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™\ losh. Slosh. “Hard to be-
/.m By
“” pen after being warned
-about flooding...”
ma::um_d? this scene could-
alt wm%o: in Cambridge. Or
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=+ “Waste from toilets floating in
the city’s water supply ...” \
-‘Not with so many of the
avorld’s brightest minds, the en-
‘vironmentally concerned and the
€ivic activists ... right? The sub-
ject of flooding centered on In-

lieve the city let this hap--

donesia, then America (New Or-
leans), then New England (New
Hampshire), then Massachusetts
(Taunton), but it-just couldn’t
reach Cambridge. .

“How could Eo% allow so

much development in-a flood-
~ prone area and not maintain the

infrastructure?”’
But we have a Triple-A bond
rating, and lots.of “free cash” —

more than enough to absorb the

pre-election $10 million proper-
ty tax cut. Nope, nothing to
wotry about here.

-Certainly, since wespent more
than a million dollars to buy Jand
in Lincoln to protect our water
supply, there must be a good rea-

son not to spend money within,

~ FEMA-designated

Opinion

Cambridge to eliminate, rather
than just reduce, (un)sanitary
sewer overflows, into Alewife
Brook, particularly since its
floodplain
extends to mammr Pond, our reser-
VOIr,

Last week, m:g Mass Emr-
lighted the importance of wet-
lands in flood control, and the
whole area between Alewife
Brook - Reservation and Fresh

"Pond used to be “The Great

Swamp.” But now the area has
been filled and paved, and the
city wants increased develop-
ment in that floodplain — which

it still is despite the concrete —

to the tune of a John Hancock
tower or two.

The current zoning proposal,
developed by the city, shifts al-
lowable development from the
least flood-prone areas toward
the most vulnerable. It also en-
courages converting existing
light industrial uses to high-ac-
tivity residential and mixed uses.
‘Whereas a flood now; aside from
threatening our reservoir with

contaminated water, might dam-

age some equipment and sup-
plies, under the new plan there

.could be hundreds of residential

evacuations. And if you don’t be-

‘lieve the water is contaminated,

come join me at the Mass. Ave.
bridge over Alewife. Brook dur-

ing a heavy storm, inhale deeply,

then hold onto your stomach as
the stench overwhelms- you.

Of course, the city officials
claim they focused on flooding,
by requiring businesses to peel
back some pavement when rede-
veloping. However, big floods

/| produce more water than can be

absorbed by the ground (that’s
why it’s under water) and surface
porosity doesn’t much matter.
The city focused on water falling
in the area from the skies; the
concern should be with water en-
tering over land, particularly

since their partial sewer separa- .
tion project will direct even more-

stormwater into the floodplain.

- Incidentally, the Charles River
émanmrma Association had this
to say -about lawns: “When it

Alewife moo.&:m a dire wOmmEEQ

rains, our lawns behave more
like green asphalt than open
space ... The compacted soils and
grasses on our lawns cause water
to run mEoE% off to stor-
mdrains...

We need to ?mmwﬁo.._.w:a exca-

“vate some-Jand for floodwater

storage -to protect Fresh Pond,
such as with a sizeable pond that
would be an area amenity. In
fact, the city’s infrastructure pri-
ority plan shows a possible site.
Unfortunately, they are relying
on business owners to make one

_on their own. Additionally, the

next page of the plan shows ad-

"ditional desired infrastructure

with aroad they would like built
— through Em middle of the

‘pond.

The mEa% committee, from
which the zoning supposedly

‘was based, focused only within

the conveniently defined study
area boundaries’ and excluded
from discussion flooding and

traffic impacts from and on sur- -

rounding areas. Also excluded

from: the discussion were: North.

and West Cambridge neighbors,
just overthe border from the
biggest impacts, who have long
been following these Alewife is-
sues.

When 05\ Oocbon Haoobm%

refiled the ‘zoning proposal -to.
allow mote time for evaluation,

it seemed the councilors under-

~ stood their responsibility for en-

suring that infrastructure must be .
in place before encouraging ad-
ditional development. Sanitary
sewer overflows, floodplain zon-

-ing adjacent to our water supply
- and the reality of flooding had all

converged. However,. no city
councilors. participated . in " the

“Health and Environrent Ooﬁ.

mittee’s discussion of these oou.
cerns this past week, except for
Vice -Mayor Marjorie Decker,
who is co-chairwoman of _&a
committee. . -

With an issue as basic and oc-
vious as protecting our water
supply, we need city councilors
who can understand the issues
and take responsibility for Eo.
tecting the public, who have an
o@c& responsibility in 5@8&.
ing thé importance to councilors
and candidates. Or we can H@H
them off the hook and pretend
that since a flooding disaster has-
n’'t rmwwosaa yet, we don’t sooa
to worry about it.

Mike Nakagawa is a wc&,&
member of Alewife ZQNESE
Inc., which has been monitoring

.E& ‘analyzing - environmiental,

flooding. and traffic data and
providing reliableinformation to
North. - Cambridge :&w\_weé
OQSSQ the author by e- ESN
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“More Eﬂe:ﬂﬁng on this and

other topics is available at the
Alewife . Zﬁw\\_ga Web &5
whww. &wéu@:&%@gﬁ org.
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