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DRAFT Evaluation Criteria for Ecological Restoration Alternatives for the Lower Neponset River

Based on the many interests, values, and stakes in the Lower Neponset River expressed by the Citizens Advisory Committee members, a preferred restoration alternative should (in no particular order):

· Protect and improve human health and safety

· Clean up PCBs/chemical hazards

· Educate people about fish advisories

· Ensure public recreation areas and points of access are structurally safe and have sufficient police and public safety access (“defensible space”)

· Improve the riverine ecosystem as a whole

· Protect and improve water quality and sediment quality

· Protect the estuary and all its ecosystem functions

· Restore healthy fish populations, including enabling fish passage from the ocean to habitat upstream of the current dams

· Protect and enhance habitat for wildlife 

· Benefit the businesses, neighborhoods, and landscapes that have developed around the existing impoundments or other structural features of the current river’s course

· Bring to life the river’s history

· Reflect the central role of the river in community members’ childhood memories and life experiences

· Bring to life the local industrial heritage surrounding the Baker and T&H dams in Milton and Dorchester (not sugar-coated: address the use of the dams as an energy source, as well as their pollution and ecology impacts)

· Bring to life the historical importance of the free-flowing river to Native American tribes
· Protect the aesthetic character of the river and estuary

· Create more awareness of/connection to the river and more opportunities for river access on both sides of the river – bring the river “out of hiding”
· Promote a sense of active stewardship of the river, surrounding land, and associated habitat.

· Foster/invite/encourage recreational use

· Provide fishing opportunities

· Create linked public spaces and trails along the river for walking, biking, riding, birding

· Provide boating access and river continuity for canoeing and kayaking

· Provide access to the river via public transportation

· Improve visual access

· Educate citizens about the ecological value of the river and the wildlife it supports (and will support after restoration efforts)

· Enhance citizens’ understanding of the river’s connection to the ocean

· Reduce risks of flooding
· Be feasible and cost effective 
· Be feasible and implementable within good engineering practice

· Consider both initial capital costs and long-term operation and maintenance costs (“life cycle” cost analysis)

· Consider both financial and non-monetary costs versus benefits  (non-monetary benefits include all the values expressed in the above criteria)

The Citizens Advisory Committee identified the following considerations as influential when measuring alternatives against the above criteria:

· Relevant permits and regulations

· Sustainability of project benefits and resources for maintenance

· Public safety and law enforcement jurisdictions and resources

· Funding opportunities: financial partners, settlements from “polluting parties,” legislature buy-in that leads to appropriations

· Existing plans, including the DCR Neponset River Restoration Master Plan and the associated Safety and Security Plan (Appendix E)
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