MUNICIPAL LIGHT PLANT SCORES

s \ommeReL g me. |
50 PTS 25 PTS 15 PTS 10 PTS 100 PTS
n CONCORD 43 24 21 10
2 BELMONT 4 26 21 9
2 HOLYOKE 3] 24 17 7
n MIDDLEBOROUGH 33 21 17 4
1 BRAINTREE 37 16 1 4
n IPSWICH 16 17 21 1
ﬂ TAUNTON 29 15 17 4
1 WEST BOYLSTON 22 14 21 3
n READING 15 21 13 5
R weLLEsLEY 3] g 9 5
n SHREWSBURY 21 16 13 3
CHICOPEE 17 18 12 5
WAKEFIELD 19 18 13 2
m NORWOOD 19 14 12 6
. SOUTH HADLEY 19 13 15 1
W5} WESTFIELD® 15 18 1 3
74 STERLING 21 13 g 2
m GROVELAND 25 10 6 0
ﬂ HUDSON® 22 13 2 3
ﬂ TEMPLETON 21 10 4 5
ASHBURNHAM 17 1 6 5




MUNICIPAL LIGHT PLANT SCORES
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50 PTS 25 PTS 15 PTS 10 PTS 100 PTS
. HINGHAM* 17 13 4 5
¥] HoLDEN 20 12 4 2
GROTON 16 1 4 5
PEABODY 13 14 8 1
/5| MARBLEHEAD 16 12 5 2
/15| PRINCETON 10 13 10 2
N, ATTLEBOROUGH 1 1 8 3
/L] PAXTON 14 12 5 1
] HULL 16 g 4 2
1| MANSFIELD 16 7 8 0
7| LITTLETON* 1 g 4 4
GEORGETOWN* 12 10 2 4
%! ROWLEY 9 10 9 0
<5 MIDDLETON® 13 g 6 0
5| BOVLSTON 12 12 2 0
5| DANVERS* 13 9 4 0
MERRIMAC* 1 9 2 3
| CHESTER 12 4 5 3
m RUSSELL 9 10 2 2
GOSNOLD N/A N/A N/A N/A

*indicates MLPs that did not submit questionnaires or provide feedback to MCAN for the purpose of this report



