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Pursuant to the MassachusettsEnvironmental Policy Act (MEPA) (G.L.c.30, ss. 61-621)
and Section 11.11 of the MEPA regulations(301 CMR 11.00), | have reviewed the Expanded
Environmental Notification Form (Expanded ENF) and hereby grant a waiver that will allow the
proponent to proceed with design and permitting of Phase 1 of the project prior to completingthe
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) process for theentire project.

d‘-“; a

i
Project Description Biaf

Plymouth Rock Studios proposes to develop theeast coast's first independent, full-
servicefilmand television studio facility in Plymouth, MA. It will create an economic engine
that will generatemore than 2,000 jobs, providea unique tourist attraction, serveas an
educational resourcefor potential employees and studentsand support the Commonwealth's
efforts to attract the film industry to Massachusetts. The project includesa noteworthy
commitment to designand build a state-of -the-art, green and sustainabl e studio thet will
minimizethe project's environmental footprint, provide exposurefor renewableenergy
technol ogies, including a 500 kilowatt (kw) solar photovoltaic (PV) system, and serveas amodel
for developersin Massachusettsand studio headsin Hollywood. The proponent hasworked
closdly with the Town of Plymouth and itsresidentsto identify an appropriate site for the project
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and to address local concems. The comment |etters recaived on thisproject reflect genuine
support and exciternent for t he projeet and its gods.

The project condstsof the construction of 21,292,000 gross sSquarefeet (gst) Studio
Production Campus (including 14 sound stages, a 10-acre back |ot, productionservicebuildings,
office hui | d ngs, atheater and avisitor center), a 519,000 gst Studio Amenities Carpus
(including shops, restaurants, a hotel and housing) and a183,000 gsf Research/Education
Campus (including research and education buildings). Primery accessto thesitewl be
provided by anew aceess road extending from Clark Roed tot he project site. The accessroad
will includeextensions to the South $Scheol Educationa Complex and to ForgesFidd. In
addition, a multi-use path will be constructed within thesamecorridor asthe roadway.
Secondary access will be provided from Long Pond Road viat he existing Waverly ks Drive.
Other roadway improvements include: construction of a NOder N roundaboutat the Clark
Road/Long Pond Road intersection; completion of the Route 3/Exit 3 interchange; Sgndization
of the access road/Clark Road intersection; widening of Clark Road betweent he Route 3
southbeund rampsand L ong Fond Road; and pedestrian, bicyde and traffic calming
improvetrietits dong Long Pond Road. Wastewater will be conveyed fromthe Steto the
Camelot Drive Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) viaanew sewer extension. \Water supply
will be provided ether through conngetion to the municipa supply or through construction of an
on-stewel. Thesawer extensionand water supply will bedesi gned toservet he projectand the
South School Educational Complex. The project will Indudegpproximately 4,190 parking
spaces lacated in surface parking lots and parki ng garages.

Phase 1 condstsof the construction of the access road from Clark Road and asseciated
storrawater infrastructure tothe project site. Theacocessroad isproposed as atwo-lane undivided
roadway With apaved travel way width of 24-feet. |t will include an additiond threefeet of
structural, sable shoulder on each side which W be integrated info the drainage swale design
andWl| pravide pre-treatment for stormwater runoff. Fhase 1 may include construction of the
multi-usepath. The purposeof t he Waiver request isto alow construction of the aceess road to
commerice prior to completion of the EIR for the overall project so that theaccess road can ke
used for construction traffic during construction of the remainder of the project. Phase 1
activities will include clearing, grading filling, installation of stermywater facilities, stabilization
of Sde slopes, retaining walls and revetments, and pavi ng tot he binder level. Activitiss
associated with the completionof t he read such as final paving, striping and landscaping arenot
planned as part of Phase 1.

Project Site

The 242-acre siteislocated between L ong Pond Road and Route 3 near Interchanges.
Thesite | Sbounded by Cresswinds Golf Course tot he west and northwest, ForgesHeld
Recreational Complex tot he north, Route 3o the sast, the South School Educational Complex
tot he south and east and Long Pond Road and existing resdencestot he southwest. The
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northeast portion of MylesStandish State Forest islocated to the west of theste. Thesite
consistsof a 27-hole golf course, aclub house, ancillary support structures, parkiig lots, access
roads, an irrigation System, drinking water wells, three lined ponds associated withtheirrigation
and stormwater management systems, asinglefamily homeand ninehousinglots. Thesite
containsforested upland areasand threeisolated wetland resourceareas(only oneof whichis
subject to jurisdictionunder the Wetlands Protection Act). It i slocated within the Eel River
Subwatershed of the South Coastal Basin,

The project includes off-site transportation improvementsand utility infrastructurewhich
may extend from the Route 3/Clark Road cerridor north to the Camelot Drive Wastewater
Treatment Plant and the Bradford Water Supply. The geographic extent of these improvements
will depend on the preferred alternativesidentified throughthe MEPA process. The utility
corridor is located within areasidentified inthe MassachusettsNatural Heritage Atlas(13™
Edition) as Priority Habitat.

Construction of the accessroad will extend from the Route 3/Clark Road corridor through
a207-acreparcel of conservation land to the South School Educational Complex, thesiteand to
the Forges Field Recreationa Complex. The conservation land is bounded by Route 3to the
east, Clark Road to the south, Long Pond Road to the west and the South School Educational
Complex to the north. Thesiteisowned by the Town of Plymouthand is protected by Article 97
of the Articlesof Amendment to the Constitutionof the Commonwedth of Massachusettsunder
aconsarvation restrictionheld by the Wildlands Tl of southeastern Massachusetts. It isan
undeveloped, wooded parcdl and includestwo certified vernal pools. In addition, the Town of
Mymouth hasidentified a potential water supply on the Site,

MEPA Jurisdictionand Required Permits

The project isundergoing MEPA review and issubject to preparation of a mandatory
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) pursuant to 301 CMR 11.03(1)(a)(1), 11.03(1)(a)(2),
11.03(6)(a)(6) and 11.03(6)(a}(7) becauseit requiresastate permit and consistsof ateration of
more than 50 acresof land, creationof ten or more acres of imperviousarea, generation of 3,000
or more new adt on roadwaly's providing accessto a singlelocationand construction of 1,000 or
more new parking spacesat asinglelocation. The project requiresan Access Permit from the
MassachusettsHighway Department (MassHighway) and a Sewer Connection/Extension Permit

_from the Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP). [t may require a New
Approval (for on-sitewater supply aternative), Water Management Act Permit (for on-sitewater
supply alternative) and a Groundwater Discharge Permit (for ground source heat pump) from
MassDEP. The project may requirereview by the Division of Fisheriesand Wildlife's (DFW)
Naturd Heritageand Endangered Species Program (NHESP) and will require review by the
Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC).  Also, the project requiresan Order of Conditions
from the Plymouth Conservation Commission (and a Superseding Order of Conditionsin the
eventt he loca Order isappealed). The project may receive state fundsthrough the
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Infrastructure, Investment and | ncentiveprogram (1-Cubed) for the transportation and utility
infrastructurecomponentsof the project.’ In addition, the project requiresa National Pollutant
DischargeElimination System (NPDES) Construction General Permit for Stormwater.

Phase 1 requiresa Construction Permit from MassHighway and may be funded through
the I-Cubed program.

Becausethe project may includefinancia assistancefrom the Commonwealth, MEPA
jurisdiction is broadl N scope and extendsto all agpectsof the project that may cause Damageto
the Environment asdefined in the MEPA regulations. Theseincludeland ateration,
tfransportation, air quality, greenhouse gases, water supply, wastewater, wetlands, rare species
and congtruction period impacts.

Summary of Potential Environmental Impacts

Potential environmental impacts associated with redevel opment of the project siteinclude
thedteration of 112 acresof land, creation of an additional 53 acresaof new imperviousareafor a
total of 65 acresof imperviousarea and generation of an additional 8,950 averagedaily vehicle
trips (adt) for atotal of 9,916 adt. Water usewill decreaseby approximately 144,000 gallons per

day {gpd) and wastewater generation will increaseby 162,420 gpd compared to the previoudy
reviewed Waverly Oaks Golf Club.

Potential environmental impacts associated with the accessroad include ateration of 19.4
acresof conservationland and creationof 63 acresof impervioussurfaces. Potential
environmental impacts associated Wt h the other traffic improvementsproposed alongthe Clark
Road/Route 3 corridor include alterationof 104.6 acresof land, including 30.8 acresof
undeveloped land, and creation of 6.8 acresof new impervioussurfaces.

Potential impactsassociated with the utility corridor include 11.6 acresof land alteration,
creationof | acre of new impervious surfacesand work withinwetland resourcesand rare
species habitat.

Summary of Proposed Mitigation
Measures to avoid, minimize and mitigate project impacts presented in the Expanded

Environmental NotificationForm (Expanded ENF) include: redevelopment of an existing Site;
certificationat the Silver Level under the Coreand Shell category for campus devel opment by

1 The proponent and the Town of Plymouth intend to jointty submit an Economic Development Proposal for these
Funds

2 TheCertificate on the Expanded ENF and the DROD incorrectly indicated that wasewater gener ationwould
decrease by 162,420 gpd.
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the US Green Building Council's Leadership in Energy and Environmentd Design (LEED); -
ingalationof a500 kw solar PV sysem; installation of solar hot water systems; water
conservation measures; avoidanceof wetland impacts; use of perviouspavement, green roofs
and rainwater reuse (for irrigation and greywater); compliance with the Wetlands Protection Act
Stormwater Management Standards, roadway and signal improvements; development of a
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program i ncl udi ng operation of afixed shuttle
system and pedestrian, bicydeand traffic calming improvements; and measuresto nni nhze
construction period impaets. [N addition, utility corridor dternativesminimize land ateration
through location within existing roadwaysor previoudy disturbed areas. The utility ¢orridor will
a0 include condructionof awater reuse ling from the Camelot Drive WWTP tofacilitater euse
of wastewater by the Towa for irrigation of Forges Field, the school complex and Crosswinds.

In addition, | note that the proponent has nade a commitment to the Town that the
roadway project will be bonded to ensure its completion.

Waver Request

The proponent has requested awaiver that will alow the proponent to proceed with Phase
1 of theproject prior to preparingan EIR for the entire project. Congstent with this request, an
Expanded ENF was submitted and it was stibject to an extended review period. Supplementd
information cons sting of atraffic analyssof alternatives wasdistributed on November 24,2008.
Toprovide adequate time to review the submission of additiond traffic information, thereview
period was extended an additional 16 days. A letter clarifying the Phase t Walver Rest ves
submitted to t he MEPA Office on January 9,2009. The Expanded ENF and supplementd traffic
anayssidentifies the environmentd impacts of the project and describes measuresto be
undertaken by the proponent to avoid, minimize and mitigate project impacts. They include a
discussion Of the project's consstency Wth theeriteria for grantinga Phase 1 Waiver, an
alternatives andyds, trafficstudy, identification of 10 aceess dterndives, air quality sudy, noise
Sudy, design plans for t he proposed access mad, identification of environmenta impacts
associated withFhase 1and identification of measures to avoid, nini Nhize and mitigate impacts
associated with Phase 1.

A Draft Reoord of Decision (DROD) proposingto grantthe waiver request was published
in the Environmental Noni t or on January 21,2009 in accordance with 301 CMR 11.15(2), which
“began the public comment period. The public comment period lasted for 14 days and ended on
February 4,2009. No commentswerereceived on the DROD.

Criteriafor a Phase 1 Wave

The MEPA regulationsat 301 CMR 11.11(¢1) statethat | may waveany provisonor
requirement in 301 CMR 11.00 not specificallyrequi red by MEPA and may impose gopropriate
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and relevant conditionsor restrictions, provided that | find that strict compliance with the
provision or requirement would:

(8 result in an undue hardshipfor the proponent, unless bassd on dday in compliance by
the proponent; and
{b) not serveto avoid or minimize Damage to the Environment.

TheMEPA regulationsat 301 CMR 11.11(4) statethd, in the case of apartial waiver of a
mandatory EIR review threshold that will allow the proponent to proceed with Phase 1 of the

project prior to preparingan EIR, 1shall base thefinding required in accordancewith 301 CMR
11.11(1)(b) on adetermination that:

(@ the potentia environmenta impactsof Phase 1, takendone, areinsgnificant;

(b) ample and unconstrained infrastructure facilitiesand servicesexist to support Phase 1;
(©) the project isseverable, such that Phase 1 doesnat require theimplementation of any
other future phase of the project or restrict the means by which potentia environmentd
Impacts from any other phase of the project may be avoided, minimized or mitigated; and
(d) the agency action(s) on Phase 1 will contain terms Such asa conditionor restriction,
0 asto ensuredue compliancewith MEPA and 301 CMR 11.00 prior to commencement
of any other phase of the project.

e

Findings

| find that subject to conditionsdescri bed below, the proponent has met thetestsfor a
Phase 1 Walver. My determinationis basad ont he information submitted by the proponent,
consultation with the relevant state agencies, and consideration of comment lettersreceived. As
further outlined below, | havedstermined that compliancewith the requirement to prepare an
EIR prior to Phase 1 would not serve to avoid or minimize Damage to the Environment, that
adequate and uncongtrained infrastructure exists to support the project, thet the project is
severableand that agency actionson Phase 1 can be conditioned to ensure compliancewith
MEPA.

The request for thewaiver is supported by MassHighway, Senate Presdent Therese
Murray, StateRepresentativeThomas J. Calter, State Representative Vinny deMacedo, the Town
of Plymouth, the Plymouth Public Schools Superintendent, the Plymouth Conservation
Commission and the Old Colony Planning Council (OCPC). Commentsfrom state resource
agenciesdo not identify objeetions to the grantingof the Phase 1 Waiver or request additiona
analysisof environmenta impactsassociated ith the Phase 1 Waiver request.

| note that several residents have provided commentson the project and access
dternativeswhich includeobjectionsto the granting of a Phase 1 Waver . These objections
includeconcem that adequatetime has not been provided to citizensto reviewall of the
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transportation alternativesand that aspecific alternative, in particular, warrantsfurther
consderation.and review by the Commonwealthand the Town of Plymouth. These commentors
request further analysisof direct accessto the site from Route 3 as ameansof avoidingimpacts
to conservation land and local roadwayswhileproviding regional accessto the areaiinciuding the
PlymouthRock Studiosproject, Townfacilitiesand Myles Standish State Forest. | appreciatethe
thoughtful conment s provided on thisissue; however in the absence of support for further
analysisof this dternative by MassHighway, OCPC, the Town of Plymouth or coneerns with
environmental impacts associated with the proposed accessroad, further analysisof thi s
dternativeis not warranted.

Requiring the preparation of an H Rin advance of undertaking Phase1 would eause
undue har dship and would not serveto minimize Damageto the Environment:

Asnoted previoudy, the Expanded ENF and supplementd traffic analysisincludean
aternativesanalysis for transportation improvements, design plansfor the access road,
identify the environmental impactsof the project, include a traffic study and describe
measuresto be undertaken by the proponent to avoid, minimize and mitigate project impacts.
The proponent provided ten accessaiternatives for review (threeof whichare variationson
Alternative 1).

State agency actionsassociated \ith Phase 1 are limited to the granting of a Construction
Permit by MassHighway. Commentsfrom the Executive Office of Transportationand Public
Works (EOTPW) indicatesupport for the Phase 1 Waiver and the identification of Clark
Road Accessasthe preferred alternative. The comment |etter indicatesthat additional
analysisof an atemativethat would providedirect accessto the site from Route 3 isnot
warranted. The proponent has provided an andysisof environmental i mpacts associated with
the preferred dternativeand proposed adequate mitigation to avoid, minimizeand mitigate
impacts. The Expanded ENF containssufficient information to enable MassHighway to
understand the environmental consequencesof its permit decisions.

Thegranting of aPhase1 Waiver is being conditioned to ensure the environmental impacts
of the project are minimized while providing public benefits. These conditionsinclude:

e Clearing, cutsand fill and grading work on the project site may occur in conjunctionwith
construction of the access road; however, the access road must be substantially complete
prior to proceeding with construction on the project siteand must be used for construction
accessduring construction of the project site.

e Themulti-usepat h must be constructed in conjunction with the access road as part of
Phase 1

e The project must be constructed consistent with MassDEP Stormwater Standards
identified in the Wetlands Protection Act regulations.

e Theproject, including construction of the multi-use path, must bedesigned and
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constructed to protect the Zone 1 wellhead protection areaassociated with the potential
water supply site identified by the Town of Plymouth.

e The proponent should continueconsultationswith the Town, the Wildlands Trust of
Southeastern Mssachuset t s and MassDEP as designsare advanced for the access road
and multi-use path.

e Theproponent must prepare draft Section 61 Findingsfor the MassHighway Construction
Permit outlining al the proposed mitigation measuresassociated with Phase 1 for
congderation during permitting.

Given theforegoing, and subject to the conditionsdescribed above, | find that a
requirement to complete MEPA review prior to initiating the permit processfor Phaselis
not necessary in order for the proponent to demonstrate that it will avoid, minimize, and
mitigatepotential Damage to the Environment to the maximum extent practicable, and that a
requirement to do so would therefore cause undue hardship and would not serve to minimize
Damageto the Environment.

Therefore, the requirement for completion of an EIR prior to Phase 1is not necessary ad
would not serve to avoid or minimize Damageto the Environment

1. The potential environmental impacts of Phase 1, taken alone, areindgnificant.

The project i sdesigned to avoid, minimize and mitigateenvironmental impacts. Potential
environmental impaets are associated with thecreation of 6.3 acres of impervious surfaces
(the roadway and multi-use path) and alterationof conservationland. The project will excced
the ENF thresholdfor impervioussurfaces. Impectsassociated with the creation of
impervioussurfaceswill e minimized by the roadway designand constructionof a
stormwater management system consi stent with MassDEP Stormwater Standards. The
conservationrestriction placed on the land allows'the construction or maintenanceof
roadwaysor passagesto serviceadjacent properties...” Inaddition, it indicatesthat any
construction of roadways" ...are permitted but only if such acts and uses do not materidly
impair Significant conservation interests.” (Section I B).

TheExpanded ENF indicatesthat theaignment of the accessroad isdesigned to minimize
fragmentation Of the conservation |and while following existing contours, to the extent
possible, to minimizegrading. The project will not result in direct aterationsto wetland
resourceareas and construction activitieswill be greater than 100-feet from wetland resource
areasand certified vemal pools. The project will not alter rare species habitat or ater any
historic resourceslocated on the State or National Register of Historic Places. As currently
proposed, it appearsthat the multi-use path may extend through the Zone | of a potentia
water Upply. ThePhase 1l Waiver is being conditioned to avoid impactsto thispotential
water supply.

The commment |etter from the Southeast Wildlands Trust, which holds the conservation
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restriction, identifiesits consultations with the project proponent and its goasincluding: “ to
ensurethe protectionof wildlifeand plant communities by limiting disruption caused by
fragementation of the parcd and (2) to protect public water resources giventhe fect that the
premisesoverliethe Plymouth-Carver solesourceaquifer.” The letter doesnot identify any
objectionsto the granting of a Phase1 Waiver.

Based on the foregoing, | find that the potential environmental impactsof Phase 1, taken
done, areingdgnificant.

2. Ampleand uncondrained infrastructur efacilitiesand servicesexis to support Phasel.

The accessroad is proposed asinfrastructurefor the project. It will provideaccessfor
congruction vehicletraffic to the site and, therefore, limit construction period traffic impacts
on the Long Pond Road/Clark Road intersection and dong Long Pond Road. Onceit is
constructed, the access road must be used for construction traffic asa condition of this
Waiver. Thework forcewill include approximately 500 to 600 construction workersover the
duration of the studio work and could appr oach 1,000 workers during pesk construction.
Congtruction related truck traffic will generate gpproximeately 150 to 400 dalily trips.

Based on theforegoing, | find that ample and uncongtrai ned infrastructure exists to support
Phasel.

3. Theprojeet isseverable such that Phase 1 dees not requirethe implementation of any
other future phase of the project or restrict the means by which potential
environmental impactsfrom any other phase of the project may be avoided, minimized
or mitigated.

Phase 1 isnot dependent upon completion of theoveral project. It will be limited to
providingaccessto the South School Educationa Complex and the southern perimeter of the
project site. Providing alternativeaceess to the South School Educational Complex has been
identified by the Town and the School Superintendent asa priority for theTownand a
sgnificant benefit of the project. Commentsfrom the Plymouth School Superintendent
indicatethat the School Department iscommitted to redesigningitstraffic patterns to
minimizeaccessto Long Pond Road.

The Expanded ENF describeshow accesswill be provided to the site, includes atraffic study
that evaluates atotd of ten access alternatives and identifies mitigation measures. Thetraffic
study generdly conformsto EEA/EQTPW Guiddinesfor EIR/EIS Traffic Impact
Assessment. 1t clearly describesthe methodol ogiesused to devel op the informationand
providessupporting documentation. Thestudy identifiestrip generation, analyzesimpacts
and providesalevd-of-service(LOS) andyssfor thestudy area.

Thestudy areaincludes Clark Road, Long Pond Road and Route 3 including seven mgor
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intersections and four ramp junctions. Thetraffic anaysis evauatesten aternativesbased on
the ability to minimizeproject-relatedimpacts along Long Pond Road, maintaintherural
character of the Clark Road/Long Pond Road corridorsand ensure thet the state highway
systemwill continue to function in asafeand efficient manner with sufficient reserve
capacity to accommodatef ut ur e traffic growth. These aternativesinclude:

Alternative 1: Clark Road Accesswith aFull Interchangel mprovement

Alternativel A: Clark Road Accesswith aFull Interchangel mprovement and Long Pond
Road Buffer

Alternative 1B: Clark Road Accesswith Interchange Improvement and Northbound Slip-
Ramp

Alternative 1 C; Clark Road Accesswith Route 3 Southbound Interchange Improvement
Alternative 2: Clark Road Accesswith Partia Interchange Improvement

Alternative 3: Clark Road Accesswith Rout e 3 Southbound G f - Ranp Connector
Alternative4: Clark Road/Long Pond Road Realignment

Altemative5: Route3 Southbound Interchange

Alternative6: Route3 Southbound Off-Ramp

Alternative 7. Clark Road Accesswith Full Interchangelmprovementand Realignment of
Long Pond Road

Alternative 1A, which includes the access roed as proposed in the Phase 1 Waiver, is
identified asthe preferred dternative from atraffic operations perspective. Under the 2018
Build with Mitigation scenario, it will provide overall operating conditionsof LOSB or
better during the peak periodsaong the Clark Road corridor. All movementsat the access
road intersectionwill operateat LOS C or better. The ramp junctionswith Route 3 will
operateat LOSD or better.

Because there is not support for requiring direct accessto the site from Route 3 by
MassHighway, OCPC or the Town of Plymouth, thegrantingof the waiver will not restrict
the means by which potential envirenmentat impactsmay be avoided, minimized or
mitigated. Commentsand consultationswith state agenciesindicatethat further analysisof
direct accessfrom Route 3 isnot warranted. TheSingle EIR will includefurther andysis of
several of the dternativesidentifiedint he Expanded ENF.

Based ont he foregoing, 1find that Phase | of the project is severable and does not reguirethe
implementationof any other future phaseof the prg ect or restrict the means by which
potential environmental impactsfrom any other phase of the project may be avoided,
minimizedor mitigated.

4. Theagency action(s) on Phase 1 will contain termssuch asa condition or restriction, so
asto ensuredue compliance with MEPA and 301 CMR 11.00 prior to commencement
of any other phase of the project.

10
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Theproject requires a Construction and Access Permit from MassHighway. These permits
can be conditionedto ensurethat the full-build of the project complies with MEPA and its
implementing regulations. In addition, the proponent must prepare draft Section 61 Findings
for the Construction Permit outlining all the proposed mitigation measures associated with
Phase 1 for consideration during permitting.

Based on theforegoing, | find that the agency actionson Phase 1 will contain termssuch asa
condition or restriction, so asto ensure due compliancewith MEPA and 301 CMR 113D
prior to commencement of any other phase of the project.

Conclusion

| havedeterminedthat thiswaiver request has merit, and issued a DROD, which was
published in the Environmental Monitor on January 21,2009 in accordance with 301 CMR
11.15(2), which began the public comment period. The public comment period lasted for 14
daysand ended on February 4,2009. No commentswerereceived onthe DROD. | hereby grant
the walver requested for this project, which will allow the proponent to proceed with Phase 1 of
the project prior to preparing a mandatory EIR for the entire project, subject to the above findings
and conditions.

Date

lan A. Bowle$

No Comments Recalved on the DROD

CommentsReceived on the Expanded ENF:

1/9/09 Department of Conservationand Recreation{DCR)

12/23/08 Divisonaof Fisheriesand Wildlife/Natural Heritageand Endangered Species
Program (NHESP)

1/9/09 Executive Officeof Transportationand Public Works (EOTPW)

12/3/08 Massachusetts Historical Commisson

12/1/08 Therese Murray, Senate President

12/9/08 Thonas J. Calter, State Representative

12/2/08 Vinny deMacedo, State Representative

1/8/09 Plymouth Public Schools/Superintendent of Schools

12/29/08 Town of Plymouth/Conservatioen Commission
1/6/09 Town of Plymouth/Board of Selectmen

11
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12/17/08 Town of Plymouth/Planning Board
12/18/08 Destination Plymouth

1/9/09 Ed River Watershed Association, Ltd.
1/8/09 Friends of Myles Standish State Forest
12/15/08 Grester Attleboro Taunton Regional Tagt Authority (GATRA)
1/2/09 Old Colony Planning Council
12/19/08 Pymouth 1000

1/7/09 The Pinehills

1/3/09 Wadk Boston

1/8/09 Wildlands Trust of Southeastern MA
1/7/09 W iams. Abbatt, P.C.

1/9/09 John Adelmann

1/8/09 Patricia N. Adelmann

1/5/09 Alleen Sanger Chase

12/30/08 JamesCn—an

1/8709 James Concannon (second | etter)
12/26/08 Fr. Richard G. Curran, Ed. D.

1/6/09 Joseph J. DeSilva

1/5/09 Oliver H. Dugrell III

1/7/09 Bet sy Hall

1/3/09 Steven Lydon

1/8/09 Malcolm A. MacGregor

1/7/09 Paul MeAiduff

1/6/09 Roger W. Monks

1/5/09 L oisand DouglasPost

1/7/09 Craig Richards

1/8/09 Larry Rosenblum

12/12/08 Richard Silva
12/12/08 Loring Tripp HI

IAB/CDB/cdb
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