Cochituate State Park Advisory Committee


October 23, 2009

Secretary Ian A. Bowles

Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs

Attn: MEPA Office

Anne Canaday, EOEA #14197

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900, Boston MA 02114

Re: Birch Road Wellfield Redevelopment and Water Treatment Plant, EOEA #14197 FEIR

Dear Secretary Bowles:

The Cochituate State Park Advisory Committee (CSPAC) is appointed by the Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR) to advise the DCR, and the three towns that contain Cochituate State Park, on matters that pertain to this incredible facility, including Lake Cochituate.

We thank MEPA and all who gave us belated help with the DEIR, and who gave us timely help with this FEIR.

We remain concerned by the following issues that were not adequately addressed in this FEIR.

1. Statements about withdrawal amounts are misleading and their impact is not sufficiently studied.

This proposal clearly results in an increase in water withdrawal. Our adjoining and partially-connected watersheds have limited capacity, and that capacity already is stressed.  It is not acceptable to sweep this under the carpet by claiming “reduction,” which is untrue, or “grandfathered,” which is irrelevant.

That such an increase would not cause serious harm remains to be proven by a thorough environmental study.

2. Inches of lost lake depth can be feet of lost waterline.

The CSPAC continues to be concerned about actual shallow-depth surface areas on Lake Cochituate that would be affected by "small" vertical drops during sensitive periods of environmental or recreational usage. Specific attention to this issue was requested, but not delivered.

3. Boat passage in Lake Cochituate is already limited by water depth.
Because of relatively shallow tunnels between the three ponds of Lake Cochituate, tunnel passage by Cochituate State Park boaters is limited by shallow water.  The DCR has a delicate task in managing water level throughout the season, for both environmental health and recreational boating.  Even a slight reduction in average depth at critical times of the year could make this task extremely difficult or impossible.

4. More and better measurements are needed.
To maintain accurate information about Lake Cochituate's water levels and govern the proposed withdrawals adjacent to our lake, the requested USGS gauging station should be provided as a component of this project. We cannot assume that the FEIR's Tables 2.1 and 2.2 (at the Sudbury River) will manage Lake Cochituate. We are very glad that this commitment has been made by Framingham. This gauging station should record lake surface level as well as stream flow.

Perhaps more importantly, we request that any approved plan explicitly state the contingency plans that will be triggered by measurements.  Potential problem depths and flow rates relative to season need to be established, and clear guidelines to halt withdrawal in those situations should be spelled out.  In addition, the safeguards should be strengthened if future data indicates that need.

5. We suggest a review of other significant withdrawals.

Framingham contains businesses that may withdraw substantial amounts of water.  These allowances should be weighed against the importance of the proposed new withdrawals.  Reducing one may make the other more environmentally sound.

For the above reasons, this FEIR is incomplete, and fails to guarantee adequate safeguards for the current and future users of Cochituate State Park and for Lake Cochituate, the major recreational lake in eastern Massachusetts. Further consideration should require delivery of the missing information within a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report, again subject to public participation.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

For the Cochituate State Park Advisory Committee,

Nathaniel Bogan

Chairman

