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Note: All questions in the table are individual questions in the online form. They are listed here
for reference and so that applicants may prepare their responses prior to filling out the online
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Basic Details
Lead Municipality:
City or Town:
Supporting
Municipalities:
Project Title:

Easthampton
City
n/a

Cherry Street Green Infrastructure and Slope Restoration
Construction

Shorthand Project
Title:
MVP Region:

Green Infrastructure Construction

Project Type:

Select best fit:

Greater Connecticut River Valley

 Type 1: Planning, Assessments, Capacity Building, and Regulatory Updates
 Type 2: Design and Permitting
☒

Type 3: Construction and On-the-Ground Implementation

Local Project Manager and Point of Contact
Name:
Diane Rossini
Job Title:
Staff Engineer
Department/Agency: Department of Public Works
Email:
drossini@easthamptonma.gov
Phone:
413-529-1400 x 141
Address:
50 Payson Ave., Easthampton, MA 01027
Proposed Funding Summary

Please round to the nearest whole number & please ensure these numbers match your scope/budget
spreadsheet (Attachment B).

Grant Request
Amount FY22:
Grant Request
Amount FY23 (not
required):
Total Grant Request
Amount:
Match Amount:

$490,600
$1,509,400

$2,000,000
$989,800

Match Description:

Project Details
Project Summary:

Representative
image of the project
(if possible):
Is this project a
continuation of a
previous MVPfunded project?
Project Location(s):

Match will be met through approximately $35,000 of in-kind services by
City staff and $954,800 cash match. Cash will come from a combination
of local and federal sources, expected to include retained earnings from
sewer and water utilities and American Rescue Plan Act funds.
Easthampton is proposing to construct designs developed and
permitted under their FY21 MVP Action Grant project for stream bank
restoration and stabilization at the Cherry Street outfall and
reconstruction of Cherry Street to build resiliency to increased
precipitation by infiltrating stormwater; add tree cover for shade; and
build new sidewalks for better walkability, safety, and enhanced
connectivity to open space and other resources in this EJ community.
The City is proposing a two-year timeline to allow this project to be
fully constructed during the appropriate season and to integrated with
available federal funding through the American Rescue Plan Act and/or
potential CDBG grant funds for replacement of aged and failing sewer
and water systems in the street. Combining these funding sources will
allow the City to simultaneously enhance resilience and address
outdated sewer and water infrastructure by providing a longer service
life and reduced future maintenance. The project will benefit the
community by providing all-around better services for this EJ
neighborhood.

[Upload photo, plan, or other graphic file to online form.]

Yes. This project will construct designs that were developed for Cherry
Street under the FY21 MVP Action Grant project. Permitting for those
designs is nearly complete (WPA Order of Conditions expected to be issued
in May 2021) and the designs will be ready to advance to implementation
at the start of the FY22/23 grant.
Cherry Street, Easthampton, MA 01027
Address of parcel containing stormwater outfall: 99 Mount Tom Ave,
Easthampton, MA 01027
72.6545W, 42.2629N
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Attachment A: Application
MUNICIPAL VULNERABILITY PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM FY 22
MVP ACTION GRANT
RFR ENV 22 MVP 02
Project Narrative
Please provide your full project narrative. Use the rating system as a guide for what information
should be included in the narrative to ensure the maximum score possible for your project. Please
keep in mind that reviewers will likely not have historic knowledge of your MVP process, this
project, or supporting efforts – please provide a full, yet succinct explanation for each question. This
section should be completed, saved as a PDF, and uploaded to the online form in the appropriate
section. Total size of all documents attached to the online form cannot exceed 25 MB. Please keep
responses to a reasonable length.

1. Project Description, Rationale, and Climate Data (13 points)
•

Up to 8 points for description & rationale, including:
o What climate change impacts/vulnerabilities this project will address.
o What the project’s goals and objectives are.
 If the project is one component/phase of a larger project, please succinctly describe
previously completed or future work and the vision for the overall project in
addition to the proposed component/phase.
o Why the project was chosen.
 How the project will positively impact the resiliency of the site and community.
 If applicable, please include quantifiable information about the historic or expected
future damages that are likely to occur if the project is not completed (e.g., number
of people/homes/structures at risk, number of people depending on the
infrastructure being improved, extent of past flooding, expected cost if
infrastructure fails, etc.).
o How the project reflects municipal priorities established in the community’s MVP-approved
report or subsequent climate resilience report that built upon the MVP process.

Drainage-driven flooding caused by stormwater was identified as a particular concern during the
City’s MVP Planning process. As precipitation events become more intense and less predictable,
undersized and aging stormwater infrastructure is expected to pose a greater threat of failure and
flooding. Catch basins can be overwhelmed, and even where drainage pipes are of adequate size,
high volume stormwater flows can result in powerful erosive forces and scouring at outfalls, with
corresponding impacts to natural streams. High volumes of stormwater runoff also increase peak
flows through downstream culverts and bridges, increasing the likelihood of road washouts or
structural failure at inadequate or undersized road-stream crossing structures and significantly
impacting the transportation system.

Stormwater runoff also picks up surface pollutants and carries these into natural waterbodies,
often without an opportunity for effective treatment and/or filtration. This can lead to water
quality impairments associated with phosphorus, nitrogen, sediments and solids, salts, bacteria, etc.
Specifically, within Easthampton, the Manhan River, which flows across the City from its western
boundary with Southampton to its Eastern boundary where it joins the Connecticut River Oxbow, is
listed as impaired for bacteria; one of the City’s downtown mill ponds (Nashawannuck Pond) is
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listed as impaired for phosphorus and nutrients/eutrophication. In 2019, these water quality
problems contributed to a harmful algal bloom and public health advisories at Nashawannuck
Pond. Such events are expected to become increasingly frequent as climate change leads to more
extreme heat conditions (the Connecticut River Basin is expected to see increases in days over 90℉
of up to 66.66 additional days by the 2090s) and drought periods (consecutive dry days are
predicted to increase to 17.14 days annually by the end of the century), both of which contribute to
excessive algal growth. Increased frequency and intensity of precipitation events also increases
nutrient loads in stormwater runoff, which fuels algal growth. Chapra et al. (2017) prepared a
nationwide screening-level assessment of climate impacts on cyanobacteria harmful algal bloom
(CyanoHAB) prevalence and determined that the largest increases in CyanoHAB occurrence will be
in the Northeast. Hazards like these that arise from extreme temperatures and drought were
identified as top hazards during the CRB workshop.

With FY21 MVP Action Grant funding, the City developed a City-Wide Green Infrastructure Master
Plan to address stormwater-driven flooding hazards and improve water quality. The FY21 project
also put a special focus on the Cherry Street neighborhood, a mapped EJ neighborhood where
climate impacts are already a concern to DPW staff and resulting in impacts to waterbodies that are
tributary to the City’s impaired waters. In recent years, the stormwater outfall at the end of Cherry
Street has experienced significant erosion and damage due to the increasing frequency of heavy
precipitation events and storm flows that surpass the design capacity of the outdated drainage
network. These erosive forces have resulted in the complete collapse of the outfall headwall and
several sections of pipe laying in or near Brickyard Brook where they have broken away. The
siltation of the brook and degradation of the surrounding ecosystem is especially evident due to the
site’s proximity to a frequently-used recreational trail through the Brickyard Brook Conservation
Area.

Design and permitting for restoration of the stream and degraded slope at the failing outfall,
combined with green stormwater solutions within the drainage area to provide long-term,
‘upstream’ stormwater management were completed under the FY21 grant. This project is now
bid-ready and the construction phase proposed under the FY22/FY23 grant will both address
ongoing, active climate hazards in the Cherry Street neighborhood and serve as an initial green
infrastructure demonstration site for the City—the first implementation site to showcase on-theground the range of possibilities depicted in the broader City-Wide Green Infrastructure Master
Plan.

A key objective of this project is to promote long-term planning and resiliency measures in the
community that consider both existing and ongoing infrastructure needs and natural system
solutions. Easthampton is undergoing significant economic development and redevelopment, so
there is an imminent need for sound future-focused solutions to guide development in ways that
consider future climate conditions, ongoing maintenance needs, and EJ/climate vulnerable
communities. In addition to addressing the immediate needs of the Cherry Street EJ neighborhood,
construction at this site will help local decision-makers and residents to think more strategically
about ways to utilize nature-based solutions to reduce flooding, and to learn about ways that we
can proactively build climate resiliency in our neighborhoods.
The City’s MVP Planning CRB workshop identified high-priority actions including: 1) Identify
opportunities for and implement retrofits for green infrastructure in the storm drainage system
and increase infiltration of runoff. Develop a City-wide green infrastructure plan that prioritizes
projects for implementation, with dual focus on reducing stormwater volume and reducing
pollutants of concern. (This process was initiated under the FY21 MVP Action Grant. The current
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proposal builds on that work to construct the City’s first implementation project.) 2) Identify and
prioritize vulnerable sections of the stormwater drainage system for repair and/or replacement,
including known areas of concern at Ferry Street, Hendrick Street, Emerald Place, Industrial
Parkway, Cherry Street, and Union Street. (Both the FY21 and proposed FY22/FY23 grant projects
focus on specific known concerns at Cherry Street.)
In addition to the CRB workshop process, this project also builds upon other related initiatives
including the City’s recent Integrated Water Resource Management Plan (2018) and its current
Hazard Mitigation Plan. The Cherry Street outfall project is one of the top 10 priority stormwater
projects identified in the City’s Integrated Water Resource Management Plan (2018), ranked
according to the immediacy of need, environmental impact, and other factors.
•

Up to 4 points for the degree to which the most up-to-date climate science and data (including data
found on resilientma.org and/or local-level studies) will be utilized, including specific reference to
the climate data utilized. (Note: If you completed the optional RMAT Climate Resilience Design
Standards Tool in Attachment E, you may use those recommendations to inform this answer.)
o For Project Type 1: Planning, Assessments, Capacity Building, and Regulatory Updates–
What climate data will be used to inform the process or report and how will they be utilized?
If it is a regulatory project, how will the regulations use climate data to ensure they will
provide reasonable and effective guidance into the future?
o For Project Type 2: Design and Permitting – What climate data and standards will be used
to inform the design process and how will they be utilized?
o For Project Type 3: Construction and On-the-Ground Implementation – What is the design
life of the project? What climate data were incorporated into the design and how were
climate data utilized to inform the process? If a different type of implementation project (e.g.,
land acquisition) describe how climate data informed the project.

Both the acute and chronic impacts associated with
extreme weather and natural and climate-related
hazards are an increasing concern for the communities
of Western Massachusetts. Participants at the MVP
Community Resilience Building (CRB) workshop in
Easthampton identified flooding and severe storms as
two of the top hazards facing the City. Moreover, the
threat from flooding has been growing with the
increasing frequency of major storm events that
deliver large amounts of precipitation over a short time
period, and this threat is expected to continue to grow
due to climate change. The Northeast Climate Science
Center at the University of Massachusetts Amherst
projects that, given a medium to high future emissions
scenario, Easthampton will see as much as 8.3 inches of
additional rainfall per year by the end of the century.
More critically in terms of flood potential, the City
could see up to 4.35 additional days with precipitation
over one inch. Similarly, the Massachusetts Department of

Figure 1 - Observed and Predicted Extreme
Precipitation (4th National Climate Assessment;
https://nca2018.globalchange.gov/chapter/2/)
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Transportation (MassDOT) 1 projects that by 2070 the 100-year, 24-hr rainfall event in the
Connecticut River Basin within which Easthampton is located, will increase up to 20% under
RCP6.0 (medium) scenario and up to 30% RCP8.5 (high) scenarios. This is consistent with the
broader findings of the 4th National Climate Change Assessment that identified a 55% increase in
the total annual precipitation falling in the heaviest 1% of events in the period 1958-2016 and
anticipates an up to 40+% change by late century under a high emissions scenario.

The designs developed and permitted for Cherry Street respond to these predicted increases in
precipitation by providing treatment and infiltration for the first inch of rain within the
neighborhood. This will effectively infiltrate runoff from most precipitation events directly into the
ground for groundwater recharge. By infiltrating at least the first inch of rain during larger events,
green infrastructure practices will also provide treatment for the “first flush”—collecting sediment
and nutrients that are mobilized in heavy precipitation events and treating them through
bioretention planters and tree box filters rather than allowing these pollutants to be carried
directly into Brickyard Brook and ultimately to the City’s impaired waterbodies. The green
infrastructure practices will also decrease peak flows and help to desynchronize peak runoff from
the neighborhood from flows entering the brook at other outfalls. This in turn helps to limit the
overall velocity and erosive forces acting on the stream channel and limit storm damages.

•

1 point for inclusion of MVP yearly progress report (Attachment D) or for indication that MVP
Planning Grant process was completed within the past year. There is a place on the online form to
upload Attachment D. If regional application please include for all MVP-designated municipalities.

Please find the MVP Yearly Progress Report in Attachment D.

1

https://gis.massdot.state.ma.us/cpws/
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2. Timeline, Scope, and Budget (15 points)
•

Up to 4 points for project scope. Please detail each task/step of the project here and include a
summarized version in Attachment B. For each task, please identify if it is dependent on completion
of another task.

The City will select a contractor through a public bidding process and complete construction of the
Cherry Street outfall restoration and road reconstruction, including green infrastructure
installation using the previously-approved design documents developed under the FY21 MVP
Action Grant. See Attachment C for Wetlands Protection Act Order of Conditions approval timeline
and construction cost estimate.

As noted above, the City is requesting a 2-year grant timeline to facilitate coordination of multiple
grant funding streams and also ensure that the project aligns well with the construction season,
allowing enough time for completion of the project at appropriate times of year. To that end,
proposed grant activities for FY22 have been organized to front-load public engagement and DIYresilience oriented activities along with finalization of design documents and completion of the
bidding process and contractor selection. This will ramp up public interest and engagement ahead
of the start of construction in spring 2023 as part of FY23 activities. Further, while design under
the City’s FY21 grant focused on the east end of Cherry Street and portions of Mount Tom Ave. and
Lux Ave., all of which outfall to a single location on Brickyard Brook, for constructability purposes,
the construction documents and implementation at this time will focus exclusively on Cherry Street
and will extend the design to include implementation of green infrastructure practices and
streetscape redesign along the full length of Cherry Street.
Fiscal Year 2022 Tasks:

Task 1. On-Site Neighborhood Workshops to Finalize Design Details
Cherry Street residents have already been engaged with the project and their feedback regarding
parking needs, views, and protection of existing landscaping and trees has been incorporated into
the permitted designs. At the onset of the FY22 project, neighborhood workshops will be held to
further engage the public and ensure that the redesigned streetscape and green infrastructure have
the full support of residents.
The following Saturday events are proposed:

1) Locations of proposed green infrastructure practices and new roadway and sidewalk limits
will be staked out/painted on Cherry Street. Staff from DPW and Planning, as well as the
City’s engineer will be on hand to discuss the layout with residents, answer questions, and
accept feedback that will be used to adjust the final layout prior to development of the bid
documents.

2) A plant selection event will be held to give residents an opportunity to help select exactly
what types and forms of plantings they would like to see in the green infrastructure
practices. Photos and sample plants will be available to aid in decision making.

Deliverables: photos and brief summary write-ups of each event
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Task 2. Bid Documents and Specifications
A bid-ready set of construction documents will be prepared for the slope restoration and road
reconstruction/green infrastructure practices. As noted above, the construction documents will be
developed to include improvements along the full length of Cherry Street and the restoration of the
Cherry Street outfall and slope at Brickyard Brook; improvements at Mount Tom and Lux Ave. will
not be included in construction at this time. The construction documents will be stamped and
signed by a Massachusetts Licensed Professional Engineer. The bid documents will include notes
and any additional details or revisions to comply with the Wetlands Protection Act Order of
Conditions. A 100% Construction Documents review set will be prepared and include the following
items:
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

Cover Sheet
General Notes and Legend (including erosion and sedimentation control notes)
Existing Conditions Plan
Site Preparation Plans (which will include site demolition and erosion and sedimentation
control measures)
Site Layout and Grading Plan
Planting/Slope Restoration Plan
Erosion and Sedimentation Control, Site, and Details
Notes regarding project phasing
Bid alternatives

Technical specifications will be developed for the City’s use in bidding the project, including both
the “front end” specifications including the bidding procedures and the general conditions
(provided by the City) and technical specifications in Construction Specifications Institute (CSI)
format consistent with the City’s normal practice (to be developed by the City’s consultant).

Deliverables: Construction documents and specifications in PDF format

Task 3- Bidding
The City will bid the project through the public bidding process and select a qualified Contractor to
construct the project. The design documents developed during the FY21 Action Grant project will
be converted to construction documents for bidding the project (Task 1). As noted above, the
project will be bid together with the sewer and water improvements in order to complete
construction of all elements as a single project. This is crucial at this location because the City has
experienced failures of the underground infrastructure and anticipates that if the work is not done
in tandem, they will have to tear up the new green infrastructure in future to construct repairs to
other utilities. Combining these grants to reconstruct the full streetscape now, including both the
resiliency improvements and other utility infrastructure, will ensure a long service life for the green
infrastructure system. The City’s consultant will provide assistance during the public bidding
process, including:
•

•
•

Assist the City in working with a vendor that houses the documents and distributes the
drawings, specification and any modifications/addendum necessary to all prospective
bidders during the bidding process.
Attend a Pre-Bid Meeting with interested parties and review the scope and extent of the
project requirements.
Collect inquiries from prospective bidders and provide a reasonable response within 5 days
of receipt. Three addenda are assumed for this project.
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•
•

Collect bids received and review bids for specific requirements including forms and
documentation included in the Contract Documents, bonds, and costs for the project.
Confirm math for the bid schedule and check references for the apparent low bidders for
the project. Provide a bid recommendation letter to the Town.

Deliverables: Bid summary, addenda, and bid recommendation letter for the contractor and
subcontractors who should be awarded the project.

Task 4 – Homeowner’s DIY Guide & Workshop/Tour
City staff will conduct a survey to assess attitudes toward residential stormwater management
practices, rain barrel use, etc. The City has had a rain barrel purchasing program for several
seasons; follow-up will be conducted with participants to determine what is/is not working for
them, and where additional support would be useful. In general, the survey will seek to assess what
barriers may keep residents from implementing at-home stormwater management strategies.
Input from the survey will then be used to help focus development of a DIY guide.

A homeowner’s DIY guide to residential-scale resilient stormwater solutions will be developed to
help residents take the next step toward managing stormwater and increasing climate resilience in
their own yards. The guide will be geared specifically toward practices that take advantage of the
excessively well-drained sandy soils that predominate in Easthampton and other parts of the
Connecticut River Valley as a result of the landscape’s glacial history (the City is located in the old
lakebed of Glacial Lake Hitchcock). The guide will include practical advice for planning,
implementing, and tracking down resources/vendors to support home rain garden projects, water
harvesting, conversion of lawns to more habitat friendly, low-maintenance landscapes, etc. The
guide will also include activities for kids and families to assess the current resilience of their
properties. To facilitate equity of access to the DIY guide, the guide will be translated into Spanish
by local resident and professional translator, María José Giménez.

Once the guide is complete, a Saturday Residential-Scale DIY Neighborhood Workshop & Tour will
be hosted. The workshop will train interested residents in the process of assessing their property
for potential stormwater improvements, using several homes in the neighborhood as featured
demonstration sites. Residents along Cherry Street and elsewhere in the EJ neighborhood will have
an opportunity to sign their home up to be part of this guided design assessment workshop and
participate with designers and City staff to identify likely opportunities to improve resilience
through implementing DIY projects. The event will also feature a tour of existing implementation
projects in the surrounding neighborhood, including rain gardens, rain barrel collection systems,
permaculture gardens, and native landscaping.
Deliverables: Survey, DIY Guide, flyers and photos from neighborhood workshop, Spanish
translation of guide

Task 5 – Supporting FY22 Engagement Activities
In addition to the major engagement elements broken out into specific tasks, the City’s outreach
and engagement plan includes the following additional supporting elements:
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•
•
•

School engagement will be conducted in partnership with the Easthampton City Schools.
Budget has been included to conduct one student field trip
Pop-up events/information tents to be hosted by City Staff
Interpretive Signage development for install at Brickyard Brook Conservation Area

Deliverables: Engagement materials; photo documentation of events

Task 6 – Construction to 20% (FY22 Construction)
The project will be constructed beginning in Spring 2022. A detailed estimate of construction costs
has been included with Attachment C.
Task 6.1 Construction Administration

Construction will begin upon award of the construction contract. The City will provide construction
oversight. The consultant (Engineer) will work closely with the City and Contractor and provide the
following services during construction of the project:
•

•

•

Attend a pre-construction conference and schedule bi-weekly meetings with the Contractor
and the City at intervals appropriate to the various stages of construction, to observe as an
experienced and qualified design professional, the progress and quality of the executed
work of Contractor(s) and to determine in general if such work is proceeding in accordance
with the Contract Documents.

Review and approve (or take other appropriate action in respect of) Shop Drawings and
samples, the results of tests and inspections and other data which the Contractor is required
to submit, for conformance with the design of the Project and compliance with the
information in the Contract Documents.

Provide necessary interpretations and clarifications of the Contract Documents (e.g.
requests for information and field sketches), and provide technical assistance in
situations where there are design conflicts in the field (e.g. field orders, change orders,
and work change directives).

Deliverables: Pre-construction meeting notes; site visit memorandums through 20% construction
completion
Task 6.2. Resident Project Representation

A resident representative, and assistants if necessary, will be furnished and directed by the City’s
Engineering consultant to provide reports on progress of the work and on the Contractor’s
compliance or non-compliance with the contract terms through continuous on-site observation of
the work. The project representative will perform the following tasks:
•

•

Visually inspect and approve or reject materials, equipment and supplies delivered to the
site of the work.

Provide part time observation of the Contractor’s work with respect to quality, suitability
and conformance with the contract requirements. As a result of those observations, report
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•

•

to Engineer wherever s/he believes that any work is unsatisfactory, faulty or defective or
does not conform to the Contract Documents, or has been damaged, or does not meet the
requirements of any inspection, test or approval required to be made; and advise Engineer
of work that s/he believes should be corrected or rejected or should be uncovered for
observation, or requires special testing, inspection or approval on the basis of his
qualification as a certified inspector.
Keep records of construction and installation progress.

Prepare and maintain a set of marked prints for use in making record drawings.

Make measurements and prepare monthly and final payment computations for work done
by the construction contractors.

Receive, process and handle shop drawings and the like, transmitting certain ones to the
Engineer’s home office for review.

Assemble maintenance and operation instructions, and parts list which the construction
contractor submits in compliance with the contract documents.

Collect, review and file weekly payroll and other records or statements required by State
and other agencies having jurisdiction.

Assist the City in preparing for inspection and progress reviews by regulatory agencies.
Review reports of testing laboratories.

Review the progress schedule, schedule of Shop Drawing submittals and schedule of values
prepared by Contractor and consult with Engineer concerning acceptability. Furnish the
Town periodic reports as required of progress of the work and of Contractor’s compliance
with the progress schedule and schedule of shop drawing and sample submittals.
Attend meetings with Contractor, such as preconstruction conferences, progress meetings,
job conferences and other project-related meetings, and prepare and circulate copies of
minutes thereof.

Maintain at the job site orderly files for correspondence, reports of job conferences, shop
drawings and samples, reproductions of original Contract Documents including Work
Directive Changes, Addenda, Change Orders, Field Orders, additional drawings issued
subsequent to the execution of the Contract, Engineer’s clarifications and interpretations of
the Contract Documents, progress reports, and other project-related documents.

Keep a diary or log book, recording Contractor hours on the job site, weather conditions,
data relative to questions of Work Directive Changes, Change Orders or changed conditions,
list of job site visitors, daily activities, decisions, observations in general, and specific
observations in more detail as in the case of observing test procedures; and send copies to
Engineer.
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•

Record names, addresses and telephone numbers of all Contractors, subcontractors and
major suppliers of materials and equipment.”

Deliverables: Maintain bi-weekly reports and photos throughout construction through 20%
construction completion

Task 7 – Reporting
Sub-task 7.1 Complete monthly progress reports using the template provided by EEA.
Deliverables: Monthly reports
Fiscal Year 2023 Tasks:

Task 8 – Construction to 100% (FY23 Construction)
The project will be constructed beginning in Spring 2022. A detailed estimate of construction costs
has been included with Attachment C. 20% of construction is expected to be complete during FY22,
with the remainder completed in FY23.
Task 8.1 Construction Administration

Continuation of Task 6.1. The City will provide construction oversight. The consultant (Engineer)
will work closely with the City and Contractor and provide the following services during
construction of the project:
•

•

•

Review and approve (or take other appropriate action in respect of) Shop Drawings and
samples, the results of tests and inspections and other data which the Contractor is required
to submit, for conformance with the design of the Project and compliance with the
information in the Contract Documents.
Provide necessary interpretations and clarifications of the Contract Documents (e.g.
requests for information and field sketches), and provide technical assistance in
situations where there are design conflicts in the field (e.g. field orders, change orders,
and work change directives).

Assist the City with an inspection to determine if the project is substantially complete and a
final inspection to determine if the work has been completed in accordance with the
Contract Documents.

Deliverables: Pre-construction meeting notes; site visit memorandums through 100% construction
Task 8.2. Resident Project Representation

Continuation of Task 6.2. A resident representative, and assistants if necessary, will be furnished
and directed by the City’s Engineering consultant to provide reports on progress of the work and on
the Contractor’s compliance or non-compliance with the contract terms through continuous on-site
observation of the work. The project representative will perform the following tasks:
•

Visually inspect and approve or reject materials, equipment and supplies delivered to the
site of the work.
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•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•

•

Provide part time observation of the Contractor’s work with respect to quality, suitability
and conformance with the contract requirements. As a result of those observations, report
to Engineer wherever s/he believes that any work is unsatisfactory, faulty or defective or
does not conform to the Contract Documents, or has been damaged, or does not meet the
requirements of any inspection, test or approval required to be made; and advise Engineer
of work that s/he believes should be corrected or rejected or should be uncovered for
observation, or requires special testing, inspection or approval on the basis of his
qualification as a certified inspector.
Keep records of construction and installation progress.

Prepare and maintain a set of marked prints for use in making record drawings.

Make measurements and prepare monthly and final payment computations for work done
by the construction contractors.

Receive, process and handle shop drawings and the like, transmitting certain ones to the
Engineer’s home office for review.
Assemble maintenance and operation instructions, and parts list which the construction
contractor submits in compliance with the contract documents.

Collect, review and file weekly payroll and other records or statements required by State
and other agencies having jurisdiction.

Assist the City in preparing for inspection and progress reviews by regulatory agencies.
Review reports of testing laboratories.

Review the progress schedule, schedule of Shop Drawing submittals and schedule of values
prepared by Contractor and consult with Engineer concerning acceptability. Furnish the
Town periodic reports as required of progress of the work and of Contractor’s compliance
with the progress schedule and schedule of shop drawing and sample submittals.
Attend meetings with Contractor, such as preconstruction conferences, progress meetings,
job conferences and other project-related meetings, and prepare and circulate copies of
minutes thereof.

Maintain at the job site orderly files for correspondence, reports of job conferences, shop
drawings and samples, reproductions of original Contract Documents including Work
Directive Changes, Addenda, Change Orders, Field Orders, additional drawings issued
subsequent to the execution of the Contract, Engineer’s clarifications and interpretations of
the Contract Documents, progress reports, and other project-related documents.

Keep a diary or log book, recording Contractor hours on the job site, weather conditions,
data relative to questions of Work Directive Changes, Change Orders or changed conditions,
list of job site visitors, daily activities, decisions, observations in general, and specific
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•

observations in more detail as in the case of observing test procedures; and send copies to
Engineer.
Record names, addresses and telephone numbers of all Contractors, subcontractors and
major suppliers of materials and equipment.”

Deliverables: Maintain bi-weekly reports and photos throughout construction to 100% completion
Task 8.3. Final Documentation

The Engineer will collect red line drawings from the Contractor and produce record drawings in
electronic (PDF) format and one set of print drawings. Record drawings will be based on the
information recorded by the Contractor on site and resident engineer/inspector and transcribed
into a format suitable for filing per Town standards.
Deliverables: Copy of record documents at the end of the project (PDF and print)

Task 9. Long-Term Maintenance Planning
The following events and materials will be developed as part of the long-term maintenance
planning and monitoring for the green infrastructure implementation and slope restoration:
• A simple guide will be constructed for residents of Cherry Street to facilitate ongoing
maintenance of the plantings in their green infrastructure practices. The guide will include
information on the following:
o List of specific plants in use
o Watering during plant establishment
o “weeds versus plants” picture guide
o How and when to prune/remove dead vegetation
o Standard Spring and Fall cleanup schedules
• A workshop will be held on-site after construction to review the maintenance guide with
residents, go over plant identification, and answer questions regarding care and
maintenance.
• A separate maintenance training will be held for DPW staff that will be open to both
Easthampton staff and neighboring communities. The training will cover an on-site portion
focused on the installed practices, as well as a general classroom session focused on the full
variety of common green infrastructure BMPs featured in Easthampton’s City Wide Green
Infrastructure Master Plan for which standard design details were developed (completed as
part of the FY21 MVP Action Grant).
• A DPW-focused long-term O&M guide will be provided in tandem with the DPW
Maintenance workshop and will include O&M guidance for the installed practices along
Cherry Street as well as each of the standard details developed as part of the FY21 MVP
Action Grant Green Infrastructure Master Plan.
Deliverables: Resident maintenance guide; photo documentation of workshops; DPW O&M guide
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Task 10 – Reporting
Sub-Task 10.1 Complete monthly progress reports using the template provided by EEA.
Sub-Task 10.2 Complete project case study using EEA template.
Deliverables: Monthly reports; case study
•

Up to 4 points for the project budget. Applicants will include budget numbers for each task and subtask via Attachment B. There is a place to upload Attachment B as an Excel spreadsheet on the online
form. The second tab on the spreadsheet is now optional but can be used to calculate budget
numbers to the extent helpful, identify assumed rates for project team time and municipal in-kind
match, or justify high grant funding requests for specific tasks by providing greater detail. The
Applicant may also use another format to provide greater detail on these items (e.g., a quote from a
contractor) if available. There is a spot to upload additional materials on the online form.

See Attachment B for detailed budget.

The project budget includes construction costs of $2.74M, per the detailed estimate of construction
costs produced by the project design engineer. The project also includes separate line items for
major outreach and engagement elements. Within Task 4 (Homeowner’s DIY Guide and Tour), a
budget of $1500 has been allocated for Spanish translation, per the rate estimate received from the
local translator. Within Task 5 (Supporting FY22 Engagement Activities), a budget of $1,800 has
been allocated for school engagement activities; an additional $1,500 has been allocated for
interpretive signage.
•

Up to 4 points for a clear project timeline that can be completed within the specified contract period.
For projects that require completion of Attachment C, please include major milestones, regulatory
touchpoints and approvals, and information on how any project planning, design, and regulatory
compliance efforts will be met during the grant period. Please ensure the timeline dates align with
start and end dates for each task in Attachment B.

As noted above, the City has proposed a two-year grant timeline to allow this project to be
integrated with federal funding sources (American Rescue Plan Act) funds for replacement of aged
and failing sewer and water systems in the same street. The two year timeline is necessary to
provide sufficient time to utilize these multiple funding streams and to match up grant cycles with
the construction season (i.e. the July/August/September time frame is vital to completion of the
project—these months are lost in between cycles if the City seeks funding for a one-year grant).

The two year grant timeline also provides sufficient time to conduct engagement activities before
construction begins (allowing the City to incorporate additional direct input from residents into the
implementation project) and ensures that there will be time following the completion of
construction to engage the community with the constructed project site and conduct follow-up
workshops and outreach around maintenance.
See detailed timeline on next page.
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PROJECT TIMELINE
City of Easthampton, MA
Cherry Street Green Infrastructure
MVP Action Grant FY22/FY23

FY 22 Tasks

Jul-21

Aug-21

Sep-21

Oct-21

Nov-21

Dec-21

Jan-22

Feb-22

Mar-22

Apr-22

May-22

Jun-22

Jul-22

Aug-22

Sep-22

Oct-22

Nov-22

Dec-22

Jan-23

Feb-23

Mar-23

Apr-23

May-23

Jun-23

Task 1: On-Site Neighborhood Workshops to Finalize Design Details
Layout Workshop
Plant Selection Workshop

Task 2: Bid Documents and Specifications
Task 3: Bidding
Task 4: Homeowner's DIY Guide & Workshop/Tour
Digital Survey of Residents
Guide Development
Workshop/Tour

Task 5: Supporting FY22 Engagement Activities
Storm-Drain Stenciling
Pop-up Events - Farmer's Market, Rain Barrel Pickup
Interpretive Signage Development

Task 6: Construction to 20% (FY22 Construction)
Sub-task 6.1 Construction Administration
Sub-task 6.2 Resident Project Representation

Task 7: Reporting
Sub-task 7.1 Monthly Progress Reports

FY 23 Tasks
Task 8: Construction to 100% (FY23 Construction)
Sub-task 8.1 Construction Administration
Sub-task 8.2 Resident Project Representation
Sub-task 8.3 Final Documentation

Task 9: Long-Term Maintenance Planning
Resident Guide and Workshop
DPW O&M Guide and Training

Task 10: Reporting
Sub-task 10.1 Monthly Progress Reports
Sub-task 10.2 Prepare Final Case Study

•

Up to 3 points for identification of regulatory project components (including satisfactory completion
of Attachment C if a design, permitting, or construction project). Documented coordination with
applicable regulatory agency/ies is encouraged. Projects with significant regulatory compliance
barriers identified through assessment of Attachment C or construction projects that do not have all
necessary permits and permissions in hand may be disqualified. There is a place on the online form
to upload Attachment C.

All necessary project permitting is being completed under the City’s FY21 MVP Action Grant.
See Attachment C.
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3. Nature-Based Solutions and Environmental Co-Benefits (16 Points)
•

Up to 10 points for the degree to which nature-based solutions (i.e., solutions that protect, restore,
or manage ecological systems) are incorporated into the overall vision of this project and how the
selected strategy/ies will help the community adapt to existing and projected impacts of climate
change. More information about nature-based solutions can be found in the MVP toolkit. Consider
the following questions in your response:
o
o
o

For Project Type 1: Planning, Assessments, Capacity Building, and Regulatory Updates–
How will this work “set the stage” for future implementation of nature-based solutions?
For Project Type 2: Design and Permitting – Describe all design options (including naturebased options) that will be evaluated or considered in the design process.
For Project Type 3: Construction and On-the-Ground Implementation – What are the
nature-based solutions being implemented? If the project is not nature-based, describe a
clear assessment of design alternatives and discussion of why a nature-based solution was
not chosen.

(Note: Hard infrastructure projects in any phase may still receive a maximum of 5 points for a
response to this question that demonstrates why this approach was deemed necessary over
nature-based approaches and illustrates how environmental conditions will improve with grey
infrastructure implementation.)

This project focuses on the use of green infrastructure as a nature-based approach to address
existing and future climate change-related, stormwater-driven flooding and enhance water quality
and community resiliency. Stormwater management recommendations focused on green
infrastructure aim to increase retention and infiltration of stormwater and decrease peak flows,
working with natural processes to reduce sediment transport, erosion, and scour and thereby
protect the City’s roadways and surrounding properties, as well as protect and improve water
quality in the City’s waterbodies. Green infrastructure and other nature-based approaches, when
properly designed and maintained, also have the benefit of being cost-effective compared to grey
infrastructure, adding aesthetic and quality of life benefits to the City.
At the Cherry Street outfall, the existing drainage pipe will be replaced at the same size as existing
to restore function where several sections of the pipe have failed completely and dropped into the
stream. (Note that anticipated increases in peak flows due to changing climate conditions will be
offset by runoff reduction measures resulting from the green infrastructure practices in the
contributing drainage area.) The slope/embankment will be reconstructed and stabilized using
vegetated soil lifts to match the slope on either side of the outfall. The soil lifts will be vegetated
with native plantings which will help stabilize the slope against erosion and provide a natural
character to match the setting within the conservation area.

Immediately downstream of the outfall, the left bank will be planted with native live stakes (e.g.
willow and dogwood species) to quickly vegetate and stabilize the slope at an area of old (nonactive) erosion to prevent any future erosion damage from large precipitation events. The left
streambank approximately 80 feet upstream of the outfall will be stabilized with brushwood and
evergreen tree revetments set into the undercut bank and staked with live stakes. This naturebased approach will protect the bank from further erosion and prevent the undercut from
progressing along the base of the embankment toward the outfall, while also providing a surface to
collect and retain sediment, further stabilizing the bank as sediment naturally accumulates in the
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placed material over time. In addition, the brush and/or evergreens may provide valuable habitat
to aquatic wildlife.

These restoration elements at the outfall will provide long-term protections against erosion and
failure at the stream. They will be coupled with green infrastructure in the contributing drainage
area to address the source of the problem by decreasing and slowing runoff (this nature-based
approach was chosen as the better alternative to increasing the capacity of the existing piped
drainage network).

In these ways, the project addresses the immediate, ongoing problems generated by current climate
impacts at the failing outfall, and also implements new designs for long-term prevention of future
erosion and stream degradation. Targeting improvements in the upgradient neighborhood to
reduce overall stormwater runoff in the contributing drainage areas will ultimately improve water
quality and help to reduce velocities during high flow events and thereby limit erosion and scour
throughout the stream reach.
•

Up to 6 points for identifying and describing environmental co-benefits of the proposed project in
the table below. For non-implementation projects, please identify how this work will “set the
stage” for future co-benefits.

Co-Benefit
Promotes Biodiversity (habitat
restoration, creation, or
enhancement)

☒

Restores/remediates Project
Site

☒

Promotes Environmentally☒
Sustainable Development /
Reduces Development in Climate
Vulnerable Areas

Improved Water Quality and/or
Increased Groundwater
Recharge

☒

Description of how the project will produce this
environmental co-benefit
Restoration and stabilization of the slope will prevent
further siltation of the stream and allow for cleanup of
the waterbodies where sediment and debris have
already been deposited, thereby improving aquatic
habitat. Nature-based bank stabilization techniques,
such as the use of live stakes and tree revetments, will
provide additional microhabitat and ecosystem niches
for aquatic organisms. Revegetation of the
streambanks will also help shade the stream.
Extensive storm damage has already occurred at the
Cherry Street outfall site. The project will restore this
location and address the root causes of erosion
problems so that bank restoration and stabilization
will be a durable solution.
Green infrastructure for stormwater management
promotes environmentally-sustainable development.
The green infrastructure installations will serve as
demonstration projects and provide the scaffolding for
sustainable development and redevelopment projects
that can be implemented throughout Easthampton,
ensuring that this densely-developed mill town is able
to protect its vital natural resources while also serving
its residents and growing downtown business and
cultural district.
Infiltration-based Green infrastructure stormwater
control measures will increase groundwater recharge,
which will support stream base flow during dry
periods or drought. Brickyard Brook is a tributary to
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Lower Mill Pond and ultimately the Manhan River,
which is impaired for nutrients and E.coli. These water
quality problems are exacerbated by climate change
impacts (increasing temperatures, drier summers, and
lower water levels), but also by land use practices and
excessive use of fertilizers. By encouraging green
infrastructure practices at municipal properties and
educating residents and businesses about the impacts
of stormwater runoff on water quality and methods
they can implement on their own property to infiltrate
stormwater, this project will ultimately result in
improved water quality and less influx of pollutants
into the City’s groundwater and surface waters.

Improved Air Quality

Climate Mitigation (carbon
sequestration, site-scale
improvements for cooling,
reduced energy use)

Other Environmental CoBenefit:

☐
☒

☐

Easthampton also sits on top of the Barnes Aquifer,
which serves the communities of Easthampton,
Southampton, Holyoke, and Westfield. By treating
stormwater pollutants before they make their way into
groundwater, this project also has co-benefits for
maintaining the quality of water in this valuable
regional aquifer. Notably, the Broad Brook Basin of
the Barnes Aquifer is designated by EPA Region 1 as a
Sole Source Aquifer.
Easthampton had to restrict use of its downtown mill
pond, Nashawannuck Pond, in summer 2019 due to
cyanobacteria harmful algal blooms (CyanoHABs).
Such blooms are related both to climate change
impacts (increasing temperature and stormwater
runoff) and nutrient pollution, which create the
conditions for cyanobacteria to grow and reproduce to
dangerous levels. By implementing green
infrastructure practices in one of the City’s downtown
neighborhoods and building a demonstration site to
develop interest and support for future green
infrastructure projects in the City, this project will
provide solutions to help limit the pollution conditions
that contribute to these public health risks.
Treatment of stormwater via green infrastructure
practices will also protect the regionally-valuable Sole
Source Aquifer that serves the community of
Easthampton and three other communities.
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4. Environmental Justice and Public/Regional Benefits (14 points)
•

Up to 8 points for a project located within a mapped EJ Population, identified through the
Massachusetts EJ viewer, with demonstrated positive impacts to that community and
demonstrated support from the community. To receive full points, the Applicant should:
o Provide specific relevant demographic information related to the Environmental Justice
Population (i.e., income, race, and English isolation) and a description of where the
community is located geographically relative to the project site.
o Demonstrate how the project will increase climate resiliency for this EJ Population.
o Demonstrate support from the EJ Population that the project is intended to benefit.
Demonstration of support may include:
 Letters of support from residents or community groups representing these
populations.
 Indication that residents or community groups representing these populations
will be part of the project team (i.e., the community liaison model described in
Attachment F) and, if so, specifically how much of the project budget will be
used to compensate them for their work and on what tasks? (Please make
sure this partnership is easily identifiable in your Attachment B scope/budget).

Note: Recognizing that there may be members of your community who are highly vulnerable to
the impacts of climate change that do not meet the specific criteria or thresholds of an EJ
population, the MVP program also recognizes benefits to and involvement of “Climate Vulnerable
Populations.” Climate Vulnerable Populations are those who have lower adaptive capacity or
higher exposure and sensitivity to climate hazards like flooding or heat stress due to factors such
as access to transportation, income level, disability, racial inequity, health status, or age. Projects
that benefit and involve Climate Vulnerable Populations outside of a mapped EJ area may receive
up to 4 points in this category by answering the above questions for the Climate Vulnerable
Population(s).

More information on Environmental Justice, Climate Vulnerable Populations, and the MVP
program can be found in the MVP toolkit.

A significant portion of Easthampton’s downtown residential neighborhoods are mapped as
environmental justice communities based on income, including the entirety of Cherry Street and
much of the adjacent neighborhoods extending east and south to Mount Tom, west to
Nashawannuck Pond/Downtown Easthampton, and north to Broad Brook and the Lower Mill Pond.
Per the resilientma.org website, the 2010 median household income for this EJ community was
$35,024 (compared to $62,072 for the state of Massachusetts), 12.5% of residents in this
community do not have a high school diploma, and 8.86% are identified as minorities. Note that
ResilientMA mapping indicates 0% have no English language ability; translation is therefore not
considered a key element of this project’s approach to reaching EJ residents, except for those
project elements which interact with a broader population of residents or the students in the public
school district.

EPA’s EJScreen tool also maps significant portions of the City as having high percentages of
residents over age 64. Areas east of Brickyard Brook as well as a large area west of downtown are
mapped as being at or above the 92nd percentile nationally for their percentage of population over
age 64. Low-income households and residents over age 64 or under 5 are considered to be
especially vulnerable to climate change impacts. These households can be expected to be more
likely to lack the resources to adequately protect their homes from hazards or to recover from a
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disaster relative to those with higher incomes or more resources. This project proposes sitespecific design and engagement work within the City’s EJ-mapped Cherry Street community.

The green infrastructure solutions proposed through the project will have multiple benefits to this
community directly by:
• helping to limit flooding risks in the neighborhood
• attenuating the impacts of increasingly heavy precipitation
• infiltrating stormwater in place to enhance groundwater recharge and limit transport of
sediments and nutrient pollution
• protecting the quality of streams and ponds in and adjacent to the EJ neighborhood
• improving the level of stormwater management service provided to these neighborhoods
(currently, stormwater infrastructure in these neighborhoods is some of the oldest in the
City)
• providing aesthetic and quality of life benefits in low-income neighborhoods
• increasing shade along Cherry Street for increased cooling during extreme heat
• increased walkability and safety along the sidewalks
• ADA accessibility for improved connectivity between the EJ neighborhood and downtown
recreation, public transit, and other resources

And, because the project is being combined with other funding to renovate the entire streetscape
and underground infrastructure:
• improved water and sewer service to address repeated infrastructure failures along the
roadway
• overall increase in the quality and reliability of utility services and public amenities in the EJ
neighborhood

•

Up to 3 points for the degree to which the project has broad and multiple community benefits.
Rationale should include:
o How the project will provide the highest level of climate resilience for the greatest number
of people and/or largest geographic area possible.
o What community co-benefits the project will provide (e.g., social, economic, public health,
recreational, public access, equity, etc.). Please focus on non-environmental co-benefits as
environmental co-benefits are included in Question 3 above.

Because of the extensive water quality benefits associated with green infrastructure projects, this
project’s broad and multiple community benefits will extend beyond the localized benefits at the
project site, improving water quality in the City’s streams and mill ponds that ultimately flow to the
Manhan River and downstream to the Connecticut River at the east edge of the City. Interpretive
signage installed at Brickyard Brook adjacent to the slope restoration site will reach a broader
group of trail users with information about the project and its climate resilience benefits.
The project’s benefits also extend beyond climate resiliency, creating a more walkable
environment, with increased accessibility through the neighborhood. This is particularly relevant
at this location for two reasons: 1) better walkability will increase safe access for EJ residents to
downtown, public transportation, and other resources; 2) the improvements will increase
accessibility and enjoyment of the Brickyard Brook Conservation Area for residents of the
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surrounding neighborhoods by providing better sidewalk access to and from the site and improving
the conditions along the walking trail inside the conservation area.

More specifically, the streetscape renovation includes upgrades to sidewalks and curbing which will
improve the walkability of the neighborhood and address constrictions along the sidewalk (e.g.
where utility poles restrict a clear path down the sidewalk). The new curbing will provide a clear
edge of road to calm traffic and protect sidewalk users from vehicles at the same time that it helps
direct stormwater into the proposed green infrastructure practices. The green infrastructure
practices have also been selected and designed to beautify the neighborhood and add additional
tree cover for shade.

In addition, this project will leverage state funds (through MVP) alongside federal monies from the
American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) and local funds from sewer/water utility earnings to be used as
match to simultaneously complete replacement of the underground sewer and water utilities,
ensuring reliable utility service for EJ residents and addressing ongoing concerns around failures of
the sewer line in the roadway. By completing the full road reconstruction and utility replacement
at one time, the City can cost-effectively increase the quality of services for the neighborhood all at
once, ensuring that the climate resilience improvements will have a long lifespan, and will not need
to be disrupted by future repair work to the other utility lines. (Note that a combined FY22/FY23
grant is necessary to align these multiple funding streams in a way that matches up with the viable
construction season.)

This project focuses on green infrastructure and other nature-based approaches, because when
properly designed and maintained, these solutions have the benefit of lower maintenance costs and
effort over time. Managing stormwater through on-site infiltration reduces the need to dig up,
repair, or extend pipe networks. Moreover, green infrastructure practices have been selected to be
within the City’s maintenance and labor capabilities, to ensure that maintenance efforts will be
appropriate given the equipment and staff capacity available in the City. Maintenance guides
produced as part of this project will provide both DPW and residents with information on how to
properly maintain and care for the plantings and green infrastructure installed in the Cherry Street
Neighborhood.

•

Up to 3 points if the project is regional/has regional benefits, including:
o If the project is being led by a regional partnership (i.e., two or more municipalities are
submitting the application together). If yes, the application should include a letter of
support from each partnering municipality.
o To what extent resilience benefits of the project go beyond the boundaries of one
municipality.

This project will result in multiple deliverables that have broader regional benefit and can be used
outside the community. In particular, the residents’ guide to home stormwater management is
intended to be a DIY guide for homeowners interested in installing home raingardens, utilizing rain
barrels for water harvesting, or exploring other water conservation and infiltration practices on
their property. This guide will be made available widely via the City’s website and advertised to a
broad audience. The corresponding neighborhood workshop and tour will also be open to
participants from the wider region.

The larger region will also benefit from the Cherry Street implementation project because
Easthampton sits on top of the Barnes Aquifer, which serves the communities of Easthampton,
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Southampton, Holyoke, and Westfield. By treating stormwater pollutants before they make their
way into groundwater, this project has co-benefits for maintaining the quality of water in this
valuable regional aquifer. Notably, the Broad Brook Basin of the Barnes Aquifer is designated by
EPA Region 1 as a Sole Source Aquifer.
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5. Public Involvement and Community Engagement (12 points)
• To complete this section, include a narrative and fill out the matrix below. For guidance and an

example showing how to fill out this section and suggested principal and assisting print,
digital, and in-person strategies, see Attachment F. Please note that all tasks proposed here
should be clearly incorporated into the required Scope/Budget spreadsheet (Attachment B).
o

o

o

o

1 point for each principal strategy (up to 3 points total) as described in the narrative and
table below. May have one per print, digital, and in-person category or distribute among
those categories (e.g., two in-person, one print, no digital). The review team will consider
the effectiveness of each identified strategy and inclusion in the project scope/budget
when awarding points.
0.5 points for each assisting strategy (up to 3 points total) as described in narrative and
table below. May distribute among print, digital, and in-person categories as desired. The
review team will consider the effectiveness of each identified strategy and inclusion in
the project scope/budget when awarding points.
1 point for each equitable engagement modifier (up to 4 points total) as described in the
narrative and table below. May distribute among print, digital, and in-person categories as
desired. The review team will consider the effectiveness of each identified strategy
and inclusion in the project scope/budget when awarding points.
Up to 2 points for how stakeholder feedback will be incorporated into the project and
mechanism by which stakeholders will be notified of the results of the public involvement
and community engagement process and the final project deliverables (see examples in
Attachment F).

NOTE: For Project Type 3: Construction and On-the-Ground Implementation – Applicants
may fill out the table/narrative and receive points based on community engagement strategies
that have occurred in earlier phases of the specific project and how feedback has been
incorporated into the final design. Applicants may also describe strategies that will be
employed during this project phase. Please make clear which strategies have been completed
and which are proposed to be conducted within the proposed phase of the project.
Public Involvement and Community Engagement Plan Narrative:

The City of Easthampton is committed to building climate resilience through proactively
implementing priorities identified during the City’s MVP planning process. The City is home to a
significant EJ community, mapped as low-income on the resilientma.org website and is committed
to engaging its climate vulnerable residents through inclusive public involvement and community
process as we pursue climate resiliency.

The City is proposing an engagement strategy focused heavily on on-site activities in the EJ
neighborhood to involve residents directly in the finalization of project design and decision making.
These activities will be supported with additional print, digital, and in-person engagement to the
broader City community to build momentum for future projects and inform the citizenry about
climate resiliency in anticipation of resilience efforts in other parts of the City. The engagement
program also focuses on ways that residents can engage in resilience improvements and capacity
building in their own households, and provides deliverables that can be shared with other
communities for broader reach.
In-person engagement will be centered around a trio of on-site weekend workshops with Cherry
Street residents. Residents have already been engaged with the design process, providing feedback
on concept design layout during a neighborhood meeting which was incorporated into permitting-
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level designs. The first two resident workshops will focus on refining design decisions and
incorporating additional resident feedback at the onset of the FY22 project, prior to the finalization
of construction documents and the bidding process. A third workshop will follow construction, as
outlined below.
As noted in the scope above, the following Saturday events are planned:
•

•

•

Locations of proposed green infrastructure practices and new roadway and sidewalk
limits will be staked out/painted on Cherry Street. Staff from DPW and Planning, as well
as the City’s engineer will be on hand to discuss the layout with residents, answer
questions, and accept feedback that will be used to adjust the final layout prior to
development of the bid documents. Any concerns related to existing vegetation impacts,
accessibility, views, etc. will be addressed and necessary refinements will be reflected in
the construction documents.

A plant selection event will be held to give residents an opportunity to help select exactly
what types and forms of plantings they would like to see in the green infrastructure
practices. Photos and sample plants will be available to aid in decision making. Residents
will have the opportunity to help define the look and character of the green infrastructure
practices adjacent to their properties, choosing from an approved list of plant options that
meet applicable engineering and design criteria (e.g., native species, salt tolerant, drought
tolerant, conducive to period inundation, able to tolerate snow storage, etc.). City staff
and the City’s consultants will be on-site to show residents various plant options and
review information on maintenance considerations, ultimate size, etc.
After construction, a final on-site workshop will focus on maintenance of the green
infrastructure practices and a homeowner’s maintenance guide will be distributed (see
details under print activities).

While the above workshops are specifically geared toward residents within the Cherry Street EJ
neighborhood, an additional in-person workshop and tour is planned that will focus more broadly
on ways that City residents (or residents from other communities) can get involved in home-scale
stormwater management and climate resilience improvements. This event will be informed by
information collected through a resident survey (see digital engagement details) and will be paired
with a print DIY-guide (see print engagement).

A Residential-Scale DIY Workshop & Tour will be hosted to train interested residents in the process
of assessing their property for potential stormwater improvements, using several homes in the
neighborhood as featured demonstration sites. Residents along Cherry Street and elsewhere in the
EJ neighborhood will have an opportunity to sign their home up to be a demonstration site as part
of this guided design assessment workshop and participate with designers and City staff as
participants learn how to identify likely opportunities to improve resilience on their properties
through implementing DIY projects. The event will also feature a tour of existing implementation
projects in the surrounding neighborhood, including rain gardens, rain barrel collection systems,
permaculture gardens, and native landscaping.
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As a supporting strategy, the City will host pop-up information booths at the Farmer’s Market and
its annual rain barrel distribution event to share information about the project, and distribute the
homeowner’s guide and answer questions.

The aforementioned workshops will be hosted on-site within the EJ neighborhood to encourage
equitable engagement. Food/refreshments and kid-friendly activities will also be featured at the
workshops to encourage participation by families. The weekend dates are expected to better
accommodate residents of this neighborhood and allow the widest range of individuals to
participate.

*Note that while COVID-19 may still be a concern, the dispersed and outdoor nature of these events
is such that the City does not anticipate any difficulty in carrying out these activities on the
timeframe outlined in the project timeline.

Finally, a fieldtrip will be organized in partnership with the schools to host a stormwater
management tour for students and their families, including visits (either in-person or via a virtual
tour) to the project site to understand how climate change is currently impacting the neighborhood.
Pre- and post- construction comparisons of the green infrastructure project and restoration work
will allow students and families to see first-hand how the sites have changed and learn more about
the co-benefits provided by nature-based solutions.

In recognition of digital fatigue among many residents and the public in general after moving our
lives online during the global pandemic, digital engagement will play a supporting role for the
project, rather than a primary one. Digital elements will center around two supporting strategies:
•

•

The project webpage, easthamptonma.gov/MVP, which has already been established and
in use as part of the FY21 MVP Action Grant Project. This page will serve as the primary
repository of project information, deliverables and updates. As has been standard
practice during the first grant project, a link to the page will be included on all other print
and digital materials to direct people to the detailed information available on the site.

To support the development of the Residential-Scale DIY Workshop and Tour described
above, City staff will conduct a digital survey to assess attitudes toward residential
stormwater management practices, rain barrel use, etc. The City has had a rain barrel
purchasing program for several seasons; follow-up will be conducted with participants to
determine what is/is not working for them, and where additional support would be
useful. In general, the survey will seek to assess what barriers may keep residents from
implementing at-home stormwater management strategies. Input from the survey will
then be used to help focus development of a DIY guide and inform the topics covered
during the workshop and tour.

Print engagement will center around two key deliverables for community residents’ use, each of
which is tied to a corresponding in-person activity:
•

In tandem with the survey and residential-scale DIY workshop and tour, a homeowner’s
DIY guide to residential-scale resilient stormwater solutions will be developed to help
residents take the next step toward managing stormwater and increasing climate
resilience in their own yards. The guide will be geared specifically toward guidance that
takes advantage of the excessively well-drained sandy soils that predominate in
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Easthampton and other parts of the Connecticut River Valley as a result of the landscape’s
glacial history (the City is located in the old lakebed of Glacial Lake Hitchcock). The guide
will include practical advice for planning, implementing, and tracking down
resources/vendors to support home rain garden projects, water harvesting, conversion of
lawns to more habitat friendly, low-maintenance landscapes, etc. The guide will also
include activities for kids and families to assess the current resilience of their properties.

•

A simple maintenance guide will be constructed for residents of Cherry Street to facilitate
ongoing care of the green infrastructure practices. The guide will include information on
the specific plants in use in the bioretention planters and treebox filters, instructions for
supportive care and watering during plant establishment, a pictorial guide to identifying
weeds vs. plants within the planters, details on how and when to prune or remove dead
vegetation, and standard spring and fall cleanup schedules. As noted under in-person
engagement, the guide will be circulated during a post-construction maintenance
workshop on-site.

As supporting strategies, print information on green infrastructure will also be distributed during
rain barrel pickup as part of the City’s residential rain barrel program. Interpretive signage will be
developed for installation within the Brickyard Brook Conservation Area highlighting the slope
restoration project and its climate resilience benefits.

To facilitate equitable engagement, the City will partner with María José Giménez, a resident who is
a professional translator and climate justice advocate (and Easthampton Poet Laureate), to produce
a Spanish language version of the DIY-guide for broader distribution and engagement with a wider
audience.
In addition to the outreach outlined above, which is geared at residents, a second cluster of
activities will focus on a different element of the public—the staff of the City’s DPW. To best
prepare City staff to be stewards of and advocates for green stormwater management and climate
resilience practices, a separate maintenance training will be held for DPW staff that will be open to
both Easthampton staff and neighboring communities. The training will cover an on-site portion
focused on the installed practices, as well as a general classroom session focused on the full variety
of common green infrastructure BMPs featured in Easthampton’s City Wide Green Infrastructure
Master Plan for which standard design details were developed (completed as part of the FY21 MVP
Action Grant). A corresponding DPW-focused long-term O&M guide will be provided in tandem
with the DPW Maintenance workshop, and again made available to neighboring communities.
Community feedback will be incorporated into the project and results will be shared via
these key avenues:
•

Feedback and input gathered during the neighborhood meeting as part of the FY21 MVP
Action Grant has already been incorporated into the project plans. This included
feedback on residents’ parking needs, desires to maintain certain views, preferred
locations for trees, etc. The results will be demonstrated for residents on-site during
the pre-construction layout event, and any necessary final adjustments will be made
based on the feedback gathered at that event and incorporated into the construction
plans.
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•

•

The on-site plant selection workshop will directly determine which plants are
ultimately installed in the green infrastructure practices along Cherry Street. Residents
will have input regarding maintenance, aesthetic, height, etc. from within a list of
approved plantings that meet certain physical characteristics for success in the planters.

Information from the survey will be used to inform and improve future education and
engagement activities associated with the City’s ongoing rain barrel distribution
program and to provide opportunities and information that better serve resident’s
needs and/or address the barriers they express to implementation of green
infrastructure practices at the residential scale. Input from the resident survey will be
used to craft a homeowner guide and workshop that addresses specific concerns related
to the barriers that residents face when trying to address resiliency and stormwater
solutions on a residential-scale.

You will see all of the tasks laid out in this public involvement and community engagement plan
summarized in our Scope and Budget/Attachment B with deliverables, due dates, requested grant
funds, and designated match identified for each one.
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Public Involvement and Community Engagement Plan Table
Easthampton Cherry Street Green Infrastructure and Slope Restoration Construction Public Involvement
and Community Engagement Plan Table Summary (summarized version of narrative)
Principal
Strategies

Print

1. Homeowner’s DIY
Guide to ResidentialScale Resilient
Stormwater Solutions

Digital

2. Homeowner
Maintenance Guide,
including a “weeds vs.
plants” picture guide

Assisting
Strategies

3. Green Infrastructure
Maintenance Guide
for DPWs

1. Interpretative
signage at Brickyard
Brook
2. Distribute GI
information with
Rain Barrel pickup

Equitable
Engagement
Modifiers

1. Translation of DIY
guide to Spanish by a
local resident

In-Person

1. On-site resident workshops

1) Plant selection
2) Pre-construction BMP
Layout Approval
3) Post-construction
Maintenance

2. DPW Maintenance Training
(open to other communities)

1. Survey regarding
attitudes toward
residential stormwater
management practices,
rain barrel use, etc. and
barriers/successes,
what works/what
doesn’t

2. Continued updates to
existing project webpage
on City website

1. Residential-Scale DIY
Workshop and
Neighborhood Tour – rain
gardens, water harvesting,
lawn conversion
2. Pop-up events at Farmer’s
Market, Rain Barrel
Distribution Event, etc.
3. Student Field Trip

1. Resident workshops to be
conducted on-site in the EJ
neighborhood
2. Food/Beverages/kidfriendly activities to be
provided at workshops
3. Workshops to be provided
on weekends to better
accommodate residents.

How community feedback will be incorporated into project/ mechanism by which results will be shared:
On-site plant selection workshop will directly determine which plants are ultimately installed in the
green infrastructure practices along Cherry Street. Residents will have input regarding maintenance,
aesthetic, height, etc. from within a list of approved plantings that meet certain physical characteristics
for success in the planters.
Information from the survey will be used to inform future education and engagement activities
associated with the City’s ongoing rain barrel distribution program and to provide opportunities and
information that better serve resident’s needs and/or address the barriers they express to
implementation of green infrastructure practices at the residential scale.
Note that neighborhood input has already been incorporated into the project designs and used to
accommodate residents’ parking needs, desires to maintain certain views, preferred locations for trees
or other green infrastructure elements, etc.
- Additional input on final siting will be sought during the on-site BMP layout meeting/event.
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6. Project Transferability, Measurement of Success, and Maintenance (8 points)
•

Up to 4 points for projects that serve as a demonstration project and are transferable to other
communities (i.e., innovative projects that provide deliverables that can be easily adopted by other
communities or outline processes that will streamline other similar projects). Please outline what
these deliverables are and how they will be shared with other communities.

The implementation project on Cherry Street will give the City a prominent demonstration site to
feature in a walkable (and frequently walked) neighborhood. The green infrastructure designs that
will be implemented include two of the ‘plug-n-play’ types of practices for which standard details
were developed under the City’s FY21 MVP Action Grant and which the City intends to ultimately
integrate into other projects around the community as capital improvements and road projects are
completed over time. By providing an on-the-ground demonstration of these green infrastructure
practices integrated into an existing densely-developed neighborhood, the project will give both
residents and local decision-makers in Easthampton and other communities a place to see firsthand what these practices look like and how they function, and gain a fuller understanding of the
possibilities and visual impact of green infrastructure. This in turn will help to garner support for
nature-based approaches and enable decision-makers to think more strategically about ways to
utilize natural systems to reduce flooding, while also protecting and benefitting ecological health.
In addition to being in a prominent downtown neighborhood, Cherry Street is also adjacent to the
heavily used Brickyard Brook Conservation Area; the slope stabilization improvements at the
outfall and accompanying interpretive signage will further serve to educate visitors about the
climate resiliency benefits of nature-based approaches and how climate change impacts relate to
larger issues like flood protection and water quality.

As a Western Massachusetts destination with growing cultural and commercial significance,
Easthampton is well positioned to serve as a model for other communities in the region as well. The
design concepts developed for the project under the FY21 grant were designed to be used in ‘plugn-play’ fashion, so as to be easily transferrable and able to be implemented at a variety of sites,
rather than be specific to this one site-specific application. These elements could also be adopted
by other communities as part of an off-site mitigation program and/or serve as a model for other
communities who are seeking to complete green infrastructure retrofits or off-site mitigation as
part of their MS4 permit compliance. The FY22 project will also develop specific deliverables that
are designed to be shared more broadly outside the community: 1) a homeowner’s DIY guide for at
home stormwater management projects such as rain gardens, downspout disconnection, and
rainwater harvesting, and 2) a green infrastructure maintenance guide and training aimed at DPW
staff to facilitate an understanding of the ongoing operations and maintenance efforts associated
with different types of green infrastructure that a community may be considering.

•

Up to 2 points for how project success will be measured and monitored. Please provide outcomes
that can be linked to the project (e.g., reduction in flooding, increase in tree canopy cover, reduced
risk of sewer overflows) and any metrics that the applicant will be able to track to indicate
whether or not the project is accomplishing these outcomes over time. The review team is not
looking for general statements around the completion of tasks in the scope of work (e.g., “the
project is successful if we complete it on time”).

The key indicators of project success include:
• Decreased output and velocity of stormwater emerging from the Cherry Street outfall
post-construction. This will be monitored visually in partnership with Pascommuck
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•

Conservation Trust. Monitoring will include inspection of the restoration site for any signs
of erosion, areas of insufficient vegetation coverage, etc.
Decrease in invasive vegetation. Pascommuck Conservation Trust will be conducting
ongoing monitoring and maintenance of invasive vegetation.
Increase in number of trees and total shade cover along the roadway and adjacent
properties. This will be established through comparison of before and after imagery.
Increased native plant cover to sustain pollinators and other urban wildlife. To be
measured through a complete tally of the number and type of native plants installed both
in the green infrastructure practices and at the stormwater outfall restoration site.
Correction/elimination of the ongoing erosion problem at the slope behind 66/67 Cherry
Street. This will be tracked by DPW and Pascommuck Conservation Trust as part of the
ongoing Operations and Maintenance at the outfall.
Elimination of accumulated debris and old pipe sections from Brickyard Brook.
Successful stabilization of undercut banks upstream of the Cherry Street outfall.
Successful function of the tree box filters and bioretention planters to receive and
infiltrate stormwater. This will be monitored via quantification of output at the Cherry
Street outfall, which should reflect a decrease in volume and velocity of stormwater
runoff, particularly during smaller storms, or the ‘first flush’ of larger rain events.
Reduction in throughput of nonpoint source pollution, as quantified using the EPA’s
stormwater BMP performance curves and calculation of the total load reduction value of
the installed practices.

Up to 2 points for clear description of plans for how any future maintenance needs of or updates
to the proposed project would be addressed to ensure the project’s goals continue in the long-term.
o

o
o

For Project Type 1: Planning, Assessments, Capacity Building, and Regulatory Updates–
 Describe how the project deliverables will be utilized to continue local resilience
work (e.g., regular meetings to track identified plan actions, list anticipated town
meeting dates and/or plan to approve updated regulations, how data collection or
modeling will support current/scheduled local efforts, etc.)
 If applicable, how will the plan, assessment, or regulation be updated in the future
to make sure it stays current?
For Project Type 2: Design and Permitting – Describe the path forward for the project –
construction, further regulatory approval, potential funding sources. Describe any initial
plans for how the asset would be maintained into the future if/when implemented.
For Project Type 3: Construction and On-the-Ground Implementation – Will this project
produce an operation and maintenance plan? If applicable, who is responsible for future
maintenance? If applicable, what is the plan for replacing the asset at the end of its useful
life and how will you ensure the replacement asset is also resilient?

Maintenance of the green infrastructure has already been a topic of discussion with residents
during the neighborhood meeting held under the FY21 MVP Action Grant. The proposed green
infrastructure practices have been designed with a sediment forebay to collect any large particles
or debris for easy cleanout. DPW will clean out the sediment forebays at least annually.
Homeowners will take on fall maintenance (clearing of leaves/dead vegetation) as they currently
do for the remainder of their property. As noted above, two maintenance guides will be produced.
One will be specifically geared toward homeowners to help them understand what maintenance
should be done, how to prune or care for plants in their bioretention planters, and how to recognize
native plants vs. weeds in their planters. A detailed operations and maintenance document will be
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developed specifically for DPW that includes a more thorough guide for maintenance, annual
inspection, and repair of the practices.

As described above under engagement, the grant activities will also include on-site workshops to
facilitate learning about the specific native plants used in the planters. A maintenance workshop
will be hosted to show residents how to care for the green infrastructure installations.

Critically, construction of the climate resilience elements of this project are being integrated with
replacement of other aged and failing underground utilities (sewer and water) through the use of
federal match funds. This choice is being made with longevity and stewardship of the project in
mind, to ensure that the investment in green infrastructure will not be put at risk by the need to dig
up the roadway to deal with repairs to other underground structures.

Collectively, this maintenance planning is expected to allow the implementation project to maintain
functionality and performance throughout its useful life span. The green infrastructure practices
themselves have been designed with a sediment forebay to facilitate easy maintenance and keep
sediment from clogging the soil media. If it becomes necessary in the future, green infrastructure
practices can also be ‘refreshed’ by replacing media and plantings to restore infiltration capacity;
this can be done without major construction to maintain resilience benefits at lower future cost.
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7. Need for Financial Assistance (6 points)
•
•

Up to 4 points based on the equalized valuation per capita, to be completed by EEA
Up to 2 points for financial need as demonstrated through Applicant narrative, as described
below:
o Demonstration that the municipal budget cannot accommodate this project, including
specific examples beyond regular budgetary constraints.
o Demonstration that other grant programs were considered, and it was determined that
MVP was the best programmatic fit.
o Demonstration that MVP funding would clearly address a funding gap that would make an
otherwise robust project unlikely to be implemented.

The City of Easthampton has demonstrated dedication to resiliency-building through past and
ongoing efforts by a very dedicated staff. Nonetheless, staff time and financial resources do limit
the City’s capacity, and pending infrastructure needs far outweigh available capacity. The City is
committed to addressing infrastructure needs but is also sensitive to the impacts that tax and utility
rate increases can have on its many more vulnerable citizens, particularly after the disruptions of
COVID-19. The City therefore seeks to leverage grant funding to stretch its municipal resources to
provide the best possible services for its residents.
MVP was considered to be the best programmatic fit for the Cherry Street green infrastructure
construction and restoration of the slope at the stormwater outfall because of the direct focus on
reducing climate impacts within an EJ community. This project is also a continuation of a project
initially funded under MVP and will implement the designs developed through the FY21 grant.

However, the City has recognized both a need and an opportunity to couple MVP funding with
additional federal and local funding to extend the benefits of the project. The City has proposed a
two-year grant timeline to allow this project to be integrated with use of American Rescue Plan Act
funds and local sewer/water utility earnings for replacement of aged and failing sewer and water
systems in the same street. Combining these projects is important because the City has experienced
failures of the underground infrastructure and anticipates that if the work is not done in tandem,
they could have to tear up the new green infrastructure in future to construct repairs to other
utilities. Combining these grants to reconstruct the full streetscape now, including both the
resiliency improvements and other utility infrastructure, will ensure a long service life for the green
infrastructure system, decrease future maintenance, and provide all-around better services for this
EJ neighborhood.
The City is committed to providing the necessary staff time to support and manage these grants,
and has a proven track record of success with both the MVP and other funding programs. The City
also has established, trusted partners in its consulting teams that have supported each of these
grant programs in the past and are committed to this project.

The funding requested from EEA would enable the City to implement key recommendations from
the CRB workshop and to contract with a consulting firm and construction contractor with the
technical expertise and staff resources needed to successfully bid and construct the project and
provide the day-to-day construction site oversight to ensure a successful and long-lasting project
that meets all of the design specifications. This will in turn: 1) increase the City’s resiliency to
flooding, 2) improve water quality in the City’s surface waters and protect groundwater quality, 3)
address critical infrastructure needs in EJ neighborhoods, 4) advance the City’s overall resiliency
vision, 5), and 6) implement a green Infrastructure and nature-based solutions demonstration site
in the City.
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The City is committed to supplying cash match for this project either through American Rescue Plan
Act funds and the City’s retained earnings from sewer and water utility fees. Additional in-kind
contributions of staff and volunteer time will also be tallied as match for the project.
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8. Project Feasibility, Support, and Management (6 points)
•

Up to 2 points for a description of the project team’s technical, financial, and management capacity.
(Note: If your municipality has a previously awarded MVP Action Grant that will be ongoing at the
same time as this proposed project, please list that grant and detail your municipality’s capacity to
manage multiple grants in FY22.)

As noted above, this project has requested a two-year grant timeline to make it possible to integrate
MVP funding with American Rescue Plan Act funding and local funds and match up the multiple
grant timelines with the viable construction season.
The City has full design plans for the project already developed under the City’s FY21 MVP Action
Grant. The City has also developed designs for the sewer and water line replacements along Cherry
Street; the two sets of plans were developed by the same engineer to ensure that all elements are
coordinated/integrated and ready to be advanced to construction as a single project.

The City is currently wrapping up all permitting (WPA Order of Conditions is expected to be issued
in May 2021), and coordination with landowners has taken place. The owner of 99 Mt Tom Ave on
which the stream restoration and outfall repair is proposed was a signatory on the permit
applications and is in full support of the project, as is the Pascommuck Conservation Trust, which
holds the conservation restriction for Brickyard Brook Conservation Area. The property adjacent
to the Cherry Street outfall that encompasses Brickyard Brook is already protected through a trail
easement and conservation restriction. Access to the property will be through the City’s utility
easement at the end of Cherry Street. Please see attached letters confirming these arrangements
and the landowner’s support of the project’s restoration goals.
The project team, consisting of City staff and Fuss & O’Neill’s team of engineers, scientists, and
ecologists are jointly qualified to carry out all technical components of the project, from bidding to
contractor selection to construction. The team has been working together on this project from its
onset and is excited to see it carried through to construction.

Diane Rossini, Staff Engineer for the City of Easthampton, will serve as the local project manager
and point of contact for the grant with support from the DPW director, Greg Nuttelman, and the
Assistant City Planner, Jamie Webb. Collectively, this team has extensive experience with DPW
operations, stormwater management, City planning, and grants management, as well as detailed
knowledge of the existing conditions at the site-specific project locations and other areas of
flooding risk and problematic drainage conditions in the City. The City Engineer, Dan Murphy, City
planner, Jeff Bagg, and Mayor Nicole LaChapelle will all be active participants in the project team.
The City of Easthampton will procure the services of Fuss & O’Neill, Inc. as the technical lead on the
project and to support construction administration.
City staff will work closely with the engineering consultant to provide the technical expertise and
capacity to complete the project. The technical team will work with local partner organizations to
deliver the public involvement and community engagement program outlined above. Key partners
will include: the Pascommuck Conservation Trust, residents along Cherry Street, and other nearby
neighbors who are eager to participate in the neighborhood workshops and tour. Signed letters of
support are provided in Attachment F of this application.

34

The project has the full support of the City Council and Mayor LaChapelle is proactive in
implementing a climate resiliency vision for Easthampton and addressing climate impacts and
improving the City’s infrastructure and services.
•

Up to 2 points for letters of support from landowner, public, and/or community partners.
Applications with 3+ letters of support from diverse groups (e.g., community-based organizations,
local businesses, nonprofits, neighborhood groups, etc.) and a letter of support from landowner (if
project is to take place on non-municipal land) will be scored highest. There is a place on the online
form to upload support letters that have been combined into a single PDF document. Support letters
should be submitted in this fashion and not sent in separately if at all possible.

See attached letters of support, including the following:
• Mayor Nichole LaChapelle
• Massachusetts Senator John C. Velis
• Representative Daniel R. Carey, Second Hampshire District
• Office of the City Council
• City of Easthampton Conservation Commission
• City of Easthampton Department of Public Works
• City of Easthampton Planning Department
• Easthampton Fire Department
• Easthampton Police Department
• Easthampton Public Schools
• Cherry Street Resident Emily Gaestel
• Cherry Street Resident Justin Eichenlaub
• Cherry Street Resident Katherine Bergren
• Property Owner, 99 Mt Tom, Susanna Walz (location of outfall restoration work
within Brickyard Brook Conservation Area)
•

Up to 2 points for good standing in the MVP program – based on timely submittal of progress
reports, lack of project extensions, timely correspondence, and compliance with program guidelines,
to be completed by MVP program team.
End of project narrative. [Note: An additional 10 points will also be allotted based on overall
project quality at the discretion of the review committee.]
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Easthampton Cherry Street Green Infrastructure and Slope Restoration Construction FY22/FY23 MVP Action Grant Scope/Budget

Instructions:
-Fill out this table completely for each task and sub-task proposed. Add or delete lines as necessary and incorporate into existing formulas.
-Round to nearest whole number.
-Remember to include the proposed items from your public involvement and community engagement plan (Question 5 in the Application).
-Keep in mind that MVP reimburses as tasks or sub-tasks are completed and identified deliverables are received, so if it is important to your community to be reimbursed throughout the grant period, please split up tasks
accordingly and include interim deliverables as necessary.
- For all major project deliverables make sure you have a line for both the draft and final deliverable with at least two weeks in between. Regional Coordinators must review all major draft deliverables prior to finalization.
-The second tab on this spreadsheet is optional but can be used to: 1) calculate budget numbers to the extent helpful; 2) identify assumed rates for project team time and municipal in-kind match; or 3) justify high grant funding
requests for specific tasks by providing greater detail. You may also use another format to provide greater detail on these items (e.g., a quote from a vendor or a differently formatted spreadsheet).

Project Task Description

Deliverables

Approximate Start
Date

Approximate End
Date

Meeting notes, sign-in sheet

9/1/2021

9/30/2021

Total Grant
[No municipal staff
time]

In-Kind Match

Cash Match

Total Match

Total

Tasks to be Completed by June 30, 2022
Required Task 0: Project kickoff

Sub-task 0.1: Kick-off meeting with Town, EEA, and Consultant

$

1,000.00

$

500.00

$

1,000.00

$

500.00

$

8,500.00

$

2,000.00

$

67,500.00

$

9,000.00

$

1,000.00

$

$

24,000.00

$

2,000.00

$

5,800.00

$

5/1/2022

6/30/2022

5/1/2022

6/30/2022 $

7,600.00

5/1/2022

6/30/2022 $

358,400.00

5/1/2022

6/30/2022 $
$

8,800.00
374,800.00

Total Task 0 Cost

Task 1: On-Site Neighborhood Workshops to Finalize Design
photos and brief summary write-ups of each event
Details
Total Task 1 Cost

Task 2: Bid Documents and Specifications

Construction documents and specifications in PDF format

10/1/2021

Task 4: Homeowner's DIY Guide & Workshop/Tour

Bid Summary, addenda, and bid recommendation letter

Survey, DIY Guide, flyers and photos from neighborhood workshop,
Spanish translation of DIY Guide

Task 6: Construction to 20% (FY22 Construction)
Sub-task 6.1 Construction Administration
20% of Construction Contract Cost
Sub-task 6.2 Resident Project Representation

Engagement materials; photo documentation of events

Constructed green infrastructure and street scape
Pre-construction meeting notes; site visit memorandums through
20% completion
Constructed green infrastructure and street scape through 20%
completion
Maintain bi-weekly reports and photos throughout construction
through 20% completion

1/21/2022

Sub-task 7.1 Monthly progress reports FY22 (template provided)

1,500.00

$

500.00

$

1,500.00

$

2,000.00

$

10,500.00

$

67,500.00

1,000.00

$

10,000.00

$

2,000.00

$

26,000.00

4,000.00

$

4,000.00

$

9,800.00

$

5,000.00

$

5,000.00

$

12,600.00

$

358,400.00

$
$

5,000.00
10,000.00

$
$

5,000.00
10,000.00

$
$

13,800.00
384,800.00

$

-

$

-

3/15/2022

Draft: 4/15/2022
11/1/2021 Final: 4/30/2022

10/15/2021

Total Task 6 Cost

9/1/2021

Required Task 7: Reporting

$

Draft 12/21/2021
11/7/2021 Final: 1/7/2022

Total Task 4 Cost

Task 5: Supporting FY22 Engagement Activities
Total Task 5 Cost

500.00

10/31/2021

Total Task 2 Cost

Task 3: Bidding
Total Task 3 Cost

$

6/15/2022

$

$

-

-

6/30/2022

Monthly progress reports submitted by the 30th of each month of
the grant period to your MVP Regional Coordinator

Total Task 7 Cost

$

TOTAL PROJECT COST FY22

-

$

1,500.00

$

1,500.00

$

1,500.00

$

1,500.00

$

-

$

1,500.00

$

1,500.00

$

-

$

21,000.00

$

511,600.00

$

5,000.00

$

35,400.00

$

490,600.00

$

21,000.00

$

5,000.00

Tasks to be Completed by June 30, 2023
Task 8: Construction to 100% (FY23 Construction)
Sub-task 8.1 Construction Administration
80% of Construction Contract Cost
Sub-task 8.2 Resident Project Representation
Sub-task 8.3 Final Documentation

Constructed green infrastructure and street scape
Pre-construction meeting notes; site visit memorandums through
100% completion
Constructed green infrastructure and street scape through 100%
construction
Maintain bi-weekly reports and photos throughout construction
through 100% completion

7/1/2022

12/15/2022

7/1/2022

10/31/2022 $

30,400.00

7/1/2022

10/31/2022 $

1,428,800.00

7/1/2022

10/31/2022 $

35,200.00

$

5,000.00

Copy of record documents at the end of the project (PDF and print)

10/15/2022

12/15/2022 $
$

2,000.00
1,496,400.00

$

10,000.00

13000 $

Total Task 8 Cost

Task 9: Long-Term Maintenance Planning

Resident maintenance guide; photo documentation of workshops;
DPW O&M guide

$

$

954,800.00

$

2,383,600.00

$

5,000.00

$

40,200.00

$
$

964,800.00

$
$

2,000.00
2,461,200.00

2,000.00

$

2,000.00

$

15,000.00

$

954,800.00

954,800.00

Draft: 4/1/2023
2/21/2023 Final: 4/15/2023

Total Task 9 Cost
Required Task 10: Reporting
Sub-task 10.1 Monthly progress reports FY23 (template provided) Monthly progress reports submitted by the 30th of each month of
the grant period to your MVP Regional Coordinator
Sub-task 10.2 Project Case Study if project ends in FY23
Final case study report, powerpoint slide, project photos
(template provided)
Total Task 10 Cost

7/1/2022

6/30/2023

$

1,500.00

$

1,500.00

$

1,500.00

5/31/2023

6/15/2023

$
$

500.00
2,000.00

$

$
$

500.00
2,000.00

$
$

500.00
2,000.00

$

-

-

TOTAL PROJECT COST FY23

$

1,509,400.00

$

14,000.00

$

954,800.00

$

968,800.00

$

2,478,200.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST OVERALL

$

2,000,000.00

$

35,000.00

$

954,800.00

$

989,800.00

$

2,989,800.00

(Note: Match must be
at least 25% of total

33% project cost)

MUNICIPAL VULNERABILITY PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM FY 22
MVP ACTION GRANT
RFR ENV 22 MVP 02
This attachment is required for all projects that contain design, permitting, or construction
components.
1.

Project Location Map, Plans, and Site Photographs
1.1. The ownership of the project site is held by:
Municipality
Private
Non-Profit
State
Federal
Multiple Owner Types (please list): The majority of the work is within the municipal
right of way on Cherry Street. Outfall restoration work will take place on private land in
an area with an existing conservation restriction (Brickyard Brook Conservation Area)

1.2. Please provide a project locus map(s) with:


Site address: 99 Mt Tom Ave, Easthampton, MA 01027; Cherry Street



Site-specific location of project (include street names or other identifying
features of project location). Add geographic coordinates (if possible).
See here for guidance on getting coordinates.

Please see attached locus maps for Cherry Street, indicating both the outfall location and
areas of green infrastructure implementation
1.3. Attach relevant supporting materials as PDF documents (studies, plans, design
specifications, as applicable).
Please see attached design plans and supporting permitting documentation. Also attached
is the excerpted stormwater projects list from the City’s Integrated Water Resources
Management Plan, which documents the location as a critical, high priority project.
1.4. Attach site photographs to document existing field conditions and features (as
applicable).

See attached photographs documenting existing conditions at the Cherry Street outfall and
existing vs. proposed conditions along Cherry Street.
2.

Anticipated Approvals and Agency Coordination. Please consult the
Environmental Permitting in Massachusetts guide for guidance on the
questions below.
2.1. What planning phase best describes the overall current status of the proposed
project?
Preliminary Design and Project Planning
Permitting and Final Design
Construction, Installation, and/or Monitoring
2.2. Will the project include alteration of a wetland or waterway*?
No
Yes. If yes, please attach any relevant correspondence or a project
understanding statement regarding the anticipated regulatory processes for this
project.
*Wetland and waterway can encompass any bank, freshwater or coastal wetlands,
beach, dune, flat, marsh, or land bordering the ocean, estuary, creek, river, stream,
pond, or lake, and also includes land under the water bodies listed above, land
subject to tidal action, land subject to coastal storm flowage or flooding, and
riverfront area. More information and definitions of the areas listed above can be
found here (310 CMR 10.00)

Please see attached WPA NOI application, meeting agenda, and documentation of
correspondence with Army Corps confirming applicability of a Self-Verification Notification
for the project. A WPA Order of Conditions is expected to be issued following the
conclusion of the public hearing on May 10.
2.3. For coastal projects, has the Applicant consulted or held a pre-filing meeting with
the MA Office of Coastal Zone Management (CZM)?
N/A
No
Yes
Please identify when the pre-filing meeting occurred and/or attach a copy of all
comment letters received.

2.4.

Does the project meet or exceed any of the Massachusetts Environmental Policy
Act (MEPA) review thresholds (301 CMR 11.03) found here?
No
Yes
If yes, has the Applicant held a pre-filling meeting with the MEPA Office or
completed MEPA review?
No
Yes.
Please identify when the pre-filing meeting occurred and/or attached a copy of
the MEPA Certificate and all comment letters received.

2.5. Is any portion of the proposed project located within a designated Area of Critical
Environmental Concern (ACEC)? Map of ACEC can be found here.
No
Yes. ACEC Name: ________________________________________________________
2.6. For dam projects, is it identified on Department of Ecological Restoration (DER)’s
Restoration Potential Model Tool?
No – N/A
Yes. Project ID #: ________________________________________________________
2.7. Please review and complete the tables below to indicate whether environmental
or construction permits, licenses, and/or approvals are anticipated or have been
filed/secured. Please attach copies of all agency correspondence or obtained
permits.
Environmental Permits / Licenses /
Approvals

Required
(Y/N)

MEPA Review (ENF or EIR)
Waterways (Chapter 91)
Wetlands Protection Act (Order of
Conditions, Request for Determination of
Applicability, etc.)
Army Corps (USACE) Permit (Section 10
or 404)

N
N
Y

Filing Date

Issue/Decision
Date

April 16,
2021

Expected May 10,
2021

Y (eligible
SVN
To be submitted once
for SelfPrepared contractor has been
Verification under FY21
selected and
Notification
Action Grant construction timeline
under
is final. No decision
General
process or approval
Permit #7)

needed.
FEMA Conditional Letter of Mapping
Revision (CLOMR)
CZM Federal Consistency Review
Chapter 91 Waterways Permit or License
Water Quality Certification
Endangered Species Consultation (State
or Federal)
Water Management Act Permit
Dam Safety Chapter 253 Permit
MHC Historic Review (including
Underwater Historical Resources)
Other:

N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N

Municipal or Special District Coordination Considerations
Construction Permits
and Approvals
Planning Board
Conservation Commission
Zoning Board
Sewer Extension Permit
Utility Relocation
Local Historical Commission
Public Water Supply Tie-in
Public Wastewater Tie-in
Other:

Required
(Y/N)
N
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N

Filing Date

April 12, 2021

Issue/Anticipated
Issue Date
May 10, 2021
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INTEGRATED
WATER RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLAN
REPORT

EASTHAMPTON DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
Easthampton, Massachusetts

December 2018

Project Ranking Summer- Stormwater Projects
City of Easthampton CIP 2018- 2022

Project ID#
SW
SW

IMP
IMP

2
1

SW

IMP

3

SW MS4

1

O&
M

3

SW

Project Title
Ferry Street
Hendricks Street
Emerald Place - outlet
structure replacement
IDDE Plan Implementation including Outfall
Inspections/sampling - annual
costs
Maintain structural BMPs

Additional street
SW MS4 12 sweeping/catch basin
cleaning - Annual Costs
SW

IMP

4

Industrial Drive headwall
replacement

Union Street Transportation
Improvement Project that
will include significant
drainage improvements

SW

IMP

6

SW

IMP

5

Total Weight

7.0

POF Threshold

COF Threshold
values from 1-5
3.0

Consequence Factors
Weight
1.0

Weight
1.0

Public
Health
Impact

Environ.
Impact

Weight
1.0

Weight
4.0

values from 1-5
3.0

Cost/Benefit

Permit/Regulatory/
Code Violation

Likelihood of
Failure (or of
Success)

Conseq. Factor

Risk/ Opportunity
Score (1-25)

Total
Estimated
project Cost
(Year 0)

System

Project Type

Regulatory
Risk/
Driver(s) if
Immediacy
Opportunity
Applicable

SW
SW

CONSTRUCTION
CONSTRUCTION

Risk
Risk

A
A

3-Moderate 3-Moderate
3-Moderate 3-Moderate

4-High
4-High

1- No Violation
1- No Violation

4
4

3.33
3.33

13.3
13.3

$150,000
$200,000

SW

CONSTRUCTION

Risk

A

3-Moderate 3-Moderate

4-High

3- Potential Violation

4

3.14

12.6

$250,000

SW

STUDY

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

4-High

4-High

3- Potential Violation

4

3.00

12.0

$192,000

SW

CONSTRUCTION

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

3-Moderate

4-High

3- Potential Violation

4

2.86

11.4

$50,000

SW

CONSTRUCTION

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

4-High

3-Moderate

3- Potential Violation

4

2.86

11.4

$202,500

Headwall replacement

SW

CONSTRUCTION

Risk

A

1-Minimal

3-Moderate

4-High

3- Potential Violation

4

2.86

11.4

$250,000

Transportation improvement project
between Cottage Street and High Street,
to include significant drainage
improvements

SW

CONSTRUCTION

Opportunity

A

1-Minimal

3-Moderate

4-High

3- Potential Violation

4

2.86

11.4

$250,000

Project Description / Justification
culvert improvements
culvert improvements
Outlet structure replacement and slope
stabilization
MS4 requirement to develop and
implement an IDDE Plan, including
inspection and sampling of outfalls and
junction manholes.
Maintain municipally-owned BMPs.
Includes initial costs to rehabilitate BMPs
so that they work as designed.
Additional costs associated with
increased street sweeping and
catchbasin cleaning requirements of the
MS4 permit

Cherry Street headwall
replacement
Repair/replace aging pipes
and structures

Headwall replacement

SW

CONSTRUCTION

Risk

A

1-Minimal

2-Low

4-High

3- Potential Violation

4

2.71

10.9

$50,000

Typically upgraded during roadway
improvement projects.

SW

CONSTRUCTION

Risk

A

1-Minimal

3-Moderate

3-Moderate

3- Potential Violation

4

2.71

10.9

$750,000

4

Street Sweeper

Purchase new street sweeper.

SW

CONSTRUCTION

Risk

A

1-Minimal

3-Moderate

4-High

1- No Violation

4

2.67

10.7

$250,000

SW MS4

6

BMP Retrofit Inventory

Identify municipal properties appropriate
for installation of a BMP retrofit for
stormwater quality improvements

SW

STUDY

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

3-Moderate

2-Low

3- Potential Violation

4

2.57

10.3

$10,500

SW MS4

4

Nitrogen Source
Identification Report

Identify sources of Nitrogen pollution

SW

STUDY

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

3-Moderate

2-Low

3- Potential Violation

4

2.57

10.3

$23,200

SW MS4

5

BMP Design

SW

CONSTRUCTION

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

3-Moderate

2-Low

3- Potential Violation

4

2.57

10.3

$50,000

SW MS4

8

TMDL Related Outreach Annual costs

SW

STUDY

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

2-Low

3- Potential Violation

4

2.29

9.1

$17,570

SW MS4

9

SWPPP

Develop SWPPPs for Highway garage,
transfer station and stump dump

SW

STUDY

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

2-Low

3- Potential Violation

4

2.29

9.1

$32,600

SW MS4

2

Inspect structural BMPs

Annual inspection of municipal owned
BMPs

SW

STUDY

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

2-Low

3- Potential Violation

4

2.29

9.1

$38,000

SW MS4

7

Outreach - annual cost
Conduct outreach to target audiences in
including Ct River Stormwater
compliance with the MS4 permit
Committee membership

SW

STUDY

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

2-Low

3- Potential Violation

4

2.29

9.1

$47,210

SW

CONSTRUCTION

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

3- Potential Violation

4

2.14

8.6

$11,375

SW

STUDY

MS4

Risk

A

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

3- Potential Violation

4

2.14

8.6

$12,300

SW
SW

O&
M
O&
M

2

SW MS4 10 SWPPP - Annual Costs
SW MS4 11 Annual training

Design a BMP to address Nitrogen
pollution
Conduction additional outreach to target
audience to address TMDL requirement
of the MS4 permit

Annual maintenance, inspection and
reporting in compliance with SWPPP
Annual training for SWPPP, IDDE, O&M
plan
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Project Ranking Summer- Stormwater Projects
City of Easthampton CIP 2018- 2022

Project ID#

Project Title

Project Description / Justification

SW MS4

3

Assess options for implementing a
Stormwater Utility Feasibility stormwater utility to develop a reliable
Study
funding source for stormwater
infrastructure needs

O&
M

1

CCTV Inspections

SW

Total Weight

7.0

POF Threshold

COF Threshold
values from 1-5
3.0

Consequence Factors

Inspections of storm drain lines older
than 100 years and those of unknown
age for condition assessment.

Weight
1.0

Weight
1.0

Weight
1.0

Weight
4.0

values from 1-5
3.0

Public
Health
Impact

Environ.
Impact

Cost/Benefit

Permit/Regulatory/
Code Violation

Likelihood of
Failure (or of
Success)

Conseq. Factor

Risk/ Opportunity
Score (1-25)

Total
Estimated
project Cost
(Year 0)

System

Project Type

Regulatory
Risk/
Driver(s) if
Immediacy
Opportunity
Applicable

SW

STUDY

Opportunity

A

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

4-High

1- No Violation

4

2.00

8.0

$250,000

SW

STUDY

Risk

A

1-Minimal

1-Minimal

2-Low

1- No Violation

4

1.33

5.3

$100,000

TOTAL

$ 3,187,255
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Provided by MassDEP:

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

MassDEP File Number

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent

Document Transaction Number

Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Easthampton
City/Town

Important:
When filling out
forms on the
computer, use
only the tab key
to move your
cursor - do not
use the return
key.

A. General Information
1. Project Location (Note: electronic filers will click on button to locate project site):
99 Mt. Tom Avenue

Easthampton

a. Street Address

b. City/Town

01027
c. Zip Code

42.263093°

-72.654569°

Latitude and Longitude:

d. Latitude

Map 149

Parcel ID: 149-85

f. Assessors Map/Plat Number

g. Parcel /Lot Number

e. Longitude

2. Applicant:

Note:
Before
completing this
form consult
your local
Conservation
Commission
regarding any
municipal bylaw
or ordinance.

Diane

Rossini

a. First Name

b. Last Name

City of Easthampton Department of Public Works
c. Organization

50 Payson Avenue
d. Street Address

Easthampton

MA

01027

e. City/Town

f. State

g. Zip Code

413-529-1400 x141

drossini@easthamptonma.gov

h. Phone Number

i. Fax Number

j. Email Address

3. Property owner (required if different from applicant):

Check if more than one owner

Susanna

Walz

a. First Name

b. Last Name

c. Organization

99 Mt. Tom Avenue
d. Street Address

Easthampton

MA

01027

e. City/Town

f. State

g. Zip Code

413-527-0885

suewalz99@yahoo.com

h. Phone Number

i. Fax Number

j. Email address

4. Representative (if any):
Michael

Soares

a. First Name

b. Last Name

Fuss & O'Neill, Inc.
c. Company

1550 Main Street, Suite 400
d. Street Address

Springfield

MA

01103

e.

f. State

g. Zip Code

413-452-0445
x5327

msoares@fando.com
i. Fax Number

j. Email address

5. Total WPA Fee Paid (from NOI Wetland Fee Transmittal Form):
City project; fee exempt

City project; fee exempt

City project; fee exempt

a. Total Fee Paid

b. State Fee Paid

c. City/Town Fee Paid

wpaform3.doc • rev. 6/18/2020
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Provided by MassDEP:
MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

A. General Information (continued)
6. General Project Description:
Repair/Replacement of a failing stormwater outfall at Brickyard Brook (Easthampton, MA) and
restoration of the area including the adjacent slope, bank, and stream. Key elements will include:
debris removal, repair/replacement of the outfall, reconstruction and vegetative stabilization of
embankment and stream banks, and installation of interpretive signs along an existing trail.
7a. Project Type Checklist: (Limited Project Types see Section A. 7b.)
1.

Single Family Home

2.

Residential Subdivision

3.

Commercial/Industrial

4.

Dock/Pier

5.

Utilities

6.

Coastal engineering Structure

7.

Agriculture (e.g., cranberries, forestry)

8.

Transportation

9.

Other

7b. Is any portion of the proposed activity eligible to be treated as a limited project (including Ecological
Restoration Limited Project) subject to 310 CMR 10.24 (coastal) or 310 CMR 10.53 (inland)?
If yes, describe which limited project applies to this project. (See 310 CMR
1.
Yes
No
10.24 and 10.53 for a complete list and description of limited project types)
Bank stabilization, BVW restoration ("Other Restoration Projects," CMR 310 10.53(4)(e)(5)
2. Limited Project Type

If the proposed activity is eligible to be treated as an Ecological Restoration Limited Project (310
CMR10.24(8), 310 CMR 10.53(4)), complete and attach Appendix A: Ecological Restoration Limited
Project Checklist and Signed Certification.
8. Property recorded at the Registry of Deeds for:
a. County

b. Certificate # (if registered land)

05582
c. Book

d. Page Number

B. Buffer Zone & Resource Area Impacts (temporary & permanent)
1.

2.

Buffer Zone Only – Check if the project is located only in the Buffer Zone of a Bordering
Vegetated Wetland, Inland Bank, or Coastal Resource Area.
Inland Resource Areas (see 310 CMR 10.54-10.58; if not applicable, go to Section B.3,
Coastal Resource Areas).

Check all that apply below. Attach narrative and any supporting documentation describing how the
project will meet all performance standards for each of the resource areas altered, including
standards requiring consideration of alternative project design or location.

wpaform3.doc • rev. 6/18/2020
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Provided by MassDEP:

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

MassDEP File Number

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent

Document Transaction Number

Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Easthampton
City/Town

B. Buffer Zone & Resource Area Impacts
Resource Area

For all projects
affecting other
Resource Areas,
please attach a
narrative
explaining how
the resource
area was
delineated.

a.

Bank

b.

Bordering Vegetated
Wetland
Land Under
Waterbodies and
Waterways

c.

Resource Area

Bordering Land
Subject to Flooding

d.

Isolated Land
Subject to Flooding

e.

(temporary & permanent) (cont’d)

Size of Proposed Alteration

Proposed Replacement (if any)

129

108

1. linear feet

2. linear feet

210

210

1. square feet

2. square feet

840

587

1. square feet

2. square feet

0
3. cubic yards dredged

Size of Proposed Alteration

Proposed Replacement (if any)

1. square feet

2. square feet

3. cubic feet of flood storage lost

4. cubic feet replaced

1. square feet
2. cubic feet of flood storage lost

Riverfront Area

f.

3. cubic feet replaced

Brickyard Brook - inland
1. Name of Waterway (if available) - specify coastal or inland

Width of Riverfront Area (check one):

2.

25 ft. - Designated Densely Developed Areas only
100 ft. - New agricultural projects only
200 ft. - All other projects

3.

3.

Total area of Riverfront Area on the site of the proposed project:

4.

Proposed alteration of the Riverfront Area:

~100,000+
square feet

330

0

330

a. total square feet

b. square feet within 100 ft.

c. square feet between 100 ft. and 200 ft.

5.

Has an alternatives analysis been done and is it attached to this NOI?

Yes

No

6.

Was the lot where the activity is proposed created prior to August 1, 1996?

Yes

No

Coastal Resource Areas: (See 310 CMR 10.25-10.35)
Note: for coastal riverfront areas, please complete Section B.2.f. above.

wpaform3.doc • rev. 6/18/2020
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Provided by MassDEP:
MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

B. Buffer Zone & Resource Area Impacts (temporary & permanent) (cont’d)
Check all that apply below. Attach narrative and supporting documentation describing how the
project will meet all performance standards for each of the resource areas altered, including
standards requiring consideration of alternative project design or location.
Online Users:
Include your
document
transaction
number
(provided on your
receipt page)
with all
supplementary
information you
submit to the
Department.

Resource Area
a.

Designated Port Areas

b.

Land Under the Ocean

Size of Proposed Alteration

Proposed Replacement (if any)

Indicate size under Land Under the Ocean, below
1. square feet
2. cubic yards dredged

c.

Barrier Beach

Indicate size under Coastal Beaches and/or Coastal Dunes below

d.

Coastal Beaches

1. square feet

2. cubic yards beach nourishment

e.

Coastal Dunes

1. square feet

2. cubic yards dune nourishment

Size of Proposed Alteration
f.

Coastal Banks

g.

Rocky Intertidal
Shores

h.

Salt Marshes

i.

Land Under Salt
Ponds

Proposed Replacement (if any)

1. linear feet
1. square feet
1. square feet

2. sq ft restoration, rehab., creation

1. square feet
2. cubic yards dredged

Land Containing
Shellfish

j.

k.

Fish Runs

l.

Land Subject to
Coastal Storm Flowage

1. square feet

Indicate size under Coastal Banks, inland Bank, Land Under the
Ocean, and/or inland Land Under Waterbodies and Waterways,
above
1. cubic yards dredged

4.

1. square feet

Restoration/Enhancement
If the project is for the purpose of restoring or enhancing a wetland resource area in addition to the
square footage that has been entered in Section B.2.b or B.3.h above, please enter the additional
amount here.
a. square feet of BVW

5.

b. square feet of Salt Marsh

Project Involves Stream Crossings
a. number of new stream crossings

wpaform3.doc • rev. 6/18/2020
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Provided by MassDEP:
MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

C. Other Applicable Standards and Requirements
This is a proposal for an Ecological Restoration Limited Project. Skip Section C and
complete Appendix A: Ecological Restoration Limited Project Checklists – Required Actions
(310 CMR 10.11).
Streamlined Massachusetts Endangered Species Act/Wetlands Protection Act Review
1. Is any portion of the proposed project located in Estimated Habitat of Rare Wildlife as indicated on
the most recent Estimated Habitat Map of State-Listed Rare Wetland Wildlife published by the
Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program (NHESP)? To view habitat maps, see the
Massachusetts Natural Heritage Atlas or go to
http://maps.massgis.state.ma.us/PRI_EST_HAB/viewer.htm.
Yes

a.

No

b. Date of map

If yes, include proof of mailing or hand delivery of NOI to:
Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program
Division of Fisheries and Wildlife
1 Rabbit Hill Road
Westborough, MA 01581

Phone: (508) 389-6360

If yes, the project is also subject to Massachusetts Endangered Species Act (MESA) review (321
CMR 10.18). To qualify for a streamlined, 30-day, MESA/Wetlands Protection Act review, please
complete Section C.1.c, and include requested materials with this Notice of Intent (NOI); OR
complete Section C.2.f, if applicable. If MESA supplemental information is not included with the NOI,
by completing Section 1 of this form, the NHESP will require a separate MESA filing which may take
up to 90 days to review (unless noted exceptions in Section 2 apply, see below).
c.

Submit Supplemental Information for Endangered Species Review
Percentage/acreage of property to be altered:

1.

2.

2.

(a)

within wetland Resource Area

percentage/acreage

(b)

outside Resource Area

percentage/acreage

Assessor’s Map or right-of-way plan of site

Project plans for entire project site, including wetland resource areas and areas outside of
wetlands jurisdiction, showing existing and proposed conditions, existing and proposed
tree/vegetation clearing line, and clearly demarcated limits of work 
(a)

Project description (including description of impacts outside of wetland resource area &
buffer zone)

(b)

Photographs representative of the site



Some projects not in Estimated Habitat may be located in Priority Habitat, and require NHESP review (see https://www.mass.gov/maendangered-species-act-mesa-regulatory-review).
Priority Habitat includes habitat for state-listed plants and strictly upland species not protected by the Wetlands Protection Act.

MESA projects may not be segmented (321 CMR 10.16). The applicant must disclose full development plans even if such plans are
not required as part of the Notice of Intent process.
wpaform3.doc • rev. 6/18/2020
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

Provided by MassDEP:
MassDEP File Number

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent

Document Transaction Number

Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Easthampton
City/Town

C. Other Applicable Standards and Requirements (cont’d)
(c)
MESA filing fee (fee information available at https://www.mass.gov/how-to/how-to-file-fora-mesa-project-review).
Make check payable to “Commonwealth of Massachusetts - NHESP” and mail to NHESP at
above address

Projects altering 10 or more acres of land, also submit:
(d)

Vegetation cover type map of site

(e)

Project plans showing Priority & Estimated Habitat boundaries
OR Check One of the Following

(f)
1.

Project is exempt from MESA review.
Attach applicant letter indicating which MESA exemption applies. (See 321 CMR 10.14,
https://www.mass.gov/service-details/exemptions-from-review-for-projectsactivities-inpriority-habitat; the NOI must still be sent to NHESP if the project is within estimated
habitat pursuant to 310 CMR 10.37 and 10.59.)

2.

Separate MESA review ongoing.

3.

Separate MESA review completed.
Include copy of NHESP “no Take” determination or valid Conservation & Management
Permit with approved plan.

a. NHESP Tracking #

b. Date submitted to NHESP

3. For coastal projects only, is any portion of the proposed project located below the mean high water
line or in a fish run?
a.

Not applicable – project is in inland resource area only

b.

Yes

No

If yes, include proof of mailing, hand delivery, or electronic delivery of NOI to either:
South Shore - Cohasset to Rhode Island border, and
the Cape & Islands:

North Shore - Hull to New Hampshire border:

Division of Marine Fisheries Southeast Marine Fisheries Station
Attn: Environmental Reviewer
836 South Rodney French Blvd.
New Bedford, MA 02744

Division of Marine Fisheries North Shore Office
Attn: Environmental Reviewer
30 Emerson Avenue
Gloucester, MA 01930

Email: dmf.envreview-south@mass.gov

Email: dmf.envreview-north@mass.gov

Also if yes, the project may require a Chapter 91 license. For coastal towns in the Northeast Region,
please contact MassDEP’s Boston Office. For coastal towns in the Southeast Region, please contact
MassDEP’s Southeast Regional Office.
c.

Is this an aquaculture project?

d.

Yes

No

If yes, include a copy of the Division of Marine Fisheries Certification Letter (M.G.L. c. 130, § 57).

wpaform3.doc • rev. 6/18/2020
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Provided by MassDEP:
MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

C. Other Applicable Standards and Requirements (cont’d)
4. Is any portion of the proposed project within an Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC)?
Online Users:
Include your
document
transaction
number
(provided on your
receipt page)
with all
supplementary
information you
submit to the
Department.

Yes

a.

No

If yes, provide name of ACEC (see instructions to WPA Form 3 or MassDEP
Website for ACEC locations). Note: electronic filers click on Website.

b. ACEC

5. Is any portion of the proposed project within an area designated as an Outstanding Resource Water
(ORW) as designated in the Massachusetts Surface Water Quality Standards, 314 CMR 4.00?
Yes

a.

No

6. Is any portion of the site subject to a Wetlands Restriction Order under the Inland Wetlands
Restriction Act (M.G.L. c. 131, § 40A) or the Coastal Wetlands Restriction Act (M.G.L. c. 130, § 105)?
Yes

a.

No

7. Is this project subject to provisions of the MassDEP Stormwater Management Standards?
a.
1.

Yes. Attach a copy of the Stormwater Report as required by the Stormwater Management
Standards per 310 CMR 10.05(6)(k)-(q) and check if:
Applying for Low Impact Development (LID) site design credits (as described in
Stormwater Management Handbook Vol. 2, Chapter 3)

2.

A portion of the site constitutes redevelopment

3.

Proprietary BMPs are included in the Stormwater Management System.
No. Check why the project is exempt:

b.
1.

Single-family house

2.

Emergency road repair

3.

Small Residential Subdivision (less than or equal to 4 single-family houses or less than
or equal to 4 units in multi-family housing project) with no discharge to Critical Areas.

D. Additional Information
This is a proposal for an Ecological Restoration Limited Project. Skip Section D and complete
Appendix A: Ecological Restoration Notice of Intent – Minimum Required Documents (310 CMR
10.12).
Applicants must include the following with this Notice of Intent (NOI). See instructions for details.
Online Users: Attach the document transaction number (provided on your receipt page) for any of
the following information you submit to the Department.
1.

USGS or other map of the area (along with a narrative description, if necessary) containing
sufficient information for the Conservation Commission and the Department to locate the site.
(Electronic filers may omit this item.)

2.

Plans identifying the location of proposed activities (including activities proposed to serve as
a Bordering Vegetated Wetland [BVW] replication area or other mitigating measure) relative
to the boundaries of each affected resource area.

wpaform3.doc • rev. 6/18/2020
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

Provided by MassDEP:

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

D. Additional Information (cont’d)
3.

Identify the method for BVW and other resource area boundary delineations (MassDEP BVW
Field Data Form(s), Determination of Applicability, Order of Resource Area Delineation, etc.),
and attach documentation of the methodology.

4.

List the titles and dates for all plans and other materials submitted with this NOI.
a. Plan Title
b. Prepared By

c. Signed and Stamped by

d. Final Revision Date

e. Scale

f. Additional Plan or Document Title

g. Date

5.

If there is more than one property owner, please attach a list of these property owners not
listed on this form.

6.

Attach proof of mailing for Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program, if needed.

7.

Attach proof of mailing for Massachusetts Division of Marine Fisheries, if needed.

8.

Attach NOI Wetland Fee Transmittal Form

9.

Attach Stormwater Report, if needed.

E. Fees
1.

Fee Exempt: No filing fee shall be assessed for projects of any city, town, county, or district
of the Commonwealth, federally recognized Indian tribe housing authority, municipal housing
authority, or the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority.

Applicants must submit the following information (in addition to pages 1 and 2 of the NOI Wetland
Fee Transmittal Form) to confirm fee payment:
n/a
n/a
2. Municipal Check Number

3. Check date

n/a

n/a

4. State Check Number

5. Check date

n/a

n/a

6. Payor name on check: First Name

7. Payor name on check: Last Name
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Appendix A: Ecological Restoration Limited
Project Checklists
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Provided by MassDEP:
MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

Eligibility Checklist
This Ecological Restoration Limited Project Eligibility Checklist guides the applicant in determining if
their project is eligible to file as an Inland or Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Project (310 CMR
10.53(4) or 310 CMR 10.24(8) respectively). These criteria must be met when submitting the
Ecological Restoration Limited Project Notice of Intent to ensure that the restoration and improvement
of the natural capacity of a Resource Area(s) to protect and sustain the interests identified in the WPA
is necessary to achieve the project’s ecological restoration goals.
Important:
When filling out
forms on the
computer, use
only the tab key
to move your
cursor - do not
use the return
key.

Regulatory Features of All Coastal and Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Projects
(a) May result in the temporary or permanent loss of/or conversion of Resource Area: An Ecological
Restoration Limited Project that meets the requirements of 310 CMR 10.24(8) may result in the
temporary or permanent loss of Resource Areas and/or the conversion of one Resource Area to
another when such loss is necessary to the achievement of the project’s ecological restoration goals.

(b) Exemption from wildlife habitat evaluation: A NOI for an Ecological Restoration Limited Project that
meets the minimum requirements for Ecological Restoration Projects and for a MassDEP Combined
Application outlined in 310 CMR 10.12(1) and (2) is exempt from providing a wildlife habitat evaluation
(310 CMR 10.60).
Note:
Before
completing this
form consult your
local
Conservation
Commission
regarding any
municipal bylaw
or ordinance.

(c) The following are considerations for applicants filing an Ecological Restoration Limited Project NOI
and for the issuing authority approving a project as an Ecological Restoration Limited Project:
The condition of existing and historic Resource Areas proposed for restoration.
Evidence of the extent and severity of the impairment(s) that reduce the capacity of the Resource
Areas to protect and sustain the interests identified in M.G.L. c. 131, § 40.
The magnitude and significance of the benefits of the Ecological Restoration Project in improving
the capacity of the affected Resource Areas to protect and sustain the other interests identified in
M.G.L. c. 131, § 40.
The magnitude and significance of the impacts of the Ecological Restoration Project on existing
Resource Areas that may be modified, converted and/or lost and the interests for which said
Resource Areas are presumed significant in 310 CMR 10.00, and the extent to which the project
will:
a. avoid adverse impacts to Resource Areas and the interests identified in M.G.L. c. 131, § 40,
that can be avoided without impeding the achievement of the project’s ecological restoration
goals.
b. minimize adverse impacts to Resource Areas and the interests identified in M.G.L. c. 131, §
40, that are necessary to the achievement of the project’s ecological restoration goals.
c.
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Eligibility Criteria - Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Projects
(310 CMR 10.24(8))
Complete this Eligibility Criteria Checklist before filling out a Notice of Intent Application to determine if
your project qualifies as a Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Project. (310 CMR 10.24(8)) Sign
the Eligibility Certification at the end of Appendix A, and attach the checklist with supporting
documentation and the Eligibility Certification to your Notice of Intent Application.
General Eligibility Criteria for All Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Projects
Notwithstanding the requirements of 310 CMR 10.25 through 10.35, 310 CMR 10.54 through 10.58,
and the Wildlife Habitat evaluations in 310 CMR 10.60, the Issuing Authority may issue an Order of
Conditions permitting an Ecological Restoration Project listed in 310 CMR 10.24(8)(e) as an
Ecological Restoration Limited Project and impose such conditions as will contribute to the interests
identified in the WPA M.G.L. provided that the project meets all the requirements in 310 CMR 10.24
(8).
The project is an Ecological Restoration Project as defined in 310 CMR 10.04 and is a project type
listed below [310 CMR 10.24(8)(e)].
Tidal Restoration.
Shellfish Habitat Restoration.
Other Ecological Restoration Limited Project Type.
The project will further at least one of the WPA (M.G.L. c. 131, § 40) interests identified below.
Protection of public or private water supply.
Protection of ground water supply.
Flood control.
Storm damage prevention.
Prevention of pollution.
Protection of land containing shellfish.
Protection of fisheries.
Protection of wildlife habitat.

If the project will impact an area located within estimated habitat which is indicated on the most
recent Estimated Habitat Map of State-Listed Rare Wetlands, a NHESP preliminary written
determination is attached to the NOI submittal that the project will not have any adverse long-term
and short-term effects on specified habitat sites of Rare Species or the project will be carried out
in accordance with an approved NHESP habitat management plan.
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Eligibility Criteria - Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Projects
(310 CMR 10.24(8)) (Cont.)
General Eligibility Criteria for All Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Projects (cont.)
If the project is located in a Coastal Dune or Barrier Beach, the project avoids and minimizes
armoring of the Coastal Dune or Barrier Beach to the maximum extent practicable.
The project complies with all applicable provisions of 310 CMR 10.24(1) through (6) and 310 CMR
10.24(9) and (10).
Additional Eligibility Criteria for Specific Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Project Types
These additional criteria must be met to qualify as an Ecological Restoration Limited Project to ensure
that the restoration and improvement of the natural capacity of a Resource Area to protect and sustain
the interests identified in the WPA is necessary to achieve the project’s ecological restoration goals.
This Ecological Restoration Limited Project application meets the eligibility criteria for Ecological
Restoration Limited Project [310 CMR 10.24(8)(a) through (d) and as proposed, furthers at least
one of the WPA interests is for the project type identified below.
Tidal Restoration Projects
A project to restore tidal flow that will not significantly increase flooding or storm damage
impacts to the built environment, including without limitation, buildings, wells, septic
systems, roads or other man-made structures or infrastructure.
Shellfish Habitat Restoration Projects
The project has received a Special Projects Permit from the Division of Marine Fisheries
or, if a municipality, has received a shellfish propagation permit.
The project is made of cultch (e.g., shellfish shells from oyster, surf or ocean clam) or is a
structure manufactured specifically for shellfish enhancement (e.g., reef blocks, reef balls,
racks, floats, rafts, suspended gear).
Other Ecological Restoration Projects that meet the criteria set forth in 310 CMR
10.24(8)(a) through (d).
Restoration, enhancement, or management of Rare Species habitat.
Restoration of hydrologic and habitat connectivity.
Removal of aquatic nuisance vegetation to impede eutrophication.
Thinning or planting of vegetation to improve habitat value.
Fill removal and re-grading.
Riparian corridor re-naturalization.
River floodplain re-connection.
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Eligibility Criteria - Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Projects
(310 CMR 10.24(8)) (Cont.)
Additional Eligibility Criteria for Specific Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Project Types
In-stream habitat enhancement.
Remediation of historic tidal wetland ditching.
Eelgrass restoration.
Invasive species management.
Installation of fish passage structures.
Other. Describe:
This project involves the construction, repair, replacement or expansion of public or private
infrastructure (310 CMR 10.24(9).
The NOI attachment labeled
is an operation and maintenance plan to ensure that the
infrastructure will continue to function as designed.
The operation and maintenance plan will be implemented as a continuing condition in the
Order of Conditions and the Certificate of Compliance.
This project proposes to replace an existing stream crossing (310 CMR 10.24(10). The
crossing complies with the Massachusetts Stream Crossing Standards to the maximum extent
practicable with details provided in the NOI. The crossing type:
Replaces an existing non-tidal crossing that is part of an Anadromous/Catadromous Fish
Run (310 CMR 10.35)
Replaces an existing tidal crossing that restricts tidal flow. The tidal restriction will be
eliminated to the maximum extent practicable.
At a minimum, in evaluating the potential to comply with the standards to the maximum extent
practicable the following criteria have been consider site constraints in meeting the standard,
undesirable effects or risk in meeting the standard, and the environmental benefit of meeting
the standard compared to the cost, by evaluating the following:
The potential for downstream flooding;
Upstream and downstream habitat (in-stream habitat, wetlands);
Potential for erosion and head-cutting;
Stream stability;
Habitat fragmentation caused by the crossing;
The amount of stream mileage made accessible by the improvements;
Storm flow conveyance;
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Eligibility Criteria - Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Projects
(310 CMR 10.24(8)) (Cont.)
Additional Eligibility Criteria for Specific Coastal Ecological Restoration Limited Project Types
Engineering design constraints specific to the crossing;
Hydrologic constraints specific to the crossing;
Impacts to wetlands that would occur by improving the crossing;
Potential to affect property and infrastructure; and
Cost of replacement.

Eligibility Criteria - Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Project (310
CMR 10.53(4))
Complete this Eligibility Criteria Checklist before filling out a Notice of Intent Application to determine if
your project qualifies as an Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Project. (310 CMR 10.53(4)) Sign
the Eligibility Certification at the end of Appendix A, and attach the checklist with supporting
documentation and the Eligibility Certification to your Notice of Intent Application.
General Eligibility Criteria for All Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Projects
Notwithstanding the requirements of any other provision of 310 CMR 10.25 through 10.35, 310 CMR
10.54 through 10.58, and 310 CMR 10.60, the Issuing Authority may issue an Order of Conditions
permitting an Ecological Restoration Project listed in 310 CMR 10.53(4)(e) as an Ecological
Restoration Limited Project and impose such conditions as will contribute to the interests identified in
M.G.L. c. 131, § 40, provided that:
The project is an Ecological Restoration Project as defined in 310 CMR 10.04 and is a project type
listed below [310 CMR 10.53(4)(e)].
Dam Removal
Freshwater Stream Crossing Repair and Replacement
Stream Daylighting
Tidal Restoration
Rare Species Habitat Restoration
Restoring Fish Passageways
Other (describe project type):
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Bank stabilization, slope restoration, green infrastructure in
adjacent uplands to limit stormwater runoff and pollutant
load entering stream

Notice of Intent Appendix A: Ecological Restoration Limited Project Eligibility Checklists •
Page 5 of 16

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Appendix A: Ecological Restoration Limited
Project Checklists
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

Provided by MassDEP:
MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

Eligibility Criteria - Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Project (310
CMR 10.53(4)) (cont.)
General Eligibility Criteria for All Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Projects
The project will further at least one of the WPA (M.G.L. c. 131, § 40) interests identified below.
Protection of public or private water supply
Protection of ground water supply
Flood control
Storm damage prevention
Prevention of pollution
Protection of land containing shellfish
Protection of fisheries
Protection of wildlife habitat
If the project will impact an area located within estimated habitat which is indicated on the most
recent Estimated Habitat Map of State-Listed Rare Wetlands, a NHESP preliminary written
determination is attached to the NOI submittal that the project will have no adverse long-term and
short-term effects on specified habitat sites of Rare Species or the project will be carried out in
accordance with an approved NHESP habitat management plan.
The project will be carried out in accordance with any time of year restrictions or other conditions
recommended by the Division of Marine Fisheries for coastal waters and the Division of Fisheries
and Wildlife in accordance with 310 CMR 10.11(3).
If the project involves the dredging of 100 cubic yards of sediment or more or dredging of any
amount in an Outstanding Resource Water, a Water Quality Certification has been applied for or
obtained.
The project complies with all applicable provisions of 310 CMR 10.53(1), (2), (7), and (8).
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Eligibility Criteria - Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Project (310
CMR 10.53(4)) (cont.)
Additional Eligibility Criteria for Specific Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Project Types
These additional criteria must be met to qualify as an Ecological Restoration Limited Project to ensure
that the restoration and improvement of the natural capacity of a Resource Area to protect and sustain
the interests identified in the WPA is necessary to achieve the project’s ecological restoration goals.
This project application meets the eligibility criteria for Ecological Restoration Limited Project in
accordance with [310 CMR 10.53(4)(a) through (d) and as proposed, furthers at least one of the
WPA interests is for the project type identified below:
Dam Removal
Project is consistent with MassDEP’s 2007 Dam Removal Guidance.
Freshwater Stream Crossing Repair and Replacement. The project as proposed and the
NOI describes how:
Meeting the eligibility criteria set forth in 310 CMR 10.13 would result in significant stream
instability or flooding hazard that cannot otherwise be mitigated, and site constraints make
it impossible to meet said criteria.
The project design ensures that the stability of the bank is NOT impaired.
To the maximum extent practicable, the project provides for the restoration of the stream
upstream and downstream of the structure as needed to restore stream continuity and
eliminate barriers to aquatic organism movement.
The project complies with the requirements of 310 CMR 10.53(7) and (8).
Stream Daylighting Projects
The project meets the eligibility criteria for Ecological Restoration Limited Project [310
CMR 10.53(4)(a) through (d)] and as proposed the NOI describes how the proposed
project meets to the maximum extent practicable, consistent with the project’s ecological
restoration goals, all the performance standards for Bank and Land Under Water Bodies
and Waterways.
The project meets the requirements of 310 CMR 10.12(1) and (2) and a wildlife habitat
evaluation is not included in the NOI.
Tidal Restoration Project
Restores tidal flow.
the project, including any proposed flood mitigation measures, will not significantly
increase flooding or storm damage to the built environment, including without limitation,
buildings, wells, septic systems, roads or other man-made structures or infrastructure.
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Eligibility Criteria - Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Project (310
CMR 10.53(4)) (cont.)
Other Ecological Restoration Projects that meet the criteria set forth in 310 CMR 10.53 (4)
(a) through (d).
Restoration, enhancement, or management of Rare Species habitat.
Restoration of hydrologic and habitat connectivity.
Removal of aquatic nuisance vegetation to impede eutrophication.
Thinning or planting of vegetation to improve habitat value.
Riparian corridor re-naturalization.
River floodplain re-connection.
In-stream habitat enhancement.
Fill removal and re-grading.
Flow restoration.
Installation of fish passage structures.
Invasive species management.
Bank stabilization, slope restoration, green infras tructure in adjacent
uplands to limit stormwater runoff and pollutant load entering stream
This project involves the construction, repair, replacement or expansion of public or private
infrastructure. (310 CMR 10.53(7))
The NOI attachment labeled Report Section 7 is an operation and maintenance plan to
ensure that the infrastructure will continue to function as designed.
The operation and maintenance plan will be implemented as a continuing condition in the
Order of Conditions and the Certificate of Compliance.
Other. Describe:

This project replaces an existing stream crossing (310 CMR 10.53(8)). The crossing type:
Replaces an existing non-tidal crossing designed to comply with the Massachusetts Stream
Crossing Standards to the maximum extent practicable with details provided in the NOI.
Replaces an existing tidal crossing that restricts tidal flow. The tidal restriction will be
eliminated to the maximum extent practicable.
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Eligibility Criteria - Inland Ecological Restoration Limited Project (310
CMR 10.53(4)) (cont.)
At a minimum, in evaluating the potential to comply with the standards to the maximum extent
practicable the following criteria have been consider site constraints in meeting the standard,
undesirable effects or risk in meeting the standard, and the environmental benefit of meeting the
standard compared to the cost, by evaluating the following:
The potential for downstream flooding;
Upstream and downstream habitat (in-stream habitat, wetlands);
Potential for erosion and head-cutting;
Stream stability;
Habitat fragmentation caused by the crossing;
The amount of stream mileage made accessible by the improvements;
Storm flow conveyance;
Engineering design constraints specific to the crossing;
Hydrologic constraints specific to the crossing;
Impacts to wetlands that would occur by improving the crossing;
Potential to affect property and infrastructure; and
Cost of replacement.
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Required Actions (310 CMR 10.11)
Complete the Required Actions before submitting a Notice of Intent Application for an Ecological
Restoration Project and submit a completed copy of this Checklist with the Notice of Intent.

Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) / Environmental Monitor
http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/mepa/submitting-notices-to-the-environmental-monitor.html
For Ecological Restoration Limited Projects, there are no changes to MEPA requirements.
Submit written notification at least 14 days prior to the filing of a Notice of Intent (NOI) to the
Environmental Monitor for publication. A copy of the written notification is attached and provides at
minimum:
A brief description of the proposed project.
The anticipated NOI submission date to the conservation commission.
The name and address of the conservation commission that will review the NOI.
Specific details as to where copies of the NOI may be examined or acquired and where to obtain
the date, time, and location of the public hearing.
Massachusetts Endangered Species Act (MESA) /Wetlands Protection Act Review
Preliminary Massachusetts Endangered Species Act Review from the Natural Heritage and
Endangered Species Program (NHESP) has been met and the written determination is attached.
Supplemental Information for Endangered Species Review has been submitted.
1.

Percentage/acreage of property to be altered:
a. Within Wetland Resource Area

Percentage/acreage

b. Outside Wetland Resource Area
2.

Percentage/acreage

Assessor’s Map or right-of-way plan of site

3.
Project plans for entire project site, including wetland resource areas and areas
outside of wetlands jurisdiction, showing existing and proposed conditions, existing and
proposed tree/vegetation clearing line, and clearly demarcated limits of work.
4.
Project description (including description of impacts outside of wetland resource area
& buffer zone)
5.

Photographs representative of the site

6.
MESA filing fee (fee information available at
http://www.mass.gov/dfwele/dfw/nhesp/regulatory_review/mesa/mesa_fee_schedule.htm)
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Make check payable to “Commonwealth of Massachusetts - NHESP” and mail to NHESP:
Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Program
MA Division of Fisheries & Wildlife
1 Rabbit Hill Road
Westborough, MA 01581
7. Projects altering 10 or more acres of land, also submit:
a.

Vegetation cover type map of site

b.

Project plans showing Priority & Estimated Habitat boundaries

OR Check One of the Following:
1.

Project is exempt from MESA review.

Attach applicant letter indicating which MESA exemption applies. (See 321 CMR 10.14,
http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/dfg/dfw/natural-heritage/regulatory-review/massendangered-species-act-mesa/; the NOI must still be sent to NHESP if the project is within
estimated habitat pursuant to 310 CMR 10.37 and 10.59 – see C4 below)
2.

Separate MESA review ongoing.
a. NHESP Tracking #

b. Date submitted to NHESP

3.
Separate MESA review completed. Include copy of NHESP “no Take” determination
or valid Conservation & Management Permit with approved plan.
Estimated Habitat Map of State-Listed Rare Wetlands Wildlife
If a portion of the proposed project is located in Estimated Habitat of Rare Wildlife as indicated
on the most recent Estimated Habitat Map of State-Listed Rare Wetland Wildlife published by the
Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program (NHESP), complete the portion below. To
view habitat maps, see the Massachusetts Natural Heritage Atlas or view the maps
electronically at: http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/dfg/dfw/natural-heritage/regulatory-review
A preliminary written determination from Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program
(NHESP) must be obtained indicating that:
Project will NOT have long- or short-term adverse effect on the actual Resource Area
located within estimated habitat indicated on the most recent Estimated Habitat Map of
State-Listed Rare Wetlands Wildlife published by NHESP.
Project will have long- or short-term adverse effect on the actual Resource Area located
within estimated habitat indicated on the most recent Estimated Habitat Map of StateListed Rare Wetlands Wildlife published by NHESP. A copy of NHESP’s written
preliminary determination in accordance with 310 CMR 10.11(2) is attached. This
specifies:
Date of the map:
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If the Rare Species identified is/are likely to continue to be located on or near the project,
and if so, whether the Resource Area to be altered is in fact part of the habitat of the Rare
Species.
That if the project alters Resource Area(s) within the habitat of a Rare Species:
The Rare Species is identified;
NHESP’s recommended changes or conditions necessary to ensure that the project will
have no short or long term adverse effect on the habitat of the local population of the Rare
Species is provided; or
An approved NHESP habitat management plan is attached with this Notice of Intent.
Send the request for a preliminary determination to:
Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Program
MA Division of Fisheries & Wildlife
1 Rabbit Hill Road
Westborough, MA 01581
Division of Marine Fisheries
If the project will occur within a coastal waterbody with a restricted Time of Year, [see
Appendix B of the Division of Marine Fisheries (DMF) Technical Report TR 47 “Marine Fisheries
Time of Year Restrictions (TOYs) for Coastal Alteration Projects” dated April 2011
http://www.nae.usace.army.mil/Portals/74/docs/regulatory/StateGeneralPermits/NEGP/MADMFTR
-47.pdf].
Obtain a DMF written determination stating:
The proposed work does NOT require a TOY restriction.
The proposed work requires a TOY restriction. Specific recommended TOY restriction and
recommended conditions on the proposed work is attached.

If the project may affect a diadromous fish run [re: Division of Marine Fisheries (DMF)
Technical Reports TR 15 through 18, dated 2004:
http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/dfg/dmf/publications/technical.html]
Obtain a DMF written determination stating:
The design specifications and operational plan for the project are compatible with the
passage requirements of the fish run.
The design specifications and operational plan for the project are not compatible with
the passage requirements of the fish run.
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Send the request for a written or electronic determination to:
South Shore – Cohasset to Rhode Island border,
and the Cape & Islands:
Division of Marine Fisheries –
South Coast Field Station
Attn: Environmental Reviewer
836 South Rodney French Blvd.
New Bedford, MA 02744
Email: DMF.EnvReview-South@state.ma.us

North Shore – Hull to New Hampshire border:
Division of Marine Fisheries –
North Shore Field Station
Attn: Environmental Reviewer
30 Emerson Avenue
Gloucester, MA 01930
Email: DMF.EnvReview-North@state.ma.us

Division of Fisheries and Wildlife – http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/dfg/dfw/
Projects that involve silt-generating, in-water work that will impact a non-tidal perennial river or
stream and the in-water work will not occur between May 1 and August 30.
Obtain a written determination from the Division of Fisheries and Wildlife (DFW) as to whether
the proposed work requires a TOY restriction.
The proposed work does NOT require a TOY restriction.
The proposed work requires a TOY restriction. The DFW determination with TOY
restriction and other conditions is attached.
MassDEP Water Quality Certification
Project involves dredging of 100 cubic yards or more in a Resource Area or dredging of any
amount in an Outstanding Resource Water (ORW). A copy and proof of the MassDEP Water
Quality Certification pursuant to 314 CMR 9.00 is attached to the NOI.
This project is a Combined Permit Application for 401 Dredging and Restoration (BRP WW 26).
MassDEP Wetlands Restriction Order
Is any portion of the site subject to a Wetlands Restriction Order under the Inland Wetlands Restriction
Act (M.G.L. c. 131, § 40A) or the Coastal Wetlands Restriction Act (M.G.L. c. 130, § 105)?

Yes

No

Department of Conservation and Recreation
Office of Dam Safety
For Dam Removal Projects, obtain a written determination from the Department of Conservation
and Recreation Office of Dam Safety that the dam is not subject to the jurisdiction of the Office
under 302 CMR 10.00, a written determination that the dam removal does not require a permit
under 302 CMR 10.00 or a permit authorizing the dam removal in accordance with 302 CMR
10.00 has been issued.
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

Provided by MassDEP:

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Appendix A: Ecological Restoration Limited
Project Checklists
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40
Required Actions (310 CMR 10.11) (cont.)

MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs)
Is any portion of the proposed project within an Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC)?
Yes

No

If yes, provide name of ACEC (see instructions to WPA Form 3 or
MassDEP Website for ACEC locations).

Name of ACEC

Minimum Required Documents (310 CMR 10.12)
Complete the Required Documents Checklist below and provide supporting materials before submitting a
Notice of Intent Application for an Ecological Restoration Project.
This Notice of Intent meets all applicable requirements outlined in for Ecological Restoration Projects
in 310 CMR 10.12. Use the checklist below to insure that all documentation is included with the NOI.
At a minimum, a Notice of Intent for an Ecological Restoration Project shall include the following:
Description of the project’s ecological restoration goals;
The location of the Ecological Restoration Project;
Description of the construction sequence for completing the project;
A map of the Areas Subject to Protection Under M.G.L. c. 131, § 40, that will be temporarily or
permanently altered by the project or include habitat for Rare Species, Habitat of Potential Regional
and Statewide Importance, eel grass beds, or Shellfish Suitability Areas.
The method for BVW and other resource area boundary delineations (MassDEP BVW Field Data
Form(s), Determination of Applicability, Order of Resource Area Delineation, etc.) is attached with
documentation methodology.
List the titles and dates for all plans and other materials submitted with this NOI.
Cherry Street Neighborhood Green Infrastructure Planning and Resiliency Design
a. Plan Title

Fuss & O'Neill

Dean Audet, P.E.

b. Prepared by

c. Signed and Stamped by

4-9-2021

1 inch = 20 feet

d. Final Revision Date

e. Scale

f. Additional Plan or Document Title

g. Date

If there is more than one property owner, attach a list of these property owners not listed on this
form.
Attach NOI Wetland Fee Transmittal Form.
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

WPA Form 3 – Notice of Intent
Appendix A: Ecological Restoration Limited
Project Checklists
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40
Minimum Required Documents (310 CMR 10.12)

Provided by MassDEP:
MassDEP File Number
Document Transaction Number

Easthampton
City/Town

An evaluation of any flood impacts that may affect the built environment, including without
limitation, buildings, wells, septic systems, roads or other man-made structures or infrastructure as
well as any proposed flood impact mitigation measures;
A plan for invasive species prevention and control;
The Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program written determination in accordance with
310 CMR 10.11(2), if needed;
Any Time of Year restrictions and/or other conditions recommended by the Division of Marine
Fisheries or the Division of Fisheries and Wildlife in accordance with 310 CMR 10.11(3), (4), (5), if
needed;
Proof that notice was published in the Environmental Monitor as required by 310 CMR 10.11(1;
A certification by the applicant under the penalties of perjury that the project meets the eligibility
criteria set forth in 310 CMR 10.13;
If the Ecological Restoration Project involves the construction, repair , replacement or expansion of
infrastructure, an operation and maintenance plan to ensure that the infrastructure will continue to
function as designed;
If the project involves dredging of 100 cubic yards or more or dredging of any amount in an
Outstanding Resource Water, a Water Quality Certification issued by the Department pursuant to
314 CMR 9.00;
If the Ecological Restoration Project involves work on a stream crossing, information sufficient to
make the showing required by 310 CMR 10.24(10) for work in a coastal resource area and 310
CMR 10.53(8) for work in an inland resource area; and
If the Ecological Restoration Project involves work on a stream crossing, baseline photo-points
that capture longitudinal views of the crossing inlet, the crossing outlet and the upstream and
downstream channel beds during low flow conditions. The latitude and longitude coordinates of
the photo-points shall be included in the baseline data.
This project is subject to provisions of the MassDEP Stormwater Management Standards. A copy
of the Stormwater Report as required by the Stormwater Management Standards per 310 CMR
10.05(6)(k)-(q) is attached.
Provide information as the whether the project has the potential to impact private water supply
wells including agricultural or aquacultural wells or surface water withdrawal points.
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

NOI Wetland Fee Transmittal Form

Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40
Important: When
filling out forms
on the computer,
use only the tab
key to move your
cursor - do not
use the return
key.

A. Applicant Information
1. Location of Project:
99 Mt. Tom Avenue

Easthampton

c. Check number

d. Fee amount

a. Street Address

b. City/Town

2. Applicant Mailing Address:
Diane

Rossini

a. First Name

b. Last Name

City of Easthampton Department of Public Works
c. Organization

50 Payson Avenue
d. Mailing Address

Easthampton

MA

e. City/Town

413-529-1400 x141
h. Phone Number

f. State
i. Fax Number

01027

g. Zip Code

drossini@easthamptonma.gov
j. Email Address

3. Property Owner (if different):
Susanna

Walz

a. First Name

b. Last Name

c. Organization

99 Mt. Tom Avenue
d. Mailing Address

Easthampton

MA

e. City/Town

413-527-0885

h. Phone Number
To calculate
filing fees, refer
to the category
fee list and
examples in the
instructions for
filling out WPA
Form 3 (Notice of
Intent).

f. State
i. Fax Number

01027

g. Zip Code

suewalz99@yahoo.com
j. Email Address

B. Fees
Fee should be calculated using the following process & worksheet. Please see Instructions before
filling out worksheet.
Step 1/Type of Activity: Describe each type of activity that will occur in wetland resource area and buffer zone.
Step 2/Number of Activities: Identify the number of each type of activity.
Step 3/Individual Activity Fee: Identify each activity fee from the six project categories listed in the instructions.
Step 4/Subtotal Activity Fee: Multiply the number of activities (identified in Step 2) times the fee per category
(identified in Step 3) to reach a subtotal fee amount. Note: If any of these activities are in a Riverfront Area in
addition to another Resource Area or the Buffer Zone, the fee per activity should be multiplied by 1.5 and then
added to the subtotal amount.
Step 5/Total Project Fee: Determine the total project fee by adding the subtotal amounts from Step 4.
Step 6/Fee Payments: To calculate the state share of the fee, divide the total fee in half and subtract $12.50. To
calculate the city/town share of the fee, divide the total fee in half and add $12.50.
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands

NOI Wetland Fee Transmittal Form

Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40

B. Fees (continued)
Step 1/Type of Activity

Step 2/Number
of Activities

Step
3/Individual
Activity Fee

Step 4/Subtotal Activity
Fee

Step 5/Total Project Fee:
Step 6/Fee Payments:
Total Project Fee:
State share of filing Fee:
City/Town share of filling Fee:

a. Total Fee from Step 5
b. 1/2 Total Fee less $12.50
c. 1/2 Total Fee plus $12.50

C. Submittal Requirements
a.) Complete pages 1 and 2 and send with a check or money order for the state share of the fee, payable to
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts.
Department of Environmental Protection
Box 4062
Boston, MA 02211
b.) To the Conservation Commission: Send the Notice of Intent or Abbreviated Notice of Intent; a copy of
this form; and the city/town fee payment.
To MassDEP Regional Office (see Instructions): Send a copy of the Notice of Intent or Abbreviated Notice of
Intent; a copy of this form; and a copy of the state fee payment. (E-filers of Notices of Intent may submit these
electronically.)
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1 Introduction
Pursuant to the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act, M.G.L. c. 131 40, 310 CMR §10.00, this Notice
of Intent (NOI) describes proposed work associated with stormwater outfall repair, bank stabilization,
bordering wetland restoration, and invasive species removal located along Brickyard Brook on a parcel at
99 Mt. Tom Avenue in Easthampton, Massachusetts. The project also involves reconstruction of Cherry
Street and installation of green infrastructure practices for stormwater management. With the exception
of a small section of riverfront redevelopment, this work takes place outside of jurisdictional areas. The
location of the site is shown on the Site Location Map, Figure 1, and the proposed work is shown on the
Site Plans provided as Appendix A.
The project is funded through the state’s MVP program for climate resilience and is intended to improve
ecological conditions, improve water quality, and decrease the risks associated with increasing
precipitation by improving stormwater management in the Cherry Street neighborhood.
The project qualifies as an Ecological Restoration Limited Project as defined in 310 CMR 10.04 and is a
project type listed in 310 CMR 10.53(4)(e)(5). As such, the project requires filing of a “WPA Form 3
Notice of Intent” along with “WPA Form 3 –Notice of Intent Appendix A: Ecological Restoration
Limited Project Checklists”. The project has proposed alterations to Bank, Land Under Water Bodies
and Waterways (LUWW), and Bordering Vegetated Wetlands (BVW).
In addition to a Restoration Order of Conditions from the Easthampton Conservation Commission, the
following additional permits and approvals are required for the project:


An Army Corps Self-Verification Notification Form under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

It is our current understanding that no portion of the project requires a City Stormwater Permit for the
following reasons:
1) The project does not fall under the requirement for ‘construction activities and subdivisions
disturbing greater than or equal to one acre’ because the definition of construction activities is
specific to removal of vegetative cover and topsoil. This project will occur entirely within
existing disturbed areas (existing road and sidewalk), with the exception of the outfall repair,
which does not trigger the 1 acre threshold.
2) The work falls under the definition of redevelopment which is defined to include the following
projects: 1. Maintenance and improvement of existing roadways including widening less than a
single lane, adding shoulders, correcting substandard intersections, improving existing drainage
systems, and repaving; 2. Development, rehabilitation, expansion and phased projects on
previously developed sites provided the redevelopment results in no net increase in impervious
area; and 3. Remedial projects specifically designed to provide improved stormwater
management.
3) The project will not trip the threshold of resulting in either an increase of 5,000 square feet of
impervious area or 10 additional parking spaces.
The City is seeking funding for construction during upcoming state and federal grant cycles. Pending
awards, the work at the Cherry Street outfall and the road reconstruction and installation of green
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infrastructure on Cherry Street is tentatively expected to begin in spring of 2022. Road reconstruction
and green infrastructure along Mt. Tom Avenue is likely to be installed in a later project phase.

2 Existing Conditions
Located along a 200-foot segment of Brickyard Brook, the proposed project area is centered on a failing
stormwater outfall. This reach of the brook is intermittent (see Appendix D) and flows northerly to its
terminus at Lower Mill Pond, approximately 0.75 stream miles from the project area. Approximately 300
feet downstream of the project area, Brickyard Brook is joined from the east by a small, intermittent
tributary. At this location, the brook ceases to be intermittent and is reclassified as a perennial stream.
The headwaters of Brickyard Brook are located in woodlands east of Echo Lane, approximately 0.5
stream miles south of the proposed project area. At least one other stormwater outfall discharges to the
brook upstream of the proposed project area.
The uplands surrounding the brook are comprised of mature oak-conifer forest, a “belt” of
approximately 300 feet in width east of Cherry Street. Most of the private residential property of 3.34
acres that contains the project is protected by a conservation easement held by the Pascommuck
Conservation Trust (Figure 1). The Brickyard Brook Conservation Area is 15.2 acres and contains a
popular trail network open to the public. The main trail access point is located near the dead end of Mt.
Tom Avenue, and the trail crosses Brickyard Brook approximately 60 feet downstream of the proposed
project area. Land use farther east and west of the project area is dominated by residential development
and agricultural fields, respectively.
At present, several feet of the existing 18-inch stormwater pipe have collapsed into Brickyard Brook. It
appears the buried pipe began to fail, allowing conveyed stormwater to leak and undermine material
supporting the pipe and outfall. Over time, fill material at the location and adjacent bank soil were
eroded severely. Erosion altered the natural structure of the bank and led to the pipe’s collapse into
Brickyard Brook. Remnants of the collapsed pipe and other anthropogenic debris such as brick and
concrete were observed in the brook.

3 Proposed Project and
Ecological Restoration Goals
The city of Easthampton proposes an Ecological Restoration Limited Project on approximately 3,980
square feet located on a private residential property/Brickyard Brook Conservation Area in
Easthampton, Massachusetts. Equipment access and staging will be from above at Cherry Street along
the path of the City’s existing drainage pipe which crosses through upland lawn at the edges of 66 and
67 Cherry Street. The proposed project area includes the bank and channel segment of Brickyard Brook
at and adjacent to the location of the existing outfall east of Cherry Street (Figure 2). Key elements of the
proposed restoration will include:
 Removal of debris from the stream and surrounding area, including a collapsed former headwall
and sections of vitreous clay pipe.
 Repair/replacement of the existing outfall at the same diameter as existing.
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Reconstruction of the embankment with fabric-encapsulated soil lifts vegetated with native
plantings to stabilize the slope against erosion.
Native planting enhancements throughout the site, including: reconstructed bank and adjacent
slopes, the bordering vegetated wetlands opposite the outfall, and in areas where scattered
invasive plants have been removed.
Stabilization of the embankment immediately downstream of the outfall with native live stakes
to quickly vegetate and stabilize the slope.
Stabilization of stream banks upstream of the outfall using brushwood or evergreen tree
revetments set into the undercut bank and staked with live stakes to protect the bank from
further erosion and prevent the undercut from progressing along the base of the embankment
toward the outfall.
Installation of interpretive signage about the project along the adjacent existing recreational trail.
Green infrastructure improvements are also proposed as part of road reconstruction in the
contributing drainage area to decrease stormwater flows to the outfall (work will occur primarily
in the surrounding upland areas and is non-jurisdictional with the exception of a small portion
of riverfront redevelopment).

The above elements include several types of ecological restoration projects that meet the criteria set
forth in 310 CMR 10.53(4), including: planting of vegetation to improve habitat value, riparian corridor
re-naturalization, fill removal and re-grading, and invasive species management. The proposed activities
of this project furthers three of the eight interests of the Wetlands Protection Act, each of which is
addressed below: storm damage prevention, prevention of pollution, and protection of wildlife habitat.
In addition, flood control will be improved by the larger upland green infrastructure project for the
Cherry Street neighborhood, which drains to the outfall proposed for restoration.

3.1

Storm Damage Prevention

At present, high-flow discharges at the existing failed stormwater pipe and outfall cause significant
erosion and head-cutting to Brickyard Brook’s bank. Storm damage will be attenuated by: restoration of
a proper discharge location for the outfall; reconstruction and stabilization of the bank and adjacent
slopes to prevent erosion; and stabilization of the bank upstream to reduce flow velocity and resulting
bank erosion. As noted in the WPA, vegetated Bank serves to maintain Bank stability, which in turn
contributes to storm damage prevention by curbing erosion and siltation. The proposed project will
enhance bank stability in the following ways:






Banks and slopes near the outfall will be reconstructed using soil lifts and anchored with
geotextile fabric to protect the banks from high-velocity flows from the brook or outfall’s
discharge.
Tree revetments will be installed into the existing undercut bank upstream of the outfall to
stabilize the banks, prevent the bank from slumping and shifting the course of the stream
toward the existing outfall and residences, and direct high-velocity flow away from areas known
to be susceptible to erosion.
Native plantings will be used to increase vegetation of the banks and further anchor the banks.
Live stakes of fast-growing, native riparian species will be used throughout the site and at key
locations where erosion is problematic.
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3.2

Enhancement of native vegetation throughout the site will also physically slow flows that come
into contact with plantings.

Prevention of Pollution

The proposed project contributes to the prevention of at least three types of pollution: nutrient
pollution, sediment, and human-made debris. Nutrient pollution is a non-point source pollutant
associated with stormwater runoff. Stormwater picks up nutrients from excess fertilizer, grass clippings,
fallen leaves, etc. and transports nutrients into waterways, where they contribute to eutrophication,
which can in turn contribute to algal blooms, foster overgrowth of plant matter, and reduce biologically
available oxygen. Sediment is considered a pollutant because it increases stream turbidity and alters instream habitat, degrading water quality for human use and wildlife. Under existing conditions, legacy
debris in the brook is exposed by erosion during high velocity flow events and washed downstream.
The proposed project prevents pollution from all three sources:



3.3

Debris located on the bank and in the stream will be excavated and properly disposed of,
removing this pollutant from the ecosystem.
Project elements designed to slow flows, stabilize banks and slopes, and reduce erosion will
prevent additional sedimentation of the brook and debris from being exposed or transported
downstream.

Protection of Wildlife Habitat

The proposed project area is not mapped as Priority Habitat for State-listed endangered or threatened
species, and is therefore not subject to Massachusetts Endangered Species Act review under 321 CMR
10.18. Nonetheless, BVW and other wetland resource areas provide valuable wildlife habitat for birds,
aquatic organisms, small mammals, and amphibians. BVW, Banks, and uplands in the project area
contain a variety of invasive vegetation, including, but not limited to: Tatarian honeysuckle, winged
euonymus, Asiatic bittersweet, pachysandra, and Japanese barberry. Restoration and enhancement of
BVW, Land Under Waterbodies and Waterways, and Bank proposed through this project will both
protect and enhance the ability of the site to function as wildlife habitat.







Restoration and anchoring of the banks with native plantings will help to shade and cool
Brickyard Brook.
Tree revetments, used as natural bank armoring, will provide additional habitat for aquatic
organisms, including macroinvertebrates.
Reduced sediment transport will lessen turbidity, enhancing aquatic habitat in the brook and
lessening sediment and nutrient loading in the downstream resource areas.
Continued monitoring and removal of invasive vegetation, along with enhanced plantings of
native species will both increase ecosystem diversity and provide food and shelter for other
organisms.
Enhanced plantings will fill voids left by the removal of invasive plants, serving the dual
purpose of anchoring the soil to prevent erosion and filling vacant ecological niches to prevent
re-colonization by invasive plants.
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4 Invasive Species Prevention and Control
Field investigations in November 2020 of the proposed project area identified a sporadic distribution of
invasive plant species: Tatarian honeysuckle, winged euonymus, Asiatic bittersweet, pachysandra, and
Japanese barberry. A brief description of the Brickyard Brook Conservation Area by the Pascommuck
Conservation Trust states that other invasives found at the 15-acres site are Norway maple, dame’s
rocket, winter creeper, periwinkle, and Japanese knotweed. Other than small patches of pachysandra
upstream of the outfall, the proposed project area does not contain dominant stands of invasive species.
As a result, invasive species control will focus on removing invasive plants as they are encountered
throughout the site. Where applicable, supplemental plantings of native species (detailed in the site
plans, Appendix A) will be installed throughout the site to fill voids left by the removal of invasive
vegetation, as well as to anchor and revegetate disturbed areas to prevent invasive species from
recolonizing.
Invasive species removal methods are designed to minimize wetland impacts by conducting the work
using hand-cutting and spot-treatment of stumps with herbicides that are both appropriate to the species
being treated and approved for use in wetland areas. It is not expected that broadcast or spray
herbicides will be needed. All cuttings and pulled vegetation will be properly disposed of off-site.
Proposed restoration plantings will be selected based on site conditions at different portions of the site,
including soils, exposure to sunlight, and predicted frequency of inundation (based on elevation after regrading work at the site). Shrubs are likely to include native species such as Shadblow (Canadian
serviceberry) – Amelanchier canadensis, Red-osier Dogwood – Cornus sericea, Common Winterberry – Ilex
verticillata, American elderberry – Sambucus canadensis, and Arrowwood Viburnum – Viburnum dentatum.
Pascommuck Conservation Trust will be involved in plant selection, and input from the Conservation
Commission is welcome. We propose that final planting lists be approved by the Commission before
construction.
Seed mix will be used in disturbed areas to achieve 75% vegetated cover and to increase species diversity
and abundance throughout the proposed project area. Proposed seed mixes shall be supplied by New
England Wetland Plants, Inc., as detailed in the site plans (Appendix A). At this time, seed mixes are
expected to include: New England Wetland Plants New England Conservation/Wildlife Mix or SemiShade Grass and Forbs Mix for initial stabilization of the soil lift area; New England Wetlands Plants
Wetmix at lower elevations of the restoration area.
Restored areas will be seeded/planted in phases, immediately following site disturbance, unless delays
are necessary for better survival and/or establishment. Plantings will be monitored for invasives until
established. See Section 4.1 for the monitoring program.

5 Construction Period Impacts and Sequencing
Overall construction sequencing for the project is anticipated to be as follows, although the sequence
may be adjusted based on the Contractor’s construction plan.
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1. Site Preparation
a. Work to be performed during low flow conditions with no significant rain in forecast
b. Install sediment and erosion controls
c. Temporarily remove fence at top of slope
d. Establish staging areas and associated sediment and erosion controls
e. Install temporary water controls
f. Dewater in-stream work area (maintaining flow through east side of the channel)
g. Clearing and grubbing (for construction access from upland areas above the outfall)
2. Outfall Restoration, Bank Stabilization
h. Remove and dispose of debris and remnant outfall pipe/headwall sections
i. Remove/treat invasive species; dispose of all plant material off site
j. Strip topsoil/organic material within extent of grading and stockpile (based on the
current eroded conditions, this is expected to be minimal)
k. Repair existing stormwater pipe and install soil lifts to rebuild slope around outfall
l. Install tree revetments (no heavy equipment access anticipated)
m. Install native plantings and seed (work to be conducted with hand tools)
3. Site Closure
a. Restore construction access area to pre-construction condition
b. Remove all construction equipment and materials
c. Once site is stable/vegetation has established, remove sediment and erosion controls
**Note that road reconstruction/green infrastructure construction sequencing is not elaborated
here since it is primarily outside of jurisdictional areas. All work within riverfront will take place
entirely within the existing City road right-of-way in paved areas and existing lawn.
Construction period mitigation for sedimentation and erosion controls includes the following, as shown
on the site plans in Appendix A:






Adequate sedimentation and erosion control management measures, practices and devices, such
as phased construction, installation of sediment control barriers (including silt fence, straw
bales, check dams, and turbidity curtains) downhill of all exposed areas, retention of existing
vegetated buffers, application of temporary mulching during construction, and permanent
seeding and stabilization shall be installed and properly maintained to reduce erosion and retain
sediment on-site during and after construction.
Temporary sediment control barriers shall be removed upon completion of work but not until
all disturbed areas are permanently stabilized. The sediment collected by these sediment barriers
shall be removed and placed at an upland location and stabilized to prevent its later erosion into
a waterway or wetland.
All exposed soil and other fills shall be permanently stabilized at the earliest practicable date.

6 Flood Impacts
One of the key goals of the larger green infrastructure project in the Cherry Street neighborhood is to
increase flood resiliency by incorporating bioretention planters and tree box filters in the upland
landscape that drains to the Brickyard Brook outfall. The project will decrease total impervious area in
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the neighborhood and will decrease stormwater runoff to the outfall (see Appendix E). Collectively,
these changes are expected to decrease peak flows to the outfall and reduce potential flooding impacts.

7 Operation and Maintenance Plan
Stormwater Outfall
7.1

Construction O&M

An operation and maintenance (O&M) plan during construction is described as follows:







7.2

Contractor shall be responsible for all operation and maintenance of the site.
Earthwork activities shall not commence until silt fence and strawbales have been installed. Silt
fence and strawbales shall be installed as shown on the Site Plans, Appendix A.
Areas left exposed to erosion for more than seven (7) days shall be rough graded and
temporarily stabilized. Areas disturbed but inactive for more than thirty (30) days shall be
temporarily seeded.
Silt fence shall be maintained until successful establishment of ground cover.
It is the Contractor’s responsibility to inspect and repair erosion, silt fence, and strawbales as
required to prevent damage or sedimentation.

Post Construction O&M

Stormwater Outfall
Ongoing O&M for the stormwater infrastructure (outfall, scour protection, headwall), will include
annual inspection of these proposed project elements. The reach of Brickyard Brook near the project,
approximately 100 feet up- and downstream of the proposed outfall, should also be visually inspected to
ensure that banks remain stabilized and plantings/seed successfully establishes native vegetation at the
site. Any indications of bank erosion or undercutting should be addressed, and areas lacking adequate
vegetative cover should be reseeded or replanted.
Bioretention Planters/Tree Box Filters
Proper maintenance is critical to the successful operation of a filtration/infiltration practice. Without
regular maintenance, the soil or media of filtration and infiltration systems can become clogged, losing
its ability to conduct and infiltrate water at the designed rate. This can lead to reduction or elimination of
pollutant removal capacity. Ongoing O&M for the bioretention planters and treebox filters will include:




First year after planting:
o Inspect for plant survival and provide temporary irrigation as needed until plants
mature
o Inspect after significant rain events (e.g. >0.5 inch)
Inspect at least annually:
o Clean out sediment forebay area; remove accumulated sediment each spring
o Inspect inflow for clogging and remove any sediment and/or debris
o Check that outflows are in good condition and devoid of erosion or blockages; repair as
necessary
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Check that practices dewater within 48 hours after storms (given soil conditions,
drainage is expected to be much quicker at this location)
o Check structural stability of inlet/outlet/curbing
o Inspect for plant health/survival and replace dead or dying vegetation to maintain
original or greater planting density.
o In fall or spring: cut back and remove previous year’s plant material and accumulated
leaves.
Ongoing, as needed:
o Prune and weed to maintain appearance
o Remove any trash and debris
o Repair any structural damage
o To the extent possible, avoid dumping or storing snow in the structures (some snow
storage is expected given the narrow width of the road right of way and will be
accounted for in plant selection).
o



8 Wetland Resource Areas and Impacts
Wetland resource area delineations were performed by Michael Soares, Wetlands Scientist, of Fuss &
O’Neill, Inc. on November 10, 2020. The delineation encompassed an area approximately 200 feet
upstream and downstream of the proposed project area.
The wetland was delineated using methodology presented in the Massachusetts DEP Handbook:
Delineating Bordering Vegetated Wetlands, March 1995, the 1987 ACOE Wetland Delineation Manual, and
the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Northcentral and
Northeast Region, January 2012. A Wetland Delineation Report is included as Appendix B. The surveyed
resource area boundaries are shown on the proposed site plan in Appendix A.
A summary of the wetland resource area impacts and proposed replication is included in Table 8-1. The
overall project totals are included at the bottom of the table.
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Table 8-1. Wetland Resource Area Impact Summary
Total

Extent of Impact
Resource Area

(Temporary and
Permanent)

Permanent

Length/Area of

Impacts

Existing

(i.e., Total

Resource Area

Length/Area Not

Restored to

Restored to any

same Wetland

Wetland

Resource Area

Resource Area

Type

Type)

Notes

Reconstruction and stabilization of
840sf
Land Under
Water Bodies
and Waterways
(LUWW)

eroded banks. Loss of LUWW will

(550 sf at outfall; 110
sf at tree revetment
area; 180 sf

occur from placement of fill in
Maximum 150 sf

587 sf

horseshoe-shaped area where the
slope has been eroded away by
failing outfall (~150 sf loss) and

enhancement

below the undercut banks being

plantings)

reconstructed with tree revetments
(~110 sf converted to Bank).
Loss of bank will result from the
129 lf
Bank

(74 lf at outfall; 55 lf at

108 lf

21 lf

tree revetment area)

shortened perimeter between flags
A110 and A114 due to
reconstruction of failed slope at
outfall.

Bordering
Vegetated

No excavation, only invasive species
210 sf

210 sf

0 sf

removal and enhancement

Wetland (BVW)

plantings.
Most of the activity in riverfront is
exempted under 310 CMR

Riverfront Area
(RA)

330 sf

330 sf

0 sf

10.02(2)(a)(1). Impacts tallied here
are limited to the small area of slope
grading within riverfront. (Details
below)

Buffer Zone

4,590 sf

4,590 sf

0 sf

Distribution of Riverfront Impacts on 99 Mt. Tom Avenue Parcel
Outer Riverfront Area (100 to 200 feet)

330 sf

0 sf

Inner Riverfront Area (0 to 100 feet)

0 sf

0 sf

Total Riverfront Area

330 sf

0 sf

~0.3%

0%

% of total Riverfront Area within the
parcel, estimated from MassGIS
(~100,000+ sf total)
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8.1

Post-Construction Wetland
Performance Standards

8.1.1 Bordering Vegetated Wetlands
A bordering vegetated wetland of 210 square feet was identified along the bank of Brickyard Brook
across from the existing failing stormwater outfall. The wetland restoration activities proposed as part
of this project will not result in any permanent impacts to the BVW. Proposed activities of invasive
species removal and native plantings will result in temporary impacts to 210 square feet of BVW. No
loss of existing BVW or creation of new BVW is proposed, as activities in the BVW will be limited to
the mechanical removal (by hand) of invasive species and planting of native wetlands plants, such as
facultative species of dogwoods (Swida spp.), viburnum (Viburnum spp.), and elderberry (Sambucus spp.).
The restored wetland resource areas will be of higher ecological, habitat, and hydraulic value to better
support the interests of the Act. Restored areas will be monitored for invasive species and wetland
performance post-construction as described in Sections 8.1.5 and 8.1.6 below.

8.1.2 Land Under Water Bodies and Waterways
Approximately 840 sf of impacts to LUWW will occur during the project. Most of this area will be
restored to LUWW at the completion of the project. The loss of approximately 150 square feet of
LUWW is proposed in association with the restoration project. This existing area of LUWW was created
artificially as stormwater escaped the failed pipe and eroded away fill material and native soil of the bank
and adjacent upland buffer zone. Approximately 15-20 cubic yards of fill material will be added within
existing mapped LUWW for repair of the outfall and restoration/stabilization of the bank. In addition,
approximately 110 feet of LUWW which currently exists below undercut banks will be restored/
converted to bank at the tree revetment area. An additional 8-10 cubic yards of material will be installed
at the tree revetment area as part of the reconstruction of undercut Bank.
Up to approximately 10-12 cubic yards of temporary fill is anticipated within LUWW for temporary
coffer dams. Approximately 75 linear feet of coffer dam is expected to be constructed around the active
grading area at the outfall, along the center line of the stream to maintain flows on the east edge of the
channel. Another 70 linear feet of coffer dam has conservatively been assumed for use around the tree
revetment area; depending on flow conditions, this work may be able to be conducted without coffer
dams in place to minimize impacts. Small sand bags that can be hand placed are proposed to minimize
construction equipment movement through wetland resource areas.
The construction sequencing and erosion and sedimentation controls have been designed to meet the
following General Performance Standards of 310 CMR 10.56(4) for the alteration of LUWW to not
impair:
1. The water carrying capacity within the defined channel, which is provided by said land in
conjunction with the banks;
2. Ground and surface water quality;

\\private\DFS\ProjectData\P2017\0390\Q20\Permitting\WPA NOI\NOI_Report_CherrySt_20210412.docx

10

3. The capacity of said land to provide breeding habitat, escape cover and food for fisheries; and
4. The capacity of said land to provide important wildlife habitat functions.
While a net loss of LUWW is proposed, once complete, the reconstruction and stabilization of bank at
this location will restore natural stream morphology, greatly reduce sedimentation, and ultimately
improve the ability of LUWW to support the interests of the Act.

8.1.3 Bank
Based on the estimated location of new bank (which is based on existing bank elevations), reconstruction of
the bank at the proposed outfall’s location will result in the loss of approximately 21 linear feet (lf) of Bank
in association with the project. Decades of erosion from the failed stormwater pipe have led to the artificial
cut into the existing bank, which continues to headcut toward the adjacent residential property. The
proposed reconstruction of the bank and adjacent slopes are designed to improve the ability of Bank at this
location to support the interests of the Act. The loss at this location will occur due to the shortened
perimeter between Flags A110 and A114 under the restored condition.
The General Performance Standards of 310 CMR 10.54(4) related to bank include that proposed work on a
Bank will not impair the following:
1. The physical stability of the Bank;
2. The water carrying capacity of the existing channel within the Bank;
3. Ground water and surface water quality;
4. The capacity of the Bank to provide breeding habitat, escape cover and food for fisheries; and
5. The capacity of the Bank to provide important wildlife habitat functions.
Erosion and sedimentation controls and construction sequencing have been proposed to minimize
temporary impacts and ensure that water quality and bank stability are protected during restoration work.
The proposed project will restore Bank to better meet the General Performance Standards and improve
existing conditions.

8.1.4 Riverfront Area
Brickyard Brook is classified as an intermittent stream at the project location field observations and
StreamStats reporting were consistent with this classification (Appendix D). The brook becomes
perennial after the confluence with a tributary which enters immediately upstream of flag B204.
Upstream Riverfront Area has been drawn as arc with a radius of 200 feet from this point.
No adverse impacts to riverfront will occur as a result of the project. The restoration project has been
designed to enhance protection of the interests of the Act. The proposed project will result in an
improvement over existing conditions, including stabilization of the slope and revegetation of the
riverfront area at the existing failing stormwater outfall, increased capacity of the riverfront area to
provide important wildlife habitat functions, increased protection of groundwater and surface water
quality both through the incorporation of appropriate erosion and sedimentation controls and
attenuation of nonpoint source pollution.
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Of the project activities within Riverfront, the majority are exempted as minor activities under 310 CMR
10.02(2)(a)(1). At the dead end portion of Mt. Tom Avenue which is within Riverfront (2,900 sf), the
project includes road reconstruction and replacement of existing utilities within the existing width of
pavement. As part of the neighborhood green infrastructure improvements, a bioretention planter with
native plantings is proposed within existing mowed lawn inside the City road right of way. Existing
drainage pipes will be replaced in-kind with no increase in size. Total stormwater runoff from the site
will be less due to infiltration of stormwater at the green infrastructure practices.
At the outfall restoration site, much of the work is again exempted as it is limited to resource area
enhancement with native plantings and removal of scattered invasive vegetation. An area of 330 sf of
Riverfront within the 99 Mt. Tom Avenue parcel will be impacted by grading activities for
reconstruction of the eroded slope and repair of the existing stormwater outfall. This area will be
restored, resulting in improvement over existing conditions.
The affected Riverfront Area within the limit of work is previously developed area (impervious surfaces
from existing structures or pavement, absence of topsoil, abandoned dumping grounds, etc.), qualifying
this project as “Redevelopment within Previously Developed Riverfront Areas” in accordance with 310
CMR 10.58 (5) of the Wetland Protection Act. There is a total of 330 square feet of non-exempt
proposed work within Riverfront Area, all of which is proposed between the 100 and 200 foot (outer)
Riverfront Area. As noted above, the work will result in improvement over existing conditions and
decreased stormwater runoff from the existing impervious surfaces.
The proposed restoration of the site follows the criteria in 310 CMR 10.58 (5), Redevelopment within Previously
Developed Riverfront Areas; Restoration and Mitigation. The site conforms to each of the criterion as follows:
(a) – Proposed work shall result in an improvement over existing conditions.
As previously noted, the proposed project includes revegetation of the riverfront area to increase the
vegetated buffer, increased capacity of the riverfront area to provide important wildlife habitat functions,
increased protection of groundwater and surface water quality both through the incorporation of
appropriate erosion and sedimentation controls and attenuation of nonpoint source pollution.
(b) – Stormwater management is provided according to standards established by the
Department.
The project is considered a redevelopment project. The redevelopment will not result in any increase in
impervious surface and will increase infiltration within the riverfront area and the broader contributing
drainage area that ultimately drains to Brickyard Brook. The upgradient green infrastructure practices
proposed as part of the project will lengthen time of concentration and promote stormwater infiltration.
(c) – Within 200 foot riverfront areas, proposed work shall not be located closer to the river than
existing conditions or 100 feet, whichever is less, or not closer than existing conditions within 25
foot riverfront areas, except in accordance with 310 CMR 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
The portion of the brook immediately adjacent to the outfall is not within Riverfront Area. No work is
proposed within 100 feet of the perennial portion of Brickyard Brook. Further, proposed work at the
stream is designed to enhance the function of wetland resource areas, including the Riverfront Area.
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(d) – Proposed work, including expansion of existing structures, shall be located outside the
riverfront area or toward the riverfront area boundary and away from the river, except in
accordance with 310 CMR 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
No expansion of existing structures or new degradation of riverfront area will occur as a result of the
work.
(e) – The area of proposed work shall not exceed the amount of degraded area, provided that
the proposed work may alter up to 10% if the degraded area is less than 10% of the riverfront
area, except in accordance with 310 CMR 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
The non-exempt Riverfront impacts are entirely within degraded area. Please see detailed breakdown in
Table 8-1. The project is in compliance with this standard.
(f) – When an applicant proposes restoration on-site of degraded riverfront area…
Since the conditions of 310 CMR 10.58(5)(a) through (e) are met, no Riverfront Area restoration is
required. The proposed restoration project meets all criteria specified in this section.
(g) – When an applicant proposes mitigation either on-site or in the riverfront area…
Since the conditions of 310 CMR 10.58(5)(a) through (e) are met, no Riverfront Area mitigation is
required.
(h) – The issuing authority shall include a continuing condition in the Certificate of Compliance
for projects under 310 CMR 10.58(5)(f) or (g) prohibiting further alteration within the restoration
or mitigation area, except as may be required to maintain the area in its restored or mitigated
condition. Prior to requesting the issuance of the Certificate of Compliance, the applicant shall
demonstrate the restoration or mitigation has been successfully completed for at least two
growing seasons.
Since the conditions of 310 CMR 10.58(5)(a) through (e) are met, no restoration/mitigation is required.

8.1.5 In-Situ Restoration for Temporary
Impacts
Mitigation measures and the sequence of work for temporary impacts & in-situ restoration are as follows to
meet the Performance Standards in 310 CMR 10.55(4):
a) Wetland flagging shall be maintained throughout the project and subsequent BVW monitoring
period, as practicable.
b) Color photos shall be taken from an established reference point(s) prior to the commencement
of work.
c) Erosion controls shall be installed prior to the commencement of work.
d) An environmental monitor shall oversee milestone construction events, including the
installation of water controls/erosion controls, stormwater infrastructure, final grading,
installation of tree revetments, installation of the live stakes and other plantings, and seeding of
the site.
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e) All disturbed areas (in this case limited to isolated areas of invasive species removal) will be
seeded with appropriate seed mixes, as detailed in the site plans.
f) Once the site is stable, erosion controls shall be removed to facilitate in-situ restoration.
g) Color photos shall be taken from established reference point(s) upon the completion of the insitu restoration work.
h) The in-situ Bank and BVW restoration areas shall be monitored by a qualified environmental
monitor for two consecutive growing seasons beginning on the first full growing season after
the implementation of the restoration.
i) A yearly inspection shall be made and yearly monitoring reports with color photographs shall
be submitted to the Conservation Commission. If necessary, a corrective plan of action shall
be submitted to the Conservation Commission for review and approval. Monitoring Reports
will be conducted by a qualified wetland scientist.

8.1.6 Restoration Area Monitoring Plan
Post-construction monitoring of Brickyard Brook and its restored banks and bordering vegetated wetland
will be conducted within the limit of work to evaluate how the following performance standards are met:
1. At least 75% of the surface area of restored banks and enhanced wetland are established with
indigenous plant species appropriate to the respective resource areas.
2. Demonstrated function of reconstructed outfall and proposed scour protection to attenuate
stormwater flow entering Brickyard Brook.
3. Demonstrated progress and function of the restored banks and slopes to remain stabilized and
control erosion.
4. Demonstrated progress and function of the enhanced wetland to remain hydrologically
connected to the brook and provide habitat.
5. Coverage of native vegetation.
6. Control of invasive species.
7. All slopes, soils, substrates, and constructed features within and adjacent to the project area are
stable.

9 Rare Species and Fisheries
9.1

Federal Endangered Species

According to the U.S Fish & Wildlife Service, New England Field Office, the Northern Long-eared Bat is
listed as Threatened by Final 4(d) Rule. No critical habitats are located at the project site.

9.2

State-listed Rare Species

The project area is not located within an area mapped as Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program
(NHESP) Priority Habitat of Rare Species (“Priority Habitat”) and is therefore not subject to MESA review
under 321 CMR 10.18.
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9.3

Fisheries

The project area will not involve any in-stream work or adverse impacts to non-tidal perennial rivers or
streams and is therefore not subject to a review and determination by the Massachusetts Division of
Fisheries and Wildlife. The project will follow the Division’s Fisheries Section, Environmental Review Best
Management Practices wherever possible and appropriate.

10 Alternatives Analysis
The proposed project involves a small amount of work within the Riverfront Area. There is no increase in
impervious area due to the proposed project. Alternatives to the proposed project which meet the project
purpose were considered in the design process.

10.1 Alternatives Considered
10.1.1 No Action
The No Action alternative was ruled out as it does not address the goals of the project or the existing
erosion problems and continuing failure of the existing stormwater outfall.

10.1.2 Alternative Means of
Streambank Stabilization
Several alternative means of bank and slope stabilization were considered with the objectives of:




stabilizing the slope against erosion,
utilizing nature-based solutions where possible, and
maintaining the natural character of the site to the extent possible, to fit the setting of a public
conservation area.

Rebuild Bank with Vegetated Soil Lifts (Proposed Alternative)
The embankment would be rebuilt with fabric-encapsulated soil lifts laid back to match the slope on
either side of the outfall. The soil lifts would be vegetated with native plantings which would help
stabilize the slope against erosion and provide a more natural character to match the setting within the
conservation area. This construction method is anticipated to be the most constructible alternative and
the least expensive. It was also determined to have the flexibility to be employed alongside either pipe
repair or replacement, as dictated by the condition of the existing drainage pipe.
Rebuild Bank with Step Pools
The embankment would be rebuilt below the outfall with stepped granite blocks forming step-pools,
and with vegetated, fabric-encapsulated soil lifts constructed to either side to tie the bank together. The
vegetated soil lifts would tie into both the step pools and the existing slope and would be vegetated with
natural plantings to create a more natural character that would match the setting within the conservation
area. The step-pools would retain embankment soils and convey water down the slope without a pipe,
creating a waterfall-like effect. However, as the soils of the slope are highly erodible, there would always
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be a risk of erosion developing along the sides of the step pools due to flow along the stone/soil
interface or water escaping from the step pools during high flows. In addition, there is the risk of piping
developing behind the granite blocks due to flow through the cracks between the granite blocks and
behind the step-pools.
Rebuild Bank Retained by Stone or Concrete Headwall
A stone or concrete retaining wall would meet the goal of retaining the slope but would not meet the
goal of utilizing nature-based solutions or of maintaining the natural character of the site. This option is
also likely to be more expensive than other options.
Armoring of Slope with Rip Rap
Placement of large rip rap to anchor and armor the slope. As with the stone/concrete headwall option,
this alternative does not meet the project goals of improving the ecosystem function with nature-based
and aesthetically-pleasing solutions.

10.1.3 Alternative Means of Repairing
Failed Outfall
The objectives of repairing or replacing the pipe are to:
 prevent continued erosion of the slope,
 provide a functional method of managing stormwater, and to
 limit the potential for the formation of sinkholes similar to those that have formed farther
upgradient along the stormwater drainage network.
Excavate and Replace Pipe
Excavating and removing the existing pipe along its length from the catch basin on Cherry Street to the
outfall location, and replacing it with new pipe for the entire length. A headwall, stone armor, or other
form of stabilization may be necessary at the outfall to combat the erosion of the slope directly below
the new outfall.
Excavation of the full length of pipe would be costly and would require significant disruption of the
private residential property under which the existing pipe currently runs. The advantage of this
alternative is that the methodology is relatively straightforward.
Line Existing Length of Pipe with Plastic Pipe
This alternative would consist of inserting a plastic pipe into the existing vitrified clay pipe to line it from
the catch basin on Cherry Street to the outfall. The annular space between the plastic pipe and the
existing clay pipe would then be injected with grout to fill the voids in the annular space and around the
clay pipe, to cut off preferential seepage paths and limit the potential for piping of soils around the
existing pipe. A headwall, stone armor, or other form of stabilization may be necessary at the outfall to
combat the erosion of the slope directly below the new outfall.
This alternative has the potential to be significantly less expensive than full replacement and to result in
less disturbance to private and conservation area property. The feasibility of this alternative depends on
the current alignment and condition of the joints of the existing pipe. If the pipe has become misaligned
in any location or the joints have separated enough to allow significant amounts of soil to enter the pipe,
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the pipe used to line the existing pipe may be limited in diameter or the method may be completely
infeasible. A camera inspection of the existing pipe has been conducted to determine whether these
conditions are present.
Abandon Existing Pipe in Place and Install a Shorter Pipe Emerging at the Top of Slope
Installing a new stormwater pipe and outfall in an alignment similar to the existing stormwater pipe but
at a shallower depth, with the outfall constructed higher up the slope. This alternative would allow the
existing pipe to stay in place, although it would have to be sealed and injected with grout. The amount
of excavation required would be reduced but not eliminated, and significant disturbance would still
occur on private property. The stormwater discharged from the outfall would have to be conveyed
down the slope in a manner that would limit the erosion of the reconstructed embankment slope, which
means that this approach could likely only be constructed in combination with the step pool alternative
described above.

11 MassDEP Stormwater Management Guidelines
The proposed work will not result in any new point source of discharge. Per the recommended final
decision issued on July 29, 2016 in the Matter of Berkshire Community College Docket # WET-2015023 from the MassDEP Office of Appeals and Dispute Resolution, it was ruled that 310 CMR 10.5(6)(k)
through (q) do not apply to a project that does not propose a “point source” or “Stormwater discharge”
within resource areas or their Buffer Zones.

12 Water Supply Wells
The Proposed Project does not have potential to negatively impact private water supply wells, including
agricultural or aquacultural wells or surface water withdrawal points.
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CHARLES D. BAKER

Governor
KARYN E. POLITO
Lieutenant Governor

Municipality EASTHAMPTON
(city/town)

DATE: April 23, 2021

RE: NOTIFICATION OF WETLANDS PROTECTION ACT FILE NUMBER
The Department of Environmental Protection has received a Notice of Intent filed in accordance with the
Wetlands Protection Act (M.G.L. c. 131, §40):
Applicant:

CITY OF EASTHAMPTON

Owner:

SUSANNA WALZ

Address:

50 PAYSON AVENUE
EASTHAMPTON, MA 01027

Address:

99 MT. TOM AVENUE
EASTHAMPTON, MA, 01027

LOCUS:

99 MT. TOM AVENUE

This project has been assigned the following file # : WE 151-0313

A FILE NUMBER ONLY INDICATES THAT THE APPLICATION CONTAINS THE MINIMAL
SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS AND IS ADMINISTRATIVELY COMPLETE - NOT THAT THE
INFORMATION IN THE APPLICATION IS ADEQUATE FOR ISSUANCE OF AN ORDER OF
CONDITIONS.
Although a file # is being issued, please note the following:
[1] This project has been submitted as an Ecological Restoration Limited Project. Notice of this project has been
published in the Environmental Monitor. The commission needs to review 310 CMR 10.11, 310 CMR 10.12 and
310 CMR 10.53(4)(e)5. as well as the included Appendix A. However, in order to qualify as an Ecological
Restoration Limited Project, it means this is a project whose primary purpose is to restore or otherwise improve the
natural capacity of a Resource Area(s) to protect and sustain the interests identified in M.G.L. c. 131, § 40, when
such interests have been degraded or destroyed by anthropogenic influences. The only anthropogenic influences
noted are the collapsed pipe and debris. Any activity related to restoring resource areas related to those influences
are eligible to be reviewed as an Ecological Restoration Limited Project but not other activities unrelated to those
influences. The applicant must further explain the anthropogenic influences that apply to the entirety of the
proposed work.
[2] Section 4 on page 5 of the NOI references invasive species prevention and control. Section 7.2 references Post
Construction Operation and Maintenance. Section 7.2 work description appears to be appropriate to be included
as an ongoing condition. The commission should carefully condition the work so that invasive species removal is
monitored and invasive species removed when they appear. The commission should discuss having an ongoing
Special Condition that will survive the issuance of a Certificate of Compliance requiring monitoring and allowing
This information is available in alternate format. Call Donald M. Gomes, ADA Coordinator at 617-556-1057. TDD# 1-866-539-7622 or 1-617-574-6868.
Printed on Recycled Paper

CITY OF EASTHAMPTON
50 PAYSON AVENUE
EASTHAMPTON, MA 01027

work in that area for invasive species removal as part of the routine area maintenance conducted by the applicant.
However, please note the applicant is not the owner of the property as listed in the NOI.
If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact: MARK STINSON @ (413)-755-2257
Cc: Easthampton Conservation Commission, 50 Payson AvenueT, Easthampton, MA, 01027
Owner: SUSANNA WALZ, 99 MT. TOM AVENUE, EASTHAMPTON, MA, 01027
Representative: FUSS & O'NEILL, INC., 1550 MAIN STREET, SUITE 400, SPRINGFIELD, MA, 01103

This information is available in alternate format. Call Donald M. Gomes, ADA Coordinator at 617-556-1057. TDD# 1-866-539-7622 or 1-617-574-6868.
Printed on Recycled Paper

Julianne Busa
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anacheka-Nasemann, Alan R CIV USARMY CENAE (USA) <Alan.R.Anachekanasemann@usace.army.mil>
Tuesday, May 19, 2020 3:25 PM
Julianne Busa
[External] RE: pre-application questions (UNCLASSIFIED)

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CLASSIFICATION: UNCLASSIFIED
Hi Julianne,
Sorry for taking a while to get back to you; I've been straight out trying to finish up a certain project. In answer to your
questions:
·
·

The one cubic yard per linear foot is averaged over the whole length of work. Thus if you have a small section
that requires more fill, it is compensated for by sections that require substantially less fill. No need to worry
there.
The plane of ordinary high water is as it existed prior to the erosion problem occurring. For that matter, ordinary
high water should not change, despite the erosion being an issue.

In summary, it sounds very much like you qualify for self-verification. I would check both 7 and 23; if for some reason
MA EEA is deemed insufficient, nationwide permit 7 would cover you anyway. MA EEA is rather unusual as a group that
overlooks these types of projects. At some point I would like to learn more about what they do in these instances, but
for now you can get by on Gen. permit number 7. Make sense?
Best,
Alan R. Anacheka-Nasemann

Alan R. Anacheka-Nasemann, PWS
Sr. Project Manager/Ecologist, Regulatory Division
New England District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Rd.
Concord, MA 01742-2751
978-318-8214/8303 (FAX)
From: Julianne Busa [mailto:JBusa@fando.com]
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 4:10 PM
To: Anacheka-Nasemann, Alan R CIV USARMY CENAE (USA) <Alan.R.Anacheka-nasemann@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: pre-application questions (UNCLASSIFIED)
Hi Alan,
I’m following up to see whether my understanding of the thresholds made sense. Can you confirm?
1

From: Julianne Busa
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2020 6:36 PM
To: 'Anacheka-Nasemann, Alan R CIV USARMY CENAE (USA)' <Alan.R.Anacheka-nasemann@usace.army.mil>
Subject: RE: pre-application questions (UNCLASSIFIED)
Hi Alan,
Thanks for your quick response. To answer some of your questions—there is no intention of changing the
diameters of the pipe. The project would be through MA EEA’s MVP program, which encourages nature-based
solutions, so we are seeking to infiltrate water upgradient of the outfall through green infrastructure practices in
lieu of increasing the pipe size. The only work to the pipe itself would be to replace sections that have fallen
away.
I was able to head out to one of the sites on Friday afternoon to think more specifically about the question of fill
below the plane of OHWM, and I’m attaching some photos with markup to explain my thinking. These pictures
were taking in the midst of a relatively heavy rain event, and water depth in the area where fill would be
placed was measured at about 6”. I would estimate OHWM approximately where the red lines are shown in
the images. The stream bank would be restored following roughly the blue dotted line in the images. The
depth from where the bank ought to be (blue line) back to where the outfall currently discharges is a maximum
of about 15 feet. This would put the per-running foot fill at or below: 1 foot of fill depth below OHWM x
approximately 15 feet, which is well under the 1cu yard/27 cu. feet threshold. I’m assuming that additional fill
placed above the OHWM does not count in this calculation.
Can you confirm that I’m thinking about this the correct way?
If so, I will check out the second site again with the same process in mind to get a better sense of the
dimensions there.
Since the erosion at the second site is on a larger scale, I have two questions:
- Is the calculation of 1 cu yard/linear foot averaged over the total running feet, or should it be evaluated
per linear foot?
- Should the running feet be tallied based on the existing topography (a horseshoe shape), or the line where
the bank was presumed to be located before the erosion took place (e.g. my blue dotted line in the
images below)?
Thank you for your assistance.
-Julie
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Julianne Busa, PhD, SE
Senior Environmental Scientist

Fuss & O'Neill, Inc. | 1550 Main Street, Suite 400 | Springfield, MA 01103
413.452.0445 x6119 | jbusa@fando.com | cell: 614.783.2613
Blockedwww.fando.com

| twitter | facebook | linkedin

From: Anacheka-Nasemann, Alan R CIV USARMY CENAE (USA) [mailto:Alan.R.Anacheka-nasemann@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Friday, May 1, 2020 5:00 PM
To: Julianne Busa <JBusa@fando.com>
Subject: [External] RE: pre-application questions (UNCLASSIFIED)
CLASSIFICATION: UNCLASSIFIED
Hi Julianne,
Yes, safe and sound amidst this whole viral fiasco. Working full time from home.

9

A couple questions emerge as you describe your project. First, are you changing the diameters of either pipe? Normally
we would require you to go into PCN, so that blood protectionists can take a look. Second, are you expecting to place
more than one cubic yard of material per running foot below the plane of Ordinary High Water? If so, you would also be
in PCN territory for that.
It sounds like all you intend to do is some bank stabilization that is good for the stream. As for which general permit you
would qualify for, we normally require such expert organizations as DCR, Fish and Wildlife Service, etc. to be involved.
Who are you obtaining your grant from? If a state or federal agency, and they're trying to improve the stream, they
would indeed qualify for permit number 23. If not, there are still some reasonable questions: if they are less than 100
linear feet AND less than 1 yd.³ per running foot AND they keep the same diameter of pipe, then YES, they would qualify
for Self Verification in this instance. It would NOT be General Permit number 23; it would be 7 for bank stabilization.
Sound good?
Alan R. Anacheka-Nasemann

Alan R. Anacheka-Nasemann, PWS
Sr. Project Manager/Ecologist, Regulatory Division
New England District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Rd.
Concord, MA 01742-2751
978-318-8214/8303 (FAX)
From: Julianne Busa [mailto:JBusa@fando.com]
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2020 2:28 PM
To: Anacheka-Nasemann, Alan R CIV USARMY CENAE (USA) <Alan.R.Anacheka-nasemann@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] pre-application questions
Hi Alan,
I hope this message finds you well.
I’m working with the City of Easthampton, MA on a grant application, and I wanted to get some early input as
to how the Army Corps permitting process would apply in the proposed project.
The project is primarily focused on green infrastructure stormwater solutions in upland areas, but there are two
specific locations where we’ll also be proposing to do some restoration at areas where existing outfalls have
badly eroded away the slope and resulted in degradation of the adjacent stream. At one site, the slope has
eroded back 30-40 feet as sections of pipe have fallen off, allowing stormwater to continue carving away at
the slope. The second site has a similar situation at smaller scale.
The project seeks to decrease stormwater entering both systems through the use of upgradient green
infrastructure, then restore and stabilize the slope and restore the adjacent stream habitat as necessary. I
anticipate a need to place material to restore the slope, then it will be stabilized and vegetated using naturebased approaches (i.e. avoiding rip-rap or other armoring). Both outfalls are substantially above the high
water line of the streams, so I believe most of the work and the placement of fill will be in upland. The stream
restoration work will involve removing accumulated sediment and debris from the degraded pipe segments,
potentially using rootwads or large wood to protect the banks and create microhabitat, and vegetating the
banks and adjacent area with appropriate native species.
My sense is that both sites would qualify for a self-verification under GP23 for the stream restoration work,
assuming that the work area is under the 5,000sf threshold, which I believe it will be in both cases.
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Does this sound like the correct approach to you? I’m happy to discuss in more detail if you need further
information.
-Julie

Julianne Busa, PhD, SE
Senior Environmental Scientist

| 1550 Main Street, Suite 400 | Springfield, MA 01103
| jbusa@fando.com | cell: 614.783.2613
BlockedBlockedwww.fando.com | twitter | facebook | linkedin
Fuss & O'Neill, Inc.

413.452.0445 x6119

This e-mail message and any files transmitted with it are the exclusive intellectual property of Fuss & O’Neill. This message and any attached files may
be privileged and confidential. If you have received this message in error, please delete this e-mail and attached files and immediately notify Fuss &
O’Neill by sending a reply e-mail to the sender of this message. Thank you.

CLASSIFICATION: UNCLASSIFIED
CLASSIFICATION: UNCLASSIFIED
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V: Self-Verification Notification Form

(for all tidal and non-tidal projects subject to Corps jurisdiction)
Complete all fields (write “none” if applicable) below or use the fillable form at
www.nae.usace.army.mil/missions/regulatory/state-general-permits/massachusetts-general-permit.
Before work within Corps jurisdiction commences, and unless otherwise specified, email this form, a
location map, and project plans drawn to scale and not larger than 11” x 17”, to cenae-r@usace.army.mil,
(978) 318-8303 (fax), or “Regulatory Division, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New England District,
696 Virginia Road, Concord, MA 01742-2751”. The Corps will acknowledge receipt of this form in
writing. Please call (978) 318-8338 with questions.
Permittee: City of Easthampton, Massachusetts (contact: Diane Rossini, Staff Engineer)
Address, City, State & Zip: 50 Payson Avenue, Easthampton, MA 01027
Phone(s) and Email: (413) 528-1400
Contractor (write none if same as permittee): TBD
Address, City, State & Zip:
Phone(s) and Email:
Prior Corps File or Permit Numbers(s): n/a
Project Location (provide detailed description if necessary): segment of Brickyard Brook centered on a
failed 18-inch stormwater outfall located east of Cherry Street
Address, City, State & Zip: 99 Mt. Tom Avenue, Easthampton, MA 01027
Latitude/Longitude Coordinates (if address doesn’t exist): proposed project area: 42.263114°, -72.654540°
Waterway Name: Brickyard Brook

Work will be done under the following activity(s) in Section III, Eligible Activities (check all that apply):
1X
5
9
13
17
21
2
6
10
14
18
22
3
7X
11
15
19
23 X
4
8
12
16
20
Project Purpose: Project objectives: (1) restore degraded stream segment and eroding banks/slopes; (2) upgrade
stormwater infrastructure for climate resilience and improved water quality ; (3) enhance vegetative community and
habitat of riparian corridor within the project area.

Work Description: Replacement of a failing stormwater outfall at Brickyard Brook and restoration/reconstruction of
surrounding areas including the adjacent slope, bank, and segment of stream. Key elements will include: debris removal,
repair/replacement of the outfall (including scour protection, reconstruction and vegetative stabilization of embankment
and stream banks, and invasive species management.

(continued on next page)
MA GPs
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Aggregate total wetland impact area:
temporary 210
Aggregate total waterway impact area:
temporary 840
Aggregate total area of structures
temporary 0
(e.g., floats, pile-supported structures)

SF
SF
SF

permanent 0
SF
permanent 150 max SF
permanent 0
SF

Does your project include any indirect or secondary impacts? (See General Condition 3.)
Yes
No X
If yes, describe here:

Proposed Work Dates:

Start: July/August 2022

Finish: July/August 2022

Your name/signature below, as permittee, confirms that: a) your project meets the self-verification
criteria; and b) you accept and agree to comply with the applicable terms and conditions in the
General Permits for Massachusetts.
Permittee Printed Name: Diane Rossini
Permittee Signature:

MA GPs

Date:
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FUSS & O'NEILL, INC.
1550 Main Street, Suite 400
Springfield, MA 01103

DEFINITIVE OPINION OF COST

DATE PREPARED : 2/9/21

PROJECT :

Cherry Street

BASIS :

LOCATION :

Easthampton, Massachusetts

04/27/21

SHEET

1

OF

1

2020-2021 Mass Highway Weighted Average Bid Prices, 2019 ConnDOT Cost Estimating
Guidelines, 2020-21 RIDOT Weighted Average Unit Prices, latest RS Means, and Previous
Construction Projects.

DESCRIPTION: Definitive

Opinion of Cost (Including Water and Sewer Replacement)
Plan Set
ESTIMATOR :
DRN
CHECKED BY : SDA
Since Fuss & O'Neill has no control over the cost of labor, materials, equipment or services furnished by others, or over the Contractor(s)' methods of determining prices, or over competitive bidding or market
conditions, Fuss & O'Neill's opinion of probable Total Project Costs and Construction Cost are made on the basis of Fuss & O'Neill's experience and qualifications and represent Fuss & O'Neill's best judgment
as an experienced and qualified professional engineer, familiar with the construction industry; but Fuss & O'Neill cannot and does not guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual Total Project or Construction Costs
will not vary from opinions of probable cost prepared by Fuss & O'Neill. If prior to the bidding or negotiating phase the Owner wishes greater assurance as to Total Project or Construction Costs, the Owner shall
employ an independent cost estimator.
ITEM
ITEM
UNIT
NO.
PER
TOTAL
NO.
DESCRIPTION
MEAS.
UNITS
UNIT
COST

DRAWING NO. P
: ermitting

1

Site Preparation
Clearing and Grubbing
Compost Filter Sock (Perimeter Erosion Control)
25' Long Temporary Construction Entrance
50' Long Temporary Construction Entrance
Catch Basin Inlet Protection Devices
Water Control

AC
LF
EA
EA
EA
LS

0.2
2,200
1
2
19
1

$5,000
$7
$2,000
$4,000
$190
$10,000

$1,000
$15,400
$2,000
$8,000
$3,600
$10,000
$40,000

FT
FT
CY
SY
CY
CY
EA
LF
LF
EA
EA
EA

300
65
1,200
3,210
3
3
5
55
1,250
11
11
8

$5
$6
$20
$9
$40
$300
$1,500
$10
$20
$75
$600.00
$5,000.00

$1,500
$390
$24,000
$28,890
$120
$900
$7,500
$550
$25,000
$830
$6,600
$40,000
$136,280

EA
EA
EA
LS
EA
LF
LF
EA

3
9
1
1
2
25
20
3

$250
$200
$120
$1,700
$150
$65
$60
$220

$750
$1,800
$120
$1,700
$300
$1,630
$1,200
$660
$8,160

Site Improvements
Roadway Surface Pavement (SSC-9.5)
Roadway Binder Pavement (SIC-19.0)
Granite Curb (18") - Type VA4
Granite Curb (30") - Planter Curbing
Granite Curb Returns/Corners (Type A)
Cement Concrete Curb Lock for Planter Curbing
Cement Concrete Sidewalk and Wheelchair Ramps
Detectable Warning Panels
Cement Concrete Sidewalk at Driveway
Compacted Roadway Gravel Borrow Base
Fine Grade and Compact Subbase Areas
4' Deep-Sump, Hooded Catch Basins
Drainage Manhole
12" HDPE Storm Drain Piping
18" HDPE Storm Drain Piping
18" RCP
Tree Filters (with tree)
Bioretention Planters (Includes Soil Media, Sediment Forebays, and Plantings)
Stone Armor Scour Protection (Class VII)-Incl. Fabric
Headwall and Boulders
Site Improvements Subtotal

TON
TON
LF
LF
EA
CY
SY
EA
SY
CY
SY
EA
EA
LF
LF
LF
EA
SY
CY
LS

230
380
1,300
1,250
44
35
380
43
60
200
4,570
12
9
740
400
20
4
180
33
1

$115
$90
$50
$75
$300
$360
$65
$250
$70
$40
$4
$4,000
$4,125
$75
$80
$100
$15,000
$185
$100
$6,500

$26,450
$34,200
$65,000
$93,750
$13,200
$12,600
$24,700
$10,750
$4,200
$8,000
$18,280
$48,000
$37,130
$55,500
$32,000
$2,000
$60,000
$33,300
$3,300
$6,500
$588,860

Water/Sewer Line Removal and Replacement
Remove and Replace Water/Sewer Line
Water/Sewer Line Removal and Replacement Subtotal

LS

1

$353,761

$353,760
$353,760

SY
SY
LF
EA

1,660
150
60
6,680

$9.50
$60
$125.00
$2.50

Site Restoration Subtotal

$15,800
$9,000
$7,500
$16,700
$49,000

Constrution Subtotal

$1,177,000

Site Preparation Subtotal
2

Site Demolition
Sawcut Asphalt Pavement
Sawcut Cement Concrete
Excavation and Disposal of Existing Material
Remove and Dispose Existing Pavement (including Bit. Conc. Curbing)
Remove and Dispose Gravel Driveway
Remove and Dispose Concrete Walkway
Remove and Dispose Existing Tree
Remove and Dispose Concrete Curbing
Remove and Dispose Existing Drain Piping
Remove and Dispose Frame and Cover/Grate
Remove and Dispose Drainage Catch Basin or Manhole
Remove and Reset Utility Pole (Alternate Item)
Site Demolition Subtotal

3

Adjust Existing Site Features
Adjust Existing Gas Gates within ROW
Adjust Existng Gas Curb Stops (Potential)
Remove and Reset Existing Sign
Remove and Reset Flag Pole
Remove and Replant Bush
Remove and Reset Wooden Fence
Remove and Reset Chain Link Fence
Remove and Reset Mailbox
Adjust Existing Site Features Subtotal

4

5

6

Site Restoration Features
Topsoil and Seed for Shoulder and Restoration Slope Areas along Brook
Bioengineered Upper Slope Protection (includes seed mix)
Tree Revetment
Live Stakes

Miscellaneous Lump Sum Items
Mobilization & Demobilization
Erosion and Sedimentation Control Maintenance
Traffic Detour Signage, Barricades, and Maintenance
Construction Survey Layout and As-Built Mapping
Field and Laboratory Testing
Insurance and Bonds
CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION SUBTOTAL

LS
LS
LS
LS
LS
LS

1
1
1
1
1
1

$77,000
$10,000
$25,000
$25,000
$20,000
$20,000

$77,000
$10,000
$25,000
$25,000
$20,000
$20,000
$177,000

OVERALL SUBTOTAL
CONTINGENCY AND MINOR ITEM ALLOWANCE (15%)

$1,354,000
$203,100

OVERALL TOTAL INCLUDING CONTINGENCY (East end of Cherry Street)

$1,558,000

SUBTOTAL -5% TO +15% (ROUNDED TO NEAREST $1,000)

$1,490,000

TO

$1,761,000

APPROXIMATE COST TO IMPROVE SECTION OF CHERRY STREET OUTSIDE OF PROJECT LIMITS (INCLUDING WATER AND SEWER REPLACEMENT)

LENGTH OF CHERRY STREET INCLUDED IN OPINION OF COST AND WITHIN PROJECT LIMITS

1065

TOTAL
COST
($)
1,558,000

LENGTH OF CHERRY STREET OUTSIDE OF CURRENT PROJECT LIMITS

940

1,184,400

CHERRY STREET LOCATION

OVERALL TOTAL INCLUDING CONTINGENCY (Full length of Cherry Street)

F:\P2017\0390\Q30\FY22 Action Grant Application\DefinitiveProjectCost_WithWaterSewer_20210503_JB.xlsx

LENGTH (LF)

2005 LF

APPROX. COST
PER LF ($)
$1,460.00
$1,260.00

TOTAL COST

$2,742,400
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Attachment D: MVP Yearly Progress Report Template
MUNICIPAL VULNERABILITY PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM FY 22
MVP ACTION GRANT
RFR ENV 22 MVP 02

Executive Office of Energy and Environmental
Affairs
Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Program Yearly Progress Report
Date: 5/5/2021
Municipality: Easthampton
Local MVP Contact Name: Jamie Webb, Assistant Planner

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

1. Please list your municipalities’ top priority actions, in order of priority, identified
through the MVP planning process.

Identify opportunities for and implement retrofits for Green Infrastructure in the storm drainage system
and increase infiltration of runoff.
Develop a City-wide Green Infrastructure plan that prioritizes projects for implementation, with dual
focus on reducing stormwater volume and reducing pollutants of concern.
Develop prioritized repair/replacement plans for vulnerable infrastructure and pursue design and
permitting for known structures of concern, including that at Industrial Parkway.
Identify and prioritize vulnerable sections of the stormwater drainage system for repair and/or
replacement, including known areas of concern at Ferry Street, Hendricks Street, Emerald Place,
Industrial Parkway, Cherry Street, and Union Street.
Develop and maintain an infrastructure vulnerability assessment and develop a prioritized
repair/replacement plan.
Evaluate and inventory the condition of wastewater infrastructure.
Develop a City-specific Wetlands Protection Ordinance.
Perform cost analysis of repair for existing dams, develop EAPs, apply for state dam trust fund monies for
design and repair.
Develop solar siting guidelines that respect and encourage habitat integrity for resident species.
Adopt a Steep Slopes Ordinance.
Explore funding options to expand free meal/food distribution programs at public schools.
Explore opportunities and ID parcels for community gardens close to downtown.
Develop translation option for Code Red and City website (& ID Funding sources); explore opportunities
for inter-departmental/inter-agency purchasing of translation services.
Ensure communication and coordination with residential communities in event of emergency or need for
sheltering, heating, or cooling operations.
Develop an opt-in list for residential emergency check-ins by City emergency response staff.
Develop and promote a “Good Neighbors Program”.
Consider viability of Senior Center and Library as local heating/cooling centers.
Identify a solution for a local heating/cooling center, as town currently relies on regional shelter in
Northampton to serve this need.

•
•
•

Develop an outreach and education campaign regarding energy efficiency programs available via
MassSave.
City government should explore other creative funding options for residential retrofits.
Explore opportunities for distributed generation and increased storage.

2. Has your Core Team reconvened since your Listening Session? If so, describe the
process and any revisions or updates your team made to the original MVP Report.
Please list your MVP Core Team members and note any new members.

Members of the Team have met at least monthly throughout the past two years to apply for
and then implement the FY2021 MVP grant (Cherry St and Green Infrastructure). We have
also met a few times to strategize the application for the FY2022 grant. There have been no
revisions or updates to the original MVP report.
The Core Team members currently consists of:
Mayor Nicole LaChapelle *
Greg Nuttleman, Director, Easthampton DPW *
Diane Rossini, Staff Engineer, Easthampton DPW *
Daniel Murphy, City Engineer, Easthampton DPW *
Jeffrey Bagg, City Planner, Easthampton Planning Dept
Jamie Webb, Assistant Planner, Easthampton Planning Dept
* new members to the Core Team

3. Discuss any other work related to the MVP process or climate change resiliency in
the municipality. In what ways has your municipality used the outcomes of your
workshop in other planning efforts (e.g., updating existing local plans)?

The Planning Department is working on three projects where the findings of the MVP
Summary of Findings documents have been considered:
•
•

•

Mt. Tom Trailhead Park – The City acquired 23 acres adjacent to Mt. Tom with the Kestrel Land Trust.
The City is working with a landscape design firm to create a conceptual parking area and trail design
that incorporates a climate resiliency element.
Plains to School – The City is exploring the concept of creating a new 1.5 mile long multi-use path to
connect a large neighborhood to our new (under construction) consolidated K-8 school. The report
from the Conway School is expected to include reference to several goals of the Summary of Findings
to provide educational awareness about our ecosystem and agriculture (one of the properties the
conceptual trail would cross is under APR).
New School Building – The new $109million K-8 school building will incorporate Green
Infrastructure practices, such as rain gardens and swales, that infiltrate stormwater and provide
education opportunities, an energy efficient building design, and sidewalks that will enhance
connectivity to the City’s recreational trail systems.

4. Please list any grants that your municipality has applied for, or received, to
implement actions from your MVP report. Please note grant awards or applications
that advanced priority actions.

FY2020 MVP Action Grant – City applied but did not receive a grant award.
FY2021 MVP Action Grant – City applied and partially received funding for
•

•
•

City-Wide Green Infrastructure Master Plan to address stormwater-driven flooding hazards through
a Green Infrastructure assessment that culminates in 20 concept-level designs that will be identified
for future design, permitting, and implementation, as well as a set of standard details for common
Green Infrastructure practices that are low maintenance and could be implemented by the DPW in a
variety of locations.
Cherry Street neighborhood site-specific designs with environmental permitting for the restoration
of Brickyard Brook and repair of the existing, failing stormwater outfall, combined with green
stormwater solutions intended to provide long-term, ‘upstream’ stormwater management.
NOT FUNDED – Industrial Parkway design and permitting for slope restoration and more effective
stormwater management with green infrastructure solutions

FY2020 CDBG – City applied and received funding for:
•

•

New City Infrastructure Planning Study: $190,000 for an infrastructure needs assessment in the New
City area of Easthampton; one of the City’s oldest neighborhoods. This study will support priority
actions to “Develop prioritized repair/replacement plans for vulnerable infrastructure and pursue
design and permitting for known structures”, “Identify and prioritize vulnerable sections of the
stormwater drainage system for repair and/or replacement”, “Evaluate and inventory the condition
of wastewater infrastructure”, and “Identify opportunities for and implement retrofits for Green
Infrastructure in the storm drainage system and increase infiltration of runoff.”
Admiral Street Neighborhood Improvement Project – Phase IV (Charles St): $339,000 for
replacement of outdated and poorly functioning infrastructure (sewer, stormwater, drainage,
sidewalks, and roadways) along Charles St. Previous phases completed similar work along Admiral
St, Briggs St, Church St, and George St (2017), North Hampshire St, Olympia St, and Clark St (2019),
and Maple St (2020).

Mt. Tom North Trailhead Park – City applied and received funding for:
•
•

Preservation of 23 acres of land for open space and recreational uses; funded by a FY2018 PARC
grant ($485,000) and matched by CPA funds ($380,000).
New parking area with GI practices for drainage, creation of an accessible loop trail and gathering
space, and creation of final design and construction drawings; funded by FY2020 PARC grant
($374,000) and matched by CPA funds ($196,000).

5. Please list any other steps that your municipality has taken towards implementing
your priority actions.

In support of the priority actions to
•
•
•
•
•

Identify opportunities for and implement retrofits for Green Infrastructure in the storm drainage system
and increase infiltration of runoff.
Develop prioritized repair/replacement plans for vulnerable infrastructure and pursue design and
permitting for known structures of concern.
Identify and prioritize vulnerable sections of the stormwater drainage system for repair and/or
replacement, including known areas of concern.
Develop and maintain an infrastructure vulnerability assessment and develop a prioritized
repair/replacement plan.
Evaluate and inventory the condition of wastewater infrastructure.

The Department of Public Works has committed $60,000 from the Enterprise Retained
Earnings account to fund the creation of the construction drawings and cost estimates for
replacement of the sewer and water lines along Cherry Street. These construction drawings
and cost estimates will allow the Planning Department to apply to the FY2021 CDBG
program for construction funds to match the FY2022 MVP application for Cherry Street
Stormwater and Green Infrastructure.
The MVP implementation team has been diligently working on the designs and permitting
for the Cherry Street Stormwater and Green Infrastructure program as well as the creation
of the Green Infrastructure Master Plan (MVP FY2021 Grant)

The Planning Department in collaboration with the Pioneer Valley Planning Commission
went through an elaborate public process to revise the Open Space and Recreation Plan
Update for the next seven years. The new plan inventories the existing open space lands
and analyzes the threats to them as well as prioritizes goals for new opportunities. The new
plan explicitly states as goals that: “lands of natural resource, scenic, and recreation value
are protected and well stewarded ,and are connected with each other and with
neighborhoods” and that “groundwater and surface water are protected as clean and
abundant resources”.
6. Please list any potential next steps to advance priority actions during the next year.

Currently, the City intends to focus on implementing the MVP Action Grant for Cherry
Street construction, if awarded.

Additionally, we are planning for our next focus area, the Pleasant Green Neighborhood,
and will begin conducting community outreach there in anticipation of a submitting a
community centered green infrastructure redesign and permitting grant application in
FY2023.
And finally, we will be conducting an infrastructure planning study in the New City
neighborhood that will evaluate the following items: road condition, drainage system
(surface and underground), water system (fire and drinking water), sewer system,
pedestrian accessibility, green infrastructure possibilities, and shade trees.

7. Please note any difficulties or challenges the community has identified through the
MVP planning process or while seeking to implement priority actions and any steps
the community has identified to address these challenges.

The impediments to implementing priority actions has been primarily money, time, and
pandemic restrictions. City departments have been level-funded for years and it is very
difficult to find extra money in the budget for large projects that go beyond typical
maintenance unless we are able to match the project to a grant. We have been successful

matching our projects with the MVP and Community Development Block Grant Programs
over the past few years and hope to continue this success going forward.

Related, it is also difficult for staff to find enough time to work on more than a few projects
at a time. We have to be careful with what projects we apply for in order to make sure that
we can handle the workload if/when the grant is received. We have been checking in with
staff to make sure that all projects are being carried through to completion and that we do
not miss important steps along the way. Sometimes that means missing a grant opportunity
because we don’t have staff to implement it.
And finally, pandemic restrictions really complicated our outreach and engagement
initiatives. We hope that as the pandemic fades into the past and restrictions are lifted, that
we can use our new-found on-line meeting skills to supplement and enhance when we go
back to in-person meetings.
8. Please identify any data needs or information gaps that the state could help fill.

None identified at this time.

City of Easthampton—Cherry Street Green Infrastructure and Slope Restoration
Construction – RMAT Tool Results
1) N/A
2) The draft RMAT standards had not been released at the time of design, however, the approach
used for design is generally consistent with the RMAT recommendations. The designs developed
and permitted for Cherry Street respond to predicted increases in precipitation by providing
treatment and infiltration for the first inch of rain within the neighborhood. This will effectively
infiltrate runoff from most precipitation events directly into the ground for groundwater recharge.
By infiltrating at least the first inch of rain during larger events, green infrastructure practices will
also provide treatment for the “first flush”—collecting sediment and nutrients that are mobilized in
heavy precipitation events and treating them through bioretention planters and tree box filters
rather than allowing these pollutants to be carried directly into Brickyard Brook and ultimately to
the City’s impaired waterbodies. The green infrastructure practices will also decrease peak flows
and help to desynchronize peak runoff from the neighborhood from flows entering the brook at
other outfalls. This in turn helps to limit the overall velocity and erosive forces acting on the
stream channel and limit storm damages. The proposed green infrastructure also responds to
extreme heat risk by providing additional shade and reductions in heat island effects.
3) Rating: 7-- It was difficult to figure out how to generate the report summary. The expected
design life of the project is difficult to quantify for the restoration elements of the project—the tool
seems to be more applicable to traditional infrastructure approaches and challenging to apply or
interpret the results as they apply to some of the more nature-based approaches.
4) Rating 6—More guidance is needed to understand how to apply the standards for nature-based
solutions and how to interpret the results. It is not particularly intuitive to understand how the
summary report translates to design use.

Project Summary

Link to Project

Easthampton - Cherry Street Green Infrastructure
Estimated Construction Cost: $2700000.00
Estimated Project Life: 2099
Ecosystem Benefits
Project Score
Exposure
Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge
Extreme Precipitation - Urban
Flooding
Extreme Precipitation Riverine Flooding
Extreme Heat

Scores
■ High
Scores
■ Not Exposed
■ Moderate
Exposure
■ High Exposure
■ High Exposure

Asset Summary
Asset Risk
Bioretention Planters and Treebox Filters
Water and Sewer Infrastructure
Brickyard Brook Stream and Slope Restoration

Number of Assets: 3
Sea Level Rise/Storm
Surge
Low Risk
Low Risk
Not Scored

Extreme Precipitation Urban Flooding
Low Risk
High Risk
Not Scored

Extreme Precipitation Riverine Flooding
High Risk
High Risk
Not Scored

Extreme Heat

Target Planning
Horizon
2090
2090
2090

Intermediate Planning
Horizon
2050
2050
2050

Return Period

Methodology

0
0
0

Tier 2
Tier 3
Tier 2

High Risk
High Risk
Not Scored

Project Outputs
Sea Level Rise Storm Surge
Bioretention Planters and Treebox Filters
Water and Sewer Infrastructure
Brickyard Brook Stream and Slope Restoration

Scoring Rationale - Exposure
Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge
This project recieved a "Not Exposed" because of the following:
Not located within the predicted mean high water shoreline by 2030
No historic coastal flooding at project site
Not located within the MA Coastal Flood Risk Model
Extreme Precipitation - Urban Flooding
This project recieved a "Moderate Exposure" because of the following:
No historic flooding at project site
Minor projected increase in rainfall within project's useful life
No increase to impervious area
Extreme Precipitation - Riverine Flooding
This project recieved a "High Exposure" because of the following:
Exposed to riverine flooding within the project's useful life
No historic riverine flooding at project site
Extreme Heat
This project recieved a "High Exposure" because of the following:
30+ days increase in days over 90 deg. F within project's useful life
Not located within 100 ft of existing water body
No increase to impervious area
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Scoring Rationale - Asset Risk Scoring

Asset - Bioretention Planters and Treebox Filters
Primary project exposure factors influencing risk ratings for Bioretention Planters and Treebox Filters:
Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge
Not located within the predicted mean high water shoreline by 2030
No historic coastal flooding at project site
Not located within the MA Coastal Flood Risk Model
Extreme Precipitation - Urban Flooding
No historic flooding at project site
Minor projected increase in rainfall within project's useful life
No increase to impervious area
Extreme Precipitation - Riverine Flooding
Exposed to riverine flooding within the project's useful life
No historic riverine flooding at project site
Extreme Heat
30+ days increase in days over 90 deg. F within project's useful life
Not located within 100 ft of existing water body
No increase to impervious area
Primary asset criticality factors influencing risk ratings for Bioretention Planters and Treebox Filters:
Asset can be inaccessible/inoperable more than a week after natural hazard event without consequences
Loss/inoperability of the asset would have impacts limited to local area and/or municipality
The infrastructure is located in an environmental justice community, and/or does provide services to vulnerable populations
Inoperability of the asset would not be expected to result in injuries
Cost to replace is less than $10 million
Impact on natural resources can be mitigated naturally with the inoperability of the asset
Asset - Water and Sewer Infrastructure
Primary project exposure factors influencing risk ratings for Water and Sewer Infrastructure:
Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge
Not located within the predicted mean high water shoreline by 2030
No historic coastal flooding at project site
Not located within the MA Coastal Flood Risk Model
Extreme Precipitation - Urban Flooding
No historic flooding at project site
Minor projected increase in rainfall within project's useful life
No increase to impervious area
Extreme Precipitation - Riverine Flooding
Exposed to riverine flooding within the project's useful life
No historic riverine flooding at project site
Extreme Heat
30+ days increase in days over 90 deg. F within project's useful life
Not located within 100 ft of existing water body
No increase to impervious area
Primary asset criticality factors influencing risk ratings for Water and Sewer Infrastructure:
Asset must be operable at all times, even during natural hazard event
Loss/inoperability of the asset would have impacts limited to local area and/or municipality
The infrastructure is located in an environmental justice community, and/or does provide services to vulnerable populations
Inoperability of the asset would result in moderate or severe injuries or moderate or severe impacts to chronic illnesses
Inoperability is likely to significantly impact other facilities, assets, or buildings and will likely affect their ability to operate
Impact on natural resources can be mitigated naturally with the inoperability of the asset
Asset - Brickyard Brook Stream and Slope Restoration
Primary project exposure factors influencing risk ratings for Brickyard Brook Stream and Slope Restoration:
Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge
Not located within the predicted mean high water shoreline by 2030
No historic coastal flooding at project site
Not located within the MA Coastal Flood Risk Model
Extreme Precipitation - Urban Flooding
No historic flooding at project site
Minor projected increase in rainfall within project's useful life
No increase to impervious area
Extreme Precipitation - Riverine Flooding
Exposed to riverine flooding within the project's useful life
No historic riverine flooding at project site
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Extreme Heat
30+ days increase in days over 90 deg. F within project's useful life
Not located within 100 ft of existing water body
No increase to impervious area
Primary asset criticality factors influencing risk ratings for Brickyard Brook Stream and Slope Restoration:
No score available

Project Inputs
Core Project Information
Name:
Given the expected useful life of the project, through what year do you estimate the project to last
(i.e. before a major reconstruction/renovation)?
Location of Project:
Estimated Capital Cost:
Entity Submitting Project:
Is this project being submitted as part of a state grant application?
Is climate resiliency a core objective of this project?
Is this project being submitted as part of the state capital planning process?
Is this project being submitted as part of a regulatory review process?
Brief Project Description:

Project Ecosystem Benefits
Provides flood protection through green infrastructure or nature-based solutions
Provides storm damage mitigation
Provides groundwater recharge
Protects public water supply
Filters stormwater
Improves water quality
Promotes decarbonization
Enables carbon sequestration
Provides oxygen production
Improves air quality
Prevents pollution
Remediates existing sources of pollution
Protects fisheries, wildlife, and plant habitat
Protects land containing shellfish
Provides pollination
Provides recreation
Provides cultural resources/education
Project Climate Exposure
Does the project site have a history of coastal flooding?
Does the project site have a history of flooding during extreme precipitation events (unrelated to
water/sewer damages)?
Does the project site have a history of riverine flooding?
Does the project result in a net increase in impervious area of the site?
Are existing trees being removed as part of the proposed project?
Project Assets
Asset: Bioretention Planters and Treebox Filters
Asset Type: Utility Infrastructure
Asset Sub-Type: Stormwater utility infrastructure
Construction Type: New Construction
Construction Year: 2022
Useful Life: 75

Easthampton - Cherry Street Green Infrastructure
2090 - 2099
Easthampton
$2,700,000
Easthampton
Yes
Yes
No
No
Nature-based slope restoration and stabilization at existing stormwater
outfall; reconstruction of roadway and streetscape with green
infrastructure practices along full length of Cherry Street in EJ
neighborhood.
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
No

Identify the length of time the asset can be inaccessible/inoperable without significant consequences. Infrastructure may be inaccessible/inoperable more than a week after
natural hazard event without consequences.
Identify the geographic area directly affected by permanent loss or significant inoperability of the infrastructure. Impacts would be limited to local area and/or
municipality
Identify the population directly served that would be affected by the permanent loss or significant inoperability of the infrastructure. Less than 5,000 people
Identify if the infrastructure is located within an environmental justice community or provides services to vulnerable populations. The infrastructure is located in an
environmental justice community, and/or provides some services to vulnerable populations (services are not available elsewhere to same population)
Will the infrastructure reduce the risk of flooding? Yes
If the infrastructure became inoperable for longer than acceptable in Question 1, how, if at all, would it be expected to impact people's health and safety? Inoperability
of the infrastructure would not be expected to result in injuries
If there are hazardous materials in your infrastructure, what are the extents of impacts related to spills/releases of these materials? There are no hazardous materials in
the infrastructure
If the infrastructure became inoperable for longer than acceptable in Question 1, what are the impacts on other facilities, assets, and/or infrastructure? Minor –
Inoperability will not likely affect other facilities, assets, or buildings
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If the infrastructure was damaged beyond repair, how much would it approximately cost to replace? Less than $10 million

Does the infrastructure function as an evacuation route during emergencies? This question only applies to roadway projects. No
If the infrastructure became inoperable for longer than acceptable in Question 1, what are the environmental impacts related to natural resources? Impact on natural
resources can be mitigated naturally
If the infrastructure became inoperable for longer than acceptable in Question 1, what are the impacts to government services (i.e. the infrastructure is not able to
serve or operate its intended users or function)? Loss of infrastructure is not expected to reduce the ability to maintain government services
What are the impacts to loss of confidence in government resulting from loss of infrastructure functionality (i.e. the infrastructure asset is not able to serve or operate
its intended users or function)? No Impact
Asset: Water and Sewer Infrastructure
Asset Type: Utility Infrastructure
Asset Sub-Type: Energy (electric, gas, petroleum, renewable)
Construction Type: Major Repair/Retrofit
Construction Year: 2023
Useful Life: 75
Identify the length of time the asset can be inaccessible/inoperable without significant consequences. Infrastructure must be accessible/operable at all times, even during
natural hazard event.
Identify the geographic area directly affected by permanent loss or significant inoperability of the infrastructure. Impacts would be limited to local area and/or
municipality
Identify the population directly served that would be affected by the permanent loss or significant inoperability of the infrastructure. Less than 5,000 people
Identify if the infrastructure is located within an environmental justice community or provides services to vulnerable populations. The infrastructure is located in an
environmental justice community, and/or provides some services to vulnerable populations (services are not available elsewhere to same population)
Will the infrastructure reduce the risk of flooding? No
If the infrastructure became inoperable for longer than acceptable in Question 1, how, if at all, would it be expected to impact people's health and safety? Inoperability
of the infrastructure would result in moderate or severe injuries or moderate or severe impacts to chronic illnesses
If there are hazardous materials in your infrastructure, what are the extents of impacts related to spills/releases of these materials? There are no hazardous materials in
the infrastructure
If the infrastructure became inoperable for longer than acceptable in Question 1, what are the impacts on other facilities, assets, and/or infrastructure? Significant –
Inoperability is likely to impact other facilities, assets, or buildings and result in cascading impacts that will likely affect their ability to operate
If the infrastructure was damaged beyond repair, how much would it approximately cost to replace? Less than $10 million
Does the infrastructure function as an evacuation route during emergencies? This question only applies to roadway projects. No
If the infrastructure became inoperable for longer than acceptable in Question 1, what are the environmental impacts related to natural resources? Impact on natural
resources can be mitigated naturally
If the infrastructure became inoperable for longer than acceptable in Question 1, what are the impacts to government services (i.e. the infrastructure is not able to
serve or operate its intended users or function)? Loss of infrastructure is not expected to reduce the ability to maintain government services
What are the impacts to loss of confidence in government resulting from loss of infrastructure functionality (i.e. the infrastructure asset is not able to serve or operate
its intended users or function)? Loss of confidence in government agency
Asset: Brickyard Brook Stream and Slope Restoration
Asset Type: Wetland Resource Area - Inland
Asset Sub-Type: Banks
Construction Type: Restoration or enhancement
Construction Year: 2023
Useful Life: 75

Project Design Standards Output
Asset: Bioretention Planters and Treebox Filters

Infrastructure

Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge

Low Risk

Applicable Design Criteria
Tidal Benchmarks: No
Stillwater Elevation: No
Design Flood Elevation (DFE): No
Wave Heights: No
Duration of Flooding: No
Design Flood Velocity: No
Wave Forces: No
Scour or Erosion: No
Extreme Precipitation
Target Planning Horizon: 2090
Return Period: 25-yr (4%)

Low Risk
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Applicable Design Criteria
Total Precipitation Depth for 24-hour Design Storms: Yes
Peak Intensity for 24-hour Design Storms: Yes
Riverine Peak Discharge: Yes
Riverine Peak Flood Elevation: Yes
Duration of Flooding for Design Storm: Yes
Flood Pathways: Yes
Tiered Methodology: Tier 2 (Link)
Extreme Heat

High Risk

Target Planning Horizon: 2090
Applicable Design Criteria
Annual/Summer/Winter Average Temperature: Yes
Heat Index: Yes
Days Per Year With Max Temperature > 95°F: Yes
Days Per Year With Max Temperature > 90°F: Yes
Days Per Year With Max Temperature < 32°F: Yes
Number of Heat Waves Per Year: Yes
Average Heat Wave Duration (Days): Yes
Cooling Degree Days (Base = 65°F): No
Heating Degree Days (Base = 65°F): No
Growing Degree Days: No
Tiered Methodology: Tier 2 (Link)
Asset: Water and Sewer Infrastructure

Infrastructure

Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge

Low Risk

Applicable Design Criteria
Tidal Benchmarks: No
Stillwater Elevation: No
Design Flood Elevation (DFE): No
Wave Heights: No
Duration of Flooding: No
Design Flood Velocity: No
Wave Forces: No
Scour or Erosion: No
Extreme Precipitation

High Risk

Target Planning Horizon: 2090
Return Period: 100-yr (1%)
Applicable Design Criteria
Total Precipitation Depth for 24-hour Design Storms: Yes
Peak Intensity for 24-hour Design Storms: Yes
Riverine Peak Discharge: Yes
Riverine Peak Flood Elevation: Yes
Duration of Flooding for Design Storm: Yes
Flood Pathways: Yes
Tiered Methodology: Tier 3 (Link)
Extreme Heat

High Risk

Target Planning Horizon: 2090
Applicable Design Criteria
Annual/Summer/Winter Average Temperature: Yes
Heat Index: Yes
Days Per Year With Max Temperature > 95°F: Yes
Days Per Year With Max Temperature > 90°F: Yes
Days Per Year With Max Temperature < 32°F: Yes
Number of Heat Waves Per Year: Yes
Average Heat Wave Duration (Days): Yes
Cooling Degree Days (Base = 65°F): No
Heating Degree Days (Base = 65°F): No
Growing Degree Days: No
Tiered Methodology: Tier 3 (Link)
Asset: Brickyard Brook Stream and Slope Restoration
Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge
Applicable Design Criteria

Natural Resources
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Tidal Benchmarks: No
Stillwater Elevation: No
Design Flood Elevation (DFE): No
Wave Heights: No
Duration of Flooding: No
Design Flood Velocity: No
Wave Forces: No
Scour or Erosion: No
Extreme Precipitation
Target Planning Horizon: 2090
Applicable Design Criteria
Total Precipitation Depth for 24-hour Design Storms: Yes
Peak Intensity for 24-hour Design Storms: Yes
Riverine Peak Discharge: Yes
Riverine Peak Flood Elevation: Yes
Duration of Flooding for Design Storm: No
Flood Pathways: No
Tiered Methodology: Tier 2 (Link)
Extreme Heat
Target Planning Horizon: 2090
Applicable Design Criteria
Annual/Summer/Winter Average Temperature: Yes
Heat Index: No
Days Per Year With Max Temperature > 95°F: No
Days Per Year With Max Temperature > 90°F: No
Days Per Year With Max Temperature < 32°F: No
Number of Heat Waves Per Year: No
Average Heat Wave Duration (Days): No
Cooling Degree Days (Base = 65°F): No
Heating Degree Days (Base = 65°F): No
Growing Degree Days: No
Tiered Methodology: Tier 2 (Link)
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CITY OF EASTHAMPTON • MASSACHUSETTS
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

Nicole LaChapelle

May 6, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE:

Statement of Match
Cherry Street Green Infrastructure and Slope Restoration Construction
Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Grant Program (MVP)
FY22/FY23 MVP Action Grant

Dear Ms. Runsten:
If awarded, the City will construct the green infrastructure improvements on Cherry Street and
complete restoration of the failed stormwater outfall at the end of Cherry Street within Brickyard
Brook Conservation Area. The construction phase proposed under the FY22/FY23 grant builds
on the work conducted through the City’s FY21 MVP Action Grant and will address ongoing,
active climate hazards in the Cherry Street neighborhood. The project will pave the way for the
implementation of other green infrastructure projects that have been identified in the City-Wide
Green Infrastructure Master Plan that is currently being completed under the FY21 grant.
The City commits to providing the required matching funds for the above-referenced project by
matching at least 25% of total project cost using cash or in-kind contributions, as shown in the
attached project budget. Cash funds of up to $954,800 are expected to come from a combination
of City funds from sewer and water utility fees and federal funds from the American Rescue Plan
Act. The City will also commit approximately $35,000 of in-kind services. City Council has
attached a letter supporting this application. A subsequent vote will be held to authorize the
appropriation once the grant is awarded. We acknowledge that funding under this grant will be
provided on a reimbursement basis.

Sincerely,

Nicole LaChapelle
EASTHAMPTON CITY HALL • 50 PAYSON AVE. • EASTHAMPTON • MASSACHUSETTS • 01027
413-529-1400 • easthamptonma.gov

   

  

CITY OF EASTHAMPTON • MASSACHUSETTS
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

Nicole LaChapelle

April 15, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application – City of Easthampton
Dear Ms. Runsten:
I, Mayor Nicole LaChapelle, support the City of Easthampton’s MVP Action Grant FY22
funding application. As an active participant in the City’s FY21 Action Grant, I am excited to
fully commit the City’s ongoing support for this project in my capacity as mayor.
If awarded, Easthampton’s FY22 MVP Action Grant constructs the designs developed and
permitted under the FY21 Action Grant. These grant funds’ impact provides for stream bank
restoration and stabilization at the Cherry Street outfall and reconstruction of Cherry Street with
curbside Bioretention planters and treebox filters to infiltrate upgradient stormwater/build
resiliency to increased precipitation. Our application integrates green infrastructure elements
with mobility improvements: tree cover for shade, increased walkability, pedestrian safety,
enhanced connectivity to open space in the Cherry Street neighborhood. To amplify our request’s
positive impact, the City shows a two-year timeline to stack MVP dollars with CDBG dollars to
replace aged and failing sewer and water systems in the street. Constructing both resiliency
improvements and infrastructure now will ensure a long life for the system, decrease future
maintenance, and provide comprehensive better services for the mapped environmental justice
neighborhood that includes Cherry Street.
The Cherry St project gives the City an on-the-ground demonstration site as a model for future
green infrastructure projects. The City gradually integrates these resilient practices into all of its
future improvement projects around the community.
This project responds to several priorities identified in the City’s Community Resilience
Building Workshop:
•
•

Increase the City’s resiliency to flooding
Develop an overall resiliency vision for the City

   

•
•

  

Address priorities identified in the City’s 2018 Integrated Water Resource Management
Plan
Implement Green Infrastructure and nature-based solutions to decrease stormwater flows
and increase infiltration

The Easthampton Mayor’s Office is steadfast in supporting the project, as well as continuing a
robust outreach and engagement campaign with the neighborhood as this project moves forward.
Engagement with the neighbors and the City’s team has been positive, with the residents asking
for eduction on care for the green infrastructure. Easthampton is excited to bring this project to
life on Cherry Street, and I am excited to commit City support to this project.
Sincerely,
Mayor Nicole LaChapelle

EASTHAMPTON CITY HALL • 50 PAYSON AVE. • EASTHAMPTON • MASSACHUSETTS • 01027
413-529-1400 • easthamptonma.gov

April 21, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application – City of Easthampton
Dear Ms. Runsten:
I’m writing today to express my sincere support for the City of Easthampton’s application for a
FY22 Municipal Vulnerability Program Action Grant. I’m thrilled to commit my support for the
Cherry Street project: as Easthampton's State Senator and a strong supporter of climate
resiliency.
This grant would fund the construction of the designs developed and permitted by its FY21
counterpart. With this grant, the city will be able to create sturdy infrastructure while reducing
the need for costly maintenance. This grant would go a long way in the City of Easthampton
and its residents. For example, the funds would provide for stream bank restoration and
stabilization at the Cherry Street outfall. It would also fund the reconstruction of Cherry Street
itself, including curbside Bioretention planters and tree boxes to filter upgradient stormwater and
build resiliency to increased precipitation. The city’s application would also increase tree cover
for shade, walkability, pedestrian safety, and enhanced connectivity to open space in the
neighborhood surrounding Cherry Street.
I wholeheartedly support this project. The Easthampton Mayor’s Office and the City Council
support this project, but most importantly, so does the community. Outreach has been
overwhelmingly positive and community members are already asking for education on its
maintenance and how they can help get more projects like this in Easthampton. Thank you for
your consideration and please do not hesitate to reach out if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

John C. Velis

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1054

DANIEL R. CAREY
STATE REPRESENTATIVE

Committees:
Advanced I.T., The Internet, & Cybersecurity
Election Laws
Environment, Natural Resources, & Agriculture
Mental Health, Substance Use & Recovery

2ND HAMPSHIRE DISTRICT

STATE HOUSE, ROOM 33
TEL: (617) 722 - 2060
Daniel.Carey@MAhouse.gov

April 20, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application – City of Easthampton
Dear Ms. Runsten:
I write to you in full support of the City of Easthampton's application for the FY22 MVP Action
Grant. This grant would allow Easthampton to make necessary improvements to stream bank
restoration and stabilization at the Cherry Street outfall, in addition to the reconstruction of
Cherry Street with curbside Bioretention planters and treebox filters to infiltrate upgradient
stormwater resiliency to increase precipitation. The well thought out, green infrastructure plan
includes: tree cover for shade, increased walkability, pedestrian safety, and enhanced
connectivity to open space in the Cherry Street neighborhood. As an additional element to the
project, the city plans to replace aged and failing sewer and water systems.
These improvements will secure a stronger infrastructure and reduce future maintenance. This is
an exciting project for the City that incorporates community engagement and strategies that will
make the area more resilient to ongoing and future climate change impacts.

Sincerely,

Rep. Daniel R. Carey
Second Hampshire District

  



   

CITY OF EASTHAMPTON
OFFICE OF THE CITY COUNCIL
Easthampton Municipal Building
50 Payson Ave., Ste. 100
Easthampton, Massachusetts 01027-2260
Telephone #: (413) 529-1400, ext. 460
Fax #: (413) 529-1417

April 26, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application – City of Easthampton
Dear Ms. Runsten:
The Easthampton City Council strongly supports the City of Easthampton’s application for MVP
Action Grant FY22 funding. We have been participating in the City’s FY ‘21 Action Grant and we
commit to our ongoing support for this project.
Easthampton’s FY22 MVP Action Grant will construct the designs developed and permitted
under the FY21 Action Grant for stream bank restoration and stabilization at the Cherry Street
outfall and reconstruction of Cherry Street with curbside bioretention planters and treebox
filters to infiltrate upgradient stormwater/build resiliency to increased precipitation. Integrated
with the green infrastructure elements, the project will also add tree cover for shade and build
new sidewalks for better walkability, safety, and enhanced connectivity to open space and
other resources in the Cherry Street neighborhood. The City has proposed a two-year timeline
to allow this project to be integrated with a CDBG grant for replacement of aged and failing
sewer and water systems in the street. Constructing both resiliency improvements and
infrastructure now will ensure a long life for the system, decrease future maintenance, and
provide all-around better services for the mapped environmental justice neighborhood that
includes Cherry Street.
We are also excited about the opportunity this project offers to build an on-the-ground
demonstration site in the City that will be a model for future green infrastructure projects as
the City gradually integrates these resilient practices into all of its future improvement projects
around the community.

1

  



   

This project responds to several priorities identified in the City’s Community Resilience Building
Workshop:
x Increase the City’s resiliency to flooding,
x Develop an overall resiliency vision for the City,
x Address priorities identified in the City’s 2018 Integrated Water Resource Management
Plan
x Implement Green Infrastructure and/or nature-based solutions to decrease stormwater
flows and increase infiltration.
The City Council supports the ongoing commitment to the project and to continuing a robust
outreach and engagement campaign with the neighborhood as this project moves forward.
Engagement from the neighbors has been uniformly positive so far, and we are excited to bring
this project to life on Cherry Street.
Sincerely,

Easthampton City Council
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CITY OF EASTHAMPTON
Department of Public Works
50 Payson Avenue Suite 110
Easthampton, MA 01027
(413) 52e-1410
dpw@easthamptonma. gov

Director of Public Works
Gregory R. Nuttelman
April29,2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and EnvironmentalAffairs
100 Carnbridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114

RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application - City of Easthampton
Dear Ms. Runsten:
The City of Easthampton Department of Public Works supports the City of Hasthampton's application for MVP
Action Grant FY22 funding. The Department of Public Works has been participating in the City's FY21 Action
Grant and we commit to our ongoing support for this project.

Easthampton's FY22 MVP Action Grant will construct the designs developed and permitted under the FY21
Action Grant for stream bank restoration and stabilization at the Cherry $treet outfall and reconstruction of
Cherry Street with curbside bioretention planters and treebox filters to infiltrate upgradient stormwater/build
resiliency to increased precipitation. lntegrated with the green infrastructure elements, the project will also add
tree cover for shade and build new sidewalks for better walkability, safety, and enhanced connectivity to open
space and other resources in the Cherry Streot neighborhood. The City has proposed a two-year timeline to
allow this project to be integrated with a CDBG grant for replacement of aged and failing s6wer and water
systems in the street. Constructing both resiliency improvements and infrastructure now will ensure a long life
for the system, decrease future maintenance, and provide all-around better services for the mapped
environmental justice neighborhood that includes Cherry Street.
We are also excited about the opportunity this project offers to build an on-the-ground demonstration site in the
City that will be a model for future green infrastructure projects as the City gradually integrates these resilient
practices into all of its future improvement projects around the community.
This project responds to several priorities identified in the City's Community Resilience Building Workshop:

r
o
r
o

Incfease the City's resiliency to floodiog,

Develop an overall resiliency vision for the City,
Address pdorities ideatified in the City's 2018 Integrated Watet Resource Management Plan

Implement Green Infrasffucture andf ot nature-based solutions to decrease stomwatet flows arid iflcfease infiltration.

The Department of Public Works supports the City in its commitment to this project and to continuing a robust
outreach and engagernent campaign with the neighborhood as the project moves fomard. Engagement from
the neighbors has been uniformly positive so far, and we are excited to bring this project to life on Cherry
Street.

Nuttelman

EASTHAMPTON FIRE DEPARTMENT
32 Payson Ave
Easthampton, MA 01027
(4 13) 527-4200 TEL
(413) 529-1407 FAX

Christophcr Norris
Fire Chief

April 16, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
1 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application

—

City of Easthampton

Dear Ms. Runsten:
The Easthampton Fire Department supports the City of Easthampton’s application for MVP Action Grant FY22
funding. We have been participating in the City’s FY21 Action Grant and we commit to our ongoing support
for this project.
Easthampton’s FY22 MVP Action Grant will construct the designs developed and permitted under the FY21
Action Grant for stream bank restoration and stabilization at the Cherry Street outfall and reconstruction of
Cherry Street with curbside bioretention planters and treebox filters to infiltrate upgradient stormwater/build
resiliency to increased precipitation. Integrated with the green infrastructure elements, the project will also add
tree cover for shade and build new sidewalks for better wakability, safety, and enhanced connectivity to open
space and other resources in the Cheny Street neighborhood. The City has proposed a two-year timeline to
allow this project to be integrated with a CDBG grant for replacement of aged and failing sewer and water
systems in the street. Constructing both resiliency improvements and infrastructure now will ensure a long life
for the system, decrease future maintenance, and provide all-around better services for the mapped
environmental justice neighborhood that includes Cherry Street.
We are also excited about the opportunity this project offers to build an on-the-ground demonstration site in the
City that will be a model for future green infrastructure projects as the City gradually integrates these resilient
practices into all of its future improvement projects around the community.
This project responds to several priorities identified in the City’s Community Resilience Building Workshop:
•
•

increase the City’s resiliency to flooding,
Develop an overall resiliency vision for the City,

•

Address priorities identified in the City’s 2018 integrated Water Resource Management Plan
Implement Green Infrastructure and/or nature-based solutions to decrease stormwater flows and increase infiltration.

The Easthampton Fire Department supports the City in its commitment to the project and to continuing a robust
outreach and engagement campaign with the neighborhood as this project moves forward. Engagement from
the neighbors has been uniformly positive so far, and we are excited to bring this project to life on Cherry
Street.
Sincerely,

GJzrLs’topher Norris
Fire Chief/ Emergency Manager
City ofEasthampton, MA

48 Cherry Street
Easthampton, MA 01027
April 28, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application – City of Easthampton

Dear Ms. Runsten:
My name is Emily Gaestel and I live at 48 Cherry Street in Easthampton with my husband and three year old son. We
are writing in support of the City of Easthampton’s application for the MVP Action Grant FY22 funding round. You
have our ongoing support for this project that will make a big impact on our lives.
Easthampton’s FY22 MVP Action Grant will construct the designs for stream bank restoration and stabilization at
the Cherry Street outfall. Cherry Street will be reconstructed with curbside bioretention planters and treebox filters to
infiltrate upgradient stormwater and build resiliency to increased precipitation. The project will also add trees for
shade and build new sidewalks for better walkability and safety. There will also be enhanced connectivity to open
spaces and other resources in the active Cherry Street neighborhood. The City has also proposed replacement of aged
and failing sewer and water systems in the street using Community Development Block Grant funds. Constructing
both the resiliency improvements and infrastructure improvements at the same time will ensure a long life for the
system, decrease future maintenance, and provide better services for the neighborhood that includes Cherry Street.
We love our home at 48 Cherry Street and fully support this project to make long term sustainable changes to our
street, as we plan on living here a long time. Since buying our house in 2017, we have had two sinkholes in front of
our home. One backed sewage up into our basement. The other sinkhole I opened up with my car on my way to
work one winter morning. We know the problem could occur again, so we need the city to replace the aged and
failing sewer and water systems in the street using the Community Development Block Grant funds. This project will
be done in conjunction with the MVP Action Grant.
The City of Easthampton has had excellent communication with the neighborhood about this project and our
neighbors are also excited for this project to be brought to life on Cherry Street. We are also excited about the
opportunity to use this project as an on-the-ground demonstration site in the City and as a model for future green
infrastructure projects.
We wholeheartedly support the proposed project and the City’s application for the FY22 MVP Action Grant and urge
you to commit to funding this project in its entirety. Thank you very much for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Emily Gaestel
Emily Gaestel

Justin Eichenlaub
45 Cherry Street
Easthampton, MA 01027
May 5, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application – City of Easthampton
Dear Ms. Runsten:
I am a resident of Cherry Street and I fully support the City of Easthampton’s application for the MVP
Action Grant FY22 funding round and commit to our ongoing support for this project.
Easthampton’s FY22 MVP Action Grant will construct the designs developed and permitted under the FY21
Action Grant for stream bank restoration and stabilization at the Cherry Street outfall and reconstruction of
Cherry Street with curbside bioretention planters and treebox filters to infiltrate upgradient stormwater/build
resiliency to increased precipitation. Integrated with the green infrastructure elements, the project will also
add tree cover for shade and build new sidewalks for better walkability, safety, and enhanced connectivity to
open space and other resources in the Cherry Street neighborhood. The City has also proposed replacement
of aged and failing sewer and water systems in the street using Community Development Block Grant funds.
Constructing both the resiliency improvements and infrastructure improvements at the same time will ensure
a long life for the system, decrease future maintenance, and provide better services for the neighborhood that
includes Cherry Street.
The City has done a very good job of interacting with the neighborhood about this project and my neighbors
are also excited for this project to be brought to life on Cherry Street. I am also excited about the opportunity
to use this project as an on-the-ground demonstration site in the City and as a model for future green
infrastructure projects as the City gradually integrates these resilient practices into its future improvement
projects citywide.
I wholeheartedly support the proposed project and the City’s application for the FY22 MVP Action Grant
and urge you to commit to funding this project in its entirety. Thank you very much for your time and
consideration.

Sincerely,
Justin Eichenlaub
eichenlaub@gmail.com
413.270.5388

Katherine Bergren
45 Cherry Street
Easthampton, MA 01027
May 5, 2021
Kara Runsten, Municipal Vulnerability Preparedness Manager
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114
RE: FY22 MVP Action Grant Application – City of Easthampton
Dear Ms. Runsten:
I am a resident of Cherry Street and I fully support the City of Easthampton’s application for the MVP
Action Grant FY22 funding round and commit to our ongoing support for this project.
Easthampton’s FY22 MVP Action Grant will construct the designs developed and permitted under the FY21
Action Grant for stream bank restoration and stabilization at the Cherry Street outfall and reconstruction of
Cherry Street with curbside bioretention planters and treebox filters to infiltrate upgradient stormwater/build
resiliency to increased precipitation. Integrated with the green infrastructure elements, the project will also
add tree cover for shade and build new sidewalks for better walkability, safety, and enhanced connectivity to
open space and other resources in the Cherry Street neighborhood. The City has also proposed replacement
of aged and failing sewer and water systems in the street using Community Development Block Grant funds.
Constructing both the resiliency improvements and infrastructure improvements at the same time will ensure
a long life for the system, decrease future maintenance, and provide better services for the neighborhood that
includes Cherry Street.
The City has done a very good job of interacting with the neighborhood about this project and my neighbors
are also excited for this project to be brought to life on Cherry Street. I am also excited about the opportunity
to use this project as an on-the-ground demonstration site in the City and as a model for future green
infrastructure projects as the City gradually integrates these resilient practices into its future improvement
projects citywide.
I wholeheartedly support the proposed project and the City’s application for the FY22 MVP Action Grant
and urge you to commit to funding this project in its entirety. Thank you very much for your time and
consideration.

Sincerely,
Katherine Bergren

