Sustainability Goals– 2.1 and 2.2

2.1 Version sent out

Objective 2.1: To protect the quality and quantity of the water in our local water cycles.

Feedback in minutes:

Need further definition of “local water systems”; Need strategy around development

Proposed by email:

To protect the quality and quantity of the water that cycles through our ground water, surface water, drinking water, waste water, and storm water systems, and to ensure that future development fits within the constraints of these local water cycles.


Feedback by email:

1. Hi Jim, my notes for objective 2.1 were that a few people were uncomfortable with the phrase "and to ensure that future development fits within the constraints of our local water systems" (the discussion was that could be interpreted different ways, that there are solutions to constraints so that might be too limiting, etc) so they wanted it simply to read "To protect the quality and quantity of the water in our local water cycles".


2. I think your 2.1 rewrite is good as is.


Response to feedback:

Oops, I didn't realize that the version Daphne sent out had deliberately removed the comment about development as the result of committee discussion.  A possible middle ground would be to mention it, but to allow for the possibility that water supply will be increased as the result of planning decisions. Here's yet another version to consider:

“To protect the quality and quantity of the water that cycles through our ground water, surface water, drinking water, waste water, and storm water systems; and to ensure that planning targets for future development match the planning targets for these water systems.”

Or we could prominently feature the matching of water plans to development plans as an action idea. 

++++++++++


2.2 Version sent out:

To move toward a material economy in which every manufactured object becomes, at the end of its useful life, part of another sustainable product or process, without accumulating toxins in the environment.

Feedback in minutes

Jim to re-write (too vast)

Proposed by email:

To move toward a material economy in which there is no waste or accumulation of toxins.


Feedback by email:

1. I like your rewrite of 2.2

2. I agree with what you said, but this will reduce any red flag comments:

“To move toward a material economy in which there is [little or] no waste [and little or no]  accumulation of toxins.”

Response to feedback:

I think the 'move towards' does the same thing as the proposed edits in the email, so I'd leave it as is and not add the “little or” phrase. The goal is vast, but it's at the heart of any reasonable definition of 'environmental sustainability”. We can do a lot locally as a town and as citizens to move towards zero waste.  

