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Change 
The information requested on this form must be completed to begin NlEPA Review of a IVPC in 
accordance with the provisions of the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act and its 
implementing regulations (see 301 CMR 11.1 O(1)). 

Project Name: ADM Tihonet Mixed Use Development ( EOEA #: 13940 
Street: Tihonet Road, Wareham 

Status of project construction: 0 %complete 

Proponent: ADM Development Services LLC 

Municipality: Wareham/Carver/Plymouth 
Universal Tranverse Mercator Coordinates: 

Street: 158 Tihonet Road -. - 

Munici~alitv: Wareham I state: MA I Zip Code:02571 

Watershed: Buzzard's Bay 
Latitude: 41 "47'52" N 
Lonaitude: 70°43'29" W 

I 

Name of Contact Person From Whom Copies of this NPC May Be Obtained: 1 

Expanded Environmental Notification Form (EENF) dated July 11, 2008 triis t~aert etlrprr~erl. As 
currently proposed, Phase A1 has been reduced in size, while Phase A2 II;.IS bordr~ retlor)elnrl arid 

Date of ENF filing or publication in the Environmental Monitor: EENF f~led: July 11, 2008; r ~ o l ~ t ; r r ~ l  
in Monitor: July 23, 2008 

Was an EIR required? H Y e s  U N o ;  if yes, 
was a Draft EIR filed? U Y e s  (Date: ) [XINO 
was a Final EIR filed? D y e s  (Date: ) m o  
was a Single EIR filed? D y e s  (Date: ) [XINO 

Have other NPCs been filed? D y e s  (Date(s): ) [XINO 

If this is a NPC solely for lapse of time (see 301 CMR 11.10(2)) proceed directly to 
"ATTACHIVIENTS & SIGNATURES" on page 4. 



PERMITS I FINANCIAL ASSISTANC.! 1-1 AN[) 1 IIANSILEE 
List or describe all new or modlfled_ :,I, 111 I )r . I  11111t.. I111.11 I(,I;II assistance, or land transfers 
previously reviewed. 

DEP Sewer Extension/Connectior~ P(:rrl~~l 
MassHighway - Traffic Signal Permil 

Are you requesting a finding that this projc:c:l (:II;III(](' IS ~nsrgnificant? (see 301 CMR 11.10(6)) I 

D y e s  WNO; if yes, attach justificatloli 
I 

Are you requesting that a Scope in a previously ;:;sued Certificate be rescinded? 
D y e s  WNO; if yes, attach the Certificate 

Are you requesting a change to a Scope in a previously issued Certificate? a y e s  U N o ;  if 
yes, attach Certificate and describe the change you are requesting: 

I 
Request for Amended Phase A Waiver. The Phase A Waiver was granted through a Final Record 
of Decision dated October 15, 2008. 

I 
Does the project change involve any new or modified: 

1. conversion of public parkland or other Article 97 public natural resources to any purpose 
I 

not in accordance with Article 97? D y e s   NO 
2. release of any conservation restriction, preservation restriction, agricultural preservation 

restriction, or watershed preservation restriction? D y e s  [YINo I 
3. impacts on Estimated Habitat of Rare Species, Vernal Pools, Priority Sites of Rare 

Species, or Exemplary Natural Communities? m ~ e s  ONO I 
4. impact on any structure, site or district listed in the State Register of Historic Place or the 

inventory of Historic and Archaeological Assets of the Commonwealth? 
D y e s  WNO; if yes, does the project involve any demolition or destruction of any listed or 

inventoried historic or archaeological resources? OYes  ONO 
5. impact upon an Area of Critical Environmental Concern? OYes   NO 

If you answered 'Yes' to any of these 5 questions, explain below: 

The newly proposed Phase A3 bog creation is located within NHESP mapped habitat. 

PROJECT CHANGE DESCRIPTION (attach additional pages as necessary). The project change 
description should include: 

(a) a brief description of the project as nlc~st recently reviewed 
(b) a description of material changes lo Ill(: 1)lojoct as previously reviewed, 
(c) the significance of the proposcd c: l i ; r~~c lc ! : i ,  wllli specific reference to the factors listed 301 

CMR 1 1.1 0(6), and 
(d) measures that the project is laklr~g Io ,lvolrl cl;~r~iage to the environment or to minirn1j.c nntl 

mitigate unavoidable environmental imp;~cl:. I1 III~I r:li;lr~cjo will lnvolve modification of any prcvlou:;ly 
issued Section 61 Finding, include a prooo:,r:tl I I~~) I I I I I ( .~ I I IO~~ of the Section 61 Finding (or it will I)(: 
required in a Supplemental EIR). 



(a) PROJECT DESCRIPTION AS PREVIOUSLY REV1EWb:I) @,.l;N"!;.lj~,l~~~~,g) 
'l'he Special Review Procedure (SRP) issued by the Secretary or1 . I ; \ I I ~ I ; I I S  ."), . 'OO/  ~~I~~r i l i l icd  the 
I'llase A program as a 150,000 sf office, laboratory, and r n a ~ i i ~ l ~ ~ c . ~ t ~ r ~ r ~ ; ~ ,  x1~1e . c ' .  wi111 ;~?;socintcd 
ilifrastructui-e on 14 acres of land in Warellain i n  the 50-acre ' I ' i l ~ o ~ ~ c ' l  ' I  e-c~lr~ie)logy ['ark site. 
Subsequent to the issuance of the SRP and as pal? of the Exl~;r~~tlctl l ( N  I:  (I<l<NI;) liling, the 
1'1-oponent modified and advanced the Phase A prograin into two (2)  s c l ) ; ~ ~ ; ~ l c  ;111tl clislil~cl phases in 
War-cham referred to in the EENF as Phase A 1 and A2. A description ol'c;~cli I'liasc as pl-eviously 
rc.vic\ved in thc EENF follows. 

I'rior Phasc A I Introduction 
I'li;~sc At ,  located within the Tihonet Technology Park (TTP), includcd the development of a 
1 15,200~1 st' two-story mixed use building (likely to be constructed in phases) including office 

(.?iO/;,) i i 1 ~ 1  light ina~lufacturing (75%) space, an associated cul-de-sac access roadway, parking, 
s l~)r -~~iw;~tcr  111:111i1gclnent F:icilities, and on-site wastewater facilities. The total proposed impervious 
;~rc.a ;~ssoci:~lc~l witti I'hasc A l was approximately 8.3 acres. The development was proposed to 
I . I I ~ . ~ I I I O ; I S S  I X:I 1 ;ICI-cs within the overall 60* acre wooded TTP site. The TTP site is located west 
I I l I ; ; I I . I I I  -IO-.M;II.I\'CI 120;1(1, C ~ I S ~  of active cranbeny bogs, south of a power line easement, and north of 

~r . l . i ! : ; r l i o r~  c : i ~ r r ; r I  (I<cfcr to Figures 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 dated July 11, 2008 in the EENF, Phase A1 
I I N . I I S  h l ; ~ ~ ,  :III(I IIIr;rst: A1 'l'opographic Map). The development was proposed to be sited in the 
: .oIII~I~. :I : ; I~*I 11 (~11;11lr~;r i11 ol'tlic '1''I.f' site. 

Wllc.~~ C.OIIIOI~.IC.II, 1111. I1li;lsc A I tlcvelopment was proposed to include 28,800* sf of office space, 
.1;o,.100 I t , 1  I 1 1  I I ~ * I I I  r r ~ ~ r ~ r ~ ~ l i ~ c ~ ~ ~ r ~ t ~ g  space, and 407 parking spaces (25% of which were anticipated to 
I ) ( .  t ~ ~ I . . I I  11, I L Y I  tvr111 Ir(*l  vious ~)avcrnent), or a similar facility, as dictated by market conditions. The 
I I I I I  I t I t r ~ ~ :  \v,I; 10 I N '  c etl~strt~ctc(I with twelve discreet sections and was likely to be phased. Each 

, - I I O I I  \V , IY 1 4 1  , O I I - ~ I * ; I  I ) ( '  ;I tw~-story 4,800 sf footprint (120-feet by 40-feet). Phase A1 was to be 
L ~ c . r v I  l r y  , 1 1 1  t I I I  ; I I V  I ' I ~ I c  5 scwage disposal system with enhanced nitrogen removal and 

I I I I I I I I ~  i l ~ r l  I w-1 V I L U  ~)tovidcd by the Wareham Fire District. All waterlwastewater 
I I I ~ I  ,I $11 11, l r r t t 4  \ V l i s i  1 4 )  IN. L.~)I~SII.LIC~CCI and owned by the Proponent. The Wareham Fire District was 
111 ,11.,t I ~ I I I I L  I I I I *  \\ , I I~ . I  -,11lil11y fi)r (IIC remainder of TTP, when developed. In the future, wastewater 
21 I 111  r t  I ,  !I I ~ I O  I IVII,IIIIO~-1. oI"1"I I' would likely be provided by a private on-slte wastewater treatment 
, I I I , I  I tirllq ~.i~l l  t i11  1 1 1 1  r. 01-I I I I I I I ~ Y I  111rtlcr the DEP Groundwater Discharge I'cr-mit program. Rcfer to the 
I I  I I \ I I t l i ~ l t ' r l  .Iuly I I, 2008, Phase A1 Conceptual Sitc I'liln, which tlcpicts tllc 
I t t 1 1 ,  I 1 4 1 1 1 ~ 1 1  - i ~ r '  ) I I ~ I I I  1111 ( I I ( .  ~ ) ~ ~ ~ v i o u ~ I y p r n p o s e d  Phase A1 developmcnl. 

1% l tr t  l'l~ltsr~ \ I I ' t .1  t ~ ~ i t u  !III(I ,\l\oprovaIs Summary 
I I j r .  c ~ t t l i s  I ~ I . I I ~  , I  111 I I I I I ~ . (  ~~c-t'c.:;s;~ry to facilitate the construction :~ssoci;rrc.tl w~lll I1ll;r:;c A I i ~ r i . l ~ ~ t l c . t l  

8 I , , I r  I , , I  N I'LIES Stormwater Permit for C'ollsll I I L . ~ I O I I  ;I( I I V I I I ~ - :  

( I a 11vi:-onmental Protection Agency) 

Slale Highway Access Permit (Mass1 I~j:l~w.\\,) 
( 'onservation and Management I'L-I I I I I I  ( N I  I l f : i l ' )  



Toll-n of'b$'oi-cIz~tn + Prelirnirl;~~y . r r l c l  I ) c . l r ~ ~ ~ l l v c .  St~\)tfi\lision Approval 
(Warehul~l I ' I ~ I I I I I I I I ) .  I io;rr(l) 

-+ Sitc ~ ' I ~ I I I  I ( ~ ' \ . I ~ ' L v -  SI)(.C.I;II I'crmit (%:arehain Planning Board) 
+ Watcr. Milill 1 .  S I C - 1 1 ~ 1 0 1 1  A1)1)1-o\lal (Warehain Fire District Watei- 

Depal-lrlicr~t S. W;tr.c.lli~rll h4 uliicipal Maintenallce Department (road 

cut)) 
-+ Title 5 Scwagc I >isl)osi~l I'u-mit (Wareham Board of Health) 
+ Building I'c~.nlit (Uf:rr.cIlaln Building Department) 

Prior Phase A2 Introduction 
The Phase A2 portion of the project previously rcvicwed in the EENF was locatcd in Warehain off 
Lou Avenue, with frontage on Garage Street, and was proposed to consist of the develop~nent of a 
40,000k sf medical office building with I70 parking spaces (25% of which were anticipated to be 
constructed of pervious pavement) and other site amenities (including stormwater facilities). The 
building had a footprint of approximately 17,000 sf and was proposed to be 2 % stories in height 
(the total structure footprint was anticipated to be 20,500 sf due to a proposed portico). The existing 
topography allowed the building's lower level (basement) to be placed on-grade with walk-out 
access on the northerly side. The dcvelopment was sited on 6* acres and included both wooded and 
previously developed areas (Refer to Figures 3.6.1 and 3.6.2 dated July 11, 2008 in the EENF, Phase 
A2 Locus Map and Phase A2 Topographic Map, respectively). Note that the Phase A2 development 
was not discussed in the SRP, as it was proposed in the EENF in response to a specific market 
opportunity that had been identified by the Proponent subsequent to the issuance of the SRP. 

The Phase A2 project was to be serviced by a ~nunicipal sewer and water service provided by the 
Wareham Fire District. Lou Avenue, a public way, was proposed to be improved and realigned in 
order to accommodate the Phase A2 development. Refer to the attached Figure 3.6.3 dated July 1 1, 
2008, Phase A2 Conceptual Site Plan, which depicts the previously proposed Phase A2 
development plan. 

Prior Phase A2 Permits and Approvals ~~~~~~~~~y 
The permits necessary for the construction associalcd with Phase A2 included: 

Federal -+ NPDES Sto1-1i1wolcr I'crniit for Construction Activities 
(Environnic~ital l '~ .o te :c : t io r~  Agency) 

State -+ Statc I ligl~w;~y Ac.c.c.ss I'i:r~iiit (MassHighway) 

Town qflYnrekan1 + 01.<lcl- of ( ' o r ~ c l l l r c ~ l ~ . .  (W;lr i.l1;111i ('onservation Commission) 
-+ Prclill1i11;11 y ; I I ~ I I  I ) ( . I I I I I ~ I V C .  Subdivision Approval 

(wal~cll;llll l ' l ~ l l l l l l l l ~ ~  I i 0 ; l r ~ I )  

-+ Sitc ~ ' I ; I I I  J < C ' \ J I I Y I  S I ) ~ Y  I : I I  I ' ( . l r l i i t  (Wareharn Planning Board) 
-+ Ncw SCI V I I  1. ( '( ,111 I I ~ I  I I O I I  ( W;ll.cl~arn Fire District) 
-+ Roiltl ( '111 A I ~ ~ I  4 I \  :11 ( \ l f2 / .11  (.11;11ii M ui~icipal Maintenance Department 
-+ SCWC'I ( . O I I I I ~  1 I 1 4  111 ( \ \ ' . t~  I 1 1 , 1 1 1 1  SC'WCI. Ilepartment) 
-+ I ~ L I I I C I I I I , I ~ ,  l ' c . ~  I I I I I  ( \ 4 ' 4 ~ ~  ~ > I I , I I I I  I I I I I I ( I I I I ~  Department) 



Prior Phase A Summarv 
MEPA Review Thresholds 
The Phase '4 develop~nent proganl presented in I tic 111, N I \ \ - . I - .  111 I l l l l t r i r  L I  : I . ,  I \I I 1 I I I ~  I t .1) t .11t lc-111 

projects (Phase A1 and Phase A2) that could be i~ssi~iii l ;~~t-tl  1 1 1 1 1 1  ( I I I I I I ~ .  t I t 1 \ 1  I I I ~ I I I I I . I I I  I I I ~ I I I C ;  L V I I I I L '  
~niniinizing environmental impacts. Numerous allc1.11;11 ~vc..r r . 1  t *  t t r ~ l = + i t l t ' ~  r . 1 1  I 1 1 1 1  111) :  1 1  lc: (Icsig~i 
process, focusing on limiting iinpacts to \vetla~ltls, r;rl.i: :.II(.I ~t.., I I ~ I I I I I . I I ,  \ V , I ~ . ~ ~ . L V ; I ~ ~ ~ I  i111c1 olIi~1- 
environmental constraints. Overall, iinpacts ti-0111 I I I C  1'1 I ; I : ,~,  !\ , I t . \  I > I I  I I I I I  I ~ Y I I  \ \ l i s~  t* I 1111ilct1 10 tlie 
extent practicable by respecting the natural resoul-ccs 01' 1 1 1 ~  1 1 1 1 1 1 : t l  ( I ~ = \ , ~ ~ ~ I ~ ~ I I I ~ - I ~ (  ; I I C Y I  ; I I I O  utilizing 
the available infrastructure to support this phasc. 'l ' lirt)t~~*~l~ t3:1t ~ . 1 1 1 1  I ) I ; I I ~ I ~ I I I E  ;111tl ~IC-SI):II, 1Iic n~llnbcr 
of MEPA ENF review thresholds that woultl 1i:rvu t ) c s ~ ~  c.sl.~.c.tlt-tI r l ~ l l ~ ~ ~ / : l ~  I I I C  tlc.v~.lt)l)~iicnL of Phasc 
A was minimized. Specifically, the thresholds l,~.cviotrsl y c.rt.c.c.tlt:tl r.tv~:;~.;ti.tl t b l ' :  

Prior Phase A1 Thresholds Escectlccl 
1) The creation of five or rnore acrcs 01' iinl~c~.vir~\rs i r lc* ;~  (.30 I ('MI< I 1.03(l)(b)(2)); and 2) 
the construction of 300 or more new p;t~-kllig SI);ICCS ( 5 0  1 ('MI( I 1.03(O)(b)(l 5)) .  The Phase 
A1 project was anticipated to result 111 llic c rca~io~l  ol';il~~~roxiriiiitcly 8.3-acres of impervious 
area, and the creation of 407 parking spaces. 

Prior Phase A2 Thresholds Exceeded 
The generation of 1,000 or rnore new ADT on roadways providing access to a single location 
and construction of 150 or rnore new parking spaces at a single location" (301 CMK 
1 1.03(6)(b)14). 

Prior Combined Phase A1 and Phase A2 Thresholds Exceeded and Required Permits 
1) The creation of ten or more acres of impervious area (301 CMR 11.03(l)(a)(2)); 2) 
Generation of 2,000 or more new adt on roadways providing access to a single location (301 
CMR 11.03(6)(b)(13)); 3) Generation of 1,000 or more new adt on roadways providing 
access to a single location and construction of 150 or more new parking spaces at a single 
location (301 CMR 1 1.03(6)(b)(14)). 

Federal -+ NPDES Stormwater Permit for Construction Activities 
(Environmental Protection Agency) 

State -+ State Highway Access Permit (Massachusetts Highway 
Department) 
-+ Conservation and Management Permit (IVHESP) 

Town of Wareham-+ Preliminary and Definitive Subdivision Approval 
(Wareham Planning Board) 

-+ Site Plan Review-Special Permit (Wareham Planning 
Board) 

-+ Water Main Extension Approval (Wareham Fire Distnct 
Water Department) 

-+ New Service Connection (Wareham Fire Distnct) 
-+ Street Opening Permit (Wareham Municipal Maintenance 



I ~ ~ . l 1 I l l l " l 1 I )  

I II I(. St.\v:~!:c. I)isposal Pennit (Wareham Board of 
I I<.<lIIIl) 

- , ( )I  ( I C I  0 1  ('o~lclltlons (Wareham Conservation 
( ' 0 1 l l 1 l i l \ ~ 1 0 1 l )  

- > 1 1 ~ 1  lc1111g I'cI-nlit (Warehain Building Department) 
+ I ) C I I I ~ ~ I ~ I O I ~  I'e~mit (Wareham Building Department) 

Prior Phase A Project Severability 
The SRP requires a demonstration that "lmplcnzcr~~at~on of'llze proposed phase will not yl-ecltrrlc. 
opzions to avoid, minimize or mitigate c ~ n ~ i r o ~ ~ ~ n c n t n l  inzpacts associated with-futur-e plzases." 

1 

I 
The Phase Al development incorporated a +115,200 sf building that was severable from potential 
future development of adjacent land under the ownership of the Proponent (including froin Pilasc 
A2, as discussed further in this NPC section). The proposed Phase A1 development included a 
single cul-de-sac roadway to access the proposed development (and potentially future phases 01' 

I 
Tihonet Technology Park), was self-sufficient and did not rely on the construction of infrastructure 
or utilities associated with a future phase of development. Water supply and wastewater systems to 
be provided to support the Phase A1 devclopment did not require additional stages of developmcnt 

I 
to operate effectively. I 
The Phase A2 development consisted of a building and associated infrastructure that was severablc 
from potential future development of adjacent land (including from Phase A l )  owned by thc 
Proponent. The Phase A2 development would result in the realignment and eventual continuation 

I 

of Lou Avenue to accommodate future development. It was self-sufficient and did not rely on thc 
construction of infrastructure or utilities associated with a future phase of development. Water 
supply and wastewater systems to be provided to support the Phase A2 development did not require 
additional stages of project development to opcratc effectively. 

Due to their de minimis land areas rclativc to tlie ovcrall f6,100 Tihonet Mixed Use Development 
(TMUD) Parcel (0.003% of the total I'arccl 1i1r I'ljiisc A 1 and 0.001 % of the total Parcel for Phase 
A2), implementation of Phase A1 andlor A?_ c t i t l  not 131-cclude opportunities to avoid, minimize or 
mitigate environmental impacts relatctl lo li11ur.c ~>l~;rscs. 

Prior Phase A Project Impacts 
Table 1 identifies the combined irnpirclh ;~s~oc.~;rlc.tl  will^ I1ll;tsc A as contained in the previously 
reviewed EENF along with a disti-ihu(~o~~ 0 1  1l1c I I I I I I ; I ~ . ~ S  I)y sub-Phase A1 and A2. 



Table 1 Distribution of Previouslv Reviewed Phasc i\ lrnp:~cts 

Acres of non-water dependent use of 
tidelands or waterways I-- STRUCTURES 

-- 

LAND 

Gross square footage 11 5,200k 40,0002 155,200k 

Number of housing units 0 

Maximum height (in feet) 42'k 42'2 42'+ 

- - - -  - - 

I 
Total site acreage 

Acres of land altered 

Acres of impervious area 

Square feet of bordering vegetated 
wetlands alteration 

Square feet of other wetland alteration 

11 TRANSPORTATION 1 

-- 
Summary of Project Size and 

Environmental Impacts s-- EENF Phase A1 - 
it I 111 I~II,I..,. AI  ,% ~ 2 )  -1 - 

EENF l ' l i , ~ s ~ u  A1 I OI.II t LNF Phase A 

18.4k 
. . .. 

15.15 
- ... 

8.3 k 
. . . .. 

0 

. .. . -~ 
0 

- - -- -- .- - . . -. . . 

Vehicle trips per day 828+ 

407+ 

11 GPD wastewater generation1 treatment ( 8,0002 1 7,0002 ] 15,000+ 1 

WATEWASTEWATER 

1,422+ 

170k 

The Secretary issued the Phase One Waiver decision, dated October 15,2008, determining that no 
hrther MEPA review of Phases A1 and A2 was required. 

2,250k 

577k 

Gallonslday (GPD) of water use 

GPD water withdrawal 

Length of waterlsewer mains (in miles) 

3,500+ 

3,850 +_ (Avglday) 

4,000+ 

4,350+ 

7,500+ 

8,200+ 

0.2+ 0.15 0.3+ 



ib) DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSICI)('J I,1 N( ;Il:S 
As part of this NPC, three (3) sepal-atc ;111(1  !lis1i11~.1 tlc.\l~.lol~nicnt phases (Phase A l ,  A2 and A3) are 
proposed to be established as par-1 01' I'll;~s(. A (111:;1c.;rtl 0 1 '  I llc 2 phases originally reviewed), each of 
which can stand alone as a sepal-a~c I X O I C ' C ' I  (1i;11 will 1101 111-cclude options to avoid, minimize or 
mitigate environ~nental impacts associ;~tc(l \vi l l i  lir(iri-c ~ ~ l ~ a s c s .  A brief description of the three 
proposed Phase A projects is providccl Ix.low. A l i l l  I ,  dclailed description of each of the proposed 
sub-phases is provided in the acco~nl~:iliyirig ~i;rrr;~livc clocument. The Notice of Pi-oject Change 
proposes the following changes in Phasc A. 

Proposed Phase A1 - The proposed I'hasc A l builtling area in the TTP would be reduced fro111 
1 15,200* sf to 801000* sf along with a modification in [he apportioned use of the building to 10% 
(8,000* sf-) office and 90% (72,000* sf) lighf illdustrial use. This will result in a comlnensurate 
decrease in the number of vehicle trips per day generated, the parking required, the impervious area, 
as well as water consumption and sewage flow. The full buildout to 115,200 sf building area for 
this parcel of the Tihonet Technology Park will be reviewed in a future MEPA filing. A detailed 
accounting of the change in impacts for the proposed Phase A1 is provided in Table 2 below. 

I/ Total site acreage 1 18.4k 1 1 6 . 4 ~  1 

Table 2 Comparison of Previously Reviewed to Revised Phase A1 Impacts 

11 Acres of land altered 1 15.1+ 1 15.7f 1 

Summary of Project Size and 
Environmental Impacts 

( /  square feet of other wetland alteration I 

Previously 
Reviewed Impacts 

(EENF Phase A l )  

1 Acres of impervious area 

Square feet of bordering vegetated 
wetlands alteration 

Acres of non-water dependent use of 
tidelands or waterways 

NPC Revised 
Impacts 

(Proposed Phase A l )  

(1 Gross square footage I 115,200+ 1 80,000f I 

8.3 + 
0 

Number of housing units 0 0 

1 Maximum height (in feet) 42'+ 42'k 1 

7.3+ 

0 

1) Vehicle trips per day 

1 Parking spaces 

Gallonslday (GPD) of water use 

( 1  GPD water withdrawal 

(1 GPD wastewater generation1 treatmen( 

I /ength of waterlsewer mains (in miles) 
-- - - 

Proposed Phase A2 - The propose-tl I ~ - \ ~ I ~ . I I J I I ~ .  l o  111c' I'hase A2 program are intellclc.cl to 

accommodate the needs of a particula~ ~ . 1 1 ( 1  r lk ,c - l  I I I ~ I I  111c.  I'lol~onent has identified for the Pll;lsc. A,' 
site. The location of Phase A2 r c ~ ~ i ; ~ i l ~ . ,  0 1  1 ~ ~ I I I I I I .  ' S  I 011  Avenue, as reviewed in tllc I ~ l * h ' l ~  
However. the proposed development li;~., IN.(.II I 1 - I (  '1 . I I I . I ~  I 0 .' ~niles to the north side of Rosc 1{1 O O I ~ ,  


