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Where we came from: To Flume or Not to Flume?



Where we came from: Two Alternatives Captured the 

Range of Possibilities

GILLINGHAM WATER



RELIABLE AFFORDABLE RESPONSIBLE



This study developed a total of six alignments alternatives.



Coarse screening shortlist;two alignments plus two corridors



Fine screening recommends;Alternative #1 plus One Corridor



Predictive climatological modeling supports the To Flume 

decisionfor 80% of climate scenarios modeled.



Despite escalating costs, need for financing, and future 

local water system investments, the decision To Flume 

still maintains the economic advantage.

TO 
FLUME

NOT 
TO 

FLUME

OR
???

THAT IS THE QUESTION



Workshop Objectives

ÅReporton work completed to-date

Åfield investigations and alternatives analysis

Åfine screening evaluation results and shortlist

Åpredictive climatological modeling

Åcost & affordability check

ÅObtain Boardõs feedback on work performed and 
recommended next steps

ÅReach consensus on:

Åadvancing study to Phase 5 ðRecommended Alignment 
Report



Agenda 1. Introduction and Objectives

2. Overview of Shortlisted Alternatives

3. Alternatives Evaluation ðFine Screening

4. Predictive Climatological Modeling

5. Project Affordability Update

6. Conclusions & Next Steps



1. Introduction and Objectives

Speaker:  J.P. Semper, P.E.



Where we came from: To Flume or Not To Flume?

ÅWSPS, which concluded in Jan. 2020, 
Four òBoxesó were evaluated

Å2 alignment alternatives defined the 
range of the òTo Flumeó project

ÅDetermined òTo Flumeó was most 
favorable option

BOX 1 BOX 2 BOX 3 BOX 4



PLANNING FACTORS:

Åfeasibility and cost-effective 
construction

Åreliability

Åenvironmental effects

Where are we headed: How to Flume?

Ålong-term operations and maintenance 
(O&M)

Åaffordability, impacts to rates, and funding 
options

Å*NEW* predictive climatological modeling

RELIABLE AFFORDABLE RESPONSIBLE


