__________________A. RICHARD MILLER__________________

61 Lake Shore Road, Natick, MA 01760-2099, USA–508/653-6136 (9am-9pm) –TheMillers@millermicro.com

October 23, 2009

Re: Framingham Birch Road Wellfield Redevelopment, EOEA #14197 FEIR


Secretary Ian A. Bowles
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
Attn: MEPA Office
Anne Canaday, EOEA #14197 (1-617/626-1035; anne.canaday@state.ma.us)
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900, Boston MA 02114

Dear Secretary Bowles:

I am a founding and current member of the Cochituate State Park Advisory Committee, and helped draft its own comment letter (which I fully support) regarding this FEIR.

I speak here as an individual environmental activist, with some related issues that I believe deserve MEPA attention. Green issues, which are distorted or ignored in the current FEIR. I hope you will agree, and will require a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report that does address these issues.

1. Framingham's proposal is about dollars.

It is about utilizing a massive Federal Stimulus grant to enable Framingham to avoid paying its share for MRWA water, and to shift its share of the fixed MWRA costs to the other regional municipalities. It is not about a need for water, and it certainly is not about the environment.

You are debating how much further stress to place on the Sudbury River, and on Lake Cochituate - which also is the major recreational lake in eastern Massachusetts. Both bodies of water are heavily stressed already, this massive money transfer and massive additional withdrawal can hinder and cannot help, and a political decision to do it will only set the precedent for futher incursions.

This counter-environmental proposal is on a parallel with the proposal to meet our energy needs even by burning our forests - the "Easter Island Error". This counter-environmental proposal would be Federally funded, like the $500,000 solar-panel system on a metro-Boston industrial building's roof, which sat covered by snow (and useless) last winter because the building owner didn't want to save energy, just wanted (and got) that Federal boondoggle.

Framingham is no worse than our other towns. If we offer money in this strapped economy, town governments will create projects to use it. If this project is approved, rest assured that other towns will follow.

Just say no. If your constraints are such that you can't just say no, say that a next round of discussion - a Supplemental EIR - will have to be preceded with full disclosure of the many informational items that were evaded in the FEIR. And will be followed with active public hearings as well as the usual public comment period.


2. Which comes first: Lake Cochituate and the Sudbury River, or Nestlé bottled water? And why wasn't the pertinent data provided?

Specific information on Nestlé Waters usage was requested in the DEIR comment letter by myself and by others, but was not been provided. Furthermore, even that question was minimized in the FEIR (Section 1.2. WDPW/WPC.05).

Evasion of this important issue - mass diversion of the MWRA's sometimes-rationed public water supply in order to ship it across the United States at great private profit- should not be permitted. If Nestlé takes pride in its "Environmental Stewardship" (see http://www.nestle-waters.com/) and in its "Honesty and Integrity" (see http://www.nestle-waters.com/company/our_values.html), it and Framingham can not continue to treat this private taking of public water as a protected secret.

Bottled water is one of the LEAST environmentally responsible mistakes of our society. Normally no better than tap water and certainly no better than inexpensive, home-filtered water, bottled water increases out-of-basin water demand, increases fuel used in transportation of the bottles and (from Maine for some of the water in this plant!) for transportation fuel, takes great amounts of energy to produce the bottles, and results mostly in waste dumped along public and private ways that should look better. The part that does make it into waste treatment again costs more energy to reduce back to mostly-non-recycled material.

What IS Nestlé's contract with Framingham for these withdrawals, and what are the amounts? How do they, and will they, vary by season? What assurances do we have that, should Framingham replace or supplement that out-of-basin supply with this proposed local one, the current levels will not be harmful? What assurances do we have that that move to local water would be accompanied by a requirement for open, State-level review of such contracts to prevent the increasingly excessive withdrawals (and other environmental insults) that have led to broad opposition to many Nestlé bottled-water projects? See:
http://www.metrowestdailynews.com/homepage/x947780042/Nestle-bottles-sells-filtered-Framingham-tap-water
http://soh2o.org/?paged=2
http://www.foodandwaterwatch.org/water/pubs/reports/all-bottled-up
http://www.sierraclub.org/committees/cac/water/bottled_water/#takeaction

3. Plan for the future.

Do not follow arguments that say we can keep taking more from these water bodies that already run too dry at times, and are running too dry more often than they did in the past. Water recharge during non-critical times is what provides minimum stream flow later. Even withdrawals during "wet" months may be the critical factor, and that won't become evident until later.

Continuing grants of additional water withdrawals from these already stressed resources can no longer be granted one by one to the next entreprenurial users - even when they are municipalities working for entreprenurial users. Just say no.

4. Install a gauging station. Measurement before management!

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. One cannot assume that the FEIR's Tables 2.1 and 2.2 (at the Sudbury River!) will manage Lake Cochituate. I am very glad that this commitment has been made by Framingham. This gauging station should record lake surface level as well as stream flow.

But, how will the data be used? When this data indicates that the water level is dropping, say to within 2" of problem depth, stop the withdrawals. And increase that safeguard if future data indicates. Please incorporate these assurances into any approved plan.

5. Claiming a "reduction" in the level of withdrawal (where no withdrawal currently exists) cannot substitute for accurate projections.

I believe that the general analysis in the FEIR comment letter from Tom Sciacca is accurate. I share his concerns that much has been overlooked by Framingham's consultant, on the assumption that a "26% reduction from 4.3 MGD" excuses them from addressing individual issues. The FEIR further claims, "... a 3.17 MGD withdrawal is grandfathered and exempt from further ITA review and permitting."

Can such things be? The question of when 3.17M GD is too much and, when that is the case, the question of which are the higher uses, must be addressed. Our adjoining and partially-connected watersheds have limited capacity, that capacity already is stressed in ways we know,, and there are ways we do not know. The oft-repeated assertion that a large new withdrawal is okay because it is a "reduction" or possibly "grandfathered" is beside the point and, as such, should be ignored.

For the above reasons, I believe that this FEIR failed to supply adequate and requested information 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. Its basis in monetary benefits to Framingham, at the expense of the environment, of other MWRA communities and of all US taxpayers, also runs counter to sound environmental strategies for the future.

Therefore, I ask MEPA 
a) to determine that this FEIR is significantly incomplete and in need of a Supplemental EIR, and
b) to assure adequate public participation once the still-deficient information is made available in a prescribed manner.

Thank you for this opportunity for public participation.

--A. Richard Miller <TheMillers@millermicro.com>

Sincerely,

A. Richard Miller

Ex-Executive Director, (defunct) Lake Cochituate Watershed Association

