CITY OF

SAN JOSE Planning, Building and Code Enforcement

CAPITAL OF SILICON VALLEY CHRISTOPHER BURTON, DIRECTOR

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement has reviewed the proposed project described
below to determine whether it could have a significant effect on the environment as a result of project
completion. “Significant effect on the environment” means a substantial or potentially substantial, adverse
change in any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the project including land, air, water,
minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance.

PROJECT NAME: Williams Road Station PFAS Treatment Facility Project
PROJECT FILE NUMBERS: CP24-025 and ER24-166

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Conditional Use permit to develop a new water treatment facility within the
existing Williams Groundwater Station site. The proposed treatment facility would have a design capacity
01 20,000 gallons per minute and would use ion exchange resin to treat water from the existing groundwater
wells located on-site. There would be no change in water use or capacity. The proposed facility would
consist of steel treatment vessels under a metal canopy, two water tanks, an electrical and feed pump station
building, stormwater bioretention basin and associated infrastructure, a process drain pump station, an
emergency diesel standby generator, underground piping to connect the wells and treatment system, and
perimeter security fencing and driveway modifications.

PROJECT LOCATION: The 11-acre project site is 3601 and 3605 Williams Road in the City of San
José.

ASSESSORS PARCEL NO.: 299-31-049, 299-31-050, and 299-46-001 COUNCIL DISTRICT: 1

APPLICANT CONTACT INFORMATION: San Jos¢ Water Company (Attn: Scott Hoffman); 1265
South Bascom Avenue, San Jos¢, CA 95128; (408)918-7296; scott.hoffman@sjwater.com

FINDING

The Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement finds the project described above would not
have a significant effect on the environment if certain mitigation measures are incorporated into the
project. The attached Initial Study identifies one or more potentially significant effects on the
environment for which the project applicant, before public release of this Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND), has made or agrees to make project revisions that will clearly mitigate the potentially significant
effects to a less than significant level.

MITIGATION MEASURES INCLUDED IN THE PROJECT TO REDUCE POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS TO A LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL

A. AESTHETICS — The project would not have a significant impact on this resource, therefore no
mitigation is required.

B. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES - The project would not have a significant
impact on this resource, therefore no mitigation is required.
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AIR QUALITY.

Impact AIR-1: Development of the Project would expose the maximally exposed individual
resident to a cancer risk of 12.9 cases per one million which exceeds the Bay Area Air District
significance thresholds of 10 cases per one million for cancer risk.

MM AIR-1: Prior to issuance of any demolition, grading, and/or building permits (whichever
comes first), the Project applicant shall prepare and submit a construction operations plan that
includes specifications of the equipment to be used during construction. The plan shall be
submitted to the Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement or the Director’s Designee
accompanied by a letter signed by a qualified air quality specialist, verifying that the equipment
included in the plan meets the standards set forth below.

e All construction equipment larger than 25 horsepower operating on the site for more than two
days continuously or 20 total hours, shall, at a minimum meet U.S. EPA Tier 4 Final emission
standards.

e If Tier 4 Final equipment is not available, all construction equipment larger than 25 horsepower
used at the site for more than two continuous days or 20 hours total shall meet U.S. EPA
emission standards for Tier 3 engines and include particulate matter emissions control
equivalent to CARB Level 3 verifiable diesel emission control devices that altogether achieve
an 85 percent reduction in particulate matter exhaust and 40 percent reduction in NOx in
comparison to uncontrolled equipment.

e The Project applicant shall submit a construction operations plan prepared by the construction
contractor that outlines how the contractor will achieve the measures outlined in this
mitigation measure. The plan shall be submitted to the Director of Planning, Building and
Code Enforcement or the Director’s designee for review and approval prior to the start of any
construction activity. The plan shall include, but not be limited to the following:

o List of activities and estimated timing;
o Equipment that would be used for each activity;

o Manufacturer’s specifications for each equipment that provides the emissions level; or the
manufacturer’s specifications for devices that would be added to each piece of equipment
to ensure the emissions level meet the thresholds in the mitigation measure;

o How the construction contractor will ensure that the measures listed are monitored;
o How the construction contractor will remedy any exceedance of the thresholds; and

o How often and the method the construction contractor will use to report compliance with
this mitigation measure.
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.
Impact BIO-1: Development of the Project could have a substantial adverse effect on nesting birds.
MM BIO-1: Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Nesting Birds. The Project applicant shall

implement the following measures to reduce or avoid construction-related impacts to nesting
raptors, other migratory birds, and their nests:




e Avoidance: Prior to the issuance of any tree removal, grading, building, or demolition permits
(whichever comes first), the Project applicant shall schedule all construction activities to
avoid the nesting season. The nesting season for most birds, including most raptors in the San
Francisco Bay area, extends from February 1% through August 31st (inclusive). Construction
activities include any site disturbance such as, but not limited to, tree trimming or removal,
demolition, grading, and trenching.

If construction cannot be scheduled to occur between September 1% and January 31
(inclusive) to avoid the nesting season, a qualified wildlife biologist shall conduct a survey for
nesting raptors and migratory birds to ensure that no nests shall be disturbed during project
implementation. This survey shall be completed no more than 14 days prior to the initiation of
demolition/construction activities during the breeding season. The qualified wildlife biologist
would also conduct a survey for nesting raptors and migratory birds after any construction
breaks of 14 days or more, within 7 days prior to the resumption of construction. Construction
activities that are scheduled to begin outside the breeding season (September 1* through
January 31%, inclusive) can proceed without surveys.

e Buffer Zone: If an active nest is found in or close enough to the Project area to be disturbed
by construction activities, a construction free buffer zone shall be established by a qualified
biologist around the nest. Buffer zones are typically 300 feet (radius) for raptors and 100 feet
(radius) for other birds, but may be adjusted in coordination with CDFW according to site-
specific, Project-specific, and activity-specific considerations such as visual barriers between
the nest and the type of activity, decibel levels associated with the activity relative to baseline
noise levels, and the species of nesting bird and its tolerance of the activity. Construction
activities that are conducted within any reduced buffers may be conducted in the presence of a
qualified biological monitor, until the biological monitor determines that the reduced buffer is
effective. The construction free buffer zone shall be marked with flagging or fencing that is
easily identified and avoided by the construction crew and shall not affect the nesting birds.
The construction-free buffer zones shall be maintained until after the nesting season has
ended, or as long as the nest is active or young remain in the area and are dependent on the
nest.

o  Environmental Awareness Program: Prior to construction during the nesting bird season
(February 1% through August 31%, inclusive), all workers shall take part in an environmental
awareness program conducted by a qualified biologist. The qualified biologist shall train work
crews in standard procedures for identifying and avoiding impacts to all special-status species
with the potential to occur in the work area. The awareness program shall be conducted at the
start of construction and thereafter as required for new construction personnel. A sign-in sheet
for crew receiving the training shall be maintained on file by the Project applicant.

® Reporting: Prior to any tree removal, or approval of any grading or demolition permits
(whichever occurs first), the qualified ornithologist/biologist shall submit a report indicating
the results of the survey and any designated buffer zones to the satisfaction of the Director of
Planning, Building and Code Enforcement (PBCE) or the Director’s designee.

Impact BIO-2: Development of the Project could have a substantial adverse effect on roosting
bats.

MM BIO-2: Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Roosting Bats. Prior to any tree removal,
or approval of any grading or demolition permits (whichever comes first), a qualified biologist




who is experienced with bat surveying techniques (including auditory sampling methods),
behavior, roosting habitat, and identification of local bat species shall be consulted to conduct a
pre-construction habitat assessment of the Project study area (focusing on trees and buildings to
be demolished or relocated) to characterize potential bat habitat and identify potentially active
roost sites. No further action is required should the pre-construction habitat assessment not
identify bat habitat or signs of potentially active bat roosts within the project area (e.g., guano,
urine staining, dead bats, etc.).

The following measures shall be implemented should potential roosting habitat or potentially

active bat roosts be identified during the habitat assessment in buildings to be demolished or
relocated, or in trees that could be trimmed or removed within the Project study area:

In areas identified as potential roosting habitat during the habitat assessment, initial building
demolition, relocation, and any tree work (trimming or removal) shall occur when bats are
active, approximately between the periods of March 1 to April 15 and August 15 to

October 15, to the extent feasible. These dates avoid the bat maternity roosting season and
period of winter torpor.

If seasonal avoidance of potential roosting habitat is infeasible, the qualified biologist shall
conduct pre-construction surveys of potential bat roost sites identified during the initial
habitat assessment no more than 14 days prior to building demolition or relocation, or any tree
trimming or removal.

If active bat roosts or evidence of roosting is identified during pre-construction surveys for
building demolition and relocation or tree work, the qualified biologist shall determine, if
possible, the type of roost and species. A no-disturbance buffer shall be established around
roost sites until the seasonal windows identified above or the qualified biologist determines
they are no longer active. The size of the no-disturbance buffer would be determined by the
qualified biologist and would depend on the species present, roost type, existing screening
around the roost site (such as dense vegetation or a building), as well as the type of
construction activity that would occur around the roost site.

Buildings and trees with potential bat roosting habitat or active roosts shall be disturbed only
under clear weather conditions when precipitation is not forecast for three days and when
daytime temperatures are at least 50 degrees Fahrenheit.

The demolition or relocation of buildings containing or suspected to contain potential bat
roosting habitat or active bat roosts shall be done under the supervision of the qualified
biologist. When appropriate, buildings shall be partially dismantled to significantly change the
roost conditions, causing bats to abandon and not return to the roost, likely in the evening and
after bats have emerged from the roost to forage. Under no circumstances shall active
maternity roosts be disturbed until the roost disbands at the completion of the maternity
roosting season or otherwise becomes inactive, as determined by the qualified biologist.

Trimming or removal of existing trees with potential bat roosting habitat or active (non-
maternity or hibernation) bat roost sites shall follow a two-step removal process (which shall
occur during the time of year when bats are active, according to a) above.

o On the first day and under supervision of the qualified biologist, tree branches and limbs
not containing cavities or fissures in which bats could roost shall be cut using chainsaws
or other handheld equipment.

o On the following day and under the supervision of the qualified biologist, the remainder
of the tree may be trimmed or removed, either using chainsaws or other equipment
(e.g., excavator or backhoe).




All felled trees shall remain on the ground for at least 24 hours prior to chipping, off-site
removal, or other processing to allow any bats to escape, or be inspected once felled by the
qualified biologist to ensure no bats remain within the tree and/or branches.

Prior to the issuance of any grading, building or demolition permits (whichever comes first),
the qualified bat specialist/wildlife biologist shall submit a report indicating the results of the
survey and any designated buffer zones to the satisfaction of the Director of the Planning,
Building, and Code Enforcement or the Director's designee for the regionally known bat
species with suitable on-site roosting habitat.

Impact BIO-3: Development of the Project could have a substantial adverse effect on Crotch’s
bumble bee.

MM BIO-3: Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Crotch’s Bumble Bee. The Project
applicant shall implement the following measures to avoid potential impacts to Crotch’s bumble
bee:

Prior to the issuance of any grading, building or demolition permits (whichever comes first), a
qualified biologist familiar with bumble bees of California shall conduct a habitat assessment
to determine whether the Project area contains suitable nesting and foraging habitat for Crotch’s
bumble bee. The habitat assessment will follow the methods in Survey Considerations for
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Candidate Bumble Bee Species (CDFW, 2023).

If habitat suitable for Crotch’s bumble bee is determined to be absent from the Project area,
then no further mitigation would be required.

If habitat suitable for Crotch’s bumble bee is determined to be present on the Project area,
then the following measures will be implemented prior to construction:

o Seasonal Avoidance. For Project areas that contain foraging habitat or nesting habitat,
initial ground-disturbing work (e.g., grading, vegetation removal, staging) will take place
between August 15 and March 15, if feasible, to avoid impacts on nesting and foraging
Crotch’s bumble bees. If seasonal avoidance is not feasible, then focused surveys for
Crotch’s bumble bee will be conducted and avoidance measures will be implemented.

o Focused surveys for Crotch’s bumble bee will be conducted following the methods in
Survey Considerations for California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Candidate Bumble
Bee Species (CDFW, 2023).

o Survey timing will be determined by a qualified biologist based on seasonality, when
activity or foraging will most likely occur each year, and for which life history stage is
being surveyed.

o Non-invasive focused surveys would include the use of cameras to photograph bumble
bees. Photographs would be reviewed and verified by a qualified individual to identify the
bumble bees to species.

o If Crotch’s bumble bees are not detected during the focused survey, no additional
mitigation is required.

o If Crotch’s bumble bees are detected during the focused survey, protective buffers will be
established around active nesting colonies until these sites are no longer active as
determined by a qualified biologist. A qualified biologist, in consultation with CDFW,




will determine the appropriate buffer size to protect nesting colonies; however, buffers
will typically be at least 50 feet.

Prior to the issuance of any grading, building or demolition permits (whichever comes first),
the qualified biologist shall submit a report indicating the results of the survey and any
designated buffer zones to the satisfaction of the Director of the Planning, Building, and Code
Enforcement or the Director's designee.

Impact BIO-4: Development of the Project could have a substantial adverse effect on
overwintering monarch butterflies.

MM BIO-4: Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Overwintering Monarch Butterflies.
Prior to the issuance of any tree removal, grading, building, or demolition permits (whichever
comes first), the Project applicant all construction activities to avoid the monarch overwintering
season (November 1 to March 31). If construction cannot be scheduled to occur between April 1st
and October 31st (inclusive) to avoid the monarch overwintering season, the following measures
shall apply:

Preconstruction surveys shall be conducted by a qualified biologist for overwintering monarch
butterfly sites within 100 feet of the construction areas.

The Survey shall follow survey methods specified by the Xerces Society for Invertebrate
Conservation (Xerces, 2024).

If an active overwintering site is located, work activities shall be delayed within 100 feet of
the site location until avoidance measures have been implemented. Appropriate avoidance
measures shall include the following measures (which may be modified as a result of
coordination with the CDFW to provide equally effective measures):

o Ifthe qualified biologist determines, through observations of the colony during

construction activity, if necessary, that construction activities would not affect an active
overwintering site, activities may proceed without restriction.

A minimum 100-foot no-disturbance buffer shall be established around the overwintering
site to avoid disturbance or destruction until after the overwintering period has ended. If
site conditions warrant a smaller buffer, the extent of the no-disturbance buffer may be
decreased by the qualified biologist in coordination with CDFW. The no-disturbance
buffer zones shall be maintained until after the overwintering season has ended, or as long
as the colony is active.

Throughout the year, the Project shall avoid removing or trimming trees utilized by
monarch butterflies or trees adjacent to the winter roost to prevent indirect changes to the
humidity, wind exposure, and temperature within the immediate vicinity of the roost site.
Any routine tree trimming shall be done between April and August to eliminate the risk of
disturbance to monarch colonies and shall be conducted under the guidance of a qualified
monarch butterfly specialist if butterflies have been documented in the Project area.

e Reporting: Prior to the issuance of any grading, building or demolition permits (whichever

comes first), the qualified biologist shall submit a report indicating the results of the survey
and any designated buffer zones to the satisfaction of the Director of the Planning, Building,
and Code Enforcement or the Director's designee.




CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Impact CUL-1: Development of the Project could cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an unrecorded archaeological resource.

MM CUL-1: Cultural Resources Awareness Training. Prior to the issuance of any demolition or
grading permits, whichever occurs first, a Secretary of the Interior (SOIS)-qualified archaeologist
shall conduct a training program for all construction and field personnel involved in ground
disturbance. A Native American representative registered with the NAHC for the City of San José
and that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area, as described in Public
Resources Code Section 21080.3 shall be invited to participate. On-site personnel shall attend a
mandatory pre-Project training that shall outline the general archaeological sensitivity of the area
and the procedures to follow in the event an archaeological resource and/or human remains are
inadvertently discovered. A training program shall be established for new Project personnel before
they begin Project work. The Project applicant shall submit a copy of the training documents to the
Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement, or the Director’s designee for review and
approval prior to the issuance of any demolition or grading permits. Documentation confirming the
training sessions conducted shall be submitted to the Director of Planning, Building and Code
Enforcement, or Director’s designee prior to the issuance of any demolition or grading permits.

ENERGY - The project would not have a significant impact on this resource, therefore no
mitigation is required.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS — The project would not have a significant impact on this resource,
therefore no mitigation is required.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS — The project would not have a significant impact on this
resource, therefore no mitigation is required.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

Impact HAZ-1: Development of the Project could create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accidental conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment.

MM HAZ-1: Soil Hazard Management Plan. Prior to the issuance of any grading, demolition
permits, and building permits (whichever comes first), the Project applicant shall implement the
SJW Facility-Wide Soil Management Plan (SMP) which will include aPhase II assessment to
determine if residual pesticides are present in the shallow soil that need to be addressed in the
SMP to protect construction workers and future site workers. Under the SJW Facility-Wide SMP,
SJW engineering staff and their design contractors shall review Project plans, including the nature
of the Project, the Project’s location, and the anticipated extents and depths of any proposed soil
disturbance. If the SJW Facility-Wide SMP is determined to be applicable, a Soil Hazards
Communication Summary (SHCS) will be developed for the site.

The SHCS would list the specific constituents in soil on-site that may pose a risk to construction,
the concentration ranges of such constituents detected in soil on-site, and a map showing the areas
of the site where constituents are known to be present in soil at concentrations requiring




management during soil-disturbing construction activities. Site soils containing constituents of
concern (COCs) would be managed in accordance with both the Facility-Wide SMP and the site-
specific SHCS. A review of the SHCS and the SJW Facility-Wide SMP shall be conducted to
determine site-specific soil management practices. These site-specific soil management measures
may include:

e  Worker Training on hazardous environmental conditions present on-site for all workers
performing soil-disturbing activities at the Project site;

e Secured work zones to limit access to any identified zones of site soil with COCs;
e The preparation of a Health and Safety Plan;

e Control measures such as tire washing, street sweeping, the use of personal protective
equipment (PPE), and air quality monitoring;

e Soil stockpiling management requirements;
e Imported soil testing requirements;
e Waste soil characterization and disposal requirements; and,

e Construction documentation.

The Project applicant will conduct a Phase II assessment to determine if residual pesticides or any
other COCs are present. A Phase Il assessment would include the collection of soil samples
within the Project area to be analyzed for COCs above regulatory environmental screening levels
for public health and the environment. Prior to the issuance of a site grading permit, the applicant
shall hire a qualified environmental professional to complete a Phase II assessment to assess
COCs on-site, as the Project site has been identified as an “SMP Site.” The Phase II assessment
shall include the collection of soil samples within the Project area to be analyzed for COCs above
Water Board Construction Worker environmental screening levels (ESLs) for public health and
the environment.

If the Phase II assessment results indicate that soils with COCs above the applicable Water Board
Construction Worker ESLs are present onsite, the applicant must obtain regulatory oversight from
the RWQCB, Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), or Santa Clara County
Department of Environment Health (SCCDEH) under their Site Cleanup Program, as applicable.
Any further investigation and remedial actions shall be performed under the applicable regulatory
oversight to mitigate the constituents of concern, depending on which regulatory agency has
jurisdiction. Any site management plan, Removal Action Plan (RAP), or equivalent document
required through regulatory oversight must be prepared by a qualified hazardous materials
consultant and the plan must establish remedial measures and/or soil management practices that
shall be implemented to ensure construction worker safety and the health of future workers and
site occupants.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - The project would not have a significant impact on
this resource, therefore no mitigation is required.

LAND USE AND PLANNING — The project would not have a significant impact on this resource,
therefore no mitigation is required.




MINERAL RESOURCES - The project would not have a significant impact on this resource,
therefore no mitigation is required.

NOISE.

Impact NOI-1: The Project would result in substantial noise generating activities continuing for
more than 12 months, which is considered a significant impact pursuant to General Plan Policy
ECI1.7.

MM NOI-1: Construction Noise Logistics Plan. Prior to the issuance of any demolition, grading
or building permits (whichever comes first), the Project applicant shall prepare and implement a
construction noise logistics plan that specifies hours of construction, noise and vibration
minimization measures, posting and notification of construction schedules, equipment to be used,
and designation of noise disturbance coordinator who would respond to neighborhood complaints
will be required to be in place prior to the start of construction (i.e., prior to grading permits) and
implemented during construction to reduce noise impacts on neighboring residents and other uses.

As part of the noise logistics plan, the Project applicant shall include, but is not limited to, the
following best management practices:

e Pile Driving is prohibited.

e Limit construction to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday for any on-
site or off-site work within 500 feet of any residential unit. Construction outside of these
hours may be approved through a development permit based on a site-specific “construction
noise mitigation plan” and a finding by the Director of Planning, Building and Code
Enforcement that the construction noise mitigation plan is adequate to prevent noise
disturbance of affected residential use.

e Construct solid plywood fences or chain link fences with acoustical paneling around ground
level construction sites adjacent to operational businesses, residences, or other noise-sensitive
land uses.

e Equip all internal combustion engine-driven equipment with intake and exhaust mufflers that
are in good condition and appropriate for the equipment.

e Prohibit unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines.

e Locate stationary noise-generating equipment such as air compressors or portable power
generators as far as possible from sensitive receptors. Construct temporary noise barriers to
screen stationary noise-generating equipment when located near adjoining sensitive land uses.

e Utilize “quiet” air compressors and other stationary noise sources where technology exists.

e Control noise from construction workers’ radios to a point where they are not audible at
existing residences bordering the project site.

e Notify all adjacent business, residences, and other noise-sensitive land uses of the
construction schedule, in writing, and provide a written schedule of “noisy” construction
activities to the adjacent land uses and nearby residences.

e [fcomplaints are received or excessive noise levels cannot be reduced using the measures
above, erect a temporary noise control blanket barrier along surrounding building facades that
face the construction sites.




e Designate a “disturbance coordinator” who shall be responsible for responding to any
complaints about construction noise. The disturbance coordinator shall determine the cause of
the noise complaint (e.g., bad muffler, etc.) and shall require that reasonable measures be
implemented to correct the problem. Conspicuously post a telephone number for the
disturbance coordinator at the construction site and include it in the notice sent to neighbors
regarding the construction schedule.

POPULATION AND HOUSING - The project would not have a significant impact on this
resource, therefore no mitigation is required.

PUBLIC SERVICES — The project would not have a significant impact on this resource, therefore
no mitigation is required.

RECREATION - The project would not have a significant impact on this resource, therefore no
mitigation is required.

TRANSPORTATION - The project would not have a significant impact on this resource,
therefore no mitigation is required.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES - The project would not have a significant impact on this
resource, therefore no mitigation is required.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — The project would not have a significant impact on
this resource, therefore no mitigation is required.

WILDFIRE - The project would not have a significant impact on this resource, therefore no
mitigation is required.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

Cumulative impacts would be less than significant. The proposed Project would implement the
identified mitigation measures and would have either have no impacts or less-than-significant
impacts on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities, migration of species, or
applicable biological resources protection ordinances. Therefore, the proposed Project would not
contribute to any cumulative impact for these resources. The Project would not cause changes in
the environment that have any potential to cause substantial adverse direct or indirect effects on
human beings.

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD

Before 5:00 p.m. on Monday, August 18, 2025 any person may:

1.

2.

Review the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) as an informational document only; or

Submit written comments regarding the information and analysis in the Draft MND. Before the
MND is adopted, Planning staff will prepare written responses to any comments, and revise the
Draft MND, if necessary, to reflect any concerns raised during the public review period. All written
comments will be included as part of the Final MND.




CHRISTOPHER BURTON, Director
Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
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Date Deputy

Bethelhem Telahun
Environmental Project Manager

Circulation period: July 18 to August 18, 2025




