ENVIRONMENTAL NOTIFICATION FORM




For Office Use Only

CO mmo nwealth Of Massac h usetts Executive Office of Environmental Affairs
Executive Office of Environmental
Affairs m MEPA Office EOEA No.:
E N F : MEPA Analyst:
Environmental Phone: 617-626-

Notification Form

The information requested on this form must be completed to begin MEPA Review in accordance
with the provisions of the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act, 301 CMR 11.00.

Project Name: Massachusetts Turnpike Parcel 7 Air Rights, Kenmore/Fenway Area
Street: Massachusetts Turnpike, Beacon Street, Brookline Avenue

Municipality: Boston Watershed: Boston Harbor

Universal Tranverse Mercator Coordinates: | Latitude: 42°20'51.69" N

UTM (Zone 19) 327062, 4690516 Longitude: 71°5'58.53" W

Estimated commencement date: Spring 2009| Estimated completion date: Fall 2011
Approximate cost: $450 Million Status of project design: 10 % complete

Proponent: Meredith Kenmore/Fenway Development Group, LLC

Street: One Bridge Street, Suite 300

Municipality: Newton | State: MA | Zip Code: 02458

Name of Contact Person From Whom Copies of this ENF May Be Obtained: Corinne Snowdon

|
Firm/Agency: Epsilon Associates, Inc. | Street: 3 Clock Tower Place, Suite 250 |
Municipality: Maynard State: MA | Zip Code: 01754 |
Phone: (978) 897-7100 | Fax: (978) 897-0099 | E-mail csnowdon@epsilonassociates.com |
Does this project meet or exceed a mandatory EIR threshold (see 301 CMR 11.03)?
XYes [ INo
Has this project been filed with MEPA before?
[ lYes (EOEA No. ) XINo
Has any project on this site been filed with MEPA before?
[ lYes (EOEA No. ) XINo
Is this an Expanded ENF (see 301 CMR 11.05(7)) requesting:
a Single EIR? (see 301 CMR 11.06(8)) [ ]yes XINo
a Special Review Procedure? (see 301CMR 11.09) [ lYes XINo
a Waiver of mandatory EIR? (see 301 CMR 11.11) [lYes XINo
a Phase | Waiver? (see 301 CMR 11.11) [ lYes XINo

Identify any financial assistance or land transfer from an agency of the Commonwealth, including the
agency name and the amount of funding or land area (in acres): The Massachusetts Turnpike
Authority (MTA) will grant the development rights, meaning a long-term ground and air rights lease,
for the 3.6-acre project site to the Proponent. This constitutes a “land transfer.”

Are you requesting coordinated review with any other federal, state, regional, or local agency?

[ lYes (Specify) * XINo
The project is, however, also being reviewed by the Boston Redevelopment Authority (BRA)
pursuant to a Memorandum of Understanding between the Massachusetts Turnpike Authority (MTA)
and the City of Boston, acting by and through the BRA, dated June 1, 1997.




List Local or Federal Permits and Approvals: Federal - United States Environmental Protection
Agency - NPDES General Permit for Discharge from Small Construction Activity (1</+5 aces); Federal
Aviation Administration - FAA Height Restriction Notice (if construction or cranes will exceed 200 feet).
Local - Boston Air Pollution Control Commission - Approval for parking spaces; Boston Civic Design
Commission - Review and Approval; Boston Redevelopment Authority - 80B Large Project Review, 80C
Planned Development Area Review; Boston Transportation Department - Transportation Access Plan
Agreement, Construction Management Plan; Boston Water and Sewer Commission - Sewer Use
Discharge Permit, Site Plan Approval, Construction Dewatering Permit, Sewer Extension/Connection
Permit, Stormwater Connection; City of Boston Committee on Licenses - Parking Garage Permit, Fuel
Storage License; City of Boston Inspectional Services Department - Building and Occupancy Permits;
Public Improvement Commission — Street and Sidewalk Occupation Permits, Tieback/Earth Retention
Permit, Specific Repair Plan, License for installation of groundwater monitoring wells; Boston Zoning
Commission - Planned Development Area Approval, Zoning Code Amendment.

Which ENF or EIR review threshold(s) does the project meet or exceed (see 301 CMR 11.03):

[ ] Land [ ] Rare Species [ ] Wetlands, Waterways, & Tidelands

[ ] Water [ ] Wastewater DX Transportation

[ ] Energy [ ] Air [ ] Solid & Hazardous Waste

[ ] ACEC [ ] Regulations [ ] Historical & Archaeological

Resources
Summary of Project Size | Existing Change Total State Permits &
& Environmental Impacts Approvals
N» [] Order of Conditions
Total site acreage’ 3.63 L Superseding Order
of Conditions
New acres of land altered 0 [] Chapter 91 License
Acres of impervious area® 3.42 -0.15 3.27 [ ] 401 Water Quality
Square feet of new bordering 0 Certification
vegetated wetlands alteration [ I\Iﬂ;':?n(i)tr MDC Access
Square feet of new other 0 [] Water Management
wetland alteration Act Permit
Acres of new non-water [ ] New Source Approval
dependent use of tidelands or 0 X] DEP or MWRA
waterways Sewer Connection/
. - Extension Permit

X] Other Permits

Gross square footage® 0 1,294,848 1,294,848 (including Legislative
Number of housing units* 0 282 282 Approvals) — Specify:
Maximum height (in feet)® 0 276 276 MHC — Chapter 254
Review
MBTA — Cooperation
Agreement

WN -

. The site acreage reported includes the area of air rights and land owned by the MTA (3.63 acres).
. Impervious category includes the area of buildings, gravel parking lots, and paved areas.
. This amount includes all uses including mechanicals and parking. When GSF is calculated according to the Boston Zoning Code,

which does not include the area of underground parking and mechanical space, it is reduced to 1,055,078 sf.

. The total number of residential units includes 254 on-site, market rate units and 28 on-site affordable units. Fourteen off-site

affordable units are also included in the project.

. The tallest of the four buildings proposed is 276 feet to the top of occupied space, as defined by the Boston Zoning Code.




TRANSPORTATION

Vehicle trips per day*

Based upon ITE Land Use Code(s): ITE 990 5,380 6,370
LUC 820, 220, 710
Parking spaces 240 1,120 1,360

WATER/WASTEWATER
Gallons/day (GPD) of water use 0 104,463 104,463
GPD water withdrawal N/A N/A N/A
GPD wastewater generation/ 0 86,833 86,833
treatment
Length of water/sewer mains
N/A N/A N/A

(in miles)

CONSERVATION LAND: Will the project involve the conversion of public parkland or other Article 97 public
natural resources to any purpose not in accordance with Article 97?
ClYes (Specify ) XINo
Will it involve the release of any conservation restriction, preservation restriction, agricultural preservation
restriction, or watershed preservation restriction?
XINo

[1Yes (Specify )

RARE SPECIES: Does the project site include Estimated Habitat of Rare Species, Vernal Pools, Priority
Sites of Rare Species, or Exemplary Natural Communities?
XINo

[lYes (Specify )
HISTORICAL /ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Does the project site include any structure, site or
district listed in the State Register of Historic Place or the inventory of Historic and Archaeological Assets of
the Commonwealth?

[lYes (Specify: )  XNo
If yes, does the project involve any demolition or destruction of any listed or inventoried historic or
archaeological resources?

[ ] No

[Yes (Specify )
AREAS OF CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERN: Is the project in or adjacent to an Area of Critical
Environmental Concern?

[lYes (Specify )  [XINo




PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The project description should include (a) a description of the
project site, (b) a description of both on-site and off-site alternatives and the impacts associated
with each alternative, and (c) potential on-site and off-site mitigation measures for each alternative
(You may attach one additional page, if necessary.)

Project Site and Description

The Massachusetts Turnpike Authority (“MTA") Air Rights Parcel 7 Project (the “Project” or “Parcel 77) is
proposed for construction on the MTA's Parcel 7, which comprises the area over Interstate 90 (the
“Turnpike”) between the Beacon Street overpass to the west and the Brookline Avenue overpass to the east
(a distance of approximately 600 feet) as well as an area on the east side of Beacon Street between the
Turnpike and Maitland Street, which are currently surface parking lots. The total site area is approximately
3.63 acres (approximately 158,000 square feet). The site is within a block of Fenway Park, the Lansdowne
Entertainment District, Kenmore Square and Audubon Circle. See Attachment 3.

The proposed Project is a “Smart Growth” transit oriented-development that will locate approximately 1.3
million square feet of housing, offices, retail, and parking directly adjacent to the Yawkey Commuter Rail
Station and one block from the MBTA's Kenmore Square and Fenway Green Line Stations. The Yawkey
Commuter Rail Station and new public green-space will be surrounded by a shared-use public parking
garage, retail shops, and four buildings with commercial and residential space. New pedestrian connections
through the Project will tie together Audubon Circle and Boston University to Kenmore Square, Fenway Park,
and the Lansdowne Entertainment District.

The proposed Project will include four major new buildings and two parking garages totaling
approximately 1,295,000 square feet. The four buildings, which range in height from seven to 22 stories,
will have retail uses on the street level and commercial and residential uses above. The approximately
101,000 square feet of retail space will likely include restaurants, a grocer, soft goods, cafes, a health
club, as well as community space. The proposed shared-use parking garage over the Turnpike will be
seven stories high, provide 780 parking spaces (700 public, 80 private), and will largely be hidden from
view by existing and proposed buildings on Beacon Street and a proposed seven-story “wrapper building”
on Brookline Avenue. A smaller underground parking garage, having approximately 580 spaces, is
proposed adjacent to Maitland Street, below Buildings 1 and 2, to accommodate the proposed residential
and commercial uses. The Project will include approximately 282 residential units, including 254 on-site
market rate units, 28 affordable housing units, and an additional 14 affordable units off-site. All new
buildings will be sustainably designed and LEED® Certifiable.

New vibrant public open space will be created throughout the Project site surrounding the proposed
buildings and will be highlighted by a new central green space along Beacon Street, adjacent to Yawkey
Station. New paving and landscaping will be installed on all surfaces surrounding the Project. Barrier free
pedestrian access will be provided to the proposed buildings, Yawkey Station the new green space, and
between Beacon Street and Brookline Avenue.

A key element of the Project will be its connection with the newly renovated Yawkey Station MBTA
Commuter Rail Station, which is planned to be rehabilitated by the MBTA, to a full-time commuter rail station
with extended platforms, improved pedestrian access, and other improvements. The rehabilitated station will
have connections to the subway system via a proposed pedestrian connection to the Green Line Fenway
Station and Kenmore Station, as well as with Longwood Medical and Academic Area (LMA) shuttle buses,
and MBTA local bus routes and express routes into downtown, and shared-use parking. The new Yawkey
Station will be integrated into the proposed Project design and will have direct access from the open green
space and head houses on Brookline Avenue and Beacon Street and the new Yawkey Way Extension. The
Proponent is working closely with the MBTA to ensure that the Yawkey Station improvements are able to be
constructed simultaneously with the Project in an efficient and cost-effective manner.

New roadways are proposed in and around the Project site that will provide better access to Yawkey Station
and better connect Kenmore Square, Fenway Park, and the Kenmore and Fenway MBTA Stations. New
roadways will better connect Montfort Street with Maitland Street and Overland Street to reach Brookline
Avenue. And there will be a new connection from Beacon and Maitland Streets directly to Yawkey Station,
Brookline Avenue, and the Fenway Park/ Lansdowne Entertainment District.



While the Proponent intends to fund and construct the infrastructure improvements on the Project site, other
proposed infrastructure improvements in the Project area, including improvements to Yawkey Station and
new roadways on land other than the MTA’s Parcel 7 have been funded and will be built by the
Commonwealth. Funding for these improvements was included in a $55-million Economic Stimulus Bill,
passed by the Legislature in 2006, intended to improve mass transit and car and pedestrian access to the
hospitals, colleges, and businesses in the area, including Fenway Park. Among the public transportation
improvements included in the legislation were $12 million to upgrade Yawkey Station and $12.5 million for
improved bus, shuttle and pedestrian access to Yawkey Station and the Fenway Green Line station, and for
improved lighting, sidewalks, and improvements to local roads. The Proponent will work closely with the City
and State to ensure that public improvements are able to be constructed simultaneously with the Project in
an efficient and cost-effective manner.

Alternatives

Since January 2007 when the Proponent received Developer Designation for Parcel 7, the Proponent has
met regularly with the BRA, the Boston Transportation Department (“BTD”), the MBTA, the MTA,
interested parties, abutters, and the Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) established for the Project. To
date there have been three public CAC meetings, and numerous working sessions with the CAC and the
BRA. Feedback from these meetings has positively influenced the design, including the massing and
placement of the proposed buildings, and the program outlined in this ENF. These meetings will continue
throughout the MEPA and City review processes.

Mitigation

The proposed Project will have numerous public realm benefits, environmental and transportation
benefits, as well as economic benefits for the neighborhood, City, and the Commonwealth. Mitigation
measures will focus on sustainability in design and construction and on transportation. The Project will
be LEED certifiable as required by Article 37 of the Boston Zoning Code. LEED credits will be achieved
by carefully reviewing and selecting sustainable site components including stormwater management,
landscaping, exterior design and material selection, surface paving, and alternative transportation
opportunities. The proposed Project will include a robust Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
program to encourage use of “alternate modes” of transportation such as walking, bicycling and public
transit. Potential TDM measures being considered are listed in the attached Transportation Study. The
components of the TDM program will be formalized in the Transportation Access Plan Agreement to be
executed with BTD.

A comprehensive description of all the Project’s proposed mitigation measures will be included in the
DEIR.



LAND SECTION — all proponents must fill out this section

I. Thresholds / Permits
A. Does the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to land (see 301 CMR 11.03(1)
____Yes X No; if yes, specify each threshold:

II. Impacts and Permits
A. Describe, in acres, the current and proposed character of the project site, as follows:

Existing Change Total
Footprint of buildings 0.00 +1.9 +1.9
Roadways, parking, and other paved areas __3.42 -2.09 1.33
Other altered areas (describe) N/A N/A N/A
Undeveloped / Open Landscaped Areas 0.15 +0.15 0.30

The existing Project site is fully developed. It consists of the air rights over the
Turnpike and surface parking lots located along Beacon Street between Maitland
Street and the Turnpike. A small grassy area along Beacon Street near Yawkey
Station is the only impervious portion of the site.

B. Has any part of the project site been in active agricultural use in the last three years?
Yes X No; if yes, how many acres of land in agricultural use (with agricultural soils) will be
converted to nonagricultural use?

C. Is any part of the project site currently or proposed to be in active forestry use?
____Yes X No; if yes, please describe current and proposed forestry activities and indicate whether
any part of the site is the subject of a DEM-approved forest management plan:

D. Does any part of the project involve conversion of land held for natural resources purposes in
accordance with Article 97 of the Amendments to the Constitution of the Commonwealth to any
purpose not in accordance with Article 977? Yes X _No; if yes, describe:

E. Is any part of the project site currently subject to a conservation restriction, preservation
restriction, agricultural preservation restriction or watershed preservation restriction? _ Yes X
No; if yes, does the project involve the release or modification of such restriction? _ Yes __ No;
if yes, describe:

F. Does the project require approval of a new urban redevelopment project or a fundamental
change in an existing urban redevelopment project under M.G.L.c.121A? __ Yes X No; if yes,
describe:

G. Does the project require approval of a new urban renewal plan or a major modification of an
existing urban renewal plan under M.G.L.c.121B? Yes __ No X ; if yes, describe:



H. Describe the project's stormwater impacts and, if applicable, measures that the project will take
to comply with the standards found in DEP's Stormwater Management Policy:

The Project is expected to fully comply with the DEP’s Stormwater Management Policy.
Stormwater management controls will be established in compliance with BWSC
standards, and in conjunction with the MTA. The Project is not expected to result in the
introduction of any peak flows, pollutants or sediments that would potentially impact the
receiving waters of the BWSC’s and/or MTA’s stormwater drainage system.

l. Is the project site currently being regulated under M.G.L.c.21E or the Massachusetts
Contingency Plan? Yes __ No _X ;ifyes, what is the Release Tracking Number (RTN)?

J. If the project site is within the Chicopee or Nashua watershed, is it within the Quabbin,
Ware, or Wachusett subwatershed? _ Yes X No; if yes, is the project site subject to
regulation under the Watershed Protection Act? _ Yes __ No

K. Describe the project's other impacts on land:

The proposed Project will make dramatic improvements to the area of what are now
unappealing parking lots and bridges over the Turnpike. New open space will be created
throughout the Project site adjacent to retail, restaurants, and cafes surrounding the
proposed buildings and will be highlighted with a new central green space along Beacon
Street adjacent to Yawkey Station. The improvements will create a vibrant public realm
that will provide pleasing open space for city residents and integrate the proposed
buildings seamlessly into the urban environment. Surface upgrades, direct connections
to Yawkey Station, adjacent buildings and visual connections between different proposed
site uses will create a safe, fluid and inviting pedestrian environment.

lll. Consistency
A. Identify the current municipal comprehensive land use plan and the open space plan and
describe the consistency of the project and its impacts with that plan(s):

In June of 2000, following almost two years of planning, analysis and public meetings, the
BRA and the Strategic Development Study Committee (SDSC) issued A Civic Vision for
Turnpike Air Rights in Boston (the “Civic Vision”). On December 21, 2000, the BRA Board
of Directors formally voted to adopt the Civic Vision report “as the plan and development
guidelines which will be the framework for the Boston Redevelopment Authority and
future Citizens Advisory Committees to review proposed development projects over the
Turnpike Air Rights in Boston.” The Project is consistent with this plan because it fosters
increased use of public transportation, strengthens the vitality of the neighborhood,
creates a new lively public space, as well as enhances Boston as a place to live, work, and
invest.

The City of Boston’s Parks Department Open Space Plan 2002-2006 (“Open Space Plan”)
looks at all public open space, including non-traditional open spaces such as urban wilds,
community gardens, cemeteries, greenways, trails, thoroughfares, and harbor islands, as
well as traditional parks, playgrounds, squares and malls. It also examines open lands
under private ownership, such as non-profit institutions, so as to understand their role in
the citywide open space system. Connecting neighborhoods separated by the Turnpike is
one of the goals mentioned in the plan. The Project will provide a connection between the
two sides of the Turnpike which will contain tree lined sidewalks. This will connect
Boston University, Audubon Circle, Kenmore Square, the Lansdowne Entertainment
District, and Fenway Park.



B. Identify the current Regional Policy Plan of the applicable Regional Planning Agency and
describe the consistency of the project and its impacts with that plan:

Executive Order 385, “Planning for Growth” (“EO 385"), explicitly seeks to promote
sustainable economic development in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. The Project
has been designed to meet the dual objectives of EO 385 of promoting economic activity
which is supported by adequate infrastructure and which does not result in avoidable loss
of environmental quality and resources. The Project site currently consists of surface
parking lots and air space over the Turnpike. The Project will result in the redevelopment
of this underutilized site, will rely on existing infrastructure, and will not have an adverse
impact on any endangered or threatened natural resources.

The Metropolitan Area Planning Council (MAPC), the regional planning agency
representing Boston, is developing a new regional plan “MetroFuture: Making A Greater
Boston Region,” to address current development challenges and opportunities. As MAPC
pursues this planning effort, the regional plan “MetroPlan 2000,” continues to provide a
vision for current development proposals in the Boston area. MetroPlan 2000 supports
future growth based on economically and environmentally practical development. The
plan encourages transit use, ride sharing and pedestrian traffic to reduce automobile
travel, traffic congestion, air pollution, and fuel consumption. The plan aims to reduce
development pressures on open space and environmentally sensitive lands.

The proposed Project is consistent with the goals of MetroPlan 2000 by concentrating
economic and residential development on a previously developed site in an urban area
served by existing infrastructure systems. The Project will also add to the area’s housing
stock, including affordable housing. The Project is consistent with Massachusetts “smart
growth” polices to locate development in places of employment.

C. Will the project require any approvals under the local zoning by-law or ordinance (i.e. text or map
amendment, special permit, or variance)? Yes X No ; if yes, describe:

The Proponent intends to develop the Project as a Planned Development Area in
compliance with the provisions of the Zoning Code. The Site contains more than one acre,
and PDAs are permitted in all zoning districts in which the Site is located. PDAs are
overlay districts that may be designated by the Boston Zoning Commission to provide
greater flexibility for large project development while preserving City and public review of
projects features and impacts. In general, uses and project dimensions of projects are set
forth in a PDA Development Plan reviewed and approved by the BRA and Boston Zoning
Commission. The Proponent will seek approval with BRA support of a limited text
amendment to the Zoning Code to permit the height and FAR of the Project. It is
anticipated that this process will proceed concurrently with the PDA review process.

D. Will the project require local site plan or project impact review?
X Yes ___ No; if yes, describe:

The Project is located on land and air rights owned by the MTA along the Boston
Extension of the Turnpike. Accordingly, the Project is subject to review by the BRA
pursuant to the MOU between the MTA and City of Boston, acting by and through the BRA,
dated June 1, 1997. The MOU establishes a design review process for development
projects akin to Large Project Review under Article 80B of the Boston Zoning Code. The
review process includes active participation by a Citizen’s Advisory Committee (CAC)
appointed by the Mayor. A CAC was established for the Project in 2002, and the CAC has
met several times and will continue to meet to review the Project with the Proponent. The
review process will be governed by applicable provisions of the MOU.



RARE SPECIES SECTION

Thresholds / Permits
A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to rare species or habitat (see
301 CMR 11.03(2))? ___ Yes _X No; if yes, specify, in quantitative terms:

B. Does the project require any state permits related to rare species or habitat? Yes X No

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Wetlands, Waterways, and
Tidelands Section. If you answered "Yes" to either question A or question B, fill out the remainder
of the Rare Species section below.

Impacts and Permits

A. Does the project site fall within Priority or Estimated Habitat in the current Massachusetts

Natural Heritage Atlas (attach relevant page)? _ Yes ___ No. If yes,
1. Which rare species are known to occur within the Priority or Estimated Habitat (contact:
Environmental Review, Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program, Route 135,
Westborough, MA 01581, allowing 30 days for receipt of information):
2. Have you surveyed the site for rare species? __ Yes ___ No; if yes, please include the
results of your survey.
3. If your project is within Estimated Habitat, have you filed a Notice of Intent or received an

Order of Conditions for this project? __ Yes ____ No; if yes, did you send a copy of the
Notice of Intent to the Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program, in accordance
with the Wetlands Protection Act regulations? _ Yes __ No

B. Will the project "take" an endangered, threatened, and/or species of special concern in
accordance with M.G.L. c.131A (see also 321 CMR 10.04)? ___ Yes ___ No; if yes, describe:

C. Will the project alter "significant habitat" as designated by the Massachusetts Division of
Fisheries and Wildlife in accordance with M.G.L. c.131A (see also 321 CMR 10.30)? _ Yes __
No; if yes, describe:

D. Describe the project's other impacts on rare species including indirect impacts (for example,
stormwater runoff into a wetland known to contain rare species or lighting impacts on rare moth
habitat):



WETLANDS, WATERWAYS, AND TIDELANDS SECTION

I. Thresholds / Permits

A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to wetlands, waterways, and
tidelands (see 301 CMR 11.03(3))? __ Yes _X No; if yes, specify, in quantitative terms:

B. Does the project require any state permits (or a local Order of Conditions) related to wetlands,
waterways, or tidelands? __ Yes X No; if yes, specify which permit:

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Water Supply Section. If you
answered "Yes" to either question A or question B, fill out the remainder of the Wetlands,
Waterways, and Tidelands Section below.

. Wetlands Impacts and Permits

A. Describe any wetland resource areas currently existing on the project site and indicate them on
the site plan:

B. Estimate the extent and type of impact that the project will have on wetland resources, and
indicate whether the impacts are temporary or permanent;

Coastal Wetlands Area (in square feet) or Length (in linear feet)

Land Under the Ocean

Designated Port Areas

Coastal Beaches
Coastal Dunes
Barrier Beaches
Coastal Banks

Rocky Intertidal Shores

Salt Marshes
Land Under Salt Ponds

Land Containing Shellfish

Fish Runs

Land Subject to Coastal Storm Flowage

Inland Wetlands
Bank

Bordering Vegetated Wetlands

Land under Water

Isolated Land Subject to Flooding
Bordering Land Subject to Flooding

Riverfront Area

10



C. Is any part of the project

1. alimited project? ___ Yes _No

2. the construction or alteration of adam? __ Yes ___ No; if yes, describe:

3. fill or structure in a velocity zone or regulatory floodway? _ Yes ___ No

4. dredging or disposal of dredged material? _ Yes ___ No; if yes, describe the volume of
dredged material and the proposed disposal site:

5. adischarge to Outstanding Resource Waters? _ Yes ___ No

6. subject to a wetlands restriction order? _ Yes ____ No; if yes, identify the area (in

square feet):

D. Does the project require a new or amended Order of Conditions under the Wetlands Protection
Act (M.G.L. c.131A)? ___Yes ___ No; if yes, has a Notice of Intent been filed or a local Order of
Conditions issued? __ Yes ____ No; if yes, list the date and DEP file number; .
Was the Order of Conditions appealed? _ Yes __ No. Will the project require a variance from
the Wetlands regulations? ___ Yes ___ No.

E. Will the project:

1. be subject to a local wetlands ordinance or bylaw? Yes ___No
2. alter any federally-protected wetlands not regulated under state or local law?
Yes ___ No; ifyes, whatis the area (in s.f.)?

F. Describe the project's other impacts on wetlands (including new shading of wetland areas or
removal of tree canopy from forested wetlands):

Waterways and Tidelands Impacts and Permits

A. Is any part of the project site waterways or tidelands (including filled former tidelands) that are
subject to the Waterways Act, M.G.L.c.91? __ Yes ___ No; if yes, is there a current Chapter 91
license or permit affecting the project site? __ Yes No; if yes, list the date and number:

B. Does the project require a new or modified license under M.G.L.c.91? ___Yes ___ No;
if yes, how many acres of the project site subject to M.G.L.c.91 will be for non-water dependent
use?

Current ___ Change Total

C. Is any part of the project

1. aroadway, bridge, or utility line to or on a barrier beach? __ Yes ___ No; if yes,
describe:

2. dredging or disposal of dredged material? _ Yes ___ No; if yes, volume of dredged
material

3. asolid fill, pile-supported, or bottom-anchored structure in flowed tidelands or other
waterways? ___ Yes ___ No; if yes, what is the base area?

4. within a Designated Port Area? _ Yes ___No

D. Describe the project's other impacts on waterways and tidelands:

IV. Consistency:

A. Is the project located within the Coastal Zone? ___Yes __ No; if yes, describe the project's
consistency with policies of the Office of Coastal Zone Management:

B. Is the project located within an area subject to a Municipal Harbor Plan? _ Yes ___ No; if yes,
identify the Municipal Harbor Plan and describe the project's consistency with that plan:
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WATER SUPPLY SECTION

Thresholds / Permits
A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to water supply (see 301 CMR
11.03(4))? ___ Yes X No; if yes, specify, in quantitative terms:

B. Does the project require any state permits related to water supply? X Yes___ No; if yes,
specify which permit: DEP Sewer Connection/Extension Permit

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Wastewater Section. If you
answered "Yes" to either question A or question B, fill out the remainder of the Water Supply Section
below.

. Impacts and Permits

A. Describe, in gallons/day, the volume and source of water use for existing and proposed activities
at the project site:

Existing Change Total
Withdrawal from groundwater NA NA NA
Withdrawal from surface water NA NA NA
Interbasin transfer NA NA NA
Municipal or regional water supply 0 104,463 104,463

Domestic water demand is based on estimated sewage generation with an added factor of
10 percent for consumption, system losses, and other use. Based upon sewage generation
rates outlined in the DEP Sewer Connection and Extension Regulations, 310 CMR 15.203.f,
the Project will require approximately 94,966 gpd. In addition, 9,497 gpd will be required as
“make-up” water for operation of the buildings’ cooling systems resulting in a total demand
of 104,463 gpd.

B. If the source is a municipal or regional supply, has the municipality or region indicated that there
is adequate capacity in the system to accommodate the project? X Yes __ No.

The Project will be served by the Boston Water and Sewer Commission (“BWSC") which, in
turn, obtains water from the Massachusetts Water Resources Authority (“MWRA") system.

C. If the project involves a new or expanded withdrawal from a groundwater or surface water
source, N/A
1. have you submitted a permit application? _ Yes ___ No; if yes, attach the application
2. have you conducted a pump test? __ Yes __ No; if yes, attach the pump test report

D. What is the currently permitted withdrawal at the proposed water supply source (in gallons/day)?
N/A Will the project require an increase in that withdrawal? ___ Yes __ No
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E. Does the project site currently contain a water supply well, a drinking water treatment facility,
water main, or other water supply facility, or will the project involve construction of a new facility?
Yes X No. Ifyes, describe existing and proposed water supply facilities at the project site:

Existing Change Total
Water supply well(s) (capacity, in gpd)
Drinking water treatment plant (capacity, in gpd)
Water mains (length, in miles)

F. If the project involves any interbasin transfer of water, which basins are involved, what is the
direction of the transfer, and is the interbasin transfer existing or proposed?

The Project does not involve the interbasin transfer of water.

G. Does the project involve
1. new water service by a state agency to a municipality or water district? _ Yes X No
2. a Watershed Protection Act variance? __ Yes X No; if yes, how many acres of
alteration?
3. a non-bridged stream crossing 1,000 or less feet upstream of a public surface drinking
water supply for purpose of forest harvesting activities? _ Yes X No

H. Describe the project's other impacts (including indirect impacts) on water resources, quality,
facilities and services:

The Project is not expected to have any other impacts on water resources, quality,
facilities and services.

Consistency -- Describe the project's consistency with water conservation plans or other plans to
enhance water resources, quality, facilities and services:

Compliance with the standards for the domestic water system service connections will be
reviewed as part of BWSC Site Plan Review Process. The review includes the sizing of
domestic water and fire protection services, calculation of meter sizing, backflow
prevention design, and location of hydrants and siamese connections to conform to
BWSC and Boston Fire Department (BFD) requirements.
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WASTEWATER SECTION

I. Thresholds / Permits

A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to wastewater (see 301 CMR
11.03(5))? ___ Yes X No; if yes, specify, in quantitative terms:

B. Does the project require any state permits related to wastewater? X Yes __ No; if yes,
specify which permit:

A DEP Sewer Connection/Extension Permit will be required.

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Transportation -- Traffic
Generation Section. If you answered "Yes" to either question A or question B, fill out the remainder
of the Wastewater Section below.

II. Impacts and Permits

A. Describe, in gallons/day, the volume and disposal of wastewater generation for existing and
proposed activities at the project site (calculate according to 310 CMR 15.00):

Existing Change Total
Discharge to groundwater (Title 5) N/A N/A N/A
Discharge to groundwater (non-Title 5) N/A N/A N/A
Discharge to outstanding resource water N/A N/A N/A
Discharge to surface water N/A N/A N/A
Municipal or regional wastewater facility 0 86,333 86,333
TOTAL 0 86,333 86,333
B. Is there sufficient capacity in the existing collection system to accommodate the project?
X Yes ___ No; if no, describe where capacity will be found:
C. Is there sufficient existing capacity at the proposed wastewater disposal facility? X Yes __ No;

if no, describe how capacity will be increased:

D. Does the project site currently contain a wastewater treatment facility, sewer main, or other
wastewater disposal facility, or will the project involve construction of a new facility? __ Yes _X No.

If yes, describe as follows:
Existing Change Total
Wastewater treatment plant (capacity, in gpd)
Sewer mains (length, in miles)
Title 5 systems (capacity, in gpd)

E. If the project involves any interbasin transfer of wastewater, which basins are involved, what is
the direction of the transfer, and is the interbasin transfer existing or proposed?

The Project does not involve the interbasin transfer of wastewater.

F. Does the project involve new sewer service by an Agency of the Commonwealth to a municipality
or sewer district? __ Yes X No
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G. lIs there any current or proposed facility at the project site for the storage, treatment, processing,
combustion or disposal of sewage sludge, sludge ash, grit, screenings, or other sewage residual

materials? _ Yes X No; if yes, what is the capacity (in tons per day):
Existing Change Total
Storage
Treatment, processing
Combustion
Disposal

H. Describe the project's other impacts (including indirect impacts) on wastewater generation and
treatment facilities:

The Project will not have any other impacts on wastewater generation and treatment
facilities.

[ll. Consistency -- Describe measures that the proponent will take to comply with federal, state,
regional, and local plans and policies related to wastewater management:

Wastewater from the Project will discharge to the BWSC system that ultimately flows
to the Deer Island Treatment Facility. The Proponent will obtain all required permits
from the BWSC and the MWRA that will regulate the flow and constituents of the
wastewater discharge. Compliance with the permit conditions will ensure
conformance with wastewater management policies.

A. If the project requires a sewer extension permit, is that extension included in a comprehensive

wastewater management plan? __ Yes X No; if yes, indicate the EOEA number for the plan and
describe the relationship of the project to the plan
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TRANSPORTATION -- TRAFFIC GENERATION SECTION

I. Thresholds / Permits
A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to traffic generation (see 301 CMR
11.03(6))? X Yes ___ No; if yes, specify, in quantitative terms:

301 CMR 11.03 (6)(b)(14): “ 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.” The Project is expected to generate approximately 5,380
new vehicles trips per day and will construct 1,120 new parking spaces, 660 of which
are required by the residential, office, and retail uses of the Project, while the
remainder will likely supplant surface parking lots that are expected to be developed
to higher and better uses as a result of this Project. The actual number of net spaces
will be better defined by a State-funded area-wide transportation study presently
being undertaken by the BRA.

B. Does the project require any state permits related to state-controlled roadways?
Yes _X No; if yes, specify which permit:

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Roadways and Other
Transportation Facilities Section. If you answered "Yes" to either question A or question
By
fill out the remainder of the Traffic Generation Section below.

Il. Traffic Impacts and Permits
A. Describe existing and proposed vehicular traffic generated by activities at the project site:

Existing Change Total
Number of parking spaces 240 1,120 1,360
Number of vehicle trips per day 990 5,380 6,370

ITE Land Use Code(s): ITE LUC 820, 220, 710

B. What is the estimated average daily traffic on roadways serving the site?

Roadway Existing Change Total
1. Beacon Street 22,600 +2,215 24,815
2. Brookline Avenue 13,800 +530 14,330

By providing access points on Beacon Street, Brookline Avenue, and Maitland Streets, new
traffic generated by the project will be distributed onto these three roadways to minimize
impacts and spread the new vehicle trips. Appropriate countermeasures, such as new traffic
signals or enhancements to existing traffic signals, will be proposed where warranted to ensure
public safety and efficiency. The project’s proximity to major transportation corridors, such as
Storrow Drive, will help to intercept traffic before it reaches the local roadway network.

C. Describe how the project will affect transit, pedestrian and bicycle transportation facilities and
services: The proposed Project will greatly improve transit, pedestrian, and bicycle facilities in
the Project area. The proposed Project will be fully integrated with a new and improved Yawkey
Commuter Rail Station. Access to the Station via an extension of Yawkey Way will provide
MBTA and private shuttle buses with a convenient and centralized drop-off and pick-up location
for passenger transfers. The site, located approximately one block from the Fenway, Kenmore,
and Blandford Green Line stations, will also provide pedestrian corridors connecting to these
important transit hubs, as well. The Project Proponent is committed to continuing to work
closely with the MBTA and the Executive Office of Transportation (EOT) to incorporate planned
transit improvements in the Project area, including the new Yawkey Commuter Rail Station and
the Urban Ring alternatives.
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Pedestrian access and circulation is given priority in the site design. The new Yawkey

Commuter Rail and Multi-modal Station, new public open spaces, and the public garage will

all be people-oriented activity centers as part of the development. To improve specific

aspects of the pedestrian experience in the site environs, the Project will:

e Create visible and accessible connections to the new Yawkey Station from Beacon
Street, Brookline Avenue, and the Yawkey Way Extension;

e Create several new pedestrian corridors connecting Beacon Street to Brookline Avenue,
where today there are no defined pathways;

e Provide generous pedestrian ways and amenities between each proposed building;

e Provide a well defined pick-up/drop-off and waiting area for bus and shuttle access to
Yawkey Station;

e Enhance the street environment along Beacon Street and Brookline Avenue by covering
the Massachusetts Turnpike;

e Improve sidewalks and calm traffic on Beacon Street along the site frontage to enhance
the streetscape and improve the connection to Kenmore Square;

e Provide for controlled pedestrian crossings at the Beacon Street / Maitland Street /
Mountfort Street intersection;

e Work with the City to assess the viability of a mid-block crossing of Beacon Street
between Maitland Street and Kenmore Square;

e Reconstruct Maitland Street (approximately 320 feet) between Beacon Street and
Overland Street to reduce the grade and provide new sidewalks; and,

o Allow for the development (in the future) of a shared use pathway to connect between the
site and Fenway Station.

The results of these actions will be improved transit accessibility, and better pedestrian
connections within the neighborhood and to Boston University, Fenway Park, Kenmore
Square, and the Longwood Medical and Academic area.

Bicycle accessibility to the proposed development and the new Yawkey Station is an

important consideration in the design of the site. Bicycle features that will be advanced

through site design include:

e Provision of indoor bicycle parking space for residential tenants;

e Bicycle parking within the garages for commercial tenants and Yawkey Station users;

e Provision of outdoor (short-term) bicycle parking for retail customers and visitors,
proximate to main entrances and destinations; and

e Shower and locker facilities as part of the commercial space, preferably in proximity to
indoor storage areas.

[ll. Consistency -- Describe measures that the proponent will take to comply with municipal, regional,
state, and federal plans and policies related to traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle transportation facilities
and services:

The Proponent continues to meet regularly on planning and design for the site with the BRA and
in conjunction with the BTD has worked closely with the community on land use, transportation,
and urban design goals for the area. The BTD developed a comprehensive transportation plan for
the City, called Access Boston 2000-2010. The West Fenway Neighborhood Plan included a
Transportation Plan and Land Use and Urban Design Guidelines for two special study areas
(Brookline Avenue/Lansdowne Street and Boylston Street). Many transportation
recommendations are identified in these studies. Finally, the MTA in conjunction with the City of
Boston, released the Civic Vision for specific development of the air-rights parcels over the
Turnpike. All of the planning studies completed for the neighborhood document the need for a
multimodal transportation investment program. Table 17 (page 40) in the Transportation Study
submitted with this ENF highlights the transportation goals and objectives articulated in these
recent planning reports and the Project’s response to those goals.
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ROADWAYS AND OTHER TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES SECTION

I. Thresholds

A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to roadways or other
transportation facilities (see 301 CMR 11.03(6))? __ Yes _X No; if yes, specify, in quantitative
terms:

B. Does the project require any state permits related to roadways or other transportation
facilities? Yes X No; if yes, specify which permit:

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Energy Section. If you
answered "Yes" to either question A or question B, fill out the remainder of the Roadways Section
below.

Transportation Facility Impacts
A. Describe existing and proposed transportation facilities at the project site:

Existing Change Total
Length (in linear feet) of new or widened roadway

Width (in feet) of new or widened roadway

Other transportation facilities:

B. Will the project involve any
1. Alteration of bank or terrain (in linear feet)?
2. Cutting of living public shade trees (number)?
3. Elimination of stone wall (in linear feet)?

lll. Consistency -- Describe the project's consistency with other federal, state, regional, and local
plans and policies related to traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle transportation facilities and services,
including consistency with the applicable regional transportation plan and the Transportation Improvements
Plan (TIP), the State Bicycle Plan, and the State Pedestrian Plan:
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ENERGY SECTION

I. Thresholds / Permits
A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to energy (see 301 CMR 11.03(7))?
____Yes X No; if yes, specify, in quantitative terms:

B. Does the project require any state permits related to energy? __ Yes X No; if yes, specify
which permit:

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Air Quality Section. If you
answered "Yes" to either question A or question B, fill out the remainder of the Energy Section
below.

II. Impacts and Permits
A. Describe existing and proposed energy generation and transmission facilities at the project site:
Existing Change Total
Capacity of electric generating facility (megawatts)
Length of fuel line (in miles)
Length of transmission lines (in miles)
Capacity of transmission lines (in kilovolts)

B. If the project involves construction or expansion of an electric generating facility, what are

1. the facility's current and proposed fuel source(s)?

2. the facility's current and proposed cooling source(s)?
C. If the project involves construction of an electrical transmission line, will it be located on a new,
unused, or abandoned right of way? _ Yes __ No; if yes, please describe:

D. Describe the project's other impacts on energy facilities and services:

[ll. Consistency -- Describe the project's consistency with state, municipal, regional, and federal plans
and policies for enhancing energy facilities and services:
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AIR QUALITY SECTION

I. Thresholds
A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to air quality (see 301 CMR
11.03(8))? ___ Yes X No; if yes, specify, in quantitative terms:

B. Does the project require any state permits related to air quality? _ Yes _X No; if yes,
specify which permit: At this time, because of the relatively short length of the proposed
[-90 tunnel, the Proponent does not believe that a mechanical ventilation system for the
tunnel will be required. A final determination has not yet been made, however. If a
ventilation system is needed, it would have to be approved by the DEP pursuant to
310 CMR 7.38.

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Solid and Hazardous Waste
Section. If you answered "Yes" to either question A or question B, fill out the remainder of the Air
Quality Section below.

II. Impacts and Permits
A. Does the project involve construction or modification of a major stationary source (see 310 CMR
7.00, Appendix A)?___ Yes X _No; if yes, describe existing and proposed emissions (in tons per
day) of:
Existing Change Total

Particulate matter

Carbon monoxide

Sulfur dioxide

Volatile organic compounds
Oxides of nitrogen

Lead

Any hazardous air pollutant
Carbon dioxide

B. Describe the project's other impacts on air resources and air quality, including noise impacts:
The Project is expected to meet the NAAQS and noise control requirements.

Through the BRA’s Article 80 review process, an air quality analysis will be conducted to
determine the impacts of carbon monoxide emissions from combustion and mobile
source emissions generated by the Project. In addition, for stationary sources (i.e.,
combustion stacks and garage vents), the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(“EPA") approved air dispersion models will be used to estimate ambient concentrations
of NOx, PM, and SO2.

In terms of operational noise, the primary operational noise from the Project will be from
mechanical equipment. All mechanical equipment will be properly housed with
appropriate noise baffling so that they will comply with City of Boston Zoning District
Noise Standards.

[ll. Consistency
A. Describe the project's consistency with the State Implementation Plan:

The Project is expected to meet all air pollution control standards.

B. Describe measures that the proponent will take to comply with other federal, state, regional, and
local plans and policies related to air resources and air quality:
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Through the BRA's Article 80 review process, an air quality analysis will be conducted. It
is anticipated that the Project will meet the NAAQS.

In addition, the Proponent will prepare a Construction Management Plan for the Boston
Transportation Department that will include measures to mitigate any construction period
air quality impacts. Plans for controlling fugitive dust during construction will include
wetting during periods of high wind, and careful removal of debris by covered trucks.
Perimeter air monitoring will be conducted during excavation of soils for below-grade
construction. The construction contract will provide for a number of strictly enforced
measures to be utilized by contractors to reduce potential emissions and minimize
impacts. Furthermore, as part of the BRA’s Article 80 review, the Proponent will work with
BTD to investigate appropriate measures to reduce the number of single occupant
vehicles driving to the site.
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SOLID AND HAZARDOUS WASTE SECTION

I. Thresholds / Permits

A. Will the project meet or exceed any review thresholds related to solid or hazardous waste (see
301 CMR 11.03(9))? ___ Yes X No; if yes, specify, in quantitative terms:

B. Does the project require any state permits related to solid and hazardous waste?
___Yes X No; if yes, specify which permit:

C. If you answered "No" to both questions A and B, proceed to the Historical and Archaeological
Resources Section. If you answered "Yes" to either question A or question B, fill out the
remainder of the Solid and Hazardous Waste Section below.

. Impacts and Permits

A. Is there any current or proposed facility at the project site for the storage, treatment, processing,
combustion or disposal of solid waste? Yes _X No; if yes, what is the volume (in tons per day)
of the capacity:

Existing Change Total
Storage
Treatment, processing
Combustion
Disposal

B. Is there any current or proposed facility at the project site for the storage, recycling, treatment or
disposal of hazardous waste? Yes _X No; if yes, what is the volume (in tons or gallons per
day) of the capacity:

Existing Change Total
Storage
Recycling
Treatment
Disposal

C. If the project will generate solid waste (for example, during demolition or construction), describe
alternatives considered for re-use, recycling, and disposal:

D. If the project involves demolition, do any buildings to be demolished contain asbestos?
___Yes X No

E. Describe the project's other solid and hazardous waste impacts (including indirect impacts):

Consistency--Describe measures that the proponent will take to comply with the State Solid

Waste Master Plan:
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HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES SECTION

I. Thresholds / Impacts
A. Is any part of the project site a historic structure, or a structure within a historic district, in either
case listed in the State Register of Historic Places or the Inventory of Historic and Archaeological
Assets of the Commonwealth? _ Yes _X No; if yes, does the project involve the demolition of all
or any exterior part of such historic structure? __ Yes X No; if yes, please describe:

B. Is any part of the project site an archaeological site listed in the State Register of Historic Places
or the Inventory of Historic and Archaeological Assets of the Commonwealth? _ Yes X No; if
yes, does the project involve the destruction of all or any part of such archaeological site?

____Yes X No; if yes, please describe:

C. If you answered "No" to all parts of both questions A and B, proceed to the Attachments and
Certifications Sections. If you answered "Yes" to any part of either question A or question B, fill out
the remainder of the Historical and Archaeological Resources Section below.

D. Have you consulted with the Massachusetts Historical Commission? __ Yes X No; if yes,
attach correspondence

E. Describe and assess the project's other impacts, direct and indirect, on listed or inventoried
historical and archaeological resources:

Il. Consistency -- Describe measures that the proponent will take to comply with federal, state,
regional, and local plans and policies related to preserving historical and archaeological resources:
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ATTACHMENTS:

1.

Plan, at an appropriate scale, of existing conditions of the project site and its immediate

context, showing all known structures, roadways and parking lots, rail rights-of-way,

wetlands and water bodies, wooded areas, farmland, steep slopes, public open spaces, and

major utilities.

Plan of proposed conditions upon completion of project (if construction of the project is

proposed to be phased, there should be a site plan showing conditions upon the completion

of each phase).

Original U.S.G.S. map or good quality color copy (8-%2 x 11 inches or larger) indicating the

project location and boundaries.

List of all agencies and persons to whom the proponent circulated the ENF, in accordance

with 301 CMR 11.16(2).

Other: Transportation Study — Massachusetts Turnpike Parcel 7 Air Rights,
Kenmore/Fenway Area

CERTIFICATIONS:

1.

The Public Notice of Environmental Review has been/will be published in the following
newspapers in accordance with 301 CMR 11.15(1):

Boston Herald January 15,2008

(Name) (Date)

2. This form has been circulated to Agencies and Persons in accordance with 301 CMR 11.16(2).

Date Signature of Responsible Officer Date Signature of person preparing
or Proponent ENF (if different from above)
Name (print or type): John Rosenthal Name (print or type): David Hewett
Firm/Agency: Meredith Kenmore/ Firm/Agency: Epsilon Associates, Inc.
Fenway Development Group, LLC
Street: One Bridge Street, Suite 300 Street: 3 Clock Tower Place, Suite 250
Municipality/State/Zip: Newton, MA 02458 Municipality/State/Zip: Maynard, MA
01754
Phone: (617) 965-2200 Phone: (978) 897-7100
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ATTACHMENT 1 — SURVEY PLAN SHEETS (3)







