

























































































Table 2. Miiford Pond Pond Habitat Restoration - Habitat Units of Optimal Restored Lacustrine Habitat

Available Under Various Project Conditions

Alternative 1: No Action

— b

i |
| | | Total I
| ] | Possible |
General Habitat Requisites [ Value ;Welght Multplie Ad|usted ValusTotal Score |Score Habitat Inde Habitat Units
N i ! ; J
00 i : 0.30 1 0.30! i i 0431
Turbigity i | 0.50 il 0.500 | | [
Temperature | | 0.70 1! 0.70 | [ {
Benthic Inverts ! : 0.40 11 0.40 ; [
Cover ! I 0.30 1 0.30, |
Forage ) i 0.50 1 0.50]
| i 0.45] 0.43 1
i : ! 0.43 1 0.43
: |
|
Specific Habitat Requisites | |
: . |
Largemouth Bass ! 1 i -
! [ %
Littoral Habitat 0.70 0.1%1 0.08] {
Spawning Substrate 0.20 0.114 0.02 {
Deepwater Habitat 0.20 0.1114 0.02
| 0.12 0.333 0.12
Black Crappis !
|
Littoral Habitat _ 0.70 0111 0.08 [
Spawning Substrate | 0.20 0.111 0.02 | |
Despwater Habitat Ji 0.10 0.111 0.01 [ {
0.11 0.333 0.11
Yeliow Perch
Littoral Habitat 0.50| 0.111 0.06
Spawning habitat 0.60 0.111 0.07
Deepwater Habitat 0.20 0.111 0.02
0.14 0.333 0.14
0.999 0.38 0.999 0.38
Total Habltat Index for Fisheries Component 0.20 28.19
Wetland Restoration
General Requlsites
Emergent Vegetation/scrub shrub 0.80 1 0.90
Percent Open waler < 3 feet deep 0.90 1 0.90
Pearcent vegetated open water 0.50 1 0.50
| 0.74 1 0.74
Spacific Habitat Requisites EI |
Black Duck '
Open Water.Emergent Vegetation, Dens 0.20 0.333, 0.07 |
Percent Backwater [ 1.00] 0.333] 0.33
% Emergent/scrub shrub Within 1 mile ¢ 1.00| 0.333 0.33 0.73 0.999 0.73
Total Habitat Index for Waterfov!vl com|ponent | ] 0.37 90.56
Total Habitat Suitability Index for Habltat | T 0.57 118.75







Table 2 (continued). Milford Pond Pond Habitat Restoralion

Aval?able Under Various Pro!ect Conditions

Habltat Units of Optimal Restored Lacu

. i -
strine Habitat B
| L

Alternative 3: Dredging of 45 Acres

1

!

Total .

Possible
General Habitat Requisites | lvalue ‘Welght Multpller Adjusted Value|Total Score |Score ‘Habitat Indey Habitat Units
| | | [
DO | 0.50] 1._L 0.50 ; 0.65
Turbidity 0.70 1] 0. U [ ]
Temperature 0.801 1 0.80! [
Benthic Inverts | 0.50] 1 0.50 ! | #DIv/O!
Caver : 0.70! 1 0.70 | i
Forage | ! 0.80 1 0.80 |
! | 0.67 0.65 1 |
[ = | 0.65 1 0.65]
| | 1
: i |
| / | T
| _: |
Specific Habitat Requisites \
| [
Largemouth Bass | ]
|
Littoral Habitat 0.80 0.111 0.09
Spawning Substrate 0.50 0.111 0.06
Deepwater Habitat 0.80 0.111 0.09
{ 0.23 0.333 0.23
Black Crappie |
|
Liftoral Habitat 0.60 0.111 0.07 |
Spawning Substrate | 0.50 0.111 0.06 | |
Deepwater Habitat [ 0.80 0.111] 0.09 | i
! ! 1 0.21 0.333 0.21
Yellow Perch o
Littoral Habitat 0.80 0.114 0.08
Spawning habitat 0.90 0.111 0.10
Deepwater Habitat 0.80 0.111 0.09
0.28 0.333 0.28
0.72 0.899 0.72
Total Habltat Index for Fisherles Component 0.34 40.42
|
Wetland Restaration |
General Requisites |
Emergent Vegetation/scrub shrup 0.50] 1 0.90
Percent Open water < 3 feet deep 0.70 1 0.70
Percent vegetated open water 0.70 1 0.70
0.76 1 0.76
Speclfic Habltat Requlsltes
Black Duck |
Open Water:.Emergent Vegetation, Dens 0.70 0.333 0.23 |
Percent Backwater 1.00 0.333 0.33 !
% Emergent/scrub shrub Within 1 mile o] 1.00 0.333 0.33 0.90 0.999 0.90
Total Habitat Index for Waterfowl component 0.41 101.75
! [ ]
Totai Habitat Suitability Index for Habitat ! | : 0.76 142.47







Tabte 2 (continued). §

Milford Pond Pond Habltat Resto

ratlon - Habitat Units of Optimal Restored Lacustrine Habitat

.E.T,,__.Es?__mm

Available Under Various Project Conditions E
|‘ ! ?
: i |
- I I | |
! , /Dam
General Habitat Requisites |No Action |Complete Dredg|Dredging 45 AdDredge 20 AlRemoval iDam Rem/dredg
DO 0.30 06| 0.50 04
Turbidity 0.50 0.6 0.70] 0.6
Temperature 0.70 0.5 0.80; 0.8
Benthic Inverts 0.40 0.6 0.50; 0.5
Cover 0.30 0.5 0.70] 0.5
Forage 0.50] 0.4 0.80 0.7 |
i
I : |
L !
Specific Habitat Requisites
|
Largemouth Bass ) |
Littora) Habitat 0.70 0.8 0.80 0.60 |
Spawning Substrate 0.20 0.5 0.50 0.50 i
Deepwater Habitat 0.20 0.9 0.80 0.70 !
Black Crappie |
!
|
Littoral Habitat | 0.70 08 0.60 0.60
Spawning Substrate [ 0.20 0.5 0.50 0.50 |
Deepwater Habitat i 0.10 0.9 0.80 0.70
Yellow Perch '
Littoral Habitat 0.50 0.6 0.80 0.80
Spawning habitat 0.60 0.8 0.90 0.90
Deepwater Habitat 0.20 0.9 0.80 0.70
Total Habitat Index for Fisharies Component l 1 0.00
Watland Restoration
General Requisites i
Emergent Vegetation/scrub shrub 0.90 0 0.90 0.90
Percent Open water < 3 feet deep 0.90 0.2 0.70 0.80
Percent vegetated open water | 0.50 0.2 0.70 0.60
Specific Habitat Requisites
Black Duck
Open Water:Emergent Vegetation, Oens| 0.20 0.2 0.70 0.50
Percent Backwater | [ 1.00 0 1.00 1.00
% Emergent/scrub shrub Within 1 mile of 1.00 0.2 1.00 1.00
Tota) Habitat Index for Waterfowl component |
| 5 :
Total Habitat Suitability Index for Habi 0.57 0.31 0.76] 0.70! 0.00











































Upland Placement within 100-Year Floodplain at Project Location

DEP’s 401 Water Quality Certification program determines sediment suitability for upland
placement using two sets of criteria. The Massachusetts Soil Background concentrations
established by DEP’s Office of Research and Standards (Interim Final Policy WSC/ORS-95-
141) are used to ensure non-degradation of upland areas and to minimize ecological risk in the
absence of site-specific chemistry and risk assessment data. DEP is using RCS-1 standards
from the MCP (Massachusetts Contingency Plan) to protect human healih in the upland area
where suitable sediments may be placed. The contaminant limits are summarized in the

following table.

Contaminant

MA Background Soil
Concentrations or RCS-1
Standards from 310 CMR 40.1600

mglkg (dry wi.)

Arsenic 17
Cadmium 2
Chromium 29
Copper 38
Lead 99
Mercury 0.3
Nickel 17
Zinc 116
Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs)
Naphthalene 4
2-Methylnaphthalene 4
Acenaphthylene 100
Acenapthene 20
Fluorene 400
Phenanthrene 100
Anthracene 1000
Fluoranthene 1000
Pyrene 700
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.7
Chrysene 7
Benzo(b)fiuoranthene 0.7
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 7
Benzo{a)pyrene 0.7
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.7
Dibenzo(g,h)anthracene 0.7
Benzo{g,h,))perylene 1000
Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 2
Extractable Petroleum Hydrocarbans
Co through Cyg Aliphatic 1000
Cig through Css Aliphatic 2500
Cys through Cz, Aromatic 200

Off-site, Upland Placement

Upland, off-site placement of sediment requires that a Beneficial Use Determination (BUD) be

issued from the Region’s Buearu of Waste Prevention staff.

Off-site, Upland Disposal at Location other than a Landfill

Upland disposal of sediment requires that the site be regulated under the MA Site Assignment
Regulations for Solid Waste Facilities at 310 CMR 16.00 and the Solid Waste Management

Regulations at 310 CMR 19.000.







The Commonwealth of Massachusetts
William Francis Galvin, Secretary of the Commonwealth

March 5, 2003 Massachusetts Historical Commission

Rosalie T. Fauteux

Environmental Engineer

Baystate Environmental Consultants, Inc.
296 North Main Street

East Longmeadow, MA 01028

RE: Milford Pond Restoration Project, Milford, MA. MHC #RC.27205. ROEA #12369.

Dear Ms. Fauteux:

Thank you for your inquiry to the Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) requesting
information conceming the proposed project referenced above. The MHC has reviewed our files
and the information that you submitted, including the location of the two sediment disposal areas.

After review of these materials, MHC has determined that the project as presently proposed is
unlikely to affect any significant historic or archaeological resources. No further MHC review is
required of the proposed project as planned.

These comments are offered to assist in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 as amended (36 CFR 800), MGL c. 9, ss. 26-27C (950 CMR 71), and
MEPA (301 CMR [1). Please contact me if you have any questions or need additional
information.

Sincerely,

Edward L. Bell
Senior Archaeologist _
Massachusetts Historical Commission

xc:

Secretary Ellen Roy Hertzfelder, BOEA/MEPA Unit
DEP-CERO

Crystal Gardner, USACOE-NED-Regulatory

Kate Atwood, USACOE-NED

Milford Historical Commission

220 Morrissey Boulevard, Boston, Massachuserts 02125
(617) 727-8470 » Fax: (617) 727-5128
www.state.ma.us/sec/mhc
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Decerber 8 ,)Oqlé/he Commionwealth of Massachusetts
ecember 8, “UAWiiliam Francis Galvin, Secretary of tie Commonwealth ACBETRE T
REGEIVEL

Mzssachuserts Historical Commission
Secretary Bob Durand

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs wev g 0o
Attn.: Doug Vigneau, MEPA Unit EOEA #12369 T
251 Causeway Street, Suite 900

Boston. MA 02114 @%‘i? if%

RE:; Milford Pond Restoration Plan, Milford. MHC #RC.27205. EOEA #12369.
Dear Secretary Durand:

Staff of the Massachusetts Historical Commission have reviewed the Environmental Notification
Form submitted for the project referenced above. Review of MHC's files indicates that we
recently commented on the project, and a copy of MHC’s letter (10/27/200) was included with
the ENF within Attachment 1.

Review of the Inventory of Historic and Archaeologicat Assets of the Commonwealth indicates
that the project area is located in the vicinity of a recorded historical archaeological site (MIL-
HA-2), the structural foundation remains of the Louisa Lake Ice Company that appear to be
located on the northwest side of Dilla Street, adjacent to Louisa Lake. The project area is also
located in the vicinity of Pine Grove Cemetery (MIL.801) at Cedar and Dilla Streets. Based on
the favorable environmental setting of the project area, unrecorded archaeological sites may be
present in the project area. In New England, archaeological sites are usually buried and thus
require systematic archaeological investigation to be located and identified. The archaeologically
sensitivity of the project area is principally defined by the project area’s location in proximity to
wetlands resources associated with the Charles River drainage and the discovery of ancient
Native American archaeological sites in the project area vicinity, and within identical
environmental settings within the Charles River drainage. Because the locations of several
aspects of the project have not yet been described, presently the MHC cannot determine if any of
Milford’s previously identified historic and archaeological resources are in proposed project
Lmpact areas.

Additional information is required by the MHC to evaluate the proposed project. Depending on
the Jocation and design of aspects of the project that have not yet been selected or described, the
project has the potential to affect historic and archaeological resources. Activities that could

" affect cultural resources include site preparation and placement of mechanical dewatering
equipment at an upland dewatering site; the restoration of the dewatering site following the
project for an improved boat launch and area of public access; and stormwater management
facilities. As early as possible, and well in advance of implementing the project, detajled project
plans and original, representative photographs of the project locations should be submitted to the
MHC for vur review and comment to determine whether or not an intensive (lacational)
archaeological survey (950 CMR 70) should be conducted in project impact areas. The goal of the
survey, if necessary, is to locate, identify, and evaluate any significant historic or archaeological
resources that could be affected by the project, and to provide information so that MHC can

220 Morrissev Boulevard, Boston, Massachusetts 02125 +(617) 727-8470
Fax:(617) 727-5128 - TTY:(617) 878-3889
www.state.ma.us/sec/mhc






October 27, 2000

Jacob Masenior

Bnvironmental Scientist

Baystate Environmental Consultants, Inc.
296 North Main SEdae Commonwealth of Massachusetts

East LOﬂngadOW\MﬂuﬁhQ%anms Galvin, Secretary of the Commonwealth

achusetts istorical i$Si
RE: Milford Pond (formerly Cedar wamp Pond) estor;gon gl?nmﬂi‘h%ﬁ“

MHC #RC.27205.

Dear Mr. Masenior:

Thank you for your inquiry to the Massachusetis Historical Commission (MHC) requesting preliminary
information on the presence of historic and archaeological resources in the project area referenced above,
received by the MHC on October 4, 2000. I understand that you are preparing an Environmental
Notification Form (ENF) for the project. When available, please submit 2 copy of the ENF to the MHC.

Review of the [nventory of Historic and Archaeological Assets of the Commonwealth indicates that the
project area is located in the vicinity of a recorded historical archaeological site (MIL-HA-2), the structural
foundation remains of the Louisa Lake Ice Company that appear to be located on the northwest side of
Dilla Street, adjacent to Louisa Lake. The project area is also located in the vicinity of Ping Grove
Cemetery {MIL.801) at Cedar and Dilla Streets. Based on the favorable environmental setting of the project
area, unrecorded archaeological sites may also be present. [n New England, archaeological sites are usually
buried and thus require systematic archaeological investigation o be located and identified. The
archaeologically sensitivity of the project area is principally defined by the project area's location in
proximity to wetlands resources associated with the Charles River drainage and the discovery of ancient
Native American archaeological sites in the projecl area vicinity.

MHC understands that the proposed hydraulic dredging project will not impact any areas outside the
existing pond basin footprint, except for an approximately 2 acre dewatering site, the location of which has
not yet been determined. When available, please submit to the MHC a copy of the appropriate section of
the USGS quadrangle map and larger-scale project plans for the proposed dewatering site and current,
original, representative photographs of the proposed dewatering site. Please determine whether Milford
Pond (formerly Cedar Swamp Pond) has éver been previously subject to hydraulic dredging, and if so the
previous dredging locations and depths in relation to the proposed dredging locations and depths. Review
of this information will assist the MHC to determine whether or not the proposed project is tikely to affect
any significant historic or archaeological resources.

These comments are offered to assist in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966 as amended (36 CFR 800), MGL c. 9, ss. 26-27C (950 CMR 71), and MEPA (301 CMR 11).
Please contact me if you have any questions or need additional informziion.

Sincerely,

ward L, Bell
Senior Archaeologist
Massachusetts Historical Commission

Xc:
Milford Historical Commission
DEP-CERQO-Wetlands

DEP-DWWR

Karen Kirk Adams, USACOE-NED-Regulatory
Kate Atwood, USACOE-NED

220 Morrissey Boulevard. Boston, Massachusetts 02125 - (617) 727-8470
Fax:(617) 727-5128 - TTY: (617) 878-3889
wew state.ma.us/sec/nbc






































































































MILFORD BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Room 11, Town Hall, 52 Main St. (Route 16), Milford, Massachusetts 01757-2679

508-634-2303 Fax 508-634-2324
J

—D N
John J. Speroni Jr., Chairman
Salvatore P. Cimino ) Louis J. Celozzi

Dino B. DeBartolomeis Town Administrator

November 29, 2000

Bob Durand, Secretary

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs, Attn: MEPA Unit

Douglas Vigneau, EOEA No. 12365 P
251 Causeway Street, Suite 900 &i@ﬁ‘% t.%}
Boston, Massachusetts 02114

e e & 2000
RE: Environmental Notification Form
Milford Pond Restoration Project -
Milford, Massachusetts Eﬁ; g"? é

Dear Secretary Durand:

Under separate cover, the Town of Milford has submitted the above-referenced
Environmental Notification Form (ENF) for the proposed Milford Pond Restoration
Project. This project was the subject of a presentation made before you at the Riverbend
Farm in Uxbridge on October 14, 1999. The Board of Selectmen whole-heartedly
supports this important project and looks forward to its successful implementation.
Senator Richard T. Moore and Representative Mane J. Parente have been involved in this
project since day one and have been very supportive at all times. They have provided
valuable assistance to the committee throughout the years.

Miiford Pond is a 120-acre waterbody located near the central business district in Milford
and is one our most beloved natural resources. The Town of Milford has witnessed a
groundswell of public support for the restoration of Milford Pond and considerable time
and effort has been mustered in the study and diagnostic phases of the project and in the
development of the conceptual restoration program. We have established the Milford
Pond Restoration Committee, chaired by Selectman Dino B. DeBartolomesis, to
coordinate and spearhead the restoration effort. Much has been accomplished to date and
as we enter the environmental review phase of the project preparation, we look to you to

" conduct your review in a manner which ultimately facilitates the environmental review
and permitting of the pl’O_)CCt and helps us achieve our goal of pond restoration in a sound,
expeditious, and prudent manner.






TOWN OF MILFORD DL/

52 MAIN STREET, MILFORD, MASSACHUSETTS 01757
508-634-2317 FAX 508-473-2394

OFFICE OF PLANNING ﬁfgf’;y{{' Michae! Sanlora, P.E

AND ENGINEERING kg Town Engineer
S

! 200

HEpy

November 29, 2000

Robert Durand, Secretary

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs, Attn: MEPA Unit
Douglas Vigneau, EOEA No. 12369

251 Causeway Street, Suite 900

Boston, MA 02114

RE: Environmental Notification Form
Milford Pond Restoration Project EOEA No. 12369

Dear Secretary Durand:

The purpose of the letter is to strongly support the
proposed Milford Pond Restoration Project. I have been
involved with this project for over 15 years but unfortu-
nately for a variety of reasons, the effort to restore the
pond has always fallen short of fruitition.

However, there now appears to be an excellent opportunity to
move this project forward. In addition to strong local
support, Congressman Neal has now indicated his full support
of the project.

And judging from your remarks at an event at the Blackstone
Visitor Center, it appears that you are also supportive as
long as the project is environmentally sound.

To that end, the town has employed a top notch environmental
consultant with extensive experience in pond restoration
demonstrating a commitment to do whatever is necessary to
protect all of the various associated environmental
interests.

I look forward to your continuing support of this important
project.

ipcerelj
(‘ Wy
Michael Santora, P.E.

Town Engineer

MS/1lc
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Charles River Watershed Association

December 12, 2000

Bob Durand, Secretary

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs
Atlention: MEPA Unit

251 Causeway Street, 9th Floor

Boston MA 02114-2150

RE: EOEA No. 12369, Environinental Notification Form. Restoration of Milford Pond

Dear Secretary Durand:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Environmental Notification Form. In
general, the Charles River Watershed Association (CRWA) 1s in favor of this project.
Resloring some areas of open water in Milford Pond and unproving recreational potential
is important both for the community and for the watershed.

CRWA ulso is in favor of the Stormwater Management plans to retrofit ten sites that
discharge stormwater into Milford Pond. We hope the EIR will include more detail on
the site locations, the choice of BMPs, and the related catchment areas for this plan.
CRWA does have some concerns regarding the coordination of the timing of dredging to
minimize the adversc effects (o wildlife and aquatic organisms and hopes this will be
addressed n the FIR as well.

Thank you for the opportunity to comiment on this project. The Charles River Watershed
Association looks forward to seeing the EIR for the Restoration of Milford Pond.

Sincerely,

TR, SCM0QR

" Peggy Savage
Environmental Scientist

2391 Commonwealth Avenue, Auburndele, Massachusetts 02466-1773, Telephone (617) 965-5975 Fax (617) 332-7465
Wabsite: www.crwa.org  Email: crwa @crwa.org.
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December 4, 2000

Bob Durand, Secretary

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs, Attn: MEPA Unit
Douglas Vigneau, EOEA No. 12369

251 Causeway Street, Suite 900

Boston, Massachusetts 02114

RE: Environmental Notification Form
Milford Pond Restoration Project
Milford, Massachusetts

Dear Secretary Durand:

The purpose of this letter s to lend strong support to the proposed Milford Pond
Restoration Project, EOEA No. 12369.

I have lived in the Town of Milford my entire life and I have many fond memories of
Milford Pond. As a child, I spent many hours both fishing and ice skating at Milford
Pond. Unfortunately, as the years have gone by, fishing at this location is impossible and
ice skating 1s becoming more difficult. I strongly believe that this former public treasure
should be rehabilitated for the future generations.

As you may know, the former Cedar Swamp area, including the former landfil], has been
capped and rehabilitated. Just this past September, the new Plains Park was unveiled to
the delight of our citizens. The restoration of the adjacent Milford Pond would be a
fitting complement to this project.

I trust that your office will complete a thorough review of this project and discover for
yourselves the umqueness and worthimess of this project. Thank you for your
consideration as well as your anticipated support.

e 7
Louié*]éelozz?gv

13 Larson Road
Milford, MA 01757












December 1, 2000

Bob Durand, Secretary

Executive Office of Environmental Affeurs Attn: MEPA Unit
Douglas Vigneau, EOEA No. 12369

251 Causeway Street, Suite 900

Boston, MA 02114 %ﬁ‘;ﬁgfl

RE:  Environmental Notification Form Wi g :
Milford Pond Restoration Project Uk L 2000
Milford, Massachusetts

Dear Secretary Durand:

The purpose of this letter is to lend strong support to the proposed Milford Pond
Restoration Project, EOEA No. 12369.

As a lifelong resident of the town of Milford. I feel a need to express concern over the
present condition of Milford Pond. I have been a coach in town for close to 25 years and
have always taken great pride in the way surrounding public lands have been maintained.
The surrounding public lands include: Fino Field, Rosenfeld Park and the recently
completed Plains Park.

Milford’s town officials are committed to the restoration and beautification of public
lands throughout the town and I feel it is imperative to include the Milford Pond as a
restored recreational area utilized by the children and adults of this community and
swrrounding towns.

My family, friends and I are totally supportive of the Milford Pond restoration efforts.

Sincerely,

Sam VA

Steven A. Matos
28 Prospect St
Milford, MA 01757


















Timothy R Sweeney

137 Purchase Street '
Milford Massachusetts 01757-1110 =~ D
508-478-6567 R R S

Ref: Milford Pond Restoration December 10, 2000 . a1
(LEiiL
Dear Mr. Durand
| geg 12 200
I am writing to you in support for the restoration project submitted to your office '
concerming Milford Pond. ap = T2 R
14

Ehe

Although I am in support of this project [ would like to voice my concern in regards to a ’
tributary to Milford Pond, Louisa Lake and the upper run off retention basin from
Shadowbrook apartments. Both of these bodies of water flow directly into Milford pond.
As identified by Aquatic Control Technologies report ) submitted with application for
funding of Louisa Lake. This body of water suffers from the same entropy that currently
plagues Milford Pond. I would pose this question “shouldn’t we remedy both bodies of
water at the same time?”. If Louisa Lake is not properly addressed it will re-propagate
Milford pond with new weeds, additional sediment, and continue to enrich the waters
with nutrient loads.

During the summer of 1999 with good intention there was an attempt to clean Louisa
Lake. I would like to outline some difficulties that occurred during that attempt that still
need to be remedied.

Severe drought eliminated access to the northem end of the lake for chemical spraying.
Unfortunately this is the most severely infested portion of the lake ™ Because the lake
flows southerly there wasn’t a carry over effect of the chemicals to the northemn end.
Weeds exist today as they did before spraying.

Weed extraction was performed along the western portion of Jake, approximately % of
the lake area. Again the northern part of the lake was excluded because of its
inaccessibility.

What began as a good intended restoration of Luisa Lake has done tittle more than clean
areas least effected by weeds and change the perspective as you view the lake from the
south. Over the last 4 years a small island has begun to form in the northern end because
of sediment and vegetation deposits. Symptoms that the lake 1s in dire need of attention.

1t ts my hope that we can look at this watershed area comprehensively and find the best
solutions to effectively manage problems associated with such a disproportional drainage
basin 97:1%. By rectifying both bodies of water we will prolong the usefulness of these
tax dollars being spent.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this relationship between the two bodies of
water.

- /f.
Sincerely / 9
o j{/
Tim Sweeney e w%’

Cc: Marie Parente, Dino DeBartolomeis, Richard Neal, Reno Deluzio
(1) Aquatic Control Technologies, report dated October 5, 1998, in preparation of funding for Louisa lake restoration.














































































































































































































































































Elght Walkup Dsive Westborough, MA 01581
TEL: 508-898-9220 FAX: 508-898-2193

Project Information

ProjectName: M[LFDYR[) PonD

F3ame as Client info | PO #:

O FAX Mcp St ew/

ClientInformation

Project Location: mu/w‘ ma-

MADEX

Criteria Checker:

ACOE [y &P

Client: B«_\{M Environmerta) CansyHaoghs| Prolect #: ?g 0216 —1 (Detsult based an Regulatory Criteris indicatod)
Other F ts:
Address: 29(, N, Main S4- Project Manager: T SN KN S a EMAILeEst:n";:rd pdf report)
£ LOM ‘ ) MA-01028 ALPHA Quots # Va 0 Additional Deltverables: State /Fed Program Criteria
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Fax: {3 ~ — )
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Date Due: Time: SAMPLEHANDLING
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Other Project Specific Requirements/Comments: ’ d\w 0 Done
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A Eb todo ¢
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ALPHA ANALYTICAL LABORATORIES

MA:M-MAO086 NH:200301-A CT:PH-0574 ME:MAO086 RI:65 NY:11148 NJ:MA935 Army:USACE

Laboratory Sample Number:

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS

L0210625-06

Date Collected:

16-0CT-2002 10:00

MPé Date Received 17-0CT-~2002
Sample Matrix: WATER Date Reported : 01-NOV-2002
Condition of Sample: Satisfactory Field Prep: None
Number & Type of Containers: 6-Plastic
PARAMETER RESULT UNITS RDL REF METBOD DATE ID
PREP ANARL

Turbidity 6.4 NTU 0.20 30 21308 1017 19:37 WT
Alkalinity, Total 19. mg CaCO3/L2.0 30 23208 1025 12:50 MA
Solids, Total Suspended 9.9 mg/1 5.0 30 2540D 1022 16:15 DT
Nitrogen, Ammenia 0.242 mg/1 0.075 30 45CONH3-BH 1026 10:30 1028 12:43 ED
Nitrogen, Nitrite ND mg/1 0.10 30 4500NQ3-F 1017 23:19 DL
Nitrogen, Nitrate 1.6 mg/1 0.10 30 4500NO3-F 1017 23:19 DD

.trogen, Total Kjeldahi 0.50 mg/1 0.15 30 4500N-C 1028 16:00 1029 15:54 ED
Phosphorus, Total 0.05 mg/l 0.01 30 4500P-E 1023 13:00 NL
Phosphorus, Orthophosphate 0.01 mg/l 0.01 30 4500P-E 1017 21:25 AT
Chlorophyll A ND mg/m3 2.00 30 10200H 1018 00:05 1018 10:00 DT
Total Metals 1 3018
Iron, Total 0.14 mg/1 0.05 1 6010B 1018 10:10 1021 20:01 RW
Comments: Complete list of References and Glossary of Terms found in Addendum I
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CHAIN OF CUSTODY e | o — | irunsonr L2 g

iz Project Information Report Information - Data Deliverables Billing Information
Eight Walkup Drive Westborough, MA 01581
TEL: 508-898-9220 FAX: 508-898-9193 Project Name: Myliord Fond O Same as Client info

W(eax |
‘ Profect Locaion: (\ o, A WS o KIS ot By Corps of Eidirisna -
! y Conps of b

o

(RCTIREIE A & | 4 A1

Client: B&ysf‘kk EnV won I{Wﬂﬂ CM&U M Project #. qg ~0Z2ilk — l (Defautt based on Regulatory Criteria Jadicated)
< Other Formats:
Address: 260, Mpr1hn Main S Project Manager: ) \(CVIJCJ"\S O EMAIL (standard pdf report) Regulatory Requirements/Report Limits
E ast Z_D npreadois M 0028 ALPHA Quote #: 7 [y V7 0 Additional Deliverables: State /Fed
Phans: L{ (3 -5"23 - 35272 Around Repost to: of aerent than Project Managen
Fax: - =
— q 3 — S #8 g34Y R standard O RUSH (v caotimad 1
‘h QAK—! YTS@ b’ &~ C, C&/"‘ Date Due: /0 / Time: g SAMPLE HANDLING
0O  These samples have been previously analyzed by Aipha 3 < Fittration
Other Project Specific Requirements/Comments: ' C1 Done
O Not needed "
Lab to do 1f needed B
Preservation —— [ls
ox =& 3b 1o do
ALPHA Lab ID Collection Sample  |Sampler's (Plaase speclly below)
{Lab Use Only) Sample D Date Tame | Matrix Initiats / Sample Specific Camments
Yoy || Me wlfoz | 1100/ [FT7ee Y X XXX X 7
L MPZ | 113700 | (s
EIETE | e 30| | l
G| w4 gus| | U
A .
£ MPS 420 (
el Mo 000 | b
| #EEMPF RS b
: o Mp& W 1< 00 '“i7 VIV, (o
N A R RV b
e Gy Ei S % 3 Container Type P P P|P|P P Please print ciearly, legibly and
aded Gray Areas For Lab Use Only & plpisry. Aol
e pmrniRstR XAy i - pletely. Samples can not be
L e e e e Soisa s Fregeriaine c A A /q' A D logged in and turnaround time clock
Relinquished By: Date/Time _ . [Received By: p Date/Time wiik n&d staguumﬂ ang aml;fgumzs are
olved. samples submitted are
s N L 7 X - 0/ 2/6:2 (25D subject to Alpha's. Payment Terms.
M < A’//W /,y/—f— /J " Sea roverse side...
Form vo; 02-02 §TD 7 : :















9/17/2002 1]LMB 6.6 4.2 ; 1.46 | 7
9/17/2002! 4:LMB 6.8 4.3 i 1.37 ) 41
9/17/2002: 4/LMB 7.1 5.1j i 1.42 40
9/17/2002' 1/LMB 7.2 4, | 1.07 | 8
9/17/2002 2/LMB 75! 5.5; i 1.30 | N 25
9/17/2002: 2/LMB 38.1  907.168! 32! 1.64 | 22
9/17/2002 2:LMB 39.6i 878.819! a1 1.42 | % 21
9/17/2002' 3;PS 4.6 1.1 ; 1.13 ; | 35
9/17/2002; iPS 4.9 1.4 ' 1.19 | 11
9/17/20021 1PS 5.5} 1.9 1.14 9
9/17/2002! 1|PS 10.5] 222 1.92 6
9/17/2002! 31YP 26.5] 227| 1.22 28
9/17/2002! 3lYP 26.9] 2311 1.19 ] 29
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