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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
} CIVIL ACTION
V. } No. 85-0489-RGS
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT COMMISSION,
et al.,
Defendants.
CONSERVATION LAW FOUNDATION OF
NEW ENGLAND, INC.,
Plaintiff,
} CIVIL ACTION
V. } No. 83-1614-RGS

METROPOLITAN DISTRICT COMMISSION,

Defendants.

MWRA QUARTERLY COMPLIANCE AND
PROGRESS REPORT AS OF JUNE 15, 2007

The Massachusetts Water Resources Authority (the “Authority”) submits
the following quarterly compliance report for the period from March 16, 2007 to
June 15, 2007 and supplementary compliance information in accordance with

the Court's order of December 23, 1985 and subsequent orders of the Court.
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l. Schedule Seven.

A status report for the scheduled activities for the month of March 2007

on the Court’s Schedule Seven, certified by Frederick A. Laskey, Executive

Director of the Authority, is attached hereto as| Exhibit “A.”

A. Activities Completed.

1. Combined Sewer Overflow Annual Report.

On March 15, 2007, the Authority submitted its Combined Sewer

Overflow ("CSO") Annual Progress Report in compliance with Schedule Seven.

2. Complete Construction of Sewer Separation and
Optimization for BOS072 and BOSO073 -
Fort Point Channel.

On March 30, 2007, Boston Water and Sewer Commission ("BWSC")
achieved substantial completion of construction of the sewer separation and
system optimization project for CSO outfalls BOS072 and BOS073, in
compliance with Schedule Seven. The sewer separation aspects of the project
involved the construction of new storm drains and appurtenant structures, the
relocation of storm runoff connections from the existing combined sewer to the
new storm drains and rehabilitation of the existing combined sewers for use as
sanitary sewers including the installation of a total of 4,550 linear feet of new
storm drain. The optimization aspect of the project involved modifications to
the CSO regulator and tide gate structures associated with outfalls BOS072

and BOSO073. At both locations, overflow weirs were raised; new tide gates
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were installed; and underflow baffles were constructed for floatables control. In
addition, BWSC removed a hydraulic restriction associated with the dry
weather connection at BOS072. With the completion of this project, CSO
discharges from outfalls BOSO072 and BOS073 to Fort Point Channel are
expected to be reduced from nine activations in a typical year with an average
annual untreated discharge volume of three million gallons to zero discharges
in a typical year. BWSC has commenced flow metering to verify attainment of

this required level of control.

3. Prison Point Facility Optimization Study.

On March 30, 2007, the Authority submitted its report on the
optimization study of the Prison Point CSO facility (the "Report") to the United
States Environmental Protection Agency ('EPA") and the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection ("DEP"), in compliance with Schedule
Seven. The Report recommends implementing certain operating strategies at
the Prison Point CSO facility and related structures that the Authority’s
hydraulic model predicts can reduce treated discharges from the facility from
30 activations in a typical year with an average annual treated discharge
volume of 335 million gallons (which is the level of control in the Long-term
CSO Control Plan incorporated into the Court Order in April 2006) to
17 activations in a typical year with an average annual treated discharge
volume of 250 million gallons, without increasing untreated overflows

elsewhere.
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The recommendations include opening and closing the facility’s wet
weather gates to maximize the use of available storage in the upstream system
and operating the facility’s dry weather pumps whenever there is available
capacity in the Charlestown Branch Sewer, which receives the dry weather
pump flows. These recommended operational strategies carry the potential for
contributing to discharges at other system locations if not carefully
implemented. In order to minimize the potential for increased discharges at
other system locations, the Authority plans to keep close track of water surface
elevations at critical points in the upstream overflow conduits and sewer
interceptors and to monitor weather forecasts continuously. In its June 12,
2007 letter, EPA acknowledged that the recommended operational strategies
may increase the risk of untreated overflows and that the implementation of

these strategies is an acceptable approach. A copy of EPA's June 12, 2007

letter is attached a9 Exhibit "B."

The Authority is implementing the recommendations in the Report and is
continuing to conduct hydraulic modeling and operational testing to confirm
the feasibility of attaining this level of control at Prison Point, as well as identify
any risks that may be associated with the operational changes over a range of
storm characteristics. The Authority is currently installing new control panels
for the four diesel pumps. This work is necessary to upgrade the control
panels and to allow the Authority eventually to operate and monitor the pumps
from a central location and is expected to take approximately 10 weeks.

During this period, the pumping capacity at the Prison Point CSO facility will
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be temporarily reduced from 323 MGD to 270 MGD. Accordingly, the Authority
may have to deviate from the recommended strategies while the control panels
are being installed depending on storm intensities, volume and duration to
minimize the risk of discharges at other system locations.

The Authority expects to be able to propose new discharge limits for the
Prison Point CSO facility in the spring of 2008, after completing a one year

start-up and testing period.

B. Progress Report.

1. Combined Sewer Overflow Program.

(@) South Dorchester Bay Sewer Separation.

BWSC completed sewer separation for South Dorchester Bay, a project
funded by the Authority at a cost of approximately $118 million, and has
closed all of the regulators tributary to the Authority's Fox Point and
Commercial Point CSO treatment facilities well in advance of the November
2008 Schedule Seven milestone, effectively eliminating CSO overflows to South
Dorchester Bay. Prior to the implementation of this project, there were
20 treated discharges to South Dorchester Bay in a typical year with an
average annual discharge volume of 30 million gallons. BWSC is currently
monitoring flow and evaluating system hydraulics to confirm system
performance and to make certain that there are no impacts at other system
locations. If hydraulic problems are identified, BWSC may have to reopen

certain regulators and perform additional work to relieve the system and
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ultimately allow all regulators to be closed permanently. BWSC is also
continuing to work on the disconnection of downspouts in this area as well as

final paving, work which will continue through 2007.

(b) Union Park Detention and Treatment Facility.

On April 26, 2007, the Authority substantially completed construction of
the Union Park detention and treatment facility and commenced the period of
start-up and optimization provided for in Footnote 35 of Schedule Seven.l This
project is predicted to reduce discharges from the Union Park facility from
25 activations in a typical year with an average annual untreated discharge
volume of 132 million gallons to 17 activations in a typical year with an average
annual treated discharge volume of 71.4 million gallons.

The construction contractor remains on-site and is working on
completing punch list items and final physical check-out and testing of the
intercom, fire alarm and fire sprinkler systems. Final site restoration is also
ongoing. With the completion of the Union Park detention and treatment
facility at an approximate cost of $46.4 million and the sewer separation and
system optimization project for CSO outfalls BOS072 and BOS073 at an
approximate cost of $8.3 million, the Authority has dramatically decreased

CSO impacts to the Fort Point Channel.

1 Footnote 35 states that "Completion of construction will be followed by a period of start-
up and systems optimization consisting of five activations of at least four hours duration each,
which is to culminate in the consistent achievement of effective treatment of flows, as defined
by NPDES permit requirements."
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Since last reporting, flow has entered the new facility during nine rain
events. During five of the events, the facility was able to capture the entire
influent flow, and there was no discharge. For the remaining four events, the
storage basins were filled, and flow exceeding storage volume overtopped the
basins and was discharged to Fort Point Channel. During the last three
discharges, the Authority was able to store, screen and test the chlorination
and dechlorination systems. For these nine events, the Authority was able to
store a total of 11.25 million gallons of untreated flow that would have
previously been discharged to Fort Point Channel. The Authority continues to
work with the contract operator and BWSC to optimize the operation of the

facility.

(c) Storage Conduit for BOS019.

The Authority substantially completed construction of the BOS019
storage conduit on March 30, 2007 at a cost of $10.9 million. The new facility
includes two, 280-foot long, 10-foot by 17-foot underground concrete storage
conduits that provide 670,000 gallons of overflow storage capacity, a pump out
facility and an influent gate house. With the completion of this project, CSO
discharges from outfall BOS019 to the Little Mystic Channel are expected to be
reduced from 14 activations to two activations in a typical year.

Since substantial completion was declared, flow has entered the facility
during seven wet weather events storing a total of 2.06 million gallons that

would have been previously discharged into Little Mystic Channel. Flows
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exceeded the storage capacity of the conduits causing a discharge to the Little

Mystic Channel during one of these events on April 15 and 16.

(d) Cambridge Sewer Separation.

On June 1, 2007, the Acting Commissioner for DEP issued a final
decision sustaining the superseding order of conditions issued by DEP to the
City of Cambridge Department of Public Works for its Cambridge Park Drive

Drainage Project (Contract 12).2 A copy of the decision is attached as

Exhibit "C." |Contract 12 includes the CAMO004 stormwater outfall and

detention basin that will accommodate the stormwater flows to be generated
from the CAMOO0O4 sewer separation project and mitigate the impacts of these
flows on flooding along Alewife Brook. The Acting Commissioner's decision is
subject to the Petitioners' rights of reconsideration and may be appealed to the
Superior Court within thirty (30) days pursuant to M.G.L. c. 30A, 814(1).
Petitioners filed a motion for reconsideration on June 12, 2007, which the
Authority received on June 14, 2007. The Authority is reviewing the
implications of this Motion for Reconsideration on the feasibility of moving
forward with the design and construction of this project.

The Authority currently estimates that, due to the wetlands appeal, the

five projects constituting the long-term CSO control plan for Alewife Brook,

2 See Compliance and Progress Reports dated March 15, 2007, pp. 5-6; December 15,
2006, pp. 9-10; September 15, 2005, pp. 6-7; June 15, 2006, pp. 6-7; March 15, 2006, pp. 5-
6; December 15, 2005, pp. 6-7; September 15, 2005, pp. 8-9; June 15, 2005, pp. 10-11;
December 15, 2004, pp. 10-12; and September 15, 2004, pp. 6-7 for previous reports on the
wetland permitting issue.
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including CAMO004 stormwater outfall and detention basin (Contract 12),
CAM400 manhole separation, interceptor connection relief and floatables
control at CAM002, CAM401B, SOMO0O1A and CAM001, CAMOO0O4 sewer
separation, and MWRO0O03 control gate/floatables control and MWRA Rindge

Avenue siphon relief all have experienced a delay of at least 15 months, to date.

(d) North Dorchester Bay Storage Tunnel
and Related Facilities.

The Authority continued to make significant progress on early phases of
the construction work for the North Dorchester Bay CSO storage tunnel, which
commenced in August 2006. The contractor has completed the excavation
support systems for the tunnel mining shaft at Conley Terminal and the
equipment removal shaft near the State Police Building at Day Boulevard and
has commenced excavation of the shafts. The contractor has also completed
relining portions of the existing CSO outfalls and existing South Boston
Interceptor to reinforce them so that they are not damaged during mining of
the tunnel. In addition, the tunnel boring machine, which is being
manufactured in Japan, is expected to be completed and tested later this
month and delivered to Boston in September.

The Authority also made progress with design of the North Dorchester
Bay CSO Facilities, which include the 15 million gallon per day (mgd) pumping
station at Massport’'s Conley Terminal and 24-inch force main that will be used
to dewater the tunnel after storms, as well as the remote odor control facility at

the upstream end of the tunnel, near the State Police Building. The Authority

-9-
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received draft documents on noise analyses, hydraulic analyses and wetlands
delineation, as well as the Draft Project Design Report. The Authority also
obtained permits for geotechnical and hazardous materials explorations and
has commenced the related field work. Field work already completed includes
topographic and utility surveys and mapping, wetlands delineations, noise

analyses, and TV inspection of BWSC sewers in N Street and East Sixth Street.

(e) Quarterly CSO Progress Report.

In accordance with Schedule Six, the Authority submits ag Exhibit “D”

its Quarterly CSO Progress Report (the “quarterly report”). The quarterly report
summarizes progress made in design and construction on the CSO projects
during the past quarter and identifies issues that affect or may affect
compliance with Schedule Seven.

By its attorneys,

/s/ John M. Stevens
John M. Stevens (BBO No. 480140)
Jonathan M. Ettinger (BBO No. 552136)
Foley Hoag LLP
155 Seaport Boulevard
Boston, Massachusetts 02210

Of Counsel: (617) 832-1000
jstevens@foleyhoag.com

Steven A. Remsberg,
General Counsel
Christopher L. John,
Senior Staff Counsel
Massachusetts Water Resources
Authority
100 First Avenue
Boston, Massachusetts 02129
(617) 242-6000
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of this document, which
was filed via the Court's ECF system, will be sent electronically by the ECF
system to the registered participants as identified on the Notice of Electronic

Filing (NEF) and paper copies will be sent to those indicated as non-registered
participants on June 15, 2007.

/s/ John M. Stevens
John M. Stevens (BBO No. 480140)
jstevens@foleyhoag.com

Dated: June 15, 20007

B3369244.1
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SCHEDULE SEVEN
MWRA MONTHLY COMPLIANCE REPORT EXHIBIT "A"
March 2007
LONG-TERM NEW BOSTON HARBOR
SLUDGE SECONDARY
MONTH/YEAR CSO CONTROL MANAGEMENT TREATMENT PLANT
March 2007 MWRA, to submit annual report which describes progress in planning,

design, and construction of each CSO project, and identifies any issues
which may interfere with timely completion of any project.

(Completed March 15, 2007)

MWRA, in cooperation with BWSC, to complete construction of
sewer separation and system optimization for BOS 072 and BOS 073.

(Completed March 30, 2007)

MWRA to submit report on, and commence implementation of
measures that optimize operation of dry weather pumps and influent
gates at Prison Point and related structures in part to maximize
upstream storage. MWRA to propose flow limits for Prison Point
facility based on the results of the optimization study commenced
on April 1, 2006.

(Completed March 30, 2007)

Certification of Completed Activities

By:

Date:

— . A

Frederick A. Laskey C
Executive Director, MWRA

June 15. 2007
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 1
1 CONGRESS STREET, SUITE 1100
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02114-2023
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June 12, 2007

Michael J. Hornbrook

Chief Operating Officer

Massachusetts Water Resources Authority
Charlestown Navy Yard

100 First Avenue

Charlestown, MA 02129

Subject: MWRA Prison Point Optimization Study

Dear Mr. Hornbrook:

The Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) has received and reviewed the above
Metropolitan Water Resources Authority (“MWRA”) report dated March 30, 2007.

Based upon the implementation strategy put forth by the MWRA in this report, the EPA believes
that the optimization strategy represents an acceptable approach to reduce both Combined Sewer
Overflow (“CSO”) volume and activations at the MWRA Prison Point facility. EPA recognizes
that the strategy may increase the risk of untreated overflows during extreme events to the
Charles River upstream in the collection system; however, based upon the phased
implementation, installation of additional level sensor meters, and connection of these meters to
the MWRA SCADA system as proposed by the MWRA, EPA believes that the MWRA should
be able to prevent unexpected overflows. Should experience over the next year during
implementation of this strategy warrant changes, the MWRA and the EPA can discuss those
changes at that time.

Finally, it is the understanding of the EPA that after implementation of the proposed operating
strategy and verification of new level of control, the MWRA will propose formal incorporation
of the revised level of control to the Federal District Court by April 2008.

Sincerely,

7/ ’<
;’//1// ’f

Todd J. Borc1
Office of Environmental Stewardship

cc: Kevin Brander, MA DEP

Toll Free « 1-888-372-7341
Intemet Address (URL) » hitp://www.epa.gov/regiont
Recycled/Recyclable » Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer)
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' app”xhcant musl dcm«mmﬂte that the work will meet the relevant purfm’mance 5t£md‘ud.~.
zmcl will comply with the Depm’(ment s Stormwater Managemem Polwy 310 CMR
10; 05(6)(!7) 'md Pahcy, page 1-1 1o 1-2 and 2 2 10 2-4. W]nle not redycing or
supercedmg othe1 repulatory requucmants Lhe Pohcy creates a pruSumpuon that projects
meetmg the nine Smrmwater Mmmgernmt Standards satisfy the regulatory rcqummcms
‘ under bath thc wctlﬂnds and surlace water dnclnrge mgulahons Pohcy, page 1.4 °
Uxider thc fedcml and state Clc:m Water Acts, the combmcd dmcharge is govm—ncd by an
NE DES surface water dxscha:gc: 3erm|( the scwer component will- continue 10 he ‘covered
bykumt permit and the separaied stomxwmbr dlsclmrge will be govcrnsd by an NPDES
| ge;wra.l p erpit for smrmwmm discharges from small mumc;p&lmes sm:h as Cambridpé.
T‘l{erefofe it is an “exisﬁng" dischﬂrgcmwdcc the Pohcy,
:" - The pmposcd work Wllhm jumdmtmn of the Wetlands P Proteciion Act nﬁm
co;nply wnh ﬂm Department’s werlands :egul:mnns and stormwntcr manngcmunt policy

6
~

’I‘Sus case mvolvcs n pmmct that has no davelopment component othr:r thsm the
coiﬁ.lm(:tmn of a wLﬂzmd delention basin and ﬂssacmted facilities o allow sepﬂranon of
exzstmg sewer and stormwater pipes. Because thc pmposecl work involves no new
dt:vclopment except for the rcmm,dmtxon of starmwater impacts from p;evmuqiy
' dcvelcped areas, it is properly chqraucnz‘_d a3 “redevelopment” under the Polmy so that
. Lha standards apply 10 the maximum cxu,nt prachcahlc and £t & niinimum must lmprow
exd smng cond!tmns under Standmd 7. In Fact, a CSO separation project is redcvelopmcm
by deﬁruuon and it is difficult to nnagmu 8 project wherc the 1mpmvcment of existing

co;ndxt;ons {8 more imperative.

;

’Bv complying with the applicable Stormwater Managemen! Smmlnrds a slon-nwumr sysicin f-"-‘?\gn s
pr:z:umﬂd 10 protect the mLen_q;s of the Act. Policy, page 2-5. '
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a
t

¥ The issue for adjudxcanon was whether the project would increase the volume of -

szormwa‘ccr d1schargcd to the L\Ltlc River in violation of Stancmtd 2 0r o‘ﬂ\erwise g

i

-reqmrmg hmlntmna an the quanhty 6f the ch%chargu The Puulxonez c\mu; nol contest ihe

assemcm of the Department: and Camhndge DPFW that the project 1s demgned so that post

i

‘ de.vnlopmem pm.k dxschsm,e rates w:ll not exccad predevelopment discharpe rates.

Inslead the Pemmner ia concerned about increased velume of discharge- The
s .

Starmwater Stzmdards simply do not require shat there be no increase in volume. The
: Pe;i1txcncr has not 1denuﬁed any other requirement that would provide the basis for such

i
y-\iﬁnitations other U,mn n pmvwxon al}owmg the x:,sumg mtharity to cstablish limitations on
tht-. quali;y and quantity of a discharge. 310 CMR 10 05(6)(b) The provision serves i
Pc’fln as t_he hg:si.s for the Depz}mecm. 5 Stonnwater Mmmgcmﬂnt Policy, W }uch in L
m,tabhshcs a plC’-SlImpth tnm comp we with the standar ds will mu,t the rcgulamry

t

e qmrcmen s of thr. wetlﬂnds regulmmn\ a8 to the starmwater discharge. The rqcord dots

/

n'm spppaort a imdmg that the smndards afc msufﬂcn.nl BS apphcd to thm pTO_]CCt
‘ Issuc 3-Lost Flood Stomgu Volume CQmpamauon
Lompenmtoty ntorage must be provided for ﬂoml sturage volume displaced by a .
};)ro;cct whcn the loss will cause an mucase in the horizontal extent and Jevel of ﬂoocl
'watt:ra during peak flows. The volume of gtorage s culcnlﬁied ‘incrcmémally ‘fo‘r each
. .clevatmn up to the 100 year elevation, 1o compensafc {oy conditions Prior | '.o |
‘construcnon 310 CMR 10. 57(4)(1) The apphcam pmvided these cnlcu}mmns in ;15

noncc of intent, and they were approved by the Dcp*u‘tme 't pnm 10 isstnce of e

» ~supersr:dmg order. bee Preﬁlcd Direct Tﬂhtlmoﬂy of Rame | Freed, para. 22»23 Atab]
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shéawing b’bmﬁaﬁsalofy ‘storaﬂge is also ischided in szn\inridge DPW’s testimony. Seé¢ |
Pff*f led ’f‘cSﬁmény of Emmet James Whitchcad', para. 11. The Pefitioner’s complaint is
nol dlrectcd at the accuracy of these calculnimns but u‘M:ad with 1hc nﬁ'rmw c’ase for net
ﬂcod storage capacily for the bdmn” rather than flows from the wider Lambndgc sys’(r:m

: 3_,_, ebunal T usumony of Slcphen Kaiser, p:u‘a 52. The project undor revxcw is (he
pr(;s;ect described in the notice of jutent; the applicant is not obhgated 1o design far
ad hucmal starage (o compmsata for ﬂows outsxde the .~.mpt: of the prOJECt I c0ncluldc

'thm the per fomvmc:n, a.mndard for burderm g lancl Sle_]G(t to ﬂoodmg has becn met.

Tsvue 4 Ficodmg, sil mtmn Frosmn and To‘ml Suapendcd Sohds

: The Petmoncr mu,c:d varmus issues about the 4dcquacy ofthe forahay ‘and -

wt~tland detention busin to ﬁmch on during storm cvents, causing erosion :\t the basin’s

| ‘sp\sllwww The Pet]honbr haw fmh,d 1o show any af l"ect on wetlzmd yesource areas from

« >pmway grosion, evega assuming il were to nceur: 1 alsu conc}ude that the pro;ect ‘

‘ ccmfmms 16 (he Depariment’s @lonnwute(r Policy for removal of total suspcnd.,d f-ul:ds
chause it capturus the prescrxbed rurialT volume and pmvxdm the rcqm site best
mi magemem practices, See Prefiled Dm:ct Testimony of Thomas Maguire, pare. 37-39.
Tkxe proposed p)‘{)jﬁbt meets the 80% removal larget, and the dlsclmr&,c from the thdf:r
Sm::t dram wxll be gremly lmproved over cwstmg COnditmnS by the r,hmmnuon 01 the

‘aqwerage fmm the CSO separ ation. The Pemmner has not suppoﬂed its chum that the-

p].’DjBCt should be denied becausc the aliernative site would be prel"m able or that

ac,\dmoml condltlons are required: See Rebtmal Tcsnmony of Stephen Kaiser, para. 64, .
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ISE"%LW 5* Sillﬁ‘tion;uuﬁ Lrosion During Constmcﬁon

- The Pﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁr’é concern is that ﬂood\;!nte|:5 mﬁy enter the site ducing éohétmcfion
’mgl t‘hal‘a co1idi1jon requiring a one day delqy in work 1mposéd11:;y the Cambridpe
Cngnm:rvatidu j(‘.orrml'ﬁssion will b‘n_z iﬁs‘ufﬁcimt. Cambridge DPW supplied in it‘s. notice of

~intent an evosion and sedimentation controf plan for the construction of the basin as

rcciu.irsd by the Department’s Stonmwater Standard 9, hased on the Massachucselts

Erdszion and Sediment Conjro Guigelincs {or Urban and Suburhan Areas, dated March

1997 rf:prmtecl May 2003. The Pcmlcmer claims tha[ flooding of the basin wﬂl lead
trappmg of mnstrucuon vehxc‘lcs and diﬂmultws in dewatering.. Rebm‘m Tcshmmy of
‘S"_tgp’l‘s_gjsr_l_ _K{msgglp:m. 65-67. 'Thcsc {ssnes are not Wcﬂand&mlgtcd impacts governed by
'aﬁf }ch:fﬁtdry pe:fbn,hdnc,e sti:mdaxd.’" The Petitioner has not rﬁef ité burden on this
'iS‘Slél'C:A. ' | | | |
Iqsue £ — Werland, iC]LntlfIC’ﬂ.an, Wheeler Street Dram

The Pe:t‘monr:r did not provide any evidence to support an identification of the
opvﬁn arca of the Wheeler Street Drain as a wetland TesOUICE Area. Thc testimony of the
Dcx‘mrtment s wﬂnesq is un(;ontcstcd that even if the Wheeler .Stn:cl Drain arca has bank
it dfbcs nol serve any wddhfc.hahltat mnctmn ;;md thcrf:fam meets the pcrf ormance |
standaxd under 310 CMR 10 54. See CHECK Affidavit of Rachel F rmd ’lllﬂchu:l o
Departmam s Munon for Summary Decision, ?anmry 27, '7006 lhu Psmloncn has failed

10 s;ustmn a direct case on this issue.

¥
G"I‘hé Department shares the general coneer thm ScCi\mcms may rauch resource aress during storm T
from large z.onsmlcum) mes and any appl;cam i a(vised that fuilyre ta campiy with spcified ¢rmmn and

sEdLIm.ntatmn measures identified i s p\an mny bo subject to mfnrcemcnl




CAME LAW DEPT Fax:B17-429-4134 Jun 4 2007 10:22 P.10
N -08° 07 Moﬁaﬁ’? }385 cv-00489-RGS  Document 1676- 4 Filed 06/15/2007 Page 9 of1010

9

Digposiﬁnn
: I sustam the supersudmg order of conditions 1s<u§d 10 C‘ambmlgc DPW for 1he
Camhrldgcl"mk Drive Area Drainage Project.

" T he parties to this proceeding are nouﬁﬂd of their right to (ile a motion lor

,rcc;ausldemtmn of this Dccxszcm pursuant to 310 CMR 1.01 (14)(d) Thc mation must be

Ri tlnﬁ with the DDCk:’:l Clerk and served on all pamﬂs mthm seven business duys of the -

pnstmark dntc of this Demsmn A pemon who has the nght to SL.ek judicial review may

‘ appeﬁ L!us Demsmn m the Superior Canrt pursuant to M.G- L.e. 30A {;14(!)

complam@ must bc filed in the Court wﬂhm thmy days of receipt of this Dcmsym;.

" Arieen O’ Doanrell -
Acting Commissioncr
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Table 1. CSO Project Progress
Status as of June 15, 2007
z
> 2 w
9 O L
0 Zz &
a = >
o z 2 o
MWRA Contract CSO Projects in Schedule Seven ) ©
O
MWRA Managed Projects
N. Dorchester Bay Tunnel N. Dorchester Bay CSO Storage Tunnel X X
N. Dorchester Bay Facilities and Related Facilities
Pleasure Bay Storm Drain Improvements X
Hydraulic Relief Projects CAMO005 Relief X
BOS017 Relief X
East Boston Branch Sewer Relief X X
BOS019 CSO Storage Conduit X
Chelsea Relief Sewers Chelsea Trunk Sewer Relief X
Chelsea Branch Sewer Relief X
CHEOQ08 Outfall Repairs X
Union Park Detention/Treatment Facility X
CSO Facility Upgrades and MWRA | Cottage Farm Upgrade X
Floatables Prison Point Upgrade X
Commercial Point Upgrade X
Fox Point Upgrade X
Somerville-Marginal Upgrade X
MWRA Floatables and Outfall Closings X
Brookline Connection and Cottage Farm Overflow Interconnection and Gate X
Charles River Interceptor Gate Controls and Additional Interceptor Connections Start 1/08
Optimization Study of Prison Point CSO Facility (1)
Community Managed Projects
South Dorchester Bay Sewer Separation (2)
Stony Brook Sewer Separation X
Neponset River Sewer Separation X
Constitution Beach Sewer Separation X
Fort Point Channel Sewer Separation and System Optimization X
Morrissey Boulevard Storm Drain X
Reserved Channel Sewer Separation X
Bulfinch Triangle Sewer Separation X
Brookline Sewer Separation X
Somerville Baffle Manhole Separation X
Cambridge/Alewife Brook Sewer CAMO004 Outfall and Basin X
Separation CAMO04 Sewer Separation X X
CAMA400 Manhole Separation Start 10/07
Interceptor Connection Relief/Floatables Start 10/07
MWRO003 Gate and Rindge Ave. Siphon Start 7/10
Region-wide Floatables Control and Outfall Closings X X

(1) The Prison Point study, completed in March 2007, recommended operational improvements that MWRA has begun to
implement. MWRA expects to complete full implementation and testing of the improvements by Spring 2008.

(2) BWSC has completed the sewer separation contracts and has closed the CSO regulators tributary to the Fox Point and
Commercial Point outfalls. BWSC is now conducting flow monitoring and hydraulic evaluations to confirm that system
performance goals have been met.




Case 1:85-cv-00489-RGS  Document 1676-5  Filed 06/15/2007 Page 4 of 13

Massachusetts Water Resources Authority
Combined Sewer Overflow Control Plan
Quarterly Progress Report - June 2007

1. Quarterly Progress Overview

This quarterly progress report is presented to comply with reporting
requirements in the Federal District Court’s Order in the Boston
Harbor Case. For the combined sewer overflow (CSO) projects referenced
in the Court’s Order and related schedule of milestones (Schedule
Seven), the report summarizes progress made during the period from
March 16, 2007, to June 15, 2007, 1identifies project schedules
relative to corresponding Court milestones, and describes issues that
have affected or may affect compliance with Schedule Seven.

Detailed descriptions of the CSO projects and identification of all
corresponding Court milestones for design and construction are not
presented in this report, but can be found iIn MWRA’s CSO Annual
Progress Report 2006, dated March 2007. The Annual Report is available
for public review on MWRA’s website, at www.mwra.com.

MWRA and its CSO member communities continue to make substantial
design and construction progress on the CSO projects, and together
they completed several 1important CSO control activities during the
last quarter. These included completion of construction of the Union
Park detention/treatment facility, the B0S019 storage conduit and the
Fort Point Channel sewer separation project (outfalls BO0S072 and
BOS073); the closing of all CSO regulators tributary to MWRA’s Fox
Point and Commercial Point CSO treatment facilities (South Dorchester
Bay sewer separation project) effectively eliminating CSO discharges
to South Dorchester Bay; and submission of the Annual CSO Progress
Report for 2006.

Table 1 shows the status of implementation for each of the 35 projects
that comprise the long-term CSO control plan as referenced in Schedule
Seven. Recent updates to the progress shown i1n the table include
completion of the Union Park detention/treatment Tacility, B0S019
storage conduit and Fort Point Channel sewer separation projects;
progress in completing the South Dorchester Bay sewer separation
project; commencement of construction of the Morrissey Boulevard storm
drain; and implementation of the operational improvements recommended
in the Prison Point CSO facility study.

MWRA and Cambridge continued to be unable to commence design of either
the CAM400 manhole separation project or the interceptor connection
and floatables control installations at various Alewife Brook
outfalls, which were required by Schedule Seven to start by July 2006.
These and other projects that comprise the Alewife Brook CSO control
plan suffered additional delay in the last quarter, pending the
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection’s (“DEP’s™)
issuance of a Tfinal decision on the Superseding Order of Conditions
for Contract 12. On June 1, 2007 DEP issued a final decision on the
Superseding Order of Conditions for the CAMO04 outfall and detention
basin (Cambridge Contract 12). Petioners filed a Motion for


http://www.mwra.com/
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Reconsideration on June 12, 2007, which the Authority received on June
14, 2007. The Authority is reviewing the implications of this Motion
on the feasibility of moving forward with this project.

As shown in Table 1, MWRA and the CSO communities have completed 20 of
the 35 projects in the long-term CSO control plan, four more than
reported last quarter. Six of the remaining projects are “in
construction,” including two projects for which major construction
efforts are presently underway - North Dorchester Bay CSO storage
tunnel and Morrissey Boulevard storm drain - and three projects for
which early portions of construction were previously completed and
later phases are scheduled, including East Boston Branch Sewer relief
project, Cambridge/Alewife Brook sewer separation, and regionwide
floatables controls. The sixth project “in construction” involves the
implementation and testing of operational iImprovements at the Prison
Point CSO facility.

The following are highlights of the progress MWRA and the CSO
communities made on CSO control projects in the second quarter of
2007. More information is provided in later sections of this report.

e On April 26, 2007, MWRA completed construction of the $46.4 million
Union Park detention/treatment facility and has commenced the period
of start-up and systems optimization referenced in Schedule Seven
(footnote 35). Operation of the fTacility has already reduced the
frequency, volume and pollution impacts of overflows discharged by
the BWSC Union Park Pumping Station to the Fort Point Channel.

e On March 31, 2007, MWRA completed construction of the $10.9 million
BOS019 CSO storage conduit and has commenced start-up and systems
optimization. Operation of the storage conduit has greatly reduced
CSO discharges to the Little Mystic Channel in Charlestown.

¢ On March 30, 2007, BWSC completed construction of the $8.3 million
Fort Point Channel sewer separation and system optimization project,
in compliance with Schedule Seven. The project has eliminated CSO
discharges in a typical year at outfalls BOS072 and BOS073.

e BWSC has closed all of the regulators tributary to MWRA’s Fox Point
and Commercial Point CSO treatment facilities, effectively
eliminating CSO overflows to South Dorchester Bay. The regulators
will remain closed pending BWSC review of the results of ongoing
flow monitoring and system hydraulic evaluations to determine
whether the performance goals of the South Dorchester Bay sewer
separation project, including the prevention of system Tflooding,
have been attained. If hydraulic problems are identified, BWSC may
have to reopen certain regulators and perform additional work to
relieve the system and ultimately allow all regulators to be closed
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permanently. MWRA funded the design and construction costs, which
total $118.2 million.

On March 30, 2007, MWRA submitted its report on the Prison Point CSO
facility optimization study to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 1 (“EPA”) and the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (“DEP”), in compliance with Schedule Seven.
The report recommends a set of changes to the facility’s operating
procedures that MWRA predicts will significantly reduce the
frequency and volume of treated discharges to the Inner Harbor.
MWRA has begun to implement the new operating procedures and plans
to fully implement and test the procedures by Spring 2008, at which
time MWRA expects to be able to recommend new discharge goals for
the facility.

MWRA continued to make progress with construction of the $151.2
million North Dorchester Bay CSO storage tunnel and with design of
the related CSO facilities. Construction of the tunnel mining and
equipment removal shafts i1s well underway, and manufacture of the
tunnel boring machine is scheduled to be complete soon, for arrival
in Boston iIn September.

MWRA continued to make progress with design of the East Boston
Branch Sewer Relief project (interceptor relief for B0S003-B0S014).
MWRA expects to receive the Project Design Report and authorize the
design consultant to proceed with final design services by the end
of June.

MWRA continued to make design progress on the Brookline Connection,
Cottage Farm overflow chamber interconnection and Cottage Farm gate
control project. This project is intended to reduce treated CSO
discharges to the Charles River Basin at the Cottage Farm CSO
facility. MWRA received the draft Preliminary Design Report on
June 11, 2007.

The Town of Brookline continued to make progress with design of the
Brookline sewer separation project, which is intended to reduce CSO
discharges to the Charles River Basin.

BWSC continued to make progress with design of the Reserved Channel
sewer separation and Bulfinch Triangle sewer separation projects,
which are intended to reduce CSO discharges to the Reserved Channel
and the Charles River Basin, respectively.

Cambridge continued to make progress with design of floatables
controls for its CSO outfalls along the Charles River and plans to
advertise for construction bids soon.
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2. Project Implementation

2.1 MWRA-Managed Projects

North Dorchester Bay Tunnel and Related Facilities

MWRA continued to make substantial progress on early phases of the
construction work for the North Dorchester Bay CSO storage tunnel,
which commenced in August 2006. At the same time, the tunnel boring
machine, which 1is being manufactured in Japan, 1is expected to be
complete for manufacturer testing later this month and delivery to
Boston in September.

To date, the contractor has completed the excavation support systems
for the tunnel mining shaft at Conley Terminal and the equipment
removal shaft near the State Police Building off Day Boulevard.
Excavation of these shafts is well underway. The contractor has also
completed relining portions of the existing outfalls and existing
South Boston Interceptor to reinforce these conduits and protect them
from damage during tunnel mining and construction of connections to
them.

MWRA also made progress with design of the North Dorchester Bay CSO
Facilities, which MWRA commenced iIn November 2006. The facilities
include the 15 million gallon per day (mngd) pumping station at
Massport’s Conley Terminal and 24-inch force main that will be used to
dewater the tunnel after storms, as well as the remote odor control
facility at the upstream end of the tunnel, near the State Police
Building.

MWRA has received draft documents on noise analyses, hydraulic
analyses and wetlands delineation, as well as the Draft Project Design
Report. MWRA also obtained permits for geotechnical and hazardous
materials explorations and has commenced the related field work.
Field work already completed includes topographic and utilities
surveys and mapping, wetlands delineations, noise analyses, and TV
inspection of BWSC sewers in N Street and East Sixth Street.

East Boston Branch Sewer Relief (B0OS003-014)

Initial design and construction phases for this project were completed
earlier by MWRA. MWRA”’s consultant for the current design phase, which
commenced In June 2006, has completed most of the Ffield investigations
and preliminary design work, which culminated iIn the consultant’s
submission of the draft Project Design Report on March 26. MWRA
expects to receive the final Project Design Report by the end of June
2007 and to then authorize the consultant to proceed with final design
activities. MWRA also expects to receive the 100% design plans for the
largest of the East Boston construction contracts, which includes
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construction of a new sewer interceptor along Border Street and Condor
Street with microtunneling, by September 2007. In addition to the
draft design report, MWRA has received the final Wetlands Delineation
Report for the project.

MWRA has continued to coordinate its work with Boston Water and Sewer
Commission (“BWSC”) regarding BWSC’s upcoming water, sewer and storm
drain construction on Border and Condor Streets. BWSC’s construction
is currently scheduled to start in September 2007 and be completed by
September 2009. MWRA’s microtunneling contract (Contract 6257) shares
much of the same alignment as BWSC’s construction. Contract 6257 is
scheduled to start in June 2008 and be completed by June 2010. MWRA
is evaluating the potential impacts of the overlapping work on its
construction schedule.

MWRA also plans careful coordination of 1its work with two other
scheduled projects in East Boston that could also affect MWRA’s
construction schedule: KeySpan’s gas distribution main installation
and the City of Boston’s Chelsea Street Bridge replacement.

Over the next quarter, MWRA plans to complete the geotechnical field
program, receive the final Geotechnical Data Reports and final
Hazardous Materials Assessment Reports for construction Contracts 6257
and 6841 (Contract 6841 includes replacement of portions of the
interceptor system with pipe-bursting method), and receive the draft
Geotechnical Baseline Report for construction Contract 6257.

BOS019 CSO Storage Conduit

MWRA substantially completed construction of the B0S019 storage
conduit on March 30, 2007. The new Tfacility includes two, 280-foot
long, 10-foot by 17-foot underground concrete storage conduits that
provide 670,000 gallons of overflow storage capacity, a pump out
facility and an influent gate house. With the completion of this
project, CSO discharges from outfall B0S019 to the Little Mystic
Channel are expected to be reduced from 14 activations to two
activations in a typical year. Since completion of the facility, a
total of 2.06 million gallons of untreated CSOs that would have been
previously discharged to the Little Mystic Channel has been stored and
pumped back the Deer Island for treatment.

Union Park Detention/Treatment Facility

On April 26, 2007, MWRA substantially completed construction of the
Union Park detention and treatment facility and commenced the period
of start-up and optimization allowed for in Schedule Seven.
The construction contractor continues to be on-site and is currently
working on completing punch list items and final physical check out
and testing of the intercom, fire alarm and fire sprinkler systems.
Final site restoration is also ongoing. Since last reporting, flow
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has entered the new Tacility during nine rain events. During TfTive
events, the facility was able to capture the entire influent flow and
there was no CSO discharge to the Fort Point Channel. For the
remaining Tfour events, storage basins were Tilled prior to
overflowing. During the last three events, the Authority was able to
store, screen and test the chlorination and dechlorination systems.
For these nine events, 11.25 million gallons of untreated CSO flow
that would have discharged to the Fort Point Channel were stored and
later sent to Deer Island for treatment. MWRA continues to work with
the contract operator to optimize the operation of the facility.

Brookline Connection and Cottage Farm
Overflow Chamber Interconnection and Gate

MWRA commenced design of this project in September 2006 and made
substantial progress iIn the past quarter. MWRA received the draft
Geotechnical/Hazardous Materials Report in April, the draft Hydraulic
Modeling Report in May, and the draft Preliminary Design Report on
June 6. These reports are now undergoing review by MWRA. The final
Preliminary Design Report is due in August 2007.

Optimization Study of Prison Point CSO Facility

On March 30, 2007, MWRA submitted its report on the optimization study
of the Prison Point CSO facility (the "report'™) to EPA and DEP, in
compliance with Schedule Seven. The report recommends implementing
certain operating strategies at the Prison Point CSO facility and
related structures that MWRA’s hydraulic model predicts can reduce
treated discharges from the facility from 30 activations in a typical
year with an average annual treated discharge volume of 335 million
gallons (which is the level of control in the Long-term CSO Control
Plan incorporated 1iInto the Court Order 1in April 2006) to 17
activations in a typical year with an average annual treated discharge
volume of 250 million gallons, without increasing untreated overflows
elsewhere.

MWRA 1s implementing the recommendations in the vreport and is
continuing to conduct hydraulic modeling and operational testing to
confirm the fTeasibility of attaining this level of control at Prison
Point, as well as identify any risks that may be associated with the
operational changes over a range of storm characteristics. MWRA
expects to be able to propose new discharge limits for the Prison
Point CSO facility in the spring of 2008, after completing a one year
start-up and testing period.
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2.2 Community-Managed Projects

South Dorchester Bay Sewer Separation

South Dorchester Bay sewer separation is intended to eliminate CSO
flows to the Commercial Point and Fox Point CSO treatment facilities
by the Schedule Seven milestone of November 2008, allowing MWRA to
decommission the Tfacilities. BWSC commenced construction in April
1999. AIll nine separation contracts have been completed. Overall
project work has resulted in the installation of a total of 135,351
linear feet of new storm drain.

The second major downspout disconnection contract commenced in late
2004, and this contract is now approximately 88% complete. BWSC plans
one additional downspout disconnection contract. BWSC received bids
for the final downspout disconnection contract on May 10, and expects
to award the contract this month. Overall, approximately 66% of
downspouts have been removed. Final paving work 1is also conducted
under separate contracts. The Ffirst two paving contracts are complete.
The third and final paving contract commenced in October 2005 and will
continue through 2007.

BWSC has closed all of the regulators tributary to MWRA’s Fox Point
and Commercial Point CSO treatment facilities, effectively eliminating
CSO overflows to South Dorchester Bay. Prior to implementation of this
project, there were 20 CSO discharges totaling 30 million gallons into
South Dorchester Bay, in a typical year. The regulators will remain
closed pending BWSC review of the results of ongoing flow monitoring
and system hydraulic evaluations to determine whether the performance
goals of the South Dorchester Bay sewer separation project, including
the prevention of system flooding, have been attained. If hydraulic
problems are 1identified, BWSC may have to reopen certain regulators
and perform additional work to relieve the system and ultimately allow
all regulators to be closed permanently. The results of the flow
monitoring program area expected to be available this summer.

Stony Brook Sewer Separation

Stony Brook sewer separation is intended to minimize CSO discharges
into BWSC”s Stony Brook Conduit, which drains to the Charles River
Basin. BWSC commenced construction in July 2000 and has completed
construction of all four separation contracts. BWSC installed a total
of 73,313 linear feet of new storm drains to complete this project.
BWSC has completed the initial paving contract. The second and final
paving contract commenced in October 2005 and will continue through
May 2008. As reported earlier, the major downspout disconnection
contract in the Stony Brook project area is complete.

BWSC recently completed flow monitoring of the Stony Brook system and
expects to issue a report soon evaluating the data and determining
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whether the CSO performance objectives and control goals have been
met.

Fort Point Channel Sewer Separation

On March 30, 2007, BWSC substantially completed construction of the
project, iIn compliance with Schedule Seven. This project i1s expected
to reduce CSO discharges to Fort Point Channel at outfalls B0OS072 and
BOS073 from nine activations totaling three million gallons of
untreated CSOs in a typical year to zero discharges in a typical year.
BWSC installed 4,550 linear feet of new storm drain and completed weir
raising and floatables controls at the related CSO regulators. BWSC is
now conducting flow monitoring to determine whether the CSO control
goals have been met.

Morrissey Boulevard Storm Drain

A component of the North Dorchester Bay CSO control plan, the
Morrissey Boulevard storm drain project is iIntended to direct some of
the North Dorchester Bay stormwater away from MWRA”s recommended CSO
storage tunnel In storms greater than the l-year design storm.

As previously reported, BWSC issued the Notice to Proceed with the
first of two planned construction contracts for the project in
December 2006, in compliance with Schedule Seven. The TfTirst contract
involved construction of the diversion chamber that will allow
stormwater flows now discharging to the South Boston beaches at
outfall B0OS087 to be diverted to Savin Hill Cove in storms greater
than the 1-year design storm. BWSC received bids for the second, much
larger, construction contract on May 23, is currently reviewing the
bids, and expects to award the contract later this month.

Reserved Channel Sewer Separation

Reserved Channel sewer separation is iIntended to minimize CSO
discharges to the Reserved Channel by separating combined sewer
systems in adjacent areas of South Boston. Implementation of the
recommended sewer separation plan will reduce the number of overflows
to Reserved Channel from as many as 37 to 3 in a typical year.

BWSC is continuing with the data collection phase, including field
investigations, building inspections, geotechnical investigations and
flow metering. The project schedule calls for submission of the
preliminary design report by December 2007. Final design will commence
in January 2008, with start of construction by May 2009.

Bulfinch Triangle Sewer Separation

The goal of the Bulfinch Triangle sewer separation is to minimize CSO
discharges to the Charles River by separating combined sewer systems
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in the area of Boston roughly bounded by North Station, Haymarket
Station, North Washington St., Cambridge St. and immediate environs.
The recommended sewer separation plan is intended to reduce the number
of overflows to the Charles River, reduce overflows to the Prison
Point CSO facility and close outfall B0S049.

Field investigations, building inspections, survey work and public
outreach are ongoing. The draft Preliminary Design Report was
completed in April. BWSC expects to receive the Ffinal Preliminary
Design Report later this month.

Brookline Sewer Separation

This project will separate several areas of Brookline, totaling 72
acres, where there are remaining combined sewers tributary to MWRA’s
Charles River Valley Sewer. The project 1is intended to reduce
discharges to the Charles River at the Cottage Farm facility.

The project has been split Into two sections, Beacon Street area and
Boylston Street area, to coordinate with Mass Highway reconstruction
of Beacon Street. Preliminary and final design of Beacon Street area
will be conducted first. Field investigations and flow monitoring are
ongoing. Preliminary pipe routing is being developed. The hazardous
materials assessment program is ongoing. Brookline expects to receive
the preliminary design report for the Beacon Street area is expected
in September 2007.

Cambridge/Alewife Brook Sewer Separation

On June 1, 2007, the Acting Commissioner TfTor DEP issued a fTinal
decision sustaining the Superseding Order of Conditions issued by DEP
to the City of Cambridge Department of Public Works for its Cambridge
Park Drive Drainage Project (Contract 12). Contract 12 includes the
CAMO04 stormwater outfall and detention basin that will accommodate
the stormwater flows that will be generated from the CAMO04 sewer
separation project and mitigate the impacts of these flows on flooding
along Alewife Brook. Petitioners filed a Motion for Reconsideration on
June 12, 2007, which the Authority received on June 14, 2007. The
Authority 1is reviewing the implications of this Motion for
Reconsideration on the feasibility of moving forward with the design
and construction of this project.

MWRA currently estimates that the five projects constituting the long-
term CSO control plan for Alewife Brook, including CAMO0O4 stormwater
outfall and detention basin (Contract 12), CAM400 manhole separation,
interceptor connection relief and floatables control at CAM002,
CAM401B, SOMO1A and CAMOOl1, CAMO0O4 sewer separation, and MWROO3
control gate/floatables control and MWRA Rindge Avenue siphon relief
have to date experienced a delay of at least 15 months beyond the
Schedule Seven milestones due to the wetlands appeal.
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A portion of the Cambridge/Alewife sewer separation project is being
implemented by MWRA. The work involves installation of an overflow
control gate and floatables control at outfall MWROO3 and hydraulic
relief of an MWRA siphon near Rindge Avenue. Due to delays associated
with Cambridge’s Contract 12, MWRA has revised its schedule for the
MWROO3 1improvements and Rindge Avenue Siphon. MWRA now plans to
commence design by July 2010.

2.3 Region-wide Floatables Control and Outfall Closing Projects

MWRA and BWSC have completed work to control floatables in CSO
discharges from the outfalls they own and operate, with the exception
of fTloatables control at MWRA outfall MWROO3, discussed above under
“Cambridge/Alewife Brook Sewer Separation.”

Cambridge Floatables Control

Floatables control will be iInstalled by Cambridge at four Cambridge
outfalls, as well as one Somerville outfall, along Alewife Brook as
part of the Cambridge/Alewife Brook sewer separation project. These
controls were included in the various regulatory Tfilings on the
Alewife sewer separation project and Alewife Brook/Upper Mystic River
Variance. As previously reported, Cambridge has completed floatables
control at one of these locations, CAM401A, and plans to complete
construction at the other Alewife locations by 2008, but design work
is on hold pending resolution of the Contract 12 wetlands appeal.

With respect to Charles River floatables control, Cambridge is
completing final design for providing floatables control at two CSO
outfalls it owns and operates (CAMOO7 and CAMO17). Cambridge plans to
advertise the construction contract soon and expects to complete the
work by December 2007, in compliance with Schedule Seven. 1In the fall
of 2006, Cambridge temporarily closed two other CSO outfalls (CAMO09
and CAMO11) on the Charles River that were previously slated for
floatables control. Cambridge intends to monitor system conditions
near them over the next two years to determine whether they can be
permanently closed without adverse hydraulic effect.
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