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Overview of Regional Water Plan Process
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Tools to Help Guide Plan Recommendations

Regional Ranking
Analysis

l
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OCPC Regional Water Plan
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Risk Considerations

Small group
discussion
Workshop 6

CDM Smith’s
expertise

Risk Matrix

alternatives

UMassAmbherst

College of Engineering

Dr. Casey Brown

Help understand tradeoffs with different

OCPC Regional Water Plan

I
Risk Matrix

0 o o 0 & Op 0
De
Access to Clean Water for Private Well Owners - o Medium
Connection to Public Water Supply
New Public Wells (short and long term) Low Medium Low Low
MWRA Alternatives Low Medium
Aquaria Desalination Alternatives Medium Low Medium
New Emergency Interconnections Low Low
Reclaimed Water for Non-Potable Uses Medium Medium -
Conduct, Validate, and Act on Annual AWWA Water
R Low
Loss Audits
Rebates for Leak Detection Devices for Customer-Side (e
Leak Detection after Meter
Advanced Metering Infrastructure Low Low Medium
Improve Increasing Block Rate Designs or Billing (e
Intervals

OCPC Regional Water Plan

CDM Smith
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Project - GENERALIZED
DESCRIPTION

Access to Clean Water for
lPrivate Well Owners -
[Connection to Public Water
[Supply

Climate Uncertainty

Narrative

Score Narrative

[New Public Wells (short and
llong term

Low groundwater
Hue to drought

Score = low

MWRA

luncertain risks if
IWRA begins to
upply nearly all
bf its available
ater to North
hore, South
hore, and Metro|
lest. Maybe
kffected by
Hrought

fscore = Low

Contamination

Score

Risk and Vulnerability Matrix

Environmental Risks

GG Control over Resources and
Systems

Narrative Score Narrative Score Narrative Score Narrative

Likley to
foccur, but

low impact
igher localized lbecause
drawdown near public [maximum fscore= medium

ells Wwithdrawal

Operational Risks

Actual Practicality (physical, political,
regulatory, etc.)

Score Narrative Score

igh Cost / Limited
and (long term
only). However most
isks/uncertainties

[Score =
Medium

Reduced streamflow,
ore local drawdown.

=medium

[Regulatory and EJ
tasndards /
feasements

|Limited political will

Score

jould extend
lexisting or planned
fconnections.

Aquaria Desalination

hemical changes

JAll months of the

in pipes could

fsupply resources | Score=medium

ladverse impacts

score=medium

ear?

OCPC Regional Water Plan 9
Risk and Vulnerability Matrix
¥ Control over o ’ o
Gl Contamination Environmental Risks Funding or Funding Delays Resources and Operational Risks |y (st i), G Emy
Uncertainty etc.)
Systems
Project - GENERALIZED  norrative  score Narrative score MM gore Narrative Score Narrative ~Score Narrative Narrative Score
DESCRIPTION ve
Requires agreement on [Emergency ok, but long-
egional treatment processes erm shortages are regional
INew Emergency ) to share) Scoreciow
Interconnections Hydraulic challenges ow
ay not have political
IMay require updated IMAs. illpower
Possible PFAS cross-
kontamination with
Hirinking water.General
[Reclaimed Water for Non- inty about water core = IRequires all new SEPARATE
lPotable Uses lquality standards for  medium lpipelines for isolated uses.
eclaimed water in MA.
Regulations have not
been developed
(Conduct, Validate, and Acton
JAnnual AWWA Water Loss in house staffing support  [score=low
udits
[Rebates for Leak Detection ::‘:'5::‘ (:'“":‘c'::s o
IDevices for Customer-Side Leak it lscore=low
IDetection after Meter Eo L
taffing
ncreased vulnerability to
[advanced Metering High Cost. Major effort and [could backfire Ifpeaple begin |, e
! " fscore=Low lautopay and no longer look at bof another digital system.  [score=medium
Infrastructure ill ot pay foritself. ; Flow
oils. bamage to property during
fnstallation, Staffing
lImprove Increasing Block Rate pelilpdimiEg el
! e upport from ratepayers, [score=low
IDesigns or Bling Intervals S
ack of political wil
OCPC Regional Water Plan 10
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Updated Alternatives Scoring

W LE

[

Water Quality Metric Changes

Criteria Criter.ia Metric
Metric Measurement
Volume of PFAS Quantified MGD
Impacted Supply yield (Highest = Best
Reduced Score)
Drinking
Water 1-3 Score (1=Worst
Quality Score, 3=Best Score)
1 = High risk for
Reduction in Long- | future water quality
Term Water Quality | concerns
Risk 2 = neutral risk
3 = low risk of future
water quality
concerns

Volume of pfas

Category Project General Description impacted supply quality risk
reduced reduction
Qual1-3
Long-Term Private Well Connection 0.00 2
Local Long Term Wells 0.00 1
MWRA for All - Permitted Amount 0.00 3
Long-Term MWRA for All - Target Amount 0.00 3
Regional

MWRA for Open Communities 0.00 g
MWRA for Actively Pursuing Communities 0.00 3
MWRA for Bordering Communities 1.94 3
Desal 1 - Mix 4.02 3
Desal 2 - West 5.00 3
Desal 3 - East 467 B
Interconnections 0.00 2
Reclaimed Non-Potable Use 0.00 2
£ 14 8 Y70 W Water Loss Audit 0.00 2
Leak Detection Rebates 0.00 2
AMI 0.00 2
Billing Improvements 0.00 2
Short Term Wells 0.00 1
Brockton Desal Use 1.00 g

Dt woneyinian vy

Drinking Water Quality

Long-term water

12

12
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Desal 2 - West

Desal 3- East

MWRA for All - Permitted Amount
Desal 1- Mix

MWRA for All - Target Amount
Billing Improvements

Long Term Wells

Water Loss Audit

Brockton Desal Use

Leak Detection Rebates

AMI

Private Well Connection
MWRA for Open Communities
Short Term Wells

MWRA for Bordering Communities
MWRA for Actively Pursuing Communities
Redaimed Non-Potable Use

Interconnections

Draft

Results m Reliability

m Ecological Health

OLD Scoring Results using Average Stakeholder Weights

-

0 0.1 02 03

V 05 06 07 08

m Cost Effectiveness = Fairness  ® Drinking Water Quality ~ m Efficiency and Adaptability

13

[

Revised Scoring Results using Average Stakeholder Weights

MWRA for All - Permitted Amount (LT-3)
Desal 2 - West (LT-9)

Desal 3 - East (LT-10)

MWRA for All - Target Amount (LT-4)
Desal 1 - Mix (LT-8)

Billing Improvements (ST-4)

MWRA for Bordering Communities (LT-7)
Brockton Desal Use (ST-6)

Water Loss Audit (ST-1)

MWRA for Open Communities (LT-5)
Leak Detection Rebates (ST-2)

Private Well Connection (LT-1)

MWRA for Actively Pursuing Communities (LT-6)
AMI (ST-3)

Long Term Wells (LT-2)

Interconnections (LT-11)

Short Term Wells (ST-5)

Reclaimed Non-Potable Use (LT-12)

— <
=

0 0.1 0.2
H Reliable Municipal Supply (20%) H Ecological Health (10%) | Cost Effactivaness {10%)

0.3 0.4 Q05 0.6 07
Fairness (10°%) m Drinking Water Quality {20%) wEfficiency and Adaptability {15%)

ater Plan

14

14
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Revised Scoring Results

Alternative Name Mean A B C D E F G H 1 J K L M N
MWRA for All - Permitted Amount 0.65 0.71 0.60 0.62 0.50 0.70 0.62 0.70 0.64 0.60 0.66 0.65 0.67 0.58 0.80
Desal 2 - West 0.61 0.48 0.55 0.60 0.52 0.58 0.56 0.43 0.59 0.59 0.55 0.83 0.73 0.59
Desal 3 - East 0.59 0.47 0.54 0.59 0.51 0.57 0.55 0.42 0.59 0.58 0.53 0.82 0.71 0.58
MWRA for All - Target Amount 0.59 0.60 0.56 0.59 0.50 0.61 0.57 0.58 0.56 0.56 0.60 0.58 0.67 0.55 0.74
Desal 1 - Mix 0.50 0.36 0.43 0.50 0.44 0.48 0.51 0.33 0.49 0.49 0.42 0.75 0.65 0.53
Billing Improvements 0.48 0.45 0.50 0.59 0.25 0.39 0.49 0.26 0.47 0.49 0.50 0.49 0.41 0.40 0.48
MWRA for Bordering Communities 0.46 0.39 0.45 0.46 0.69 0.39 0.46 0.40 0.34 0.48 0.43 0.44 0.57 0.52 0.40
Brockton Desal Use 0.43 0.36 0.36 0.38 0.60 0.34 0.32 0.32 0.34 0.28 0.44 0.39 0.66 0.42 0.53
Water Loss Audit 0.43 0.39 0.44 0.52 0.25 0.36 0.43 0.25 0.41 0.42 0.45 0.43 0.39 0.37 0.45
MWRA for Open Communities 0.42 0.39 0.41 0.43 0.50 0.40 0.42 0.39 0.35 0.43 0.41 0.40 0.53 0.44 0.47
Leak Detection Rebates 0.41 0.37 0.41 0.51 0.25 0.35 0.42 0.26 0.39 0.42 0.44 0.40 0.37 0.38 0.44
Private Well Connection 0.38 0.34 0.38 0.50 0.25 0.32 0.40 0.23 0.36 0.40 0.41 0.38 0.31 0.37 0.36
MWRA for Actively Pursuing Communities [ 0.37 0.32 0.37 0.39 0.50 0.33 0.38 0.32 0.29 0.40 0.36 0.35 0.47 0.41 0.37
AMI 0.37 0.33 0.35 0.43 0.25 0.30 0.34 0.22 0.35 0.32 0.40 0.36 0.37 0.32 0.41
Long Term Wells 0.35 0.41 0.37 0.45 0.36 0.40 0.28 0.40 0.40 0.38 0.39 0.13 0.27 0.33
Interconnections 0.29 0.25 0.29 0.38 0.25 0.26 0.32 0.21 0.26 0.33 0.31 0.28 0.28 0.31 0.29
Short Term Wells 0.29 0.31 0.35 0.41 0.26 0.35 0.16 0.32 0.36 0.30 0.33 0.14 0.22 0.26
Reclaimed Non-Potable Use 0.25 0.18 0.23 0.32 0.25 0.22 0.27 0.20 0.20 0.28 0.26 0.22 0.26 0.29 0.26

OCPC Regional Water Plan
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Coffee Break
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Example of an Adaptive Management Plan

Decision

° ’
- o S Stay the Course

Decision
Point

° . Stay the Course

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
] Decision
1
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

OCPC Regional Water Plan
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Draft Short Term Portfolio

STOUGHTON

ABINGTON

BROCKTON w
EAST
BRIDGEWATER
WEST
BRIDGEWATER

PEMBROKE

BRIDGEWATER

19

B

DUXBURY

PLYMOUTH

Legend
— Desalination

[ Local wells with PFAS treatment
— Special Case

1- PFAS treatment doesn’t apply
to Kingston and Plymouth

OCPC Regional Water Plan 19

20

[

Draft Long Term Portfolio

BROCKTON

WHITMAN

HANSON
|
\ EASTON

FPEMBROKE

EAST
BRIDGEWATER

WEST
BRIDGEWATER

HALIFAX
%,

PLYMPTON

Legend

Develop local wells
I:l Expand Desalination Capacity
|Pursue MWRA connection

l:ISpecial Case

PLYMOUTH

OCPC Regional Water Plan 20

CDM Smith
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Desalination in the Short Term

Develop PFAS Treatment in the short term,
connect to MWRA in the long term

Develop PFAS Treatment in the short term,
potentially expand desalination treatment
capacity in the long term

Develop PFAS Treatment in the short term?,
Long Term Supply from Local Wells

Special cases

1 PFAS treatment doesn't apply to Kingston and Plymouth

Summary Table of Different Paths for the Draft Portfolio

Avon, East Bridgewater

Abington, Hanover, Pembroke - through
Weymouth
Easton, Stoughton - through Stoughton

Bridgewater, Hanson, West Bridgewater

Duxbury, Kingston, Plymouth, Halifax

Brockton, Plympton, Whitman

OCPC Regional Water Plan 21

21

[

I Short Term Long Term

Local PFAS J

l
|
I
Treatment :

Connect to Monitoring
q ] ability to
desalination eet

water demand

Avon,
East Bridgewater

Demand
Management
Strategies

Draft Adaptive Management Plan: Desalination in the Short Term

Access additional
water supply
from

Initiate regional desalination

. Assess
expandin
p . ) g feasibility
desalination of success
treatment
capacity

Pursue other

supplemental
sources

I
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
process of :
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
d

OCPC Regional Water Plan 22

22

CDM Smith
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Abington,
Easton,
Hanover,
Pembroke,

Stoughton

B
Draft Adaptive Management Plan: Short Term PFAS Treatment,
Long Term Connection to MWRA

Short Term

Local PFAS
treatment

Demand

Management
Strategies

Long Term

Stay the
course

Monitoring
ability to
meet .
demand Begin
discussions to
leverage
MWRA

connection !

Easton will pursue connecting to MWRA through Stoughton

Connect to
Stoughton
MWRA

Assess
feasibility
of success

Initiate regional
process of expanding
desalination
treatment capacity

1- Abington, Hanover, Pembroke will pursue connecting to MWRA through Weymouth

23

[

Bridgewater,
Hanson,

Short Term

Local PFAS
treatment

West Bridgewater

Demand
Management
Strategies

|

|

\ Stay the
\ course
|

|

Monitoring
ability to
meet
demand

Initiate regional

process of
expanding
desalination
treatment
capacity

Draft Adaptive Management Plan: Short Term PFAS Treatment,

Access
additional water
supply from
desalination

Assess
feasibility
of success

Pursue other
supplemental
sources

OCPC Regional Water Plan 24

24

CDM Smith
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|

I Short Term
|
|
| Continue

development
of new well

Duxbury,
Kingston,
Plymouth, Expand PFAS

Halifax treatment ?

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
[ 5]

Demand

W EREECIEE
Strategies

| LongTerm 1
| Stay the 1
| course 1
| |
| 1
Monitor . !
ability to Access additional ||
meet water supply 1
e from new local I
wells I
Begin process

. Assess 1
of developing feasibility "

new local i
success 1
wells I
I
Pursue other |
supplemental I
sources 1
) e e - - = |

1- Short term action “continue development of new well” doesn’t apply to Duxbury and Halifax
2-Short term action “expand PFAS treatment” doesn't apply to Kingston and Plymouth

OCPC Regional Water Plan

25

25

[

Establish
agreements
with Avon
and East

Bridgewater
Brockton
Pursue

purchase of

desalination
plant

Demand
Management
Strategies

Assess
additional
communities'
needs for
desalination
water

Draft Adaptive Management Plan: Brockton

Stay the course

Initiate regional
process of
expanding

desalination
treatment
capacity

Assess
feasibility
of success

Supply additional
communities’
water from
desalination

No action

OCPC Regional Water Plan

26

CDM Smith
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Draft Adaptive Management Plan: Plympton
et |
I Short Term | Long Term |
I | Stay the 1
1 | course 1
| | |
1 | I
| |
Continue Monitoring 1
devel t of bility t i
G ould emergency [
emergencies SHETEEES interconnection |
I with Halifax I
! Pursue !
I emergency I
1 Demand interconnection 1
| Management with Halifax |
1 Strategies 1
| |
! Pursue other !
! emergency !
: water supplies ]I
OCPC Regional Water Plan 27
27
Y
Draft Adaptive Management Plan: Whitman
____________ 1
: Short Term "
| Stay the course !
| |
| |
I I
I I
Monitoring |
. Continue to ability to 1
Rl purchase water (i |
demand
from Brockton I
|
|
B g Pursue other !
SHan supplemental !
Management sources 1
Strategies |
|
|
|
|
OCPC Regional Water Plan 28

28

CDM Smith
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Today: Individual Interviews on Draft Adaptive Management
Plans

= During next activity, we will pull folks
to discuss their draft adaptive
management plans

OCPC Regional Water Plan

29

29

Discussion of Implementation of Best

Practice Recommendations

70

- T

CDM Smith

15
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Best Practice Recommendations

These were ideas from interviews and workshops
- Steering committee previously agreed upon to include in the final report
- Not evaluated through decision framework

Many are applicable to the whole region, but will be up to each community to
decide whether to pursue

Today: Discuss implementation guidelines

- By whom? How? Regional?

OCPC Regional Water Plan

31

31

Draft Best Practice Recommendations: Discuss Today

Project General Description Communities/ Stakeholders to whom this could apply

Jones River Watershed Association, Taunton River Watershed

Identification and Removal of Migratory Obstructions Association, North and South Rivers Watershed Association

Access To Clean Water for Private Well Owners -
Education and Funding Assistance

Identification of Reservoir Management Strategies Brockton and Abington

Relevant surface water and groundwater locations in the
Taunton and South-Coastal Watersheds

Native Landscaping Local By-Laws All communities

All communities have public wells, but this recommendation
may be most beneficial for communities with significant private

All communities

Ecosystem Evaluation and Ecological Flow Needs

Private Well Outdoor Water Use Restrictions Local By-
Laws

well use
Requiring Water Quality Tests of Private Wells By-Laws | Allcommunities
Water Demand Offset Policies All communities
Water Use Mitigation Program All communities
Conduct Regular Rate Studies All communities except Plympton
Inter-Municipal Agreements All communities with current or future interconnections

OCPC Regional Water Plan

32

32

CDM Smith
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Best Practice Recommendations: Still Being Drafted

Project General Description Communities/ Stakeholders to whom this could apply

Redundant Water Supply for Agriculture Agricultural Users
Support Agricultural Demand Side Management Agricultural Users
Conservation, Land, And Water Use Education Program All communities and watershed associations
Regional Conservation Committee: Coordinate Protection of Shared - -

All communities and watershed associations
Resources
Conservation Resource Center All communities and watershed associations
Cybersecurity Improvements All communities
Regional Stormwater Plan All communities and watershed associations
Regional Wastewater Plan All communities and watershed associations

Regional Coordination for Local PFAS Treatment Implementation All communities except Plympton

OCPC Regional Water Plan

33

33

Discussion of Best Practice Recommendations

Small groups
Individual review of best practice recommendations (~10 minutes)

Small group discussion on implementation of best practice recommendations:

What additional pieces would be helpful to include?

Are there additional co-benefits?

Are there additional risks?

What stakeholders would need to collaborate for implementation?

Are these better recommended as local or regional?

OCPC Regional Water Plan

34

34

CDM Smith
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Discussion of Draft Best Practice Recommendations

A B C

Kirk Joanne and Kara Amara

o_0 o_0 ®_0
° S%a S
... Hybrid ah

Project General Description

Project General Description Project General Description

Identification and Removal of Migratory

Obstructions

Private Well Outdoor Water Use

Access To Clean Water for Private Well
Owners - Education and Funding
Assistance

Restrictions Local By-Laws

Ecosystem Evaluation and Ecological Flow
Needs

Water Use Mitigation Program

Identification of Reservoir Management
Strategies

Inter-Municipal Agreements

Native Landscaping Local By-Laws

Water Demand Offset Policies

Requiring Water Quality Tests of Private
Wells By-Laws

Conduct Regular Rate Studies

OCPC Regional Water Plan 35

35
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1

Subset indicated NwRA foe Al ed 3)

interest in Desal Desal 2 st 075

MWRA for &l - T4

Subset indicated
interest in MWRA

Desal 1 M (17:8)

Subset preferred

“stay the course” e T-5)

with local PFAS

treatment & new (s

wells MR fer
AN (ST-3)
Long Termwels (172)

Little interest in 1)

interconnections shore
as supply, but Reclsimed Won-Rotatie Use (U7-13)
possible for
emergency

Fairness (10%)

 Reliable Municipal Supply (20%)

o 01 02 03 04 05 08

= Ecological Health (10%)
= Drinking Water Quality (30%)

= Cost Effectiveness (10%)
= Efficiency and Adaptability (15%)

Very little interest
in reclaimed water

Demand Mgt not
a major priority
(generally)

Environmental NE3 Local Priorities
Risks & Benefits Assessment

Reviewing the Value of the Entire Process to Date

Steering Committee Objectives

Highest Regional Scores

Mid-Range Regional Scores

Lowest Regional Scores

36

CDM Smith
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Subset indicated
interest in Desal

Subset indicated
interest in MWRA

Subset preferred

“stay the course”

with local PFAS

treatment & new
wells

Little interest in
interconnections
as supply, but
possible for
emergency

Very little interest
in reclaimed water

Demand Mgt not
a major priority
(generally)

]

Reviewing the Value of the Entire Process to Date

eering Committee Objectives

Leak Detection Rebates (ST-2)

Desal ranks very high

[P ——— L1 for subsets
Desal 2 - West LT-5)
MWRA for All- T4) / T
WA for )
WwatrLoss Audi 571
[o— )

u Reliable Municipal Supply (20%) M Ecological Health (10%)
Fairness (10%) = Drinking Water Quality (30%)

private 2]
MWRA for )
A (5T-3)
Long Term Wells (LT-2) | —— —
7-11)
Short Term Wels (5T-5) | B——— —
Use (1T-12) —
o 01 0z 03 04 05 08

= Cost Effectiveness (10%)
= Efficiency and Adaptability (15%)

Environmental Risk

Risks & Benefits Assessment

Local Priorities

37

[

Subset indicated
interest in Desal

Subset indicated
interest in MWRA

Subset preferred

“stay the course”

with local PFAS

treatment & new
WEIH

Little interest in
interconnections
as supply, but
possible for
emergency

Very little interest
in reclaimed water

Demand Mgt not
a major priority
(generally)

Reviewing the Value of the Entire Process to Date

WIWGRA for All-Permited Amount (LT-3)

T
Desal 2 - West (LT-9)

Desal 3 - East (LT-10)

WIWRA for Al - Torget Amount (LT-4)

Desal 1- M (LT-8)

Water Loss Audit (5T-1)

(vwRafer 75)

Leak Detection Rebates (ST-2)

private 2]

MWRA for )

A (5T-3)

Long Term Wells (LT-2) | —— —

7-11)

Short Term Wels (5T-5) | B——— —
Reclaimed Non-Potable Use (LT-12) [Is —

—

MWRA ranks mid to
high, but carries risks
with larger volumes

VI 1/

u Reliable Municipal Supply (20%) ~ ® Ecological Health (10%)

Fairness (10%) = Drinking Water Quality (30%)

= Cost Effectiveness (10%)
= Efficiency and Adaptability (15%)

Environmental

Risk

Risks & Benefits Assessment

Local Priorities

38

CDM Smith
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Subset indicated
interest in Desal

Subset indicated
interest in MWRA

Subset preferred
“stay the course”
with local PFAS
treatment & new
wells

Little interest in
interconnections
as supply, but
possible for
emergency

Very little interest
in reclaimed water

Demand Mgt not
a major priority
(generally)

1

MIWRA for All - Permitted Amount (LT-3)
Desal 2 - West (LT-9)

Desal 3 - East (LT-10)

MWRA for All - T4)

Desal 1- M (LT-8)

MWRA for T7)

Water Loss Audit (5T-1)

MWRA for Open 75)
Leak Detection Rebates (ST-2)

private 2]

MWRA for )

A (5T-3)

(Grrenwenwra

T-11)

Short Term Wells (sT-5)

Use (1T-12)

Fairness (10%)

o —
—
o 01 0z 03 04 05 08

u Reliable Municipal Supply (20%)

= Ecological Health (10%)
= Drinking Water Quality (30%)

= Cost Effectiveness (10%)
= Efficiency and Adaptability (15%)

Environmental

Risks & Benefits

Risk
Assessment

Local Priorities

Reviewing the Value of the Entire Process to Date

Long Term Well
Development a mid
level score - local
value / LOW RISK

39

[

Subset indicated
interest in Desal

Subset indicated
interest in MWRA

Subset preferred
“stay the course”
with local PFAS
treatment & new
WEIH

Little interest in
interconnections
as supply, but
possible for
emergency

Very little interest
in reclaimed water

Demand Mgt not
a major priority
(generally)

1

MIWRA for All - Permitted Amount (LT-3)
Desal 2 - West (LT-9)

Desal 3 - East (LT-10)

MWRA for All - T4)

Desal 1- M (LT-8)

MWRA for T7)

Water Loss Audit (5T-1)

MWRA for Open 7-5)

Leak Detection Rebates (ST-2)

private 2]

MWRA for )

A (5T-3)

Long Term Wells (LT-2)

interccnnections {LT-11)

Short Term Wells (sT-5)

Recimed Non-fotable Use ((1-12) | — }

u Reliable Municipal Supply (20%)

Fairness (10%)

o

Reviewing the Value of the Entire Process to Date

ering Committee Objectives

T

01 0z 03

= Ecological Health (10%)
= Drinking Water Quality (30%)

04 05 08

= Cost Effectiveness (10%)
= Efficiency and Adaptability (15%)

Interconnections and
Reclaimed Water as
Supply: Low Value

Environmental

Risks & Benefits

Risk
Assessment

Local Priorities

40

CDM Smith
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Reviewing the Value of the Entire Process to Date
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November 18 January 17

CDM Smith Issues
Draft Regional
Water Plan to

Steering Committee

January 29

Upcoming Steps Relevant for Steering Committee

January 31 February 11

CDM Smith Issues
Revised Draft Regional
Water Plan to Public

CDM Smith And
OCPC Host Three
Public Meetings On
Draft Plan

February 11-25 February

CDM Smith And
OCPC Host
Meeting With State
Legislators

CDM Smith Issues
Final Regional
Water Plan

February 24 February 28 March

Key

CDM Smith

OCPC Regional Water Plan 45
45
Public Outreach
* )
7 Participate today!
3 b\ WATER SURVEY
What do you think about?
+" Drinking water quality Your input will help guide the
. ; development of the region's first
e plan for resilient water supply
a4 Affordability and reliability
0 OLD COLONY
PLANMNING COUNCIL
Supporting the communities of
Abington, Avon, Bridgewater, Brockton, Dusbury,
East Bridgewater, Easton, Halifax, Hanover, Hanson,
Kingston, Pembroke, Plymouth, Plympten, Stoughton,
West Bricdgewater, and Whitman
www_gur\pevmonkey_com Learn maore about this project at
:‘r!watersup_rp_ly www.oldcolonyplanning.orgiwaterplan
OCPC Regional Water Plan 46
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