
          

Hi Kathy, 

Jay Weiss and I appreciate the opportunity to join the Park Committee during last week’s kick-off meeting for 
the pond rehabilitation study.  We have a few thoughts we would like to pass on for consideration based on 
review of the proposal and discussion during and after the meeting. 

Overall, we agree with the direction Jim Kerney was headed in early in the meeting (i.e., getting to the meat of 
the matter more quickly).  We believe that there are a limited number of practical options available to address  
the pond’s primary issues (e.g., maintaining an acceptable year-round base flow, removal of sediments to 
increase depth and for reducing a source of nutrients, ensuring the hydraulic and structural integrity of the 
outlet, repair of the wall surrounding the pond, and ongoing management of aquatic weeds and algae).  It 
seems to us that more work in the field to better understand these issues, and to evaluate the limited, feasible 
solutions, is where the focus should be if able to adapt within the accepted scope. 

Looking at each of these: 

- We agree with the consultant team that the primary source of base flow recharge to the pond is via 
groundwater entering the pond in the northeast corner.  Clearly, this source isn’t adequate to 
maintain acceptable year-round water elevation (Installation of piezometers and/or microwells 
would be the standard hydrogeologic methods for determining groundwater contribution).  We 
believe that it is unlikely that this source can be enhanced enough to provide the additional flow 
needed.  Drilling a well devoted to providing flow to the pond, and/or tapping into the Town’s 
public water supply system appear the best dependable options, as suggested at the meeting. 

- Removal of much of the pond’s sediments would have multiple benefits for water quality, fish and 
other aquatic species, and control of nuisance pond “weeds”.  Evaluation is needed to determine 
sediment volume, how best to remove and dewater the sediments, and disposition (on-site or off-
site based on quality).  It is possible that sediment removal would allow increased groundwater 
flow but, again, we doubt that this would be appreciable. 

- Ensuring that the outlet structure is intact (i.e., not “leaking”) and designed (elevation and 
configuration) to maximize acceptable water levels is necessary.  This is standard civil engineering 
work and covered in the proposal. 

- The wall surrounding the pond provides a number of beneficial functions but is in need of repair.  
This element is included in the proposal. 

- Ponds require periodic maintenance.  They are sediment and nutrient “sinks” with aquatic growth 
adapting to varying conditions in the waterbody (e.g., water quality, nutrient availability, sunlight 
penetration, water residence time, etc.).  To fulfill the aspirations for the pond’s successful 
rehabilitation and public use, some annual maintenance will be necessary and should probably be 
acknowledged as part of the current project. 

Apologize for the length of this!  We are very happy and excited that the Town decided to move forward with 
this work.  The pond is an important feature of the Park and its juxtaposition to the Childrens’ Garden makes it 
particularly interesting and important to us.   

Please let us know if we can be of help, 

Mike Beck, VP, FFWP                     September 28, 2022 

   


