the
MDC'’s environmental affairs
director, Martin Weiss, says
the two sewage treatment
plants on the harbor are oper-
ating at near-capacity levels.

The MDC encompasses 43
communities in its treatment
area, which lies within the
100 - community metropolitan
area.

One MDC proposal under
study would cut the district
from 43 to 24 towns, with sat-

Another MDC plan calls for
construction _of a sewage
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Call
Woonsocket, RI

il in About 80 Years :

'Land Application Plan’
Seen Aiding Water Supply

BOSPON (AP) — A federal

agency is studying the idea of
spraying partially treated sew-

age over vacant land, with the ing

three-pronged benefit of clean-
ing up pal;uted waterm
riching

drinkable water.

The
application and involves the
use of air, s0il and plants to
help man break down his waste
products.

Dave Hewitt, a npokumm
for the Arm of Engi-
neers, 1ly.
treated whste water can be ab-
sorbed by the soil and plants on
vacant in eastern Mas-
sachusetts. As the waste
breaks down, clean water is
left to filter down to ground
water supplies.

Researchers on the billion-
dollar plan — which looks 80

years into the future — say the

water would be pure enough to
drink

“I would, of course, expect
us to monitor the water for sev-
eral years before we would let
a‘-fyh‘m&lnkit." says Hewitt.

The law sets 1963 'as a dead-
line to make waterways safe
for recreational use and fish-
. By 1985, any discharge of
pollutants into waterways
would be barred. .

Hewitt says land application

be ideal for vacant

“We would suggest.. state
forests, park land,” he says.
“The process is very appro-
priate for use in recreational

process is called land areas

lands with no danger to people
or wildlife.”
However the plan poses a

problem of land avdhhlllty

Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,000
acres of vacant land would be
needed for the land a; tion
program — and that kind of
open space may not be avail-
able in the 108-community y areg
under study.

The 100 communities make
up the Eastern Massachusetts
Metropolitan Area, bounded
roughly by Interstate 498 on the
west, Boxford on the north, and
Duxbury to the south.

Sewage from the eastern

Massachusetts towns and cities

eventually drains into Boston
Harbor — and the MDC's eavi-
ronmental affairs director,

pand or contract
uemuu We have (0 see how
many communities we should
be servicing.”




Nor,th'ampton, MA
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Transcript Telegram

Holyoke, MA
25 June 74

Plan Under Study To Make Use

Of Sewage Wastes And Water
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Hewitt says land application

woukl be mal' for vacant

areas.

“We would

down to the ground water forests, park
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alcr mc does uep

Corp and the or wildlife.”

tan District Commis- However the plan poses a
bring eastern Massachu- problem of land availabilitv.
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Greenfield, MA

Recorder
25 June 74
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Foster's Democr

Dover, NH
25 June 74
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Lewiston, Maine , .

25 June 74, line to make waterways syfe
‘ (f:ncmuml use and t"h

"ﬁ' By 1988, any discharge of
pollutants into waterways
would be barred.
Hewitt says land application
) ! would be ideal for vacant
i - areas.
' “We would suggest..state
forests, park l::d." he says.
“The process very appro-
£ ik iate for use in recreational
vk o i nds with no danger to people
e or wildlife.” o

" B However the plan a

o . problem of.land avalhmty.

. Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,000
acres of vacant land would be
needed for the land spplication

i : program — and that kind of

Wit et o space may not be avail-

AV E able in the 10-community area

LAGNE under study.

i The 109 communities make

¢ A the Eastern Massachusetts
Qe itan Area, bounded
bid s ! roughly by Interstate 493 on the
west, Boxford on the north, and

Ly Duxbury to the south.

v Sewage from the eastern

RN 3 ,Muae tts towns and cities

Eied a B 4 eventually drains into Boston

o & e e =" Harbor — and the MDC'’s envi-
A : cy ronmental affairs director,
*

;(.._,_ diesspraying Martin Weiss, says the two
‘ant M&SB. Lalld h.m:'tyul* T‘Uu at near-

C. KARNAS  ter down to ground water sup- MDC encompasses 43
i riter . plies. communities in its treatment
2 mfedc:} b!ltmmben m«:woa area, whiich um the 109
lar plan — communa mi area.
wn;ﬁ‘ ith the ’hm‘n to mdyou Id cut t‘beldi:trl
, W water wou encugh would cut | ot
benefit of clean- drink. ik from 43 to 24 towns, with satel-
waterways, en-  “[ would, of course, expect us lite treatment plants
soil and providing to monitor the water for sev- areas cut out of the district.
; eral years before we would let  Another MDC plan calls for
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7 Land Application Process \
Considered For Bay State
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Metropolitan District Commis-
sion to bring eastern Massachu-
setts in compliance with the 1972
amendments to the
Water Pollution Control Act.

The law sets 1983 as a deadline

to make waterways safe for harbo

o oot
I rge
into w.ant’u'vuyl would be barred.
Hewitt says land application
would be khyll' for vacant areas.
“We would ...state
f b plrk.hnd. . he uy:e.
foruse in mm.lM&
no danger to people or wildlife.”

However the plan poses a
problem of land availability.

Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,000
acres of vacant land would be

needed for the land application

program — and that kind of
mynotbenvdhblelm

ty area
ﬁ 108 communities make up
Eastern Massachusetts

the
%l:tmmc 496 on the
west, on the north, and

Duxbury to the south.
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Federal Harbor

Sewage from the eastern
Massa ts towns and cities
eventually drains into Boston
— and the MDC’s envi-

sewage treatment &.h.nu on the

r are opera at near-
capacity levels.

The MDC - s 43

communities in its treatment

area, which lies within the 109
community metropolitan area.

OneMDC under study
from 43 to
24 towns, with satellite treatment
plants serving areas cut out of
the district.

Another MDC plan calls for the
construction of a sewage
:.natment plant in the m
ngham area, taking some

load off one of the harbor
facilities, the Deer Island plant.

The second MDC plant is on

under Nyt [sland.
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Freetown Being Cansidered
For Storage of Partially
Treated Boston Sewage

BOSTON (AP) A federal
agency is studying the idea of
- spraying partially treated sew-
age over vacant land, with the
three-pronged benefit of clean-

man break down his waste
products.
Dave Hewitt, a spokesman

for the A Corps of Engi-
neers,  says # 'partially

ing up polluted waterways, en- “WeMled wadte water can be ab-’

riching the soil and providing
drinkable water.

Frectown is one of the areas
being considered for an experi-
mental “waste pond.'” Some
7,500 acres of woodland would
be used. It would be filled by a
daily flow of 150 million galions
of -waste water from Metro-
politan Boston.

The proposal was strongly
criticized on June 8 by Joseph
Arruda, management research
specialist in Mayor Driscoll's
office in Fall River.

Arruda called it one of the
mast incredible plans he'd ever
heard, He voiced his criticism
at a meeling of the Southeas-
tern Regional Planning and
Economic Development Dis-
trict, He termed the proposal
‘‘absolutely shocking,” and a
“potential health hazard of tre-
mendous magnitude.” He com-
plained that no consideration
had been given to side effects
of ‘‘this preposterous proposal.”

The process is called Jand ap-
plication and involves the use
of air, soil and plants to help

\

sorbed by the soil and plants on
vacant land in eastern Mas-
sachusetts, As the waste breaks
down, clean water is left to fil-
ter down to ground water sup-
plies.

Researchers on the billion-
dollar plan — which looks 80
years into the future —say the
water would ‘be pure enough (o
drink.

“1 would, of course, expect us
{0 monitor the water for sev-
eral years before we would let
anyone drink it,” says Hewitt.
‘“The water that does seep
down to the ground water
would pose no problemns at all.”

The land application plan is
one of qu programs being con-
sidered 'by the Corps and the
Metropolitan District Commis-
sion to bring eastern Massachu-
setts in compliance with the
1972 amendments to the Feder-
al Water Pollution Control Act.

The law sets 1983 as a dead-
line to make waterways safe
for recreational use and fish-
ing. amany discha of

on Page erT j
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pollutants into waterways
would be barred.

Hewltt says iand application
weuld be f{deal for vacant
areas,

‘“We would suggest...state
forests, park land,” he says.
“The process is very appro-
priate for use in recreational
lands with no danger to people
or wildlife.”

However the plan poses a
problem of lapd availability.

Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,000
acres of vacant land would be
needed for the land application
program -~ and that kind of
open space may not be avail-(
able in the 109-community area
under study.

The 109 communities ‘make
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/ Sewage treatment plan studied

BOSTON (AP) — A-federal agency is
studying the idea of spraying partially
tlmpmmm of hm“m

c ng up
polluted waterways, enriching the soil and
providing drinkable

water.
The process is called land tion
and involves the use of air, soil and plants
to help man break down his waste

Dave Hewitt, a spokesman for
Corps of Engineers, says the y
tréfted-wusts WItirean be absorbed by
the s0il and plants on vacant land in
eastern Massachusetts. As the waste

I

]
i
:
%
:
s

the ground water would pose no problers
{atall”

. ‘The land application plan is one of five

w
b
e ) WO R

being considered by the Corps
and the Metropolitan District Commis-
sion to bring eastern Massachusetts in

waterways safe for recreational use and
fishing. By 1983, amy discharge of
poliutants into waterways would be
barred.

Hewitt says land application would be
ideal for vacant areas.

‘““We would suggest...state forests, park
land,”” he says. “The process is very
appropriate for use in recreational lands
with no danger to people or wildlife.”

However the plan poses a problem of

. fand availabiiity.

Hewitt says 100,000 to 500,000 acres of
vacant land would be needed for the land

3

Another r:‘nc plan calls for the
construction of a sewage treatment plant
in the Framingbam ares, taking some of
the load off one of the harbor facilities, the
Deer Island plant. -

The second MDC plant is an Nut Island.

Weiss says the MDC studies were under-
taken “to determine whether we want to
expand or contract these facilities. We
have to see how many communities we
should be servicing.”
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The Chronicle
Dar:mouth, MA
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Planning the future

by Wesley J. Ewell,

BOSTON SEWAGE

The Army Corps of
Engineers has proposed
taking treated sewage from
metropolitan Boston and
spraying it into the woods of
Freetown and North Dart-
mouth. A spokesman for the
mayor of Fall River has
called the plan preposterous
while admitting he knew
nothing about it. Other area
officials, including Dart-
mouth Selectmen, are wary
of the proposal, but wisely
want to know more about it.

The plan in question is one
of five suggested for long-
range development of
sewerage in greater Boston.
The first four plans are all
conventional plans for
sewage treatment and
discharge into streams. The
fifth plan is offered as an
alternative that would
‘“‘recycle’’ the water supply
by putting it back into the

d

Under this plan, sewage
from the outlying suburbs, '
from Reading to Stoughton,
would be treated at local
plants scattered throughout
the area. Liquid wastes from
the treatment plants would be
piped to disposal sites in
Freetown, Dartmouth,
Plymouth and Sandwich. The
liquid wastes would then be
sprayed onto the land with
normal irrigation equipment,
where it would be filtered by
the soil and vegetation before
returning to the ground water

The concept is known as
Land Filter Disposal. It has
been used for years in
Europe, England, Texas, and
several thousand other
places. Pennsylvania State
University has been using
this system for ten years.
‘They dispose of all the wastes

147
\

Dartmouth Planner

(

Two years ago | attended a
four-day seminar on the land
filter method at Penn State.
While there I watched the
system in operation and was
surprised by many of the
things 1 saw. Spruce trees,
three times the height of
similar trees in unsprayed
control plots; fields of dense,
tall, and super-productive
corn stalks; acid mine
tailings transformed into
productive topsoil; and deer,
rabbits and birds living in the
woods that were sprayed
regularly. The biggest sur-
prise was the location of the
University's water supply
wells just a few hundred
yards downhill from the
disposal area. In ten years of
operation, they have never
been contaminated.

The Penn State system is a
perfect model, however, and
may not be typical of what we
would get here. Their treated
waste is nearly pure enough
to drink before it is sprayed,
their researchers are con-
stantly working to improve
the operation, and every step
is carefully and continually
monitored.

I have seen other systems
that were not as good.
Seabrook Farms (the Birds-
eye people) spray their
wastewater into the woods
with auch force and volume

that the trees have all died,
and swamps have developed
where the water table was
once 50 feet below the sur-
face. But even this sloppy
system has not contaminated
the ground water supply.
What will become of the
Army’s proposal? Probably
nothing. It has the potential of
increasing our ground water
supply, renewing worked-out
farmland, and taking some
pollution out of the

. metropolitan area. But it is

not the cheapest alternative,
and it is certainly un-
conventional. More likely,
they will simply up-date their
present disposal plants. 1t is
too soon to discount the plan
completely, though, and we
will be keeping a close watch

over its progress in the

coming months.




The Standard Times
New Bedford, MA
14 Aug 74
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Scrapping of waste
dumping denied

WALTHAM — A spokesman for the U.S.
Ammy Corps of Engineers this morning
denied a report in a Providence newspaper
that a proposal to dump treated Boston

on land in Fall River, Freetown
Dartmouth had been scrapped.

Lt. Col. Arcade G. Boivin, an assistant
division engineer at the Corps’ New
England Division headquarters in
w m, said study would continue on the
mul to pipe 155 million gallons a day

100 eastern Massachuseits com-
ties to 10 land dispodal sites in
stern Massachusetts.

Beivin admitted, however, that in view
ol negative public reaction to the k
““i doesn’t appear this one is going to fly.”

Other disposal sites being considered
include land in Plymouth, Wareham and

The proposal is one of five being studied
in conmection with the Boston Harbor-
Eastern Massachusetts Matropolitan Area
Wastewster Mauuema).t Study. The

148

The other four proposals call for expén-
sion or development of wastewater
ment facilities within the 100 comin
directly invelved in the study. 4
Annowscement of the piping of wage

i theastern

quick officjal criticism. !
Boivin said the Corps was sot dropgl

“Concept 5", as it is known as an *

native to be considered and rendered ia’

un 'M m.," . .
He said the corps would continwe o

- Study the “‘geographic, physical, hygesic

and aesthetic impact” of the
including the tone of local reaction te
proposal. The corgols “very sensitive to
public reaction,” Boivin said.
A progress report on the study would be
issued *‘in a week or two” Mﬁ:«_ﬂh
know

- widely distributed to let the pu

where the project stands, he noted.
The final report on Concept 5 would be
issued probably next June, Boivin said.
“Our’ obligation is to continue this

study will be
S .




South Middlesex Daily News
Framingham, MA

19 Aug 74

Natick meeting
to air area

sewer questions

NATICK — The Lake
Cochituate Watershed
Association (LCWA) and the
Club will host :wc eeting

a m
on Thursday at 8 p.m.,

cerning regional sewer needs
to accommodate

g

149

South Middlesex communities
and adjacent towns in the

wastewater ncydlﬁ. which is
the application treated
wastewater to the ground

stead of into a waterway,
utilizsing nutrients fro crop
and naturally-fiitered

growth
water for local groundwater
recharge.

Representatives of various
and local agencies will be
to respond to audience
and comments.

£

i




South Middleoex-_Ne '8

Framingham,
IS Sept 74
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Middlesex towns are expecled to attend a sewerage
study meeting here next week, according to one of the
officials sponsoring the program..

South Middlesex Area Chamber of Commerce °

Planning Director Gerry Mimno has contacted
departments of public works and planning board of-
ﬁcials.uﬂ:bﬁtomﬂothem«ﬁu. said A.
Richard , executive director of the Lake -
The meeting, Thursday, Sept. 19 at 8 p.m. in the
Morse Institute Library, E. Central St., Natick, is an -
“‘experiment’’ designed to get citizen and official in
‘u;to h;cmliun Area Planning Council ( )
plans .
Miller and Mimno have both stated growth in the .
S?‘tex‘t‘hMiddluumﬂl{bghmper;dll:ylhehck:;
adequate sewerage, predicting a critical shortage
adequate disposal methods within two years.
Some of those methods — particularly controversial

ones like recycling waste water by spraying it over

open land ~— will be discussed at the Thursday meeting.
Officisls in towns bordering the Charles River, in-
cluding Sherborn, Medfield, Millis and Medway, will
be asked to attend by the Lake Charies River Water-
shed Association, Miller said. :
Miller said he hopes for attendance from citizens and
officials from towns throughout the South Middlesex
tRepresentatives of Metcali and Eddy, the
consujtant

e firm handling the Metropolitan
mmmmg'mmm ing the future of
MDC and state officials will be on hand to

answer | questions, but spomﬂngomup do
no want the to get “‘bogged down” with
discussion, Miller sa

id.
Included in the on will be a film, “Our

: presentati
~ Wastewater Bonanza,” which Miller said will be

“exciting to any environm
“To my knowledge,” he said, “it will be the first time.

anyone from the general public will be able to see the

3 ‘iml.

Two hearings have been held on the future
possibilities for sewage, Miller said, but the Thursday
meeting will be the one set-up and run by local
rather than state officials.

Miller said the Citizens’ Advisory Committee to the

: MAPC Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan Area

g

(EMMA) waste water study suggested local officials
would have a better idea of what issues appeal to

residents in their area. 3
"‘N:Mlmwupnanmmm.”)hn«

" said “to see if the format will work.”

+ Area ‘sewer meeting |
“in ‘Natick Thursday

" NATICK — Officials from a wide area of South

!
i

150
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Patriot Ledger
Quincy, MA
2 Dec 74

Reégional Sewage . -

Proposals Ready _

" BOSTON = After a long ' communities adjacent to
study, a technical subcommittee . MDC water mgﬁs: in the -
will - make - recommendations ‘ Sudbury River The 53
Dec. 12 on five proposals, each ' communities would be served
costing a minimum of $1 billion, by two MSD treatment plants. *
for future wastewater trealment - The treatment facilities and

- 9
.

antici| * The six "additional systems
capital investment and ex- with treatment facilities would -
ansion of the Buanl be-located at Woburn, Medford, -
tan Sewerage. District Watertown,, Dedham, Canton. ‘.

(MSD) of 43 communities. .. “‘i“h En;ningadm. s R ML
* . ‘Theé plan to decen would !

"",:2."'},‘::‘ otior e cost $1.12 billion to implement,
m Dilla, and  estimateq nd estimated annual operation .
annual operation and main- :nnguol:'mntemnu would be $64 -
— ept V would collect the -

¥4 millio .~ .. effiuent of five of the regional -'
I would upgrade MSD systems proposed in v
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Courier

Wareham, MA

4 Dec 74

‘Boston’s wastes. may
not flow our WE@

'Dn Eutm Mnl. Metropalitan
Area Wastewater Management Study

_has under consideration five concepts

for managing future: vastewatsr flows
from 109 cities and towns in the
mctropoliun Boston area.

Onoc.uthooystmbutsmudto
the future needs for wastewater
treatment will be recommended and
subsequently submitted to State and
Federal policyuukors for im-
_plementation.

The study encomyund a range of

" wastewater (reatment systems; the

most controversial for Cape Cod is
concept five, a plan to collect the ef-
fluent of five regional systems and
convey it to  southeastern
Massachusetts for further treatment in
lieu of treatment on site.

Twenty-three factors were con-
sidered in evaluating the concepts.
Concept five, for which construction
costs are estimated at $1.16 billion and
annual operation and maintenance of
$36 million, scored highest in both
engineering and environmental factors.
In this particular study, the higher the
score the less desirable the concept.

Receiving the lowest or most
desirable score was concept one —
upgrading the Metropolitan District
sewerage facilities to provide for future
needs within its present service area of
43 communities, and utilizing regional
and municipal systems to serve the
remaining communities within the

aresa.

It is estimated that construction of

153

facilities would be $1 billion with lnmnl
operation and maintenance at tu
million.

Rated next was conapt two wh!cﬂ
would reduce the service area tributary- :
o the Deer and Nut Islands treatmen ;
plants to 32 communities by creatine’
five additional regiona) treatmen:

'mmﬁmunmtmm

vice area.

Approximate cost of concept two i.
$1.04 with operation and maintenance '
pegged at $56 million annually. :

Third ranking was concept three '
which would extend Deer and Nut '
Islands treatment plants service area
by increasing the present )imits to
include the Charles River Basin in its
entirety and communities adjacent to
present MDC water supplies in l.hn
Sudbury River basin. :

Estimated pricetag for concept mrec !
is $1.1 billion with annual operation and :
maintenance at $33 million. :

Concept four would decentralize the
present system tributary to the Nut and
Deer Islands treatment plants by
developing six additional regional
systems within the MDC service area.

Estimated cost for this concept is
$1.16 billion and yearly - operational

" costs of $38 million.

Public discussion on the concept is
still sought. Comments may be directed
before Dec. 12 to John Harrington,
M Pl Comdl. “
School St., Boston
4.

cmu Estey ..

B -




Suburban Press and Recorder
Natick, MA
5 Dec 74

Open meeting held
on wastewater treatment

Local officials and the
ctizens of 16 communities
sre invited to attend s
meeting te discuss
alternative wastewater
reatment proposals for the
area. The mecting. on Dec. §
at 8 p.m. in the Town llall at
155 Village Street, Medway
tas been arranged by the

the subject, the areas of the
Upper Charles River and
Upper Sudbwry River involve
some of the more complex
decisions to be made:
consequently, the
subcommittee is looking for
additional public reaction to
the alternatives.

Citizens and officials of the

Metropolitan Area Planning
Council on bLehalf of the
Technical Stbcommittee.
which is conductirg the
study.

The Suhcommittee,
ccnsisting ot reprosentatives
of the Metecpolitan District
Commission. Copps  of
Engineers, U.S.
~avironmental  Protection
Agency, Metropolitan Area
Flauniag Council, Massa-
@R T Division~of Water i
Fotlutiorn - Contro!l.
swpartment of Pudlic Heaith
end Resource Management
Policy Council. is scheduled
» select a preferved system
ot Duc. 12. i

Although previous!'
rovetings have boen held on |

154

pllowing communities are '

urcnlly r
this mee
Bellingham, Dover,
Framingham, Franklin,
Hoilliston, Hopkinton,
Medfield, Medway, Milford,
Millis, Natick. Norfolk.
Sherborn, Southborough and
Wrentham.

eanm‘md w© attend

: Ashland, '




Ve “Area Town Offié_ial |

Milford, MA
7 Dec 74

MEDWAY — A discussion and]
exchange of l\;kw:“on a\ml
approaches (o wastewa .

ment were
T i i
at a meeting in the Sanford!

T
etropolitan Area Planniog

that “local input® regardi
Caapts Wi s mecteliy e e
wasa
5utpou of long-range aod effec-
ve

Sixteen area towns from
ddlesex and Norfolk counties

oot logiature o 1t &
e sta con-
sideration.

“We are interested in your
Bou‘ of view dm:ﬂ
ke to see in planaing lor future
wntogaur treatment con-

Armmy of
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Exchange Views

- Plan Of Future I
“The conecepts may take;
years to implement fully’
Jekabs Bit of Metcalf &:
said, “and your need |s im- -

te.

The roposed in the
m mn study in-

—Cnncep' t I, a minimal e -
sion of the present Mw
munlt?c’s' and autilizing regional
and munidral systems to serve
the rematning communities

within the study area.
The awozimau cost of
eatment facilities and :
lntemunlc?al interceptor
billion. The es-'

-

present area. /

The approximate cost of
building treatment facilities and .
interceptor sewers is $1.0¢

cobimmatod ~ew ol

and communities adjacent to ‘

t MDC water supplies |

in Sudbury River Basin; 59 '

Communities would be serviced
by the two Metropolitan

Sewerage District, treatment |

MAPC said the estimated cost

=‘ building ttutm-io:-hdliuu.

T T

utilizing land
8 lcmo-."c.::lloctlu the
o’ uent of the five regional

4 and coavey-
ing It to southeastern;
Massachusetts for further treat-
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- Estimated Cost - - |
The estimated cost for

treatment facilities and inter-

municipal In tions for the

“initial (4 is $1.16 billion. The
estima

:
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to officials can accept a.
reasonable amount of raw

*This 1 turn, they pointed out
; oy

drains ou streams and leaves
room for stagnant and um-
desirable vegeta
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” Wastewater Treatment |
Systems Considered

WRENTHAM - At a wastewater planning ceotralized systems with additional treatment
meeting in Medway Thursday night, 40 citizeas facilities within the present area of the M.S.D., land
from 16 area towns vented their concern about application for ¢4 of the 109 communities, and
regional wastewater treatment. o _sewage collection in five regional treatment

A two million dollar study mandated by facilities for further treatmeat in southeastern
Congress is considering five concepts for future Dlassachusetts. e
wastewater treatment. Alfected are 100 cities and : Both Wrentham and’ Franklin would be in a
towns in the metropolitan Boston am. including * regional system witb Bellingham, Medway and
Franklin and Wrentham. Holliston under three of the proposals. In another

The subcommittee in charge is chaired by the Proposal, they would be included in the Boston -
Metrogolitan District Commission and includes Sewage system. ;
members of the Al itan Area Council, U.S. - After the Dec. 12 hearing. the final proposal will
Environmental Protection Army - bcuﬁtomtcandlederaluendnlormiewnd .
Corps.o!!:ndmtbbivldcnomu?onmm Mthetopenhearingsmplanned lonrumms
Centrol, Department of Public Health, Resource: ~ Wmtbammembernavidscmu didnotl
Mmmmmaﬂad&mm sitand the meeting but whea telephooed comr |

comumittes. "meated that Wrentham is not ready for regional |
They will presen mmm
lmnm:nm i ® sewage treatment. &Wﬂmm(

town population figures do not indicate sewage

nnmmawmmm {

P pros i : They are treatment planning is needed at this time. !

expension of the present metropolitan sewage - * Town Selectmen have also told Wrentham town

district of 43 communities, expansion of the M.S.D. officials they are not interested in sharing .|
Qa communities, two alternatives for de- regional treatment facility.
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Panel to choose

Globe
Boston, MA
11 Dec 74

a sewer plan

[ The subcommittee ap~

The shape of 'th.nn to
come in sewer manage-

ment for metropolitan -

Boston may be defined to-
morrow, “when & multi-
zgency subcommittee of
_the Boston Harbor-Eastern
lassachusetts Wastewater
Management Study is
scheduled to recommend
implemantation of one of
five proposed plans.

At stake are the role
and scope of the Metropol-
{tan District Commission
(MDC) in handling m
water flows.

Four alternatives are
encompasved in the five
plans developed by the
MDC and the Army Corps
of Engineers: expansion of
the MDC district to 39
communities; minimal ex-

pansion of the present 43- |

community district; two
proposals decentralizing the
MDC and establishing re-
gional wastewater treat-
ment plants; conveyance
of wastewater to southe
eastern Massachusetts for
treatment.

“Whichever concept we
choose will be just a rec-
or.mendation,” = Martin
Weiss. MDC director of

cnvironmental planning,

said.

Representatives of eight
pacticipating agencies will
meet tomorrow at 1 p.m.
at MDC headquarters in
Beston. The agencies sre
the MDC, the Army Corps
¢! Engineers, the US Envi-.
ronmental Protection
Agency, the Massachusetts
Division of Water Pollu-

M e s e S e g . A s . i s o

tion Control, the JMatro- |

politan Aru Planning

Councll, TNé Deépartient -

o!"Public Heslth, the Re-
rource Manazement Policy
Ca:neil and 2 nire-meme
v:+  Citizens Advisory
Conmitlee.

The propo.al agreed
sacn will be studied fur-
th.cr, then resubmitted to

s~.e agencies before the

291 i3 submitted to the
Lazislature, Wgiss said,

zars to be leaning towerd
‘. first optiun, but MDC

Comr. John Sears has in-
-1mated he would be unli-
“oiy {9 approve it. i

Scars a-gues that that

sption, which calls for .
1dding communities to the
ixisting 44-member sewer .
Ustrict and expanding the ¢
Jeer and Nut lslando

reatment plants to accom= |

4

rmodatc' them, would be

next to impossible to ac-
complish.

It would require dou-
bling the size of the Nut
Island plant, Sesrs said,
“by filling in Boston Har-
bor or taking a chunk of
Quincy.” Por that and
other reasons, he said, “1
don't think it will fly.”

The Citizens MM
Committee  last
voted to support tho two
proposals which shift the:
handling of effluent to

suburban treatment
plants.
Plans 1 and 3 would ex-

pand the MDC district by
five and 16 communities
respectively, retaining pri- |
mary wastewater trut-=
ment at MDC facilities at!
Nut and Deer islands for.
release into Boston Har-'!
bor. |

Plan 8, under which:
wastewater would be

piped to Cape Cod and .

southeastern  Massachu- .
setts, has aroused opposi-
tion from those regions'
and is not expected to be
considered seriously.
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Satellite sewab t_reatment | plants

By Ev elyn Keene
Special to The Globe

A plan to reduce Boston
Farbor pollution by  de=

crezsing the load .on the.

Deer Island and Nut Island

sewage treatment plants
snd %uilding ' satellite’
plants has been adopted

By a special technical sub-
committee on waste water
management.

The " subcommittee,
whose chairman is the
Metropolitan District
Commission's chie! engi-

\acer. Martin Cosgrove, in-

& cludes reprmntatives ol :

. ment,” and the Resource

the US Army Corps of En—
gineers, the US Environ-

_ mental Protection Agency,

the Metropolitan _Area
lexfmu.-.uw

3s several state agencies

‘including the division of
‘Water Pollution Control,’

the Public Health Depart-

—

Management Policy Coun--
cu' "

- Meeting at MDC offices
yesierday, the group ap-
proved s plan Lhat would
reduce {rom 43 to 32 the
number of communities
now served by the MDC at
the Deer Island sand Nut
Island trecatment plants,
ond add one sewage treat- ;
ment plant in Woburn, an- l

other in Canton. and pos-

sibly a third in either Fra-
mingkam or Dedham. i
The plan, which will re-
quire public hearings and
legislative approval. would ; ,
!

cost about $738 million. * -
The subcommittee elim-
inated four other concepts

. presented in a Boston |

Harbor-Eastern Massachu- g
setts waste water manage- |
ment study. One called for |
land dispusal of treated |
sewage {rom five regiona) |
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systcm: and‘ m disu'ibu-

‘tion to various points in

southeastern  Massachu-
setts. i et
Public hearings on this,
method .. -demonstrated
public distaste for the
technology, one of the
newest methods of dispos-
ing of sewage from waste-

“‘water treatment plants. !
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/

‘New sewage plant

or larger pipes?

to rely on their recom- |
P on how .E 1
m m’ O §
A Gitizens 3 8
_ o vetel o'the |
‘o o i
otes for the . per ’
. 8 Previously ' per
_ veat of phosphorus ahd allye
ve  Counpounds s .roved TOM the |
approval. water & i s svage hefore it gogs’
No esthnate of cost for tis | futo the AL e L
b wosmace bt s e 1 Rep G L T %t would
Lvocald e 1,000,000 alien, o Lo s ' i the river
day ciatity Goabhg o ol dond Gioiaina - gk oivicias
PG o o ploit or pipe

xuumg excess water or eiducat

ito the Sudbury River at.the

site.
Accordi

to X
% : Mimno, the

| costs would be

tocoige o Myt s Yl get
mare locan lup."

She 3ald *“Any wastewator
treativeid plunt would cost us

borne by the federal monay to maintain, it would be
ment bz subsequent opﬁ:m up to the coumunity to correct

costs of plants or new ma
have come
communities although thede is a

possihility of all MDC towns
| SR TTH A
tip, Cray said because of the
. possitility of excess sewage
. also going into the river, “i'm
2 olfposeg to “."lbillty ‘.‘,\
Arother poss accordin
! to Mimno I for an nddmcmﬁ
trunk line going to Dodham
where a plant could possibly be
built instead of Framingham.
He said it would -cost ¢38
million for the 63-inch line to
Wellesley and the 72-inch line
from there to Dedham, a togal of
9 mora than 70,050 feet.
But he said either way it
would eventually increase the

area’s sewer capacity and allow «

* for expansion of
- home

< re to Boston Harbor
* and Deer Island treatment

piants.

¢ ! voted Thursday
wm &lbout $758 millin
and mgyco Bostoa kl.!m

u
m’"%m and and
possibly reduce the
communities on
from 43 to 32,
sites are either

group
Framingham top
because “we're the
restrictions now."

it If it brcle dor 0

But besides that,,s0e weid
“Almost- equal the
biclogical imglications of

uttlug cven trected gewage
ﬁuo tl‘l'e Sudbury River.”

IMimno said “The main
rep:onfordoing ié is to augment
the low flow,” of the siver Lut
Ren. Gray sgid ‘“if. you
dischurgs wotor Intoitit’s \%
to back up,” und possibly

The recommendation "will.

meaftuanextgminm

Voting with the 1ADC’ and
Citizens  Advisory Committee
for a Framinchin E’m ‘was
the U.S. Army Corps of
Engincers.  Voing egatnat it
g::: ttha Env u:o't:l

cction . Agency, - siate
mwtmm of l’uﬂc Health
Division of Water Rollution

e

)
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EMMA Study Nears Final Recommendation Phase
For Expansion of Regional Sewage District

While the Council begins gearing up 10 conduct a

© 0
Study. another study n which it has been involved
Deging 10 wind down

Rec ped in the course of the
Boston Marbor-Eastern Massachusetts W

RECOMMENDATIONS (See map)

There are 109 communities in the study area, includ-
ing 43 members of the MDC-administered Metropolitan
Sewage District (MSD). Treatment systems have been
considered for all study area communities. and those

Management Study also referred 10 as EMMA. were
presented at a series ol public meetings in January
While the Council's mew 208" study and plan (see
Page 1) wiii consider solutions to all sources of water
poilytion in the region EMMA s primarily concerned
with future improvements o and expansion o! the
L District € (MDC) §

a0

District
Council Participation

, Dwring the study anc recommendation process. the
MAPC (afticipated on a Technical Subcommitiee
charad by the MDC the agency responsible for over-
seeind the study Other agencies serving an the sub-
committes nciyde the U S Army Corps of Engineers
U S Envrormaental Pootection Agency (EPA)  state
Divinwon ot Water Pougtion Conteg! Department of
Pubtic Heaith and Office of State Plann ng In addition
aCimizens Committer serves in an advisory capacity to
the study grous

A primary function performed by the Counci was the
organizing and publicizing of an initial seres af pubhc
meetings designed to encourage Mmaximum citizen
participation hroughout each phase of the study and
10 ensure local representation 7 the state ang federal
decision-mawing process MAPC parmicipation invalved
wOrking with the region s news Media as well as con-
Tacting interested ¢t zen Qroups within the EMMA
Study 5 109 commun ity area Local official and citizen
reaction 1o proposed alternatives for improving the
sewage distnct was then evaluated Dy the technical
subcommatiee and incorporated Into preliminary rec-
ommendations

WMore Meetings

HBeginning nex! month. another series of public
meetings wiil be held to evaluate construction priori-
ties including alternatives for treating combined sewer

ows and L] Qe for imple-
menting the study s recommendations

rec 60 cities and towns.

The subcommittee has endorsed moderate, decen-
tralized treatment systems for the MSD This would be

by Q the service area

of the Deer Island sewage treatment plant. reducing the
service ares of the Nut Island sewage treatment plant
and serving the outer area of the MSD with inland treat-
ment facilities

Recommendations are based upon providing secon
dary treatment at the Boston Harpor facilities and ad
vanced which es y
plus nutrient removal, at the inland facilities discharg-
ing into rivers. Toxic substances 'n industrial wastes
would be subject to EPA pre-treatment reguiations
prior 1o discharge into sewer systems and alternative
strateges for controlling combined sewer overflows
will be proposed

Boston Harbor: Upgrading the présent primary treat-
ment plant at Deer Island to a secondary treatment
faciiity handling anticipated flows of 380 million gai-
fons per day (mgd) in the year 2000 The Nut Island
primary ireatment plant would aisO be expanded and
upgraded to secondary treatment to handle an antici-
pated flow of 120 mgd in the year 2000 The two plants
are currently designed for 343 mgd and 112 mgd
Sludge produced at these facilities would be incineral-
ed rather than discharged into the harbor These im-
provements would benefit overall water quality and
help sateguard public health. especially at recreational
areas. It should be noted that the restoration ot Boston
Harbor water quality will depend mostly upon abating
several other causes of pollution. notably the com-
bined sewer overfiows

Neponset River: An advenced treatment facility would
be iocated in the Canton area It would treat approxi-
mately 30 mgd in the year 2000 from the towns of Can-
ton. Norwaod, Walpole, Sharon and Stoughton. This
facility would reduce the service area of the Nut island
plant and keep rec| as far in

The estimated capital costs for "
accompanying ntercepters and pumping stations rec-
ommended by the EMMA study s $735 million Under
the Federal Water Pollution Cantrol Act Amendments
of 1972 (Public Law 92-500) the costs will be shared as
follows 75 percent faderal 15 percent state and 10 per-
cent or $73 5 milhon, local Annual operation and
maintenance costs for which there are no federal or
state funds available, are expected 1o total $29 million

the River Basin as possible. The highly treat-
ed effluent should help the Neponset River by improv-
ing flows in dry summer months

Charles River: The Wellesley area would be the location

for an advanced treatment facility to serve the towng of  *
Py Aghi

y, F gham. Hopki Natigk
and Southborough, as well as parts of Dover and Sher-
born when sewerage is provided there This 30 mgd

facility would reduce flows to the Nut isiand plant by
the year 2000 and help retain reclaimed wastewater in
its basin of origin. Adding these tiows of clean water 10
ihe Charies River wili be helptul 10 water quality in dry

The which are in various
stages of inthe J y and
Milford areas should also benefit the river

jona River: An facitity of about
two mgd in the Woburn area is under consideration as
an alternative to serve the special purpose of augment-
ing Hows in the Aberjona River

during
. when additional water is nesded in the river. Other

means of p g low flow aug will be eval-
uated 1o determine which is the most cost-effective.

—




DEER ISLAND FACILITY

scale in miles

EASTERN MASSACHUSETTS METROPOLITAN AREA
(1431 : ! WASTEWATER MANAGEMENT STUDY

"= Study Area Boundary
-==s Recommended Service Areas

120 Approximate Capacity of the Facility in MGD
4 Secondary Treatment Facility

8@ Recommended Advanced Treatment Flclmy
O Flow Augmentation Facility
Source of data: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
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SOUTH MIDDLESEX

Sewage plant isn’t
coming to Framingham

A new wastewater treatment
;U will not be twilt n
ramingham. Instead, step:
wll be taken to “‘provide relief *
for the existing trunk line,
sccording to Richard Noss,
environmental engineer with
the Metropolitan District
Commission.

The ultimate plan for solving
sewer restriction problems in
the Sowth Middiesex ares will
eenter around construction of a
satellite plant to handle

flow on the Charles,
pessibly in Wellesley, Nass s.11d

Gerry Mumno of the Souih
Middlesex Ares Chaniber of
Commerce applauded he
decision. saying it will solve the
immediate capacity probden
and also WWIGO a lon“ tatiie
oppurtunity to reuse the w«ter
at some time in the future

Framingham., Ashlaud,
Natick and Hopkinton would
benefit from use of aunother
trunk hne. Mimno ssid.

The proposal to build «
treatment plant in
Pramingham was probably
defeated, Mimno seid, becaure
the Sudbury is a low-flow river
and the technu does not
exist that could forecast the
offect moce  putrients . would

have on it
Noss would not detail
cif‘i::h of e why the
ram am plant proposal
was defeated, but said thete
mmw of mnnsh
. were problems wit
both directions,”” he said.

The MDC's decision was nnt
the lagt word on the matter
Rowever, as public hearinygs will
Be held In January to present
plarn. fof the entise area J.ie

study, Noss said *'Response of
those hearings will be taken into
Noss would not say how the
different agencies voted on the
plan, bt saud it evoked ‘‘con-
siderable discussion.”
The decision will be subject to

review by the policy-making
in state government,”

Noss  added, including
K{rimarily the Regional
etropolitan Planning Com-

For all practical purposes,
though, the plan for o plant m
Framingtiam was killed when

e i 6 A R 477 o1

the MDC voted to “sinft s
foeus' toward making o bigger
trunk line

Under either plan, the
original capital costs would be
borne by the federal govern-
ment but subsequent operating
costs of plants or new lLnes
wonld have to come from lo- al
communities, according to
Mimno.

He has said that an additional
trunk hine to Wellesley would
cost 836 illion, bul that either
way, the area’s sewer < ap.city
would be increased and allow
for business and honie buiiding
growth

New sewage plant
or larger pipes?

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 14, 1976
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Another vote asked
on area sewage plan .

Although a state a, :
week recommende another

trunk line to solve South Mid--

dlrsex area sewage problems, a
citizens advisory committee
may ask reconsideration,
favoring a new wastewater
treatment plant.

The committee was onc¢ of six
voting on the proposal last week
which came after an extensive
study.

Chairmen Rita Barron of
Newton said Monday she will
meet with the committee

m;rop':::lh“ to solve the
was
area's unr Jumcmn

aving relched capacity,
limiting tie-ins.
The recommendation i
not finsl however as there will
be public hearings in January
for the entire Eastern
Massachusetts area studied.

MDC linc : and building satellite
plants in. at mwm and

sometime this week to review Canton

the decision which she said
“wasn't expected.”

When the committee met with
several other state and federal
apencies last week she said they
didn't expect to make a final
recommendation.

The Metropolitan District
Commission’s vote Friday
recornmendin ulﬂumal
trunk line leadi u ummm.
Boston Harl.or came a day
# 33 ie vote on whether to hvot
4 new (rcatment plant in
Framinghain instead.

The additional line would be
66 inches 1o Wellesley where a
(reatment may be built
instead and 72-inches from
therc to Dedham where it would
tie into the MDC system leading

Mrs. Barron however
“We had not gone to the
moeting expecting to vote on
specific satellitc plants. but
agreed to the com: of

mmu -y

vﬂd for a
nn wuunter treatment

has 8 serious hl.u!ht has
:mm but which way |

A. Richard Miller of the Lake
Cochituate Watershed
Assoc. and the advisory com-
mittec said however he would
ask for a reconsideration.

“We were faced with a nasty
11th hour dilemma to vote for

]Tuesuv. DECEMBER 17, 1974
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Miller said he favored

‘‘continued planning for a
on the Sudbury River,”

at t Framingham site

although there is not yet enough

he feolt to vete on

:

He-idlhmluwulml

g

i

i
511

i
i

al trunk line would
enable more growth for the
arca, allemn: business and
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Waste Water Disposal
The next Greater Boston Group General
Membership meeting will be Wednesday,
January 15, 7:30 p.m. at the M.LT. Student
Center, Mezzanine Lounge. There will be a
discussion of sewage disposal problems and a
report on the study by the Army Corps of
Engineers and the M.D.C. on wastewater
L disposal in Eastern Massachusetts.
i 3 » As required by the 1972 Water Pollution
a St ot Control Act, the Corps and the M.D.C., with input
from a Citizens' Advisory Group, have drawn up
a basic wastewater treatment plan for the 109
M.D.C. communities, with particular focus on
the 50-odd cities and towns in the Greater Boston

area.
The plan will have profound impact not only on
S DR : regional water quality, but also on land use,
[ i future population growth, and the flow of four
s major rivers.
. plan would decentralize the M.D.C.
y wastewater dis 1 system by establishing a
number of satellite sewage treatment plants.
Discharges from these plants would raise
water levels in the Charles, Neponset, Mystic
¥ i and Sudbury Rivers. Area communities are now
B S withdrawing more water than they release from
B e these rivers.

An especially controversial issue is the
construction of a secondary treatment plant on
Deer Island in Boston Harbor. At present,
T U sewage from Boston area communities receives
T R T only primary treatment; i.e., solids are removed
o 8 from the water. The 1972 Water Pollution Control

W vl 1 .~ Act requires that all municipal waste receive

o ‘o ‘ secondary treatment., which removes up to 90
per cent of the organic matter in sewage, by 1977
(the M.D.C. cannot meet this deadline). If a
secondary (reatment plant is built on Deer
Island. this could destroy the island’s recreation-

al menthl.
M.D.C. and the Corps are required mw
to solicit public comment on their plan. This is
your chance to be heard — you don’t have to be
an expert to have a say in the future of Greater
Boston's water suorply. For further information
call Madeleine Kolb at 547-1223.
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Nut Islarnd Filling,

Sewerage

QUINCY = Houghs Neck resi-
dents and City Councilor Leo Kel-
Jy strongly veiced their opposition
last nigit to the filling of the Nut
Jsland bay area, which the Metro-
politan District Commission
(MDC) is considering to expand
the sewage treatment plant lo-
cated there.

The crowd of 400 applauded and
cheered Mr. Kelly at the waste-
water management public meet-
ing at the Lincoln-Hancock School

Opposed

said, and upgrading (o secondary
stalus is necessary at the primary
plants.

The MDC has endorsed a plan
to decentralize the present sew-
age system. Proposed are (wo
advanced treatment plants; one
along the Neponset River in the
Canton area, and another alng
the Charles River in the Wellesiey
area. Also, a small flow augmen.
tation facility for the Aberjona
River in the Woburn area is being

when he explained that his feeling considered.

was the same as that of his consti-

tuents.

Mr. I(elly warned of the sludge
dcposit and flooding which may
occur in the area if the 23-acre bay
area odneent to Nut Island is

Muﬂn Weiss, MDC Environ-
mental Planning Office director,
lIater countered this remark bv
saying that facilities would he
built to incinerate the sludge rath.
;: than discharge it into the har-

T,

Numerous residents asked why
the MDC would prefer not to util-
ize Peddocks Is to upgrade
the Nut Island plant. Mr. Weiss’
answer was that it would cost
more money, even though the
MDC owns the island.

Mr. Weiss said that running
pipes underwater from Nut Island

to Peddocks Island would outrun
tlu cost of extending Nut Island
by filling the bay by several mil-
lion dollars.

Aside frain the cont imvolved,
Mr. Kelly siid oven tivoueh, Ped-
docks Islond was oriimally obe
tained by the MDC for recreation
and conservation purposes, the
use of 25 of its 130 acres could be
transformed, according to law.

Mr. Weiss stated that MDC
primary sewage treatment plants
on Deer Island apd Nut Island
have reached their capacilies. Ad-
ditional plants are needed, he

Mr. Kelly assured irate resie
dents that no &opnsal to take over
homes was considered in
bay fill plan. Residen!s pointed
out that views of downtown Bos-
ton and Dorchester Bay would be
blocked by a treatment plant ex-
tension on an enlarged Nut Island.

A representative from Melcalf
and Eddy, consultants tn the
study, said that up to 10byears ago,
rainfall diluted much of the pollut.
ant naterial in  wastewater,
Jekab Vitlands, the Eastern Mas-
sachusetts Metropolitan Area pro-
ject manager for the study, said
that today. rainwaler is already
poiluted, lessening the diluting
elfect to the wastcwater.

Mr. Kelly praised the use of
chlarine in the bay to improve the
quality of the water. Partially
treated sewcrage has been over-
flowing from the Nut Island phnl.
he said, and chlorination has
helped imnmvo the situation,

Including water pollution con-
trols, the entire project is ex.
pected to cost approximately $90
million. The study was started in
March

The metropolitan arca popie
lation in 1970 was 3,120,200, In
2000, the population is expected to
be 3 ws i, The Jycar projected
plan is for construction of treat.
ment plants that will sufficienily
handle this increase.
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Further statement of the Charles River Watershed Association
to the public meeting held by the Boston Harbor Eastern
Massachusetts Metropolitan Area Wastewater Management

Study. September 30, 1975, Junior High School, Wellesley,
Massachusetts,

I am Lydia R. Goodhue, 90 Dover Road in Wellesley, speaking for the
Board of The Charles River Watershed Association, We submitted a
statement at the June 5 meeting in Needham (a copy of which is
attached). This statement:

1. Approved the principle of a decentralized system with
improvements of Deer and Nut Island treatment.

2. Opposed a plant on the banks of the river, Good planning -
and indeed all the recent Charles River plans - calls for recrea-
tional and scenic uses of the river banks, Only water-related
ag;uctures such as boat houses should be encouraged on the river's
edge,

3. Called for a great deal of input from citizens and local
officials before a site or even site alternatives are chosen,

a} Applauded the high priority given to the problem of urban
run-off.,

Since then we have seen little if anything happen which would
lessen our concerns,

Unless a citizen group has some immediate and real input in the
over-all decisions, we fear that citizen activity will be reactive
and defensive rather than creative and positive, We believe that
citizen input should go not only to the matter of the site, but
also to the matter of design and operation, We are worried about:

1. Sludge disposal

2. Smell
3. Noise
. Nutrient removal

5. Record of experience of an existing plant of similar design

We feel the need of more water quality data upon which to base these
decisions, For instance, what is the data information on the effect
on the river of the effluent under the worst possible conditions?
What of emergency conditions? In case of fallure of the operation,
would the raw sewage go into the river?

And, finally, we are concerned about the problem of operation -

whether the plant will be operated by trained and high-quality
staff and supervised by an alert staff at the agency level.
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Statement of the Charles River Watershed Association
to the Public Meeting held by the Boston Harbor-
Eastern Massachusetts Metropolitan Area Waatesater
Management Study. June 5, 1975 Pollard School Needham

I am Mary H. Pyffe of Pond Rd.,, Wellesley, representing the Board
of the Charles River Watershed Association, We are an association
of concermed citizens from all parts of the Charles River's Water-
shed who care about the river, its banks, and the gondition of the
e?tito watershed as it affects the river and citizens' enjoyment

of 1it, :

We approve the principle of a decentralized system for the
Metropolitan Sewerage District with improvement of Deer Island and
Nut Island treatment and with an advanced treatment plant in' the
mid-Charles watershed, We realize that the M,D,C, system is often
:gr:haigedlhero and that the river would benefit from added flow

t is clean. ; '

However, we obiect to the phrase "along the Charles River in the
Wellesley area" because: .

1. The treatment plant should not be on the banks of -the
river. The river is a great recreational and environmental asset
to the region, and only those structures which are water-linked
(such as & boat house) should occupy land adjacent to the river,
;lpe::ally in the Wellesley-Dover area, one of the most scenic
ocations, i

2. We have long supported planning which promotes the
recreational and sceriic uses of the river banks, notably the
Department of Natural Resources' input . into the Corps of Englneers'
5-year study of the Charles and the most recent SENE proposal of
the New England River Basins Commission. -

3, We do hot think that a site or even site alternatives
should be chosen without a great deal of formal input from local
citizens, citizéens' associations, and town and city officials.

We are glad that storm water regulation has been assigned a high

priority because urban run-off is a serious pollutant of the
Charles River. : : _
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9/30/75
STATEMENT OF WELLESLEY BOARD OF SELECTMEN TO THE M.D.C.
MR. CHAIRMAN:

My name is Richard L. Gardner, Chairman of the Board of Select-
men of the Town of Wellesley. 1 am attending this public information
meeting to indicate the opposition of the Town of Héllelley to the
alternative recommended by the Boston Harbor-Eastern Massachusetts
Metropolitan Area ("E.M.M.A.") Wastewater Management Study for the
provision of sewage treatment facilities in the Greater Boston area.
This recommended plan includes a system of supplementary satellite
treatment plants, a management structure for the wastewater treatment
system and a financing mechanism for assessing its capital, operating
and maintenance costs.

We oppose the satellite plan because it creates unacceptable
health hazards, degrades the environment in which it is located, is
more expensive, does not conform to the recommendations of the Tech-
nical Advisory Committee, did not consider adequately technical alter-
natives, and there was inadequate involvement of the municipalities
within the study area.

UNACCEPTABLE HEALTH HAZARDS: There is a certainty that viruses
vill pass through the primary, secondary and tertiary treatment and
into the discharge effluent. At this time, there are no federal or
state regulations concerning limits for viruses in water or wastewater.
However, because very low numbers ( €10) of viruses are sufficient to

cause disease in man, viruses in water supplies or surface waters
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represent a significant health hazard, A major source of virus in
surface waters is effluent from municipal waste treatment plants. It
is estimated that advanced waste tre.tnen‘t plants discharge 150 in-
fectioul units of virus per liter (EMMA wastewater management study:
Hygienic Impacts). Thd capacity of the proposed treatment facility on
the middle Charles River is 30 million gallons per day, thus the plant
would be discharging approximately 18 billion viruses per day. In the
event of plant malfunction, the nubex;/éodld be several times higher.
Viruses have been recovered in water f{ip to 10 miles from the point of
effluent discharge; it can be assumed that the Charles would be virus-
contaminated for several miles from the proposed plant site., This
contamination could endanger those populations exposed. These viruses,
which include poliomyelitis and infectious hepatitis strains, would
endanger the people of Wellesley, Needham, Dover, Westwood, the West
Roxbury Section of Boston, Dedham, Newton, Waltham, Watertown, the
Brighton scibks or Boston, Cambridge, Brookline, and the Back Bay/
Beacon Hill l§ctiona of Boston, A total of 500,000 people live within
the above-mentioned localities.

The above described hazard exists under the best conditions. We
are not talking about a situation where something goes wrong at the
treatment ‘phnt -- a malfunction -- a strike -- equipment failure --
human error -- or some other failing of man or nature.

Viruses are the most important items that would escape the treat-
ment that is proposed at such a plant, but not the only items, however,
Organic chemicale, salts (which are extremely critical for people
suffering from hypertension or cardiac conditions), urine compounds,

1n
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pesticides, heavy metals and dissolved metallic chromium would be in-
cluded. Furthermore, the plant proposes phosphate elimination but
actually adds nitrates in the treatment plroceu. These nitrogen com-
pounds can be extremely harmful to drinking water. Finally, there is
a substantial algae growth problem in the lower Charles River, and this
_ problem may be exacerbated by the effluent discharge of the Middle
Charles Treatment Plant.

ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION: The proposed satellite plant will
dump sewage effluent into the Charles River at a location where 'no
sevage - treated or untreated - is being dumped presently. This plant
would have severe noise problems associated with its operation. A
sludge incinerator on the same site may create additional air pollu-
tion problems.

The satellite plant would be incompatible with the designation of
this stretch of the Charles River for improvement to Class "B" water
quaiity by the State's Division of Water Pollution Control.

The location of a satellite plant in an area that is otherwise
devoted to residential, recreational, educational, conservation, office
or research, and park land uses is not acceptable., The size and bulk
of such a plant is out of scale; the noise and odor is objectionable;
and it is impossible to screen such a plant from its surroundings,
particularly the 250' high smoke stack that would be needed for the
sludge incinerator.

MORE EXPENSIVE: Operating and maintenance costs of sewage treat-
ment under the satellite plant alternative could be at least $4.7
million per year more than the same items for the expansion of ceatral
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plants alternative, Main components of the operation and maintenance
costs are labor, chemicals and power, thus these costs may be greatly
underestimated, particularly when considered over the 4O-year lifetime
of the plant.

NON-CONFORMING TO THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:

The committee evaluated 23 different items, both engineering and
environmental considerations. This review favored the expansion of
central plants alternative, not the development of satellites.

INADEQUATE INVOLVEMENT OF THE MUNICIPALITIES: Until the elected
officials of the Town of Wellesley began to question directly members
of the E.M.M.A. Technical Advisory Committee, very little detail and
substantive information had been provided. The information tended to
be very general and innocuous in nature and did not do justice to a
study which may lead to the expenditure of over $800,000,000 in public
funds, Actually, this problem of the municipalities getting adequate
information still remains unresolved. On July 29th representatives
from the Towns of Wellesley, Dover and Sherborn held a joint study
meeting. This July 29th meeting reviewed the technical work done by
the E.M.M,A. study and the way in which potential health and environ-
mental hazards would be handled by the sewage treatment plants. Several
éqn‘pluou remained unanswered after this July 29th meeting. A formal
1&.“: was tfdnsmitted to M.D.C. Director of Environmental Planning,
Martin Weiss kon August 8, 1975, with the expectation that answers
would be received before Labor Day. Mr. Weiss personally assured
both Mr. Colby and Mr. Murphy in separate telephone conversationa that
answers would be dispateched no later than the end of the week of
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September lst. This promised response has not been received to date.

The only advantage cited for the implementation of a supplementary
satellite treatment plant alternative is the augmentation of low water
level in the Charles and Neponset Rivers during times of drought or
other low river flow 1ﬂstmcea. We feel that there are better ways of
handling this problem. Impoundment of water upstream for release
during these low flow periods and diversion of water from another
source are two such alternatives. : .

There is one point that is important to meke in conclunioﬁ.-

Since the Town of Wellesley is greatly affec;ed by the proposed loca-
tion of the satellite plant, it might be thought that our opposition
would be automatic. On the contrary, we are well éware that wastewvater
problems must and will be solved, Consequenﬁly, we have made a great
effort to be objective and factual in our evaluation.

The Town of Wellesley has been assisted in this stﬁdy of the
wastewvater management proposals by a special committee appointed by
the Board of Selectmen. This committee has included planners, biochem-
ists, virologists, microbiologists, air pollution and water follution
control experts, environmental attorneys, financial and management
consultants, and interested citizens. We are proud of the v_ork £his
committee has done, the léng hours of careful study and review of
material made available to th}q'l, and the openness of the proc?u de-
veloped to undertake this ltu;ly. There has been wide publicity in the
newspapers and on radio stations of the activities of t‘hil Mttee
and good attendance by the general public at 1& various mimp. We
are very much indebted to their efforts and assistance.
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The results of the evaluation which my statement tonight has sum-
marized leads inescapably to the conclusion that the proposed satellite
treatment plant would be a multi-million 'dona.r mistake which would
endanger the health, quality of life and welfare of the citizens of the
COnnonwealth.’ It woulé achieve a result exactly> opposite from its
initial objective.

(RETYPED FOR PURPOSES OF PUBLICATION)
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CITY OF QUINCY
IN COUNCIL

RESOLVE NO. 469
BHodEX

September 22, 1915

BE IT RESOLVED that the Quincy City Council record
itself in opposition to the filling in of any portion of
Quincy Bay and adjacent to Nut Island. Copy referred to

Army Corps of Engineers and Metropolitan District Commission

and EMMA,
Adopted in Counc eptember 22, 197§
'/
ATTEST: //
Clerk of Council
o~
(\_ /,/
A ‘Troe Copy s Attest
APPROVED AW AL
Pt L NN Aasistant Gty Clask <
L /(//‘l, Z" D MRE D (:% R ;
g MAYOR T T S

YEAS Harrington, Kelly LsRals, Lydon, Marshall, Powers, Quinn Sheets, Tobin

NAYS  Hariington, Kclly, l.aRaia Lydon, Marshall, Powers, Quinn, Sheets, Tobin
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TO: MLO and Army Corps of Engineers
FRCM: Faul D, Harold
RE: Nut Island Sewage Treatment FPlant

City Council Candidate Paul D. Harold has voiced his opposition to
an MDC plan that calls for filling 26 acres of Cuincy Bay to upgrade the
Nut Island Sewage Treatment Plant.

"Such a filling would have a disastrous effect on the ecology of
Quincy Bay and would turn much of the shore area into swampy mudflats
bec:use of the change in tidal currents,” Mr. Harold told a gnthering
at the home of Mr. and Mrs, Robert Kamb, 80 Bay View Ave., l'oughes Neck.

Mr. Harold said it seems that the MDC "is saying that in order to
save Quincy Bay, we must destroy it. An upgrading of the treatment plant
is zertainly overdue, but this plan is completely unacceptable.®

Mr. Harold said the MDC should involve community residents in working
ﬁp an acceptable plan, and urged Quincy residents to attendt*Thursday's
Wastewater VManagement Study meeting at 7 p.m. at the Kennedy Health Center

to hear what alternative plans are being considered,

Paul D. Harold
31 Riverside Avenue
Quiney, "A 02169
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