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DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES – PLANNING DIVISION
REPORT: Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Permit, 2 Maxim Rd. 
for consideration September 22, 2020 

STAFF REPORT 

TO: Inland Wetlands Agency, designated as Planning & Zoning 
Commission 

PREPARED BY: Elizabeth Sanderson, Principal Planner 
860-757-9238, elizabeth.sanderson@hartford.gov 

PROJECT: Bridge Construction at 
2 Maxim Rd.  
PARCEL ID: 315-693-002  
ENERGOV ID: P&Z-COMM-2020-0156 

ZONE: ID-1 Industrial District 

TYPE: Wetland Permit per Section 7 of the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses 
Regulations Last Amended February 28, 2017  

APPLICANT: Glen Damboise 

OWNER: R&B Associates, LLC 

City GIS Map 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
This Application is for Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Permit to conduct regulated activities 
within wetlands, watercourse, and upland review area in order to construct a driveway and bridge to 
provide access to the subject property from Maxim Rd. 

A letter from Caitlin Palmer, Principal Planner, dated September 16, 2016 (included with 
Attachment #3) indicates the following previous activities relate to this property: 

• 9/4/2015 Application for Wetlands Permit (EnerGov ID# 20153886-PZ75) for
“relocation of drainage swale for construction of outdoor storage lot at 2 maxim road”
was never heard or acted upon due to incompleteness.

• 9/10/2015 Application for Zoning Permit (EnerGov ID# 20153956-PZ75) for
“Outdoor storage of gravel in deadman wall enclosure” was administratively approved
by Planning Staff.

• The applicant has cleared, excavated, and filled the property with road millings without a
sediment and erosion control in place, possibly impacting and encroaching upon the
wetlands area with road millings; parks trucks and vehicles immediately adjacent to an
identified wetlands area; develops and operates an outside construction equipment and
materials storage yard along with  the use of the property for the storage of automobiles
and road milling without benefit of Site Plan and/or Weltand Permit Approvals to
conduct such activities.

• Staff recommendation to “discontinue the uses of the property that we do not have
record of approval for.”

City Planning Staff have been working with the Applicant, a new manager for the property, over 
several months to obtain necessary drawings and documents to make this pending Application 
complete.  The necessary documents were received on August 28, 2020.    

Figure 1. View of Subject Property from Maxim Rd., near proposed location of the new driveway, taken 
3/24/2020. 
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Figure 2. View looking southwest of the wetland/watercourse area from the existing off-site driveway, taken 
3/24/2020.  

KEY APPLICATION TIMELINES 
• Application Submission Date: March 3, 2020.
• Date Application Accepted as Complete: August 28, 2020.
• Application Date of Receipt: September 8, 2020 (sooner of either: date of next regularly

scheduled meeting, or 35 days after acceptance of complete application).
• Public Hearing is scheduled to open on Tuesday, September 22, 2020; Open Hearing

Deadline: November 12, 2020.
• Close Hearing Deadline (if opens September 22, 2020): Tuesday, October 13, 2020.
• CT General Statutes Sec.8-7D allow that the applicant may consent to one or more

extensions of time, provided the total extension of all time periods shall not be for longer
than 65 days*.

• On March 10, 2020, State of Connecticut Governor Ned Lamont declared a public health
and civil preparedness emergency (“state of emergency”) as a result of coronavirus disease
2019 (COVID-19) outbreak and pandemic.

• The Planning Division is operating under a series of Executive Orders issued by Governor
Lamont (7.E & & 7.I) which modify public hearing noticing requirements.

• *Time periods that may pass or expire during the state of emergency may be further 
extended by no more than an additional 90 days, for a total of 155 extension days available, 
which may be applied towards all time periods, as needed.  

LEGAL STANDARD 
The Inland Wetlands Agency of the City of Hartford was established in accordance with an 
ordinance and designated to be the zoning commission (now the Planning and Zoning Commission) 
by ordinance in 1977, and shall implement the purposes and provisions of the Inland Wetlands and 
Watercourses Regulations (IWWR) and the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Act in the City of 
Hartford. (IWWR, Sec. 1.3) 

The Agency shall enforce the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Act and shall issue, issue with 
terms, conditions, limitations or modifications, or deny permits for all regulated activities on inland 
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wetlands and watercourses in the City of Hartford pursuant to sections 22a-36 to 22a-45, inclusive, 
of the Connecticut General Statutes, as amended. (IWWE, Sec.1.5) 

STANDARD SPECIFIC TO THE USE  
Per IWWR section 4.3, all activities in wetlands and watercourses involving filling, excavating, 
dredging, clear cutting, clearing, or grading or any other alteration or use of a wetland or watercourse 
not specifically permitted by this section and otherwise defined as a regulated activity by these 
regulations shall require a permit from the Agency in accordance with section 6, or for certain 
regulated activities located outside of wetlands and watercourses from the duly authorized agent in 
accordance with section 12. 

FINDING OF FACTS

• The required Public Notice that was posted on the property frontage contained outdated
meeting information during a portion of the required notice period; however, the Applicant
modified the sign on Saturday, September 12, 2020 to display updated meeting information
(see Attachment #5).

• The property is located in the ID-1 zoning district.
• Some components of the bridge have been installed, without benefit of permit(s).
• Wetland Report entitled: “On-Site Soil Investigation Report” prepared by Edward M.

Pawlak, Registered Soil Scientist & Certified Professional Wetland Scientist, Connecticut
Ecosystems, LLC, dated 8/20/2015 (included with Attachment #1).

Figure 3. Adopted Zoning Map, dated August 28, 2018. The subject property is located in the ID-1 district, 
east of I-91 and north of Airport Rd. 
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Figure 4. Proposed Site Plan. Existing (off-site) driveway is to the right, on property owned by Eversource. 
The proposed driveway and bridge are to be approximately 225 ft. away.  

Figure 5. Enlargement of Site Plan, shows new bridge and driveway location across existing inland wetlands, 
as flagged by Soil Scientist. 
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Figure 6. Excerpt of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel 09003C0506G, effectove 9/16/2011, depicts the 
Subject Property within Other Flood Areas: Zone X, Area Protected from the 1% Annual Chance or Greater Flood 
Hazard by a Levee System.  

Figure 7. View from existing off-site driveway looking south at the wetlands/watercouse, taken 9/10/2020. 
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Figure 8. View of Property, taken 9/10/2020.  Depicts trucks and items stored, and gravel millings deposited 
within the upland review area west of the wetlands. 

Figure 9. View of bridge components that have apparently been installed across wetlands/watercourse 
without prior approvals from City Staff, taken 9/10/2020.  

Figure 10. View of apparent clearing and placement of millings within the upland review area on the east side 
of the watercourse (between Maxim Rd. and the wetlands/watercourse), taken on 9/10/2020. 
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Figures 11 & 12. View of material and debris stockpiled within the upland review area on the east side of the 
wetlands, taken 9/10/2020. 

Figure 13. View from bridge crossing looking south, taken 9/10/2020.  Depicts Phragmites growing in the 
wetlands, and tractor trailers stored in the upland review area. 

Figure 14. View of Subject Property from existing off-site driveway, taken 3/24/2020. 
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Figure 15. View of wetland crossing for the existing, off-site driveway; railroad tracks and Maxim Rd. beyond, 
taken 3/24/2020. 

Figure 16. View of sign posted on fence along Maxim Rd., taken 9/10/2020.  Indicates use of the Property as 
a tow and impound lot. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED (DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, NRZS, PUBLIC)  
This application was forwarded to the Licenses & Inspections Division Plans Examiner and City 
Engineer for comment.  Comments that have been received as of September 8, 2020 are included 
with Attachment #2.  

ANALYSIS  
The Applicant proposes to create a new driveway to access the Central Auto Group business located 
on the Subject Property.  A bridge over wetlands is needed to connect the business to Maxim Rd.  
Currently, access to the site is via an existing gravel/millings driveway located on the adjacent 
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property, which is owned by Eversource.  In a letter from the Applicant (no date), it is indicated that 
the new driveway and bridge are needed so that the Subject Property may have direct access to 
Maxim Road since the access agreement with the adjacent property owner (Eversource) is coming to 
term. 

Although portions of the bridge have been installed, the Structural Engineer’s report (included with 
Attachment #1) indicates some corrective actions are recommended in order to make the bridge 
structurally adequate for anticipated vehicles.  It is Planning Staff's understanding that such 
corrective measures would need to be taken as part of the Building Permit review.  The 
Commission may wish to schedule a public site walk as part of the review of this application in 
order to gain a better understanding of impacts that have been made to wetlands and upland review 
area.  
A sediment fence is proposed under the bridge decking on both ends to prevent erosion into the 
wetlands.  To ensure wetlands are protected, it will be critical that this fence be inspected and 
maintained throughout construction, and only removed upon final permanent stabilization of slopes.  
Staff recommends that the Applicant be required to have a qualified Professional Engineer or 
Professional/Registered Landscape Architect prepare weekly inspection reports documenting site 
conditions and erosion controls throughout the construction process, and submit complete certified 
reports to the City Inland Wetland Agent as a condition of approval.  

To address concerns raised by the City Engineer, it is recommended that the Applicant be required 
to work with a Qualified Environmental Scientist to clear the drainage swale on this property and 
near the culvert of Phragmites, debris, and other plants growing within the water flowline which 
obstruct drainage, likely contributing to flooding issues in the area. 

To mitigate historic and future impacts to the wetlands/watercourse, the Commission may also 
consider imposing other conditions, such as: 

1. Payment into the City Green Infrastructure Fund to assist with costs related to flood
prevention and/or stormwater management improvements; 

2. Payment into the Open Space Fund to support creation of meaningful outdoor spaces
and/or wetlands elsewhere in the City; 

3. Create additional wetlands on-site or off-site to mitigate historic and future disturbances to
delineated wetlands and watercourse. 

If wetlands are to be created as condition of approval, then Staff recommends the wetlands be 
created with prior authorization of Property Owner(s), if necessary, and under direction of a 
Qualified Environmental Scientist, Professional Engineer, and/or Landscape Architect with 
previous experience creating wetlands.  It is also recommended that the new wetlands be subject to a 
3-year monitoring period, during which time adjustments may be necessary to ensure successful 
creation of a functional wetland.   

In accordance with IWWR Sec. 10.3 a permit shall not be issued unless the Agency finds on the 
basis of the record that a feasible and prudent alternative does not exist.  The reasons for the finding 
must be stated on the record in writing.  Sec. 10.5 states that aquatic, plant or animal life and habitats 
in wetlands or watercourses may be taken into consideration when making a decision on an 
application. 
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Issuance of Wetland Permit is separate from any Zoning Permit and/or Site Plan Review that may 
be necessary for Change of Use.  The property is currently approved for use as an Outdoor Storage 
Yard, per Sec.3.3.9.C of current Zoning Regulations, which was administratively approved by 
Planning Staff on 9/10/2015 (EnerGov ID# 20153956-PZ75); however, it appears that Central 
Auto Group is using the property for vehicle towing and storage, which is a 
Warehouse/Distribution use, per Sec.3.3.9.E/Fig.3.3-F of current Zoning Regulations.  Zoning 
Approval must be obtained for the change of use.  The Applicant will also need to work with 
Licenses & Inspections to obtain necessary approvals related to the new bridge construction.   

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  
Staff recommends the public hearing be opened but continue until the October 13, 2020 to 
correct noticing errors.  

A draft resolution follows. 

ATTACHMENTS
1. Application & Supporting Documents
2. FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map
3. Comments from City Departments
4. Various City Records
5. Email from Applicant (dated September 12, 2020)

REVIEWED AND EDITED BY,

_______________________ 
Aimee Chambers, Director 
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PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION AS INLAND WETLANDS AND 

WATERCOURSES COMMISSION  

INLAND WETLANDS AND WATERCOURSES PERMIT 

DRAFT APPROVAL RESOLUTION 

2 Maxim Rd. 

September 22, 2020 

Whereas, The Planning & Zoning Commission is designated as the Inland Wetlands 

Agency of the City of Hartford (the “Agency”); and  

Whereas, The Agency has reviewed an application for Inland Wetlands and Watercourses 

Permit to conduct regulated activity related to construction of a new driveway and associated 

bridge over inland wetlands and upland review area on property that is identified by the City 

Assessor as 2 Maxim Rd., Parcel ID 315-693-002 (the “Property”); and  

Whereas, FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel 09003C0506G, effective 9/16/2011, 

depicts the Property within the Other Flood Area: Zone X Area with Reduced Flood Risk Due to 

Levee; and 

 
Whereas, The Municipal Inland Wetlands Agent has determined the proposed activity 

involves a significant impact to the wetlands and watercourse; and  

 

Whereas, The City Engineer has indicated this area is prone to flooding; and  

 

Whereas, Vehicular access to the site is currently via a driveway across the adjacent 

property, and the Applicant proposes the new driveway and bridge in order to gain access from 

the site to Maxim Road, thereby eliminating the need to use the driveway located on the adjacent 

property; and  

Whereas, The Agency finds that a feasible and prudent alternative to the proposed regulated 

activity does not exist; Now Therefore Be It 

Resolved, That the Agency hereby approves the petition of Glen Damboise to conduct the 

following activities on the Property: 



2 Maxim Rd.       13 

1. Maintenance of installed erosion control measures, and installation of new or 

additional erosion control measures if installed measures are found to be inadequate, 

installed to the satisfaction of the Inland Wetland Agent and/or City Engineer. 

2. Construction activities as depicted on plans entitled “Property Survey & Site Plan’ 

prepared for 2 Maxim Road LLC, prepared by Close, Jensen & Miller, P.C., dated 

February 18, 2016, last revised October 11, 2019, consisting of one sheet, and 

“Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan” prepared for Central Group Bridge, 

prepared by Dutch & Associates Land Surveyors, dated August 21, 2020, consisting 

of one sheet, subject to the following conditions: 

a. Bridge and driveway construction are subject to review and approval by 

Licenses & Inspections Division and Office of the Fire Marshal; the 

Municipal Wetland Agent is authorized to approve minor amendments that 

may be necessary in order to comply with applicable codes.    

b. The project Professional Engineer or Professional/Registered Landscape 

Architect shall prepare bi-weekly inspection reports documenting site 

conditions and effectiveness of installed erosion control measures and submit 

to the Inland Wetland Agent for monthly review by the s, and submit to the 

Inland Wetland Agent until the site has been determined to be stable. 

 

c. To address concerns raised by the City Engineer, it is recommended that the 

Applicant be required to work with a Qualified Environmental Scientist to 

clear the drainage swale on this property and near the culvert, after obtaining 

authorization from the adjacent Property Owner, of Phragmites, debris, and 

other plants growing within the water flowline which obstruct drainage, likely 

contributing to flooding issues in the area, completed to satisfaction of the 

City Engineer. 

d. Payment into the City Green Infrastructure Fund in the amount of [Enter 

Agreed Upon Amount] to assist with costs related to flood prevention and/or 

stormwater management improvements; 
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e. Payment into the Open Space Fund in the amount of [Enter Agreed Upon 

Amount] to support creation of meaningful outdoor spaces and/or off-site 

wetlands elsewhere in the City; 

f. To mitigate disturbances to delineated wetlands and watercourse, the 

Applicant shall create additional wetlands measuring [Enter Square Footage 

of New Wetlands Area] on the Property under direction of a Qualified Soils 

Scientist, Professional Engineer, and/or Landscape Architect with experience 

creating wetlands, completed to satisfaction of the Wetland Agent, and subject 

to a 3-year monitoring period. 

g. To mitigate disturbances to delineated wetlands and watercourse, the 

Applicant shall create wetlands off-site measuring [Enter Square Footage of 

New Wetlands Area] in a location approved by City Staff, with prior 

authorization by the Property Owner, under direction of a Qualified Soils 

Scientist, Professional Engineer, and/or Landscape Architect with prior 

experience creating wetlands, completed to satisfaction of the Wetland Agent, 

and subject to a 3-year monitoring period. 

Resolved, This permit shall become effective the day after the notice of this action is posted, 

and shall expire five years from that date;  

 

Resolved this 22nd day of September, 2020. 



CITY OF HARTFORD 

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
Division of Planning 

260 Constitution Plaza 

Hartford, Connecticut   06103 

Telephone:  (860) 757- 9040 

Fax:  (860) 722-6402 

www.hartford.gov  

LUKE BRONIN 

MAYOR 
I. CHARLES MATTHEWS

ACTING DIRECTOR

AIMEE CHAMBERS 

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

A Public Hearing by the City of Hartford Inland Wetlands Commission, as required 

under Governor Lamont’s Executive Order 7i, Sec. 19(f), will be held on Tuesday, 

September 22, 2020 at 6:00 P.M. via remote access:   

Webex Teleconference Virtual Meeting 

https://tinyurl.com/ddsPZC092220 

Meeting number: 173 569 2113 

Password: ddsPZC092220 

OR Join by phone: 408-418-9388 

Access code: 173 569 2113 

For the following pending application:  

2 Maxim Rd. – Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Permit to conduct 

a regulated activity in wetlands and upland review area related to the 

construction of a bridge on the property that will provide vehicular access 

to/from Maxim Rd.  

Property Owner: R&B Associates I LLC 

Applicant: Glen Damboise 

All interested parties are invited to be access the meeting remotely or represented 

remotely.  Oral statements will be heard and written statements shall be emailed to 

Elizabeth.Sanderson@hartford.gov in advance of the public hearing to be entered 

into record during the public hearing.  Anyone knowing persons interested in or 

affected by this proposal is requested to inform them of the hearing.  Documents 

are available for inspection at https://www.meetinginfo.org/groups/30 

Attachment #1: Application & Supporting Documents
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AFFIDAVIT 
 

 
Ronald Gaudet states that: 
 
1. I am over the age of eighteen and understand the seriousness of making this statement. 
 
2. My name is Ronald Gaudet, and I am the Director of Operations for the Central Group 

Companies which includes Central Auto & Transport, LLC (together referred to as the 
“Company”). 

 
3. The Company is planning to construct a driveway from Maxim Road onto property at 2 

Maxim Road owned by R&B Associates, LLC.  The driveway will go over an existing 
bridge which spans a narrow strip of wetlands.     

 
4. I submit this Affidavit in support of the Company’s request for a 30 day extension of time 

to submit and Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan signed/sealed by a professional 
engineer.  

 
5. The COVID-19 public health emergency adversely affected the Company’s operations and 

caused the Company to redirect critical management team resources away from this project.  It 
also delayed the Company’s ability to obtain an Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan 
signed/sealed by a professional engineer. 

 
6. The Company did not know that the COVID-19 health emergency would delay our ability to get 

the necessary items to the City of Hartford in a timely manner.    
  
 
      __________________________________ 
       Ronald Gaudet 
       Director of Operations 
       Central Group Properties 
 

2 Maxim Rd. 38



 
ANSWERS TO QUESTION FOR 2 MAXIM ROAD BRIDGE 
 
 
Thanks for taking the time to discuss your pending Wetland Permit application with me today.  As 
discussed, during my review (which included discussions with representatives from the Department of 
Public Works and Building Division), some concerns have been raised which may impact your pending 
application: 

• The proposed driveway and bridge depicted on the provided Site Plan are not paved.  Please 
note that site access & driveways must comply with standards of Sec. 7.5 of the City of Hartford 
Zoning Regulations (see link to current regulations 
here: http://www.hartford.gov/images/DDS_Files/Plan_Zoning/Zoning_Regs/zr03052020.pdf )  

 
See driveway detail and structural engineers drawings and report. 
 

• The proposed bridge will need to be designed by a structural engineer, subject to review by the 
City of Hartford Division of Licenses & Inspections.  It is my understanding that a Special 
Inspections Statement will need to completed & submitted to L&I for this type of 
project.  Typically, bridges of this nature consist of pre-cast concrete, including a culvert.  If the 
bridge requires modifications, then your plans will need to indicate removal of the bridge as part 
of this permit.   

 
The bridge is existing and has been inspected by a Connecticut licensed structural engineer.  He has 
completed a 14 page report and a two page plan showing the bridge to be structurally sound and having 
the load capacity to support large heavy truck traffic.   The bridge will need a concrete deck which will 
be poured in place to be complete.  We will obtain a building permit to pour the concrete deck prior to 
any work being started. 
 

• The driveway and bridge will need to be designed to withstand loads of heavy 
vehicles/equipment that will use it daily.  

 
Please see engineers report.  The bridge will withstand heavy vehicle/equipment Loads. 
 

• Due to flooding issues in this area, it will be necessary that the bridge will not impede flow of 
the drainage swale. 

 
The bridge will not impede the flow of the drainage swale.  The bottom of the bridge stringers are 7 feet 
above the current flow line.  The bottom of the bridge stringers are higher in elevation than Maxim 
Road. 
 

• During a recent site inspection, stockpiled material was observed within and adjacent to 
wetland areas.  Please note that unpaved areas shall be covered in accordance with standards of 
Sec. 6.3 (which does not include gravel millings).  

 
The stockpiled material next to the bridge is crushed stone and will be used as a base for the driveway. 
 

• An existing chain link fence is shown on the Site Plan along the front property line, no break for 
the driveway. 
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Two sections of the chain link fence will be removed at time of the driveway construction. 
• The proposed driveway will cross an existing electric conduit – have approvals been obtained for 

work over this utility? How will this conduit be protected during construction and after? 
 
We have contacted Eversource and have a meeting with their field rep Nelson Blanco to discuss. 
 

• An Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan has not been provided (required to complete this 
application, per Sec. 7.5.(e) of the Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Regulations (the “Wetlands 
Regulations”))  

 
We will supply. 
 

• A State of Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection (DEEP) Statewide Inland 
Wetlands & Watercourses Reporting Form (SIWWRF) has not been provided (required to 
complete application, per Sec.7.5.(k) of the Wetlands Regulations). 

  
In order to address these concerns, please submit the following information: 

• Structural Design Drawing of the bridge, certified by a structural engineer, indicating design will 
withstand the loads of the intended users (dump trucks, heavy equipment, etc.) 

o Include a cross-section at the wetlands/watercourse crossing. 
See Attached 
 

• Revised Site Plan to include the following: 
o Modifications to proposed bridge, designed/certified by a structural engineer 

See Structural Engineers Plan 
 

o Identify material of proposed pavement of the new driveway and bridge surfaces, 
include details/sections of proposed pavement.  

See detail on site plan 
 

o Identify limits of gravel milling stockpiles and debris deposits along the Maxim St. 
frontage and within the drainage swale that must be removed in order to comply with 
Sec. 6.3 and to maintain positive drainage within the swale; indicate disturbed areas will 
be restored and stabilized.  

Will be on Eroision & Sedimement Plan 
 

o Indicate how significant trees will be protected from damage throughout development. 
Trees will not be damaged throughout development. 
 

o Identify the limits of disturbance for the proposed activity; include calculation of 
disturbed area in square feet. 

 
• Complete the attached SIWWRF and return it to me. 

See Attached. 
 
• Provide an Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan signed/sealed by a professional engineer. 

o Indicate how the wetlands and adjacent properties/streets will be protected from 
erosion throughout development activities. 

Will be provided within 30 days. 
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o Identify limits of disturbance, taking into consideration other comments above re: 
removal of debris and stockpiles, and wetland restoration, as per Sec. 7.5.(e) of 
Wetlands Regulations. 
  

Please note that additional comments and recommendations may be raised, including during the Public 
Hearing, which may require further modification of plans.  Despite this, I wanted to pass along these 
initial comments/concerns raised by the Planning Division, as well as other city departments/divisions so 
you will have time to address them.  To avoid potential delays in processing this application, it is 
recommended that you please submit the requested information as soon as possible (especially bold 
items).   
  
It is my understanding that subsequent approvals will be necessary related to the proposed work, such 
as: Site Plan Review, Building Permit(s) from Licenses & Inspections (for the new bridge), and permit(s) 
from the Department of Public Works (for work within the right-of-way).  If plan revisions are necessary 
in order to comply with other codes and regulations, then any previously approved wetlands permit may 
need to be modified through a second application.  You may wish to coordinate your proposed plans 
with other departments and/or utility companies to reduce the chance of this happening.       
  
Feel free to e-mail me with questions or comments, or to schedule a time to discuss this over the 
phone.  During COVID-19 pandemic, I am working remotely. 
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Statewide Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Activity Reporting Form 
Please complete and mail this form in accordance with the instructions on pages 2 and 3 to: 

DEEP Land & Water Resources Division, Inland Wetlands Management Program, 79 Elm Street, 3rd Floor, Hartford, CT 06106
Incomplete or incomprehensible forms will be mailed back to the inland wetlands agency. 

PART I:   Must Be Completed By The Inland Wetlands Agency 

1. DATE ACTION WAS TAKEN:       year:  ______________ month:  ______________

2. ACTION TAKEN (see instructions, only use one code):   ______________

3. WAS A PUBLIC HEARING HELD (check one)?     yes  no  

4. NAME OF AGENCY OFFICIAL VERIFYING AND COMPLETING THIS FORM:

(print name) (signature)    ________________________________________________ 

PART II:  To Be Completed By The Inland Wetlands Agency Or The Applicant 

5. TOWN IN WHICH THE ACTION IS OCCURRING (print name):  ______________________________________________________

does this project cross municipal boundaries (check one)?       yes  no

if yes, list the other town(s) in which the action is occurring (print name(s)):   ____________________,  ______________________

6. LOCATION (see instructions for information):   USGS quad name:  _____________________________   or number:  __________

subregional drainage basin number:  _______________________

7. NAME OF APPLICANT, VIOLATOR OR PETITIONER (print name):  __________________________________________________

8.

9. ACTIVITY PURPOSE CODE (see instructions, only use one code):    ___________

10. ACTIVITY TYPE CODE(S) (see instructions for codes):    __________,    __________,    __________,    __________

11. WETLAND / WATERCOURSE AREA ALTERED (must provide acres or linear feet):

12. UPLAND AREA ALTERED (must provide acres):   ____________ acres

13. AREA OF WETLANDS / WATERCOURSES RESTORED, ENHANCED OR CREATED (must provide acres):    ____________ acres

 DATE RECEIVED:   PART III:  To Be Completed By The DEEP   DATE RETURNED TO DEEP: 

 FORM COMPLETED:   YES    NO    FORM CORRECTED / COMPLETED:   YES   NO 

GIS CODE #:  ____   ____   ____   ____   ____   ____   ____   ____   ____ 
For DEEP Use Only 

NAME & ADDRESS / LOCATION OF PROJECT SITE (print information):  _______________________________________________

briefly describe the action/project/activity (check and print information):  temporary         permanent          description: ____________

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

wetlands:   ____________ acres     open water body:   ____________ acres                stream:   ____________ linear feet

Hartford

X

Central Auto & Transport, LLC

2 Maxim Road, Hartford, CT 06114

X
Install bridge and driveway to access property from Maxim Road.

D
9                  

Hartford 37
4005

N/A N/A N/A

.12

N/A
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SUBJECT 

Stress Evaluation for Bridge 
 BY  

 J. M. Albaine 
DATE  
07/17/20 
 

2 Maxim Road – Hartford CT    REV.   
 

 
                                    For Central Group Bridge 

 CALC.  NO. 
JMA20-327-58 

REV.   
 

 
JM Albaine Engineering, LLC. 

 SHEET NO. 
1 of 14 

 
 

 
www.jmalbaineeng.com                                        Sheet 1 of 14 
 

Structural Evaluation of Private Road Bridge  
2 Maxim Road, Hartford, CT 

 
1) Scope: 

 
The scope of this evaluation is to determine the structural capacity of the bridge to support 
regular daily traffic and occasionally, a heavy truck (Truck 1) weighing 80,000 lbs, and a 76,400 
lbs dump truck (Truck 2) with wheel load distributions as shown below. 
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The following components will be analyzed using AASHTO criterial for wheel load distribution 
and impact live load.  Level Strength II is used for both the 80,000 lbs truck load & dump truck, 
which has a load factor 1.25 for dead load and 1.35 for live load, and resistance factor 0.90 for 
both bending and shear. The stresses on the steel stringers and concrete deck are evaluated 
using criteria from the American Institute of Steel Construction (AISC) and the American 
Concrete Institute (ACI).  The foundation capacity will be assumed at a relatively safe allowable 
soil bearing strength since no geotechnical information is available. 
 

2) Description of Bridge       
 
A two-lane bridge with a span bearing to bearing equal to 30 feet (ft).  The bridge consists of 
steel stringers, HP12 x 53 spaced closely, a 5” thick reinforced concrete deck, and supported on 
abutments at the ends constructed of pre-cast concrete planks. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   
 
   
    
   
 
                                         Bridge Plan View 
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Bridge Elevation View 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bridge Cross-Section 
 
 

3) Structural Analyses 
 
a) Existing Concrete Deck: 

 
Effective thickness = 5 in ;  Assume specified concrete compressive strength @ 28 day, 
f’c = 3,000 psi, and rebar yield strength Fy = 60,000 psi & effective depth, de = 1.75 in 
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The concrete deck was analyzed for bending and two-way shear forces caused by a maximum 
wheel load of 8,500 lbs for Truck 1 & 11,200 lbs for the truck 2 applied between the steel 
stringer. Impact effect 33%. 
 
For Truck 1: 
The maximum factored moment at both the midspan and over the steel stringer, 
Mu = 1,840 lb-ft/ft 
 
The slab strength in bending was computed as Mn = 1,898 lb-ft/ft  > Mu = 1,840 lb-ft  OK 
 
 
For Truck 2: 
The maximum factored moment at both the midspan and over the steel stringer, 
Mu = 2,402  lb-ft/ft  > 1,898 lb-ft/ft  therefore NG 
 
 
The maximum two-way (punching) factored shear, Vu = 11,607 lbs for Truck 1 & 15,120 lbs for 
Truck 2 
 
 The slab two-way (punching shear strength was computed as: 
  
Vc = 17,255 lbs > Vu = 11,606 lbs Ok 
 
The Concrete deck is determined to be not structurally adequate to resist the maximum forces 
induced by Truck 2, Therefore we recommend a new slab design with reinforcement placed on 
locations to resist the maximum moment more effectively (mainly 1” from the bottom for positive 
moment and 1” for negative moment). 
 

#6 @ 12” o/c 
CENTERED ON SLAB

1”
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New Proposed Concrete Deck Design: 
Concrete Slab 6” thick on light gage steel Form Deck 9/16” spanning between the stringers 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The effective depth of both reinforcement (top & bottom) is d = 4” (conservative) 
The concrete specified compressive strength @ 28 days, f’c = 4,000 psi, rebar yield strength  
Fy = 60,000 psi, and using #5 rebars spaced 12” o/c 
 
Therefore,  the computed nominal Moment strength  
 
Mn = 5,102 lb-ft/ft  > Mu = 2,402  lb-ft  OK  New Slab design is structurally sound  
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b) Stringers: HP12 x 53:  
 
Consider ASTM A572 Grade 50 
 
TRUCK 1: 
Two maximum trucks load are used to obtain maximum bending strength and maximum shear:  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The maximum code check for a typical stringer is 0.924 < 1.0. therefore ok 

 
 
 
 
 

NOTE:  
The set stringers will require the top flange to be laterally braced at midspan to prevent lateral 
buckling and meet the bending strength requirement. The lateral bracing would be 
accomplished by welding the boundary 6” deep channel around the concrete deck to the 
stringers. 
 
At each abutment the stringers should be ties together (cross frame / diaphragm) to prevent 
axial rotation (twisting) of the stringers on the bearing support. 
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Check Shear Capacity: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The maximum Code shear ratio = 0.25 < 1.0 OK 
 

Therefore, stringers are structurally adequate in supporting the weight of truck 1 load 
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TRUCK 2: 
 
THE MAXIMUM Moment is obtained when the centroid of the three rear axles are at midspan 
We will use a composite design to check the stringers for this larger concentrated loads since 
we are placing a new concrete slab, and the stringers will need to act compositely with the slab 
to meet both the strength and serviceability requirements. 
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Maximum Results for Bending Moment 
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Maximum Results for shear: 
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c) Base Support for the Stringers 
 

The maximum reaction at each end on any given stringer R = 24,067 lbs (unfactored loads) 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Bending at Base Plate Critical Section = 273 x 6 x 32 /2 = 7,368 in-lb 
 
Fb = 7,368 x 6 / (6 x 0.52) = 29,473 psi <  36,000 psi  OK  
 
Bearing on Concrete Block 
 
Allowable Concrete Bearing stress, fc = 0.35 x 3,000 = 1,050 psi > 273 psi ok 
 
Concrete two-way (“punching”) shear stress): 
 

  Concrete Strength: 
  Vc =  (4) x [f’c]1/2 Perimeter x depth =  
         
        = 0.75 x 4 [3000]1/2 x 84 x 6 = 82,816 lbs 
 
Vu = 1.6 x 29,473 = 47,155 lbs < 82,816 lbs  OK  
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d) Foundation & Retaining Structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Maximum Load Reaction = 2 x 29,473 = 58,946 lbs 
 
Weight of concrete blocks = 12 x 6000 = 72,000 lbs 
 
Total Load = 58,946 + 72,000 = 130,946 lbs 
 
Soil Pressure, fs = 130,946 / 64 =2,046 psf  ~ 2,000 psf  Say  OK 
 
Soil Bearing Capacity should be verified to be at least 2,000 psf  
 
NOTE: PRECAST CONCRETE BLOCKS should be tied together to ensure acting as a unit 
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Consider the following typical soil properties (to be verified by owner): 
Soil Angle of Internal Friction, = 30o 
Density of Soil,  = 120 pound per cubic foot (pcf) 
 
Using Rankine soil Active Pressure, Ka = 0.333 thus, H = 0.333 x 120 x (4.5)2 /2 = 405 lb/ft 
Acting on the “Wale Beam” W12 x 72 spanning 10’ between the “Soldiers Piles” W 12 x 72 
 
Capacity of W12 x 72, 
Applied Maximum Moment, M =5,961 lb-ft  < Allowable Moment = 26,942 lb-ft ok 
 
Applied Maximum Shear, V = 2,980 lb < Allowable Shear = 105.780 lbs ok  
 

2 Maxim Rd. 55



   
SUBJECT 

Stress Evaluation for Bridge 
 BY  

 J. M. Albaine 
DATE  
07/17/20 
 

2 Maxim Road – Hartford CT    REV.   
 

 
                                    For Central Group Bridge 

 CALC.  NO. 
JMA20-327-58 

REV.   
 

 
JM Albaine Engineering, LLC. 

 SHEET NO. 
14 of 14 

 
 

 
www.jmalbaineeng.com                                        Sheet 14 of 14 
 

Soldier Piles: 
 Maximum Applied Load @ center soldier pile = 5,063 lbs 
 
Based on the soil properties stated above, the minimum embedment of the soldier pile should 
be 5’-4”  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
We recommend that tests be done when the bridge is operational, mainly to install gauges at 
each abutment to measure or detect any movement during the transit of vehicles.  The length of 
time for the testing will be determined at the appropriate time with the Testing Lab. 
 
Refer to JMA Structural Dwgs S-1 & S-2 dated 07/17/2020  
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TYP. ALL CORNERS

NEW END DIAPHRAGM 
TYP. 2 PLACES
SEE DETAIL “1”

WELD ENCAPSULATIING
CHANNEL TO STRINGERS 
PER DETAIL “1”

VOID

DOUBLE ANGLE:
L 6 x 6 x 1/2 x 1/4” x 0’-9” LONG (TYP.)

(2) 3/4”   H.S. BOLTS
ASTM F3125 GR. A325 (TYP.)

3 1/2”

f

(2) 3/4”   H.S. BOLTS
ASTM F3125 GR. A325

f

3 1/2”
(TYP.)

DOUBLE ANGLE:
L 6 x 6 x 1/2 x 1/4” x 0’-9” LONG (TYP.)(2) 3/4”   H.S. BOLTS

ASTM F3125 GR. A325
f

(2) 3/4”   H.S. BOLTS
ASTM F3125 GR. A325 (TYP.)

f

END DIAPHRAGM C10 x 25
CONTINUOUS
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STRINGER HP 12 x 53 (TYP.)

EDGE BEAM HP 12 x 53 (TYP.)

DETAIL “1”

DOUBLE ANGLE:
L 6 x 6 x 1/2 x 1/4” x 0’-9” LONG (TYP.)

(2) 3/4”   H.S. BOLTS
ASTM F3125 GR. A325 (TYP.)

f

STRINGER HP 12 x 53 (TYP.)

3 1/2”

1 1/2”

1 1/2”

6”

END DIAPHRAGM C10 x 25
CONTINUOUS

CONCRETE BLOCK SUPPORT

SECTION “A”

PRIOR TO OPEN BRIDGE TO NORMAL
TRAFFIC, MONITOR ABUTMENT FOR ANY MOVEMENT
BY DRIVING TWO PICK-UP TRUCKS IN LINE
(TYP.  AT EACH END)

GENERAL STRUCTURAL AND CONSTRUCTION NOTES:

A.  CODES AND STANDARDS

THE FOLLOWING CODES AND STANDARDS SHALL APPLY TO THE DESIGN,  CONSTRUCTION, QUALITY CONTROL, AND SAFETY
OF ALL WORK PERFORMED ON THE PROJECT.  USE THE LATEST EDITION UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.
    
1.  STATE OF CONNECTICUT BUILDING CODE (IBC 2015), 2018 CONNECTICUT SUPPLEMENT

2. SPECIFICATION FOR STRUCTURAL STEEL BUILDINGS, ANSI/AISC 360-10

3. AMERICAN CONCRETE INSTITUTE "BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS FOR STRUCTURAL CONCRETE” (ACI 318-14) 

4. “MINIMUM DESIGN LOADS FOR BUILDINGS AND OTHER STRUCTURES”, ANSI/ASCE 7-10, AMERICAN SOCIETY
     OF CIVIL ENGINEERS.

1.  B. DESIGN DATA:

I) BRIDGE DEAD LOAD
   A) CONCRETE DECK = 75 psf
   B) STEEL FORM DECK = 1 psf
   C) STRINGERS: 53 lb/ft
   D) MISC.:  5 psf

II) CONSTRUCTION LOAD: 50 psf

III) UNIFORM LIVE LOAD: 500 psf 

IV) TRUCK LIVE  LOAD - SEE SKETCH 

C. CONCRETE NOTES:

THE FOLLOWING ASTM STANDARDS SHALL BE USED FOR THE CONCRETE FOOTINGS, PERIMETER WALLS, AND 
CONCRETE SLABS ON THIS PROJECT.

1.     THE MINIMUM SPECIFIED COMPRESSIVE STRENGTH SHALL BE 4,000 PSI AT 28 DAYS, A MAXIMUM
        WATER/CEMENT RATIO OF 0.45.  CONCRETE SLUMP SHALL 4 INCHES +/- 1" (SLUMP MAY BE
        INCREASED BY THE ADDITION OF SUPERPLASTICIZER)

2.     CEMENT: ASTM C150 TYPE I OR II

3.      AGGREGATES: ASTM C33 (NORMAL WEIGHT), MAXIMUM SIZE ¾”

4.    DEFORMED REINFORCEMENTBARS :         ASTM A615  GRADE 60
       WELDED WIRE FABRIC (SMOOTH):             ASTM A185

5.    AIR ENTRAINING:  6%   +/- 1.5%   (SIKA AEA-14 OR APPROVED EQUAL)

6.    CONCRETE CURING: PROTECT CONCRETE FROM RAPID DRYING AND KEEP IN A MOIST
O       CONDITION WITH  TEMPERATURE ABOVE 50   F  FOR AT LEAST 7 DAYS AFTER PLACING

        WITH CURING COMPOUND IN ACCORDANCE WITH MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS

7.   CONCRETE SHALL NOT BE PLACED ON TOP OF FROZEN SOIL, SNOW, ICE, OR STANDING WATER

8.   DO NOT APPLY SERVICE LOADS UNTIL THE CONCRETE HAS OBTAINED 50% OF THE SPECIFIED CONCRETE
      STRENGTH @ 28-DAY.  THIS STRENGTH 1,500 psi (50% OF 2,000 psi) SHOULD BE OBTAINED WITHIN 7 DAYS.

9.  CONCRETE FORMWORK, BRACING SHALL NOT BE REMOVED UNTIL CONCRETE HAS CURED SUFFICIENTLY 
     (3-DAY MIN. AFTER PLACEMENT)

10.  ALL EPOXY ADHESIVE ANCHORS SHALL BE ONE OF THE FOLLOWINGS (OR ENGINEER'S APPROVAL PER REQUEST)
     a) HILTI HIT-RE500  ; b) SIMPSON "SET-3G" ; c) POWERS PE 1000+  d) SIKA ANCHORFIX 3001

TRUCK 1 TRUCK 2

D. STRUCTURAL SEEL NOTES:

1. THE FOLLOWING ASTM STANDARDS SHALL BE USED FOR THE STEEL MATERIALS
USED IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF THIS PROJECT

a) STRUCTURAL SHAPES                                          ASTM A992 GRADE 50

b) OTHER STRUCTURAL SHAPES                            ASTM A-36
    CHANNELS, ANGLES, AND PLATES

c) STRUCTURAL TUBING                                           ASTM A500, GRADE B, FY = 46 ksi

d) HIGH STRENGTH BOLTS                                       ASTM F3125 GR. A325

h) ANCHOR RODS                                                      ASTM F-1554 GRADE 36

2.  ALL STRUCTURAL STEEL SHALL BE IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE AISC "SPECIFICATION
     FOR STRUCTURAL STEEL BUILDINGS - ALLOWABLE STRESS DESIGN AND PLASTIC DESIGN"
     (ANSI/AISC 360-10).

3.  ALL STEEL NOT EXPOSED TO HARSH ENVIRONMENT SHALL RECEIVE ONE COAT OF RUST 
     INHIBITIVE PAINT.

4.  ALL WELDS SHALL BE MADE ONLY BY WELDERS WHO HAVE BEEN QUALIFIED AS PRESCRIBED
     IN THE "STANDARD CODE OF WELDING IN BUILDING CONSTRUCTION" OF THE AMERICAN WELDING
     SOCIETY (AWS D.1.1).

RECOMMENDATION FOR LONG-TERM MAINTENANCE & PERFORMANCE
FOR ALL STEEL EXPOSED TO HARSH ENVIRONMENT
1) HAND POWER TOOL SURFACE PREPARATION WITH SOLVENT
2) APPLY EPOXY BASED COAT, SUCH AS SHERWIN WILLIAMS “EPOXY MASTIC ALUMINUM II” OR EQUAL
3) APPLY TOP COAT, SUCH AS SHERWIN WILLIAMS “ACROLON  218 HS - ACRYLIC POLYURETHANE” OR EQUAL 

FOLLOW MANUFACTURER’S INSTRUCTION  
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Engineer’s Digital Seal
affirmed to these Plans
in accordance with DCP
Regs. Section 20-300-10(1)
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NEW 6" CONCRETE SLAB

TYP. STRINGER SECTION: HP 12 x 53

3/4”    STUD SHEAR CONNECTOR x 4” HIGH (TYPE “B”)
MINIMUM STRENGTH = 65,000 psi
(ASTM A29 GRADES 1010 THROUGH 1020)
WELDED PER AWS D1.1 CLAUSE 7 TABLE 7.1

FORM DECK - 0.6FD GAGE 24
MINIMUM YIELD STRENGTH = 60 ksi
(BY NEW MILLENNIUM OR APPROVED EQUAL)
ATTACHED TO STRINGER w/ 5/8” PUDDLE WELD
SPACED 18” o/c
SIDE LAPS FASTENED TOGETHER BETWEEN SUPPORTS
@ A MAXIMUM SPACING OF 36” o/c

ECC. 2” +/-

EXISTING BRIDGE STRINGER: HP 12 x 53 (TYP.)

TOP #5 REBAR @ 12” o/c 
1” COVER 

BOTTOM #5 REBAR @ 12” o/c 
1” COVER 

TEMP. & SHRK.
#4 @ 18” o/c

SHEAR STUDS SPACING ALONG STRINGER

CL OF BEARING CL OF BEARING

L = 30’-0”

10’-0” 10’-0” 10’-0”

SHEAR STUDS @ 10” o/c SHEAR STUDS @ 10” o/cSHEAR STUDS @ 24” o/c

(TYP.) 

1.  SPLICE LENGTH OF LAP FOR TENSION LAP ARE SPLICES CLASS "B" PER ACI 318-14

2. TOP BARS ARE REINFORCEMENT WITH MORE THAN 12" OF CONCRETE CAST BELOW THE REBAR,
    AND ALL HORIZONTAL BAR WITHOUT EXCEPTION.  FOOTING REINFORCING WITH MORE THAN 12"
    OF CONCRETE BELOW ARE CONSIDERED TOP BARS.  

3. OTHER BARS INCLUDE FOOTING, BEAM AND SLAB REINFORCEMENT WITH LESS THAN 12" OF CONCRETE
   CAST BELOW  THE REBAR, AND VERTICAL WALL & COLUMN REINFORCEMENT.

4.  MINIMUM CLEAR SPACING OF REBARS SHALL NOT BE LESS THAN 2 BAR DIAMETERS.  CLEAR COVER 
     SHALL NOT BE LESS THAN THE MOST RESTRICTIVE REQUIREMENT OF 1 BAR DIAMETER, THE MINIMUM
     CLEAR COVER DIMENSION LISTED IN THE GENERAL NOTES FOR CONCRETE, AND THE ACI CODE.
     REPORT ANY DISCREPANCIES TO THE ENGINEER OF RECORD IMMEDIATELY.  
      

BAR SIZE                  TOP BARS         OTHER BARS

#3

#4

#5

#6

1'-6"2'-0"

2'-0"2'-6"

3'-0"

4'-0"

REINFORCING STEEL LAP SPLICE
LENGTH SCHEDULE: f'  = 4,000 PSIC

2'-6"

3'-0"

o STANDARD 90 HOOK

1
2
 d

b

D
A

BAR 
SIZE

FINISH
BEND
DIAMETER
D, (in.)

DB

C

o STANDARD 180 HOOK

90-deg HOOKS 180-deg HOOKS

#3

A B C

2 1/4" 6" 3" 2 1/2"

#4 3" 8" 4" 2 1/2"

#5 3 3/4" 10" 5" 2 1/2"

#6 4 1/2" 1'- 0" 6" 3"

STANDARD HOOK DETAILS

1"

PLASTIC(ZSTRIP) OR PREFORMED HARDBOARD STRIP
PLACED IN SLAB IMMEDIATELY AFTER CONCRETE PLACING
OR SAW CUT BEFORE CONCRETE HARDENED COMPLETELY

TYPICAL SLAB CONTROL JOINT

JOINT SEALANT

6
"

NOTE: MAXIMUM SPACING OF CONTROL JOINTS SHALL BE 10'-0"

f

2

RECOMMENDATION FOR LONG-TERM MAINTENANCE & PERFORMANCE
FOR ALL STEEL EXPOSED TO HARSH ENVIRONMENT
1) HAND POWER TOOL SURFACE PREPARATION WITH SOLVENT
2) APPLY ONE EPOXY BASED COAT, SUCH AS SHERWIN WILLIAMS “EPOXY MASTIC ALUMINUM II” OR EQUAL
3) APPLY TOP COAT, SUCH AS SHERWIN WILLIAMS “ACROLON  218 HS - ACRYLIC POLYURETHANE” OR EQUAL 

FOLLOW MANUFACTURER’S INSTRUCTION  
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August 4, 2020 
 
Elizabeth Sanderson 
Principle Planner 
City Of Hartford 
260 Constitution Plaza 
Hartford, CT 06103 
 
Hi Elizabeth, 
 
This morning I dropped off the following at 260 Constitution Plaza during my 9:30 appointment. 
 

1) Structural Engineer’s 2 page Plan for the bridge. 
2) Structural Engineer’s 14 page report for the bridge. 
3) Answers to questions you sent me via email. 
4) State DEEP Inland Wetland form filled out. 
5) Site Plan showing the location of the driveway and driveway detail. 
6) Affidavit requesting an additional 30 days to have the Erosion & Sediment Control Plan 

signed/sealed by a PE. 
 

The COVID-19 public health emergency adversely affected the Company’s operations and 
caused the Company to redirect critical management team resources away from this project.  It 
also delayed the Company’s ability to obtain an Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan 
signed/sealed by a professional engineer. 
 
I have taken over this project for the company and will work diligently to get this back on track.  
I should have the Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan in two weeks. 
 
 
If you have any questions please don’t hesitate to contact me. 
 
Thanks, 
 
 
 
Ron Gaudet 
Director of Operations 
Central Group Companies 
Cell: 860-729-2780 
 
 
 
 
 
 

195 Maxim Road • Hartford • Connecticut • 06114-1629 • (860) 246-7616 2 Maxim Rd. 59



2 Maxim Rd. 60



2 Maxim Rd. 61



Attachment #2: FEMA FIRM

2 Maxim Rd. 62



&ƌŽŵ͗�DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ͕�ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ
^ĞŶƚ͗�dŚƵƌƐĚĂǇ͕��Ɖƌŝů�Ϯϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϭ͗Ϯϴ�WD
dŽ͗��ĞƚƚĞ͕�tŝůůŝĂŵ͖�^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶ͕��ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ
�Đ͗��ŽůůŝŶƐ͕�:ŽŚŶ͖�^ŝŶĂŶŝ͕��ůĚĂ
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗�Z�͗�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�WĞƌŵŝƚ��ƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�Ͳ EĞǁ��ƌŝĚŐĞͬ�ƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�Ăƚ�Ϯ�DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͘

/�ƋƵŝĐŬůǇ�ůŽŽŬĞĚ�ƚŚƌƵ�ϭϲϭϮ�ĂŶĚ�ŝƚ�ƋƵŝĐŬůǇ�ƐĞŶĚƐ�ǇŽƵ�ďĂĐŬ�ƚŽ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ�ƉƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂů�ĨŽƌ�ƉůĂŶƐ͘�^Ž͕�ƚŚŝƐ�ǁŽƵůĚ�
ďĞ�ĂŶŽƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ůŽŽŬ�ĨŽƌ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ�ĚƌĂǁŝŶŐƐ͘

ZĂǇ�DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ
�ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ�WůĂŶƐ��ǆĂŵŝŶĞƌ
�ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ��ĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ
>ŝĐĞŶƐĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�/ŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ��ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ϮϲϬ��ŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶ�WůĂǌĂ
,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͕��d�ϬϲϭϬϯ
;ϴϲϬͿ�ϳϱϳͲϵϮϲϲ
ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ͘DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀ

&ƌŽŵ͗ �ĞƚƚĞ͕�tŝůůŝĂŵ�
^ĞŶƚ͗ dŚƵƌƐĚĂǇ͕��Ɖƌŝů�Ϯϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϭ͗ϭϴ�WD
dŽ͗DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ͕�ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ�фZĂǇŵŽŶĚ͘DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх͖�^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶ͕��ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ�
ф�ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ͘^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх
�Đ͗ �ŽůůŝŶƐ͕�:ŽŚŶ�ф:ŽŚŶ͘�ŽůůŝŶƐΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх͖�^ŝŶĂŶŝ͕��ůĚĂ�ф^/E��ϬϬϭΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗ Z�͗�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�WĞƌŵŝƚ��ƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�Ͳ EĞǁ��ƌŝĚŐĞͬ�ƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�Ăƚ�Ϯ�DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͘

ZĂǇ�ǁŚĂƚ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ϭϲϭϮ͘ϰ�ŝĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŝƐ�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�Ă�ĨůŽŽĚ�ĂƌĞĂ͍͍

:��,VDDF�%HWWH
�ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ�WůĂŶƐ��ǆĂŵŝŶĞƌ
�ŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ�
�ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�>ŝĐĞŶƐĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�/ŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ
ϮϲϬ��ŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶ�WůĂǌĂ�ϭƐƚ�ĨůŽŽƌ�
,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͕ �d�ϬϲϭϬϯ
tŝůůŝĂŵ͘ďĞƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀ
ϴϲϬͲϳϱϳͲϵϮϯϳ ;ŽĨĨŝĐĞͿ
ϴϲϬͲϳϮϮͲϲϯϯϯ ;ĨĂǆͿ

&ƌŽŵ͗DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ͕�ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ�
^ĞŶƚ͗ dŚƵƌƐĚĂǇ͕��Ɖƌŝů�Ϯϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϭ͗ϭϮ�WD
dŽ͗ ^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶ͕��ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ�ф�ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ͘^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх
�Đ͗ �ĞƚƚĞ͕�tŝůůŝĂŵ�фtŝůůŝĂŵ͘�ĞƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх͖��ŽůůŝŶƐ͕�:ŽŚŶ�ф:ŽŚŶ͘�ŽůůŝŶƐΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх͖�^ŝŶĂŶŝ͕�
�ůĚĂ�ф^/E��ϬϬϭΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗ Z�͗�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�WĞƌŵŝƚ��ƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�Ͳ EĞǁ��ƌŝĚŐĞͬ�ƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�Ăƚ�Ϯ DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͘

,ŝ͕��ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ͘�dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ƚǁŽ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĂƐŬ͕�ĂŶĚ�ŝƚ�ƐĞƚƐ�Ă�ƚƌĂƉ͘�dŚĞ�ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶ�ŝƐ͗

Attachment #3: City Comments
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ϭ͘ tŽƵůĚ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ďĞ�ƵƐĞ�ďǇ�ĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇ�ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞů�ĂŶĚͬŽƌ�ĨŝƌĞ�ƚŽ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͍
Ϯ͘ tŽƵůĚ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ďĞ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŚĂŶĚůĞ�ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ�ŽǀĞƌ�ϭϬ͕ϬϬϬ�'st͍

/���ϭϲϬϳ͘ϳ�ƚŚƌƵ�ϭϲϬϳ͘ϳ͘Ϯ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞƐ�ǀĞŚŝĐƵůĂƌ�ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ�ŽǀĞƌ�ĨůŽŽƌ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐ͘�ϭϲϬϳ͘ϳ͘Ϯ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ�
ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞƐ�ĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇ�ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘�dŚĞ�ŽǁŶĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ�ŚĂƐ�ƚŽ�
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƐ�ĂŶĚ�ďƌŝĚŐĞƐ͕�ŝĨ�ŚĞ�ĂŶƐǁĞƌƐ�ĞŝƚŚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĂďŽǀĞ�ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�
ĂĨĨŝƌŵĂƚŝǀĞ͘

ZĂǇ�DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ
�ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ�WůĂŶƐ��ǆĂŵŝŶĞƌ
�ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ��ĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ
>ŝĐĞŶƐĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�/ŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ��ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ϮϲϬ��ŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶ�WůĂǌĂ
,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͕��d�ϬϲϭϬϯ
;ϴϲϬͿ�ϳϱϳͲϵϮϲϲ
ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ͘DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀ

&ƌŽŵ͗ ^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶ͕��ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ�
^ĞŶƚ͗ dŚƵƌƐĚĂǇ͕��Ɖƌŝů�Ϯϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϴ͗ϱϭ��D
dŽ͗DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ͕�ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ�фZĂǇŵŽŶĚ͘DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх
�Đ͗ �ŽůůŝŶƐ͕�:ŽŚŶ�ф:ŽŚŶ͘�ŽůůŝŶƐΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх͖��ĞƚƚĞ͕�tŝůůŝĂŵ�фtŝůůŝĂŵ͘�ĞƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗ Z�͗�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�WĞƌŵŝƚ��ƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�Ͳ EĞǁ��ƌŝĚŐĞͬ�ƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�Ăƚ�Ϯ�DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͘

dŚĂŶŬƐ�ZĂǇ͕�
/�ǁŝůů�ƉĂƐƐ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�ĂůŽŶŐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂŶƚ͘

&ƌŽŵ�ůŽŽŬŝŶŐ�Ăƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂĞƌŝĂů�ƉŚŽƚŽ ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͕�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƚĞĞů�ďĞĂŵƐ�ĂƉƉĞĂƌ�ƚŽ�ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�ďĞĞŶ�
ŝŶƐƚĂůůĞĚ͘ /�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂŶƚ�ůĂƐƚ�&ƌŝĚĂǇ͕�ĂŶĚ�ŚĞ�ƐĂŝĚ�ƐŽŵĞƚŚŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĞĨĨĞĐƚ�ƚŚĂƚ�͞ƚŚĞ�
ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ǁĂƐ�ďƵŝůƚ�ďǇ�ƐŽŵĞŽŶĞ�ǁŚŽ�ďƵŝůĚƐ�ďƌŝĚŐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚĂƚĞ͕�ƐŽ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�K<͘͟ �Ž�ǇŽƵ�ŚĂǀĞ�ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů�
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�ƌĞ͗�Ă�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝƐ�ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ͍ �ŽƵůĚ�ƚŚĞǇ�ƉƌŽĚƵĐĞ�ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶ�ƌĞƉŽƌƚƐ͕�Žƌ�ǁŽƵůĚ�ŝƚ�
ďĞ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ƚŽ�ƌĞŵŽǀĞ�Θ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƐĐƌĂƚĐŚ͍ KŶĐĞ�/�ŚĞĂƌ�ďĂĐŬ�/�ǁŝůů�ĐŽŶƐŽůŝĚĂƚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�
ĨŽƌǁĂƌĚ�ƚŚĞŵ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂŶƚ͘

dŚĂŶŬƐ͕
�ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ�

^ĞŶƚ�ĨƌŽŵ�DĂŝů ĨŽƌ�tŝŶĚŽǁƐ�ϭϬ

&ƌŽŵ͗�DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ͕�ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ
^ĞŶƚ͗�dŚƵƌƐĚĂǇ͕��Ɖƌŝů�Ϯϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϴ͗Ϯϰ��D
dŽ͗�^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶ͕��ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ
�Đ͗��ŽůůŝŶƐ͕�:ŽŚŶ͖��ĞƚƚĞ͕�tŝůůŝĂŵ
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗�Z�͗�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�WĞƌŵŝƚ��ƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�Ͳ EĞǁ��ƌŝĚŐĞͬ�ƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�Ăƚ�Ϯ�DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͘

&ƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ�ĚƌĂǁŝŶŐ�ŵĂĚĞ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵƌǀĞǇŽƌ͕�ŝƚ�ĂƉƉĞĂƌƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĐŽŵƉŽƐĞĚ�ŽĨ�Ă�ƉŽƵƌĞĚ�
ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞ�ďůŽĐŬ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƚĞĞů�ďĞĂŵƐ�ĞŵďĞĚĚĞĚ�ŝŶƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞ͘�/�ĂƐƐƵŵĞ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�Ă�ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚŝŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�
ƚŚĞ�ĞĚŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďůŽĐŬ�ƚŽƉ�ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ�ĞůĞǀĂƚŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�ϭϰ͘ϵ�ʹ ϭϱ͘Ϭ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŽƉ�ŽĨ�ďĞĂŵ�ϭϲ͘Ϭ�ʹ ϭϲ͘Ϯ͘�
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YƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ĂƌĞ͗
ϭ͘ tŚĂƚ�ŝƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ�ƵƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ͍
Ϯ͘ ,ĂƐ�Ă�ĐĂůĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ�ďĞĞŶ�ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĞĚ�ƚŽ�ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƌĞŶŐƚŚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĞŵďĞƌƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚǇŶĂŵŝĐ�

ůŽĂĚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚ�ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ�ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘
ϯ͘ ,ĂƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŽŝů�ďĞĂƌŝŶŐ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ�ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ǁĞŝŐŚƚ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞ͕�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ĂŶĚ�

ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚ�ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ͘
ϰ͘ ,Žǁ�ǁŝĚĞ�ŝƐ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ͍
ϱ͘ /Ɛ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŬĞƚĐŚ�ƐŚŽǁŶ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉůĂŶ͍
ϲ͘ tŚĂƚ�ƐŝŐŶƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ƉŽƐƚĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƵƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�;ŵĂǆ�ůŽĂĚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ͕�ŵĂǆ�ƐƉĞĞĚ͕�ĞƚĐ͘Ϳ͍
ϳ͘ >ŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ͕�ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ͍
ϴ͘ tŝůů�ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ�ŚĂǀĞ�ƵƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ͍

ZĂǇ�DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ
�ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ�WůĂŶƐ��ǆĂŵŝŶĞƌ
�ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ��ĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ
>ŝĐĞŶƐĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�/ŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ��ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ϮϲϬ��ŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶ�WůĂǌĂ
,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͕��d�ϬϲϭϬϯ
;ϴϲϬͿ�ϳϱϳͲϵϮϲϲ
ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ͘DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀ

&ƌŽŵ͗ ^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶ͕��ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ�
^ĞŶƚ͗ &ƌŝĚĂǇ͕��Ɖƌŝů�ϭϳ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϵ͗ϯϰ��D
dŽ͗DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞ͕�ZĂǇŵŽŶĚ�фZĂǇŵŽŶĚ͘DĂƌĐŽƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх͖��ĞƚƚĞ͕�tŝůůŝĂŵ�
фtŝůůŝĂŵ͘�ĞƚƚĞΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗ &t͗�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�WĞƌŵŝƚ��ƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�Ͳ EĞǁ��ƌŝĚŐĞͬ�ƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�Ăƚ�Ϯ�DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͘

'ŽŽĚ�DŽƌŶŝŶŐ͕
/�ŚŽƉĞ�Ăůů�ĂƌĞ�ǁĞůů͊

dŚĞ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ�ƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚ�ĂŶ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�/ŶůĂŶĚ�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�WĞƌŵŝƚ�ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ă�
ŶĞǁ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�ĐƵƌďͲĐƵƚ�ŽŶ�DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͘�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ�Ăƚ�Ϯ�DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͕͘�WĂƌĐĞů�/�͗�
ϯϭϱͲϲϵϯͲϬϬϮ͘

WůĞĂƐĞ�ƐĞĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�;ƚŚĞ�^ŝƚĞ�WůĂŶ�ŝƐ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ůĂƐƚ�ƉĂŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉĚĨͿ�ĂŶĚ�ƐŶŝƉ�ďĞůŽǁ�;ǁŚŝĐŚ�
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�Θ�ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇͿ͕�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ƌĞǀŝĞǁ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘

�ĂƐĞĚ�ŽŶ�ŵǇ�ĐŽŶǀĞƌƐĂƚŝŽŶ�ǁŝƚŚ�ZĂǇ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŵŽƌŶŝŶŐ͕�ŝƚ�ŝƐ�ŵǇ�ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚŝŶŐ�ƚŚĂƚ�Ă�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ�ĚƌĂǁŝŶŐ�
ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕�ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů�ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ͕�ŝƐ�ŶĞĞĚĞĚ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƚǇƉĞ�ŽĨ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ�ǁŝůů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ�Ă�
^ƉĞĐŝĂů�/ŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ�^ƚĂƚĞŵĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚ͘ WůĞĂƐĞ�ůĞƚ�ŵĞ�ŬŶŽǁ�ŝĨ�ǇŽƵ�ŚĂǀĞ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�
ŵĂǇ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ƚŚĞ�/ŶůĂŶĚ�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ͛Ɛ�ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ�ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͘

��ƉƵďůŝĐ�ŚĞĂƌŝŶŐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ŚĞůĚ�ŽŶ�dƵĞƐĚĂǇ͕��Ɖƌŝů�Ϯϴ͕�ĂŶĚ�/�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĨŝŶĂůŝǌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚĂĨĨ�ƌĞƉŽƌƚ�ŽǀĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞǆƚ�
ĨĞǁ�ĚĂǇƐ͘
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/Ĩ�ǇŽƵ�ŚĂǀĞ�ĂŶǇ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͕�/�ǁŽƵůĚ�ĂƉƉƌĞĐŝĂƚĞ�ŝĨ�ǇŽƵ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ĞͲŵĂŝů�ƚŚĞŵ�ƚŽ�ŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĚǀĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƵďůŝĐ�
ŚĞĂƌŝŶŐ�ƐŽ�ǁĞ�ŵĂǇ�ĞŶƐƵƌĞ�ƚŚĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ�ĐĂŶ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚŚĞŵ�ŝŶƚŽ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ͘

dŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ͕�
�ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ�

^ĞŶƚ�ĨƌŽŵ�DĂŝů ĨŽƌ�tŝŶĚŽǁƐ�ϭϬ
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&ƌŽŵ͗�^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶ͕��ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ
^ĞŶƚ͗�&ƌŝĚĂǇ͕��Ɖƌŝů�ϭϳ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϯ͗ϭϳ�WD
dŽ͗�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞŵĂŶĂŐĞƌΛĐĞŶƚƌĂůŐƌŽƵƉƐ͘ĐŽŵ
�Đ͗�ĐŐĂƌƌŽΛĐũŵƉĐ͘ĐŽŵ
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗�Ϯ�DĂǆŝŵ�ZĚ͘�Ͳ /ŶůĂŶĚ�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ��ƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�Ͳ ^ƚĂĨĨ��ŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ

Dƌ͘��ĂŵďŽŝƐĞ͕

dŚĂŶŬƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŝŵĞ�ƚŽ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ�ǇŽƵƌ�ƉĞŶĚŝŶŐ�tĞƚůĂŶĚ�WĞƌŵŝƚ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŵĞ�ƚŽĚĂǇ͘ �Ɛ�
ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ͕�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ƌĞǀŝĞǁ�;ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ��ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�
WƵďůŝĐ�tŽƌŬƐ�ĂŶĚ��ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ��ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶͿ͕�ƐŽŵĞ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŵĂǇ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ǇŽƵƌ�ƉĞŶĚŝŶŐ�
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͗

x dŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�ĂŶĚ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ĚĞƉŝĐƚĞĚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�^ŝƚĞ�WůĂŶ�ĂƌĞ�ŶŽƚ�ƉĂǀĞĚ͘ WůĞĂƐĞ�
ŶŽƚĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�Θ�ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇƐ�ŵƵƐƚ�ĐŽŵƉůǇ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ�ŽĨ�^ĞĐ͘�ϳ͘ϱ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ�
�ŽŶŝŶŐ�ZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ�;ƐĞĞ�ůŝŶŬ�ƚŽ�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ�ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ�ŚĞƌĞ͗�
ŚƚƚƉ͗ͬͬǁǁǁ͘ŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀͬŝŵĂŐĞƐͬ��^ͺ&ŝůĞƐͬWůĂŶͺ�ŽŶŝŶŐͬ�ŽŶŝŶŐͺZĞŐƐͬǌƌϬϯϬϱϮϬϮϬ͘ƉĚĨ Ϳ

x dŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ǁŝůů�ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů�ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ͕�ƐƵďũĞĐƚ�ƚŽ�ƌĞǀŝĞǁ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�
�ŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ��ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�>ŝĐĞŶƐĞƐ�Θ�/ŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ͘ /ƚ�ŝƐ�ŵǇ�ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚŝŶŐ�ƚŚĂƚ�Ă�^ƉĞĐŝĂů�
/ŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ�^ƚĂƚĞŵĞŶƚ�ǁŝůů�ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚ�Θ�ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�>Θ/�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƚǇƉĞ�ŽĨ�
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dǇƉŝĐĂůůǇ͕�ďƌŝĚŐĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŶĂƚƵƌĞ�ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚ�ŽĨ�ƉƌĞͲĐĂƐƚ�ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞ͕�ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�Ă�ĐƵůǀĞƌƚ͘ /Ĩ�ƚŚĞ�
ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐ�ŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕�ƚŚĞŶ�ǇŽƵƌ�ƉůĂŶƐ�ǁŝůů�ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŝŶĚŝĐĂƚĞ�ƌĞŵŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ĂƐ�ƉĂƌƚ�
ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉĞƌŵŝƚ͘

x dŚĞ�ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�ĂŶĚ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ǁŝůů�ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ�ƚŽ�ǁŝƚŚƐƚĂŶĚ�ůŽĂĚƐ�ŽĨ�ŚĞĂǀǇ�
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐͬĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁŝůů�ƵƐĞ�ŝƚ�ĚĂŝůǇ͘

x �ƵĞ�ƚŽ�ĨůŽŽĚŝŶŐ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĂƌĞĂ͕�ŝƚ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ǁŝůů�ŶŽƚ�ŝŵƉĞĚĞ�ĨůŽǁ�ŽĨ�
ƚŚĞ�ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ�ƐǁĂůĞ͘�

x �ƵƌŝŶŐ�Ă�ƌĞĐĞŶƚ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕�ƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞĚ�ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů�ǁĂƐ�ŽďƐĞƌǀĞĚ�ǁŝƚŚŝŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�
ǁĞƚůĂŶĚ�ĂƌĞĂƐ͘ WůĞĂƐĞ�ŶŽƚĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƵŶƉĂǀĞĚ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ƐŚĂůů�ďĞ�ĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ�ŽĨ�
^ĞĐ͘�ϲ͘ϯ�;ǁŚŝĐŚ�ĚŽĞƐ�ŶŽƚ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ�ŐƌĂǀĞů�ŵŝůůŝŶŐƐͿ͘�

x �Ŷ�ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ�ĐŚĂŝŶ�ůŝŶŬ�ĨĞŶĐĞ�ŝƐ�ƐŚŽǁŶ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ŝƚĞ�WůĂŶ�ĂůŽŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƌŽŶƚ�ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ�ůŝŶĞ͕�ŶŽ�ďƌĞĂŬ�ĨŽƌ�
ƚŚĞ�ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ͘

x dŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�ǁŝůů�ĐƌŽƐƐ�ĂŶ�ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ�ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ�ĐŽŶĚƵŝƚ�ʹ ŚĂǀĞ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�
ǁŽƌŬ�ŽǀĞƌ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ͍�,Žǁ�ǁŝůů�ƚŚŝƐ�ĐŽŶĚƵŝƚ�ďĞ�ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĂĨƚĞƌ͍

x �Ŷ��ƌŽƐŝŽŶ�Θ�^ĞĚŝŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ��ŽŶƚƌŽů�WůĂŶ�ŚĂƐ�ŶŽƚ�ďĞĞŶ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�;ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕�ƉĞƌ�^ĞĐ͘�ϳ͘ϱ͘;ĞͿ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�/ŶůĂŶĚ�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ Θ�tĂƚĞƌĐŽƵƌƐĞƐ�ZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ�;ƚŚĞ�͞tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�
ZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͟ͿͿ�

x ��^ƚĂƚĞ�ŽĨ��ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝĐƵƚ��ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ��ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů�WƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶ�;���WͿ�^ƚĂƚĞǁŝĚĞ�/ŶůĂŶĚ�
tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�Θ�tĂƚĞƌĐŽƵƌƐĞƐ�ZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ�&Žƌŵ�;^/ttZ&Ϳ�ŚĂƐ�ŶŽƚ�ďĞĞŶ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�;ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�
ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕�ƉĞƌ�^ĞĐ͘ϳ͘ϱ͘;ŬͿ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�ZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐͿ͘

/Ŷ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͕�ƉůĞĂƐĞ�ƐƵďŵŝƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ�ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͗
x ^ƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů��ĞƐŝŐŶ��ƌĂǁŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕�ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů�ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ͕�ŝŶĚŝĐĂƚŝŶŐ�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ�ǁŝůů�

ǁŝƚŚƐƚĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ůŽĂĚƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŶƚĞŶĚĞĚ�ƵƐĞƌƐ�;ĚƵŵƉ�ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕�ŚĞĂǀǇ�ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕�ĞƚĐ͘Ϳ
R /ŶĐůƵĚĞ�Ă�ĐƌŽƐƐͲƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ�Ăƚ�ƚŚĞ�ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐͬǁĂƚĞƌĐŽƵƌƐĞ�ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ͘

x ZĞǀŝƐĞĚ�^ŝƚĞ�WůĂŶ�ƚŽ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ͗
R DŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚͬĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů�ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ�
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R /ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ�ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů�ŽĨ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞǁ�ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇ�ĂŶĚ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐ͕�
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ�ĚĞƚĂŝůƐͬƐĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ�ŽĨ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚ͘

R /ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ�ůŝŵŝƚƐ�ŽĨ�ŐƌĂǀĞů�ŵŝůůŝŶŐ�ƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĚĞďƌŝƐ�ĚĞƉŽƐŝƚƐ�ĂůŽŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�DĂǆŝŵ�^ƚ͘�
ĨƌŽŶƚĂŐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǁŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ�ƐǁĂůĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŵƵƐƚ�ďĞ�ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŵƉůǇ�ǁŝƚŚ�
^ĞĐ͘�ϲ͘ϯ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŽ�ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ�ƉŽƐŝƚŝǀĞ�ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ�ǁŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐǁĂůĞ͖�ŝŶĚŝĐĂƚĞ�ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĞĚ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ǁŝůů�
ďĞ�ƌĞƐƚŽƌĞĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĞĚ͘

R /ŶĚŝĐĂƚĞ�ŚŽǁ�ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ�ƚƌĞĞƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�ĚĂŵĂŐĞ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚ�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͘
R /ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŵŝƚƐ�ŽĨ�ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ�ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͖�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ�ĐĂůĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�

ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĞĚ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝŶ�ƐƋƵĂƌĞ�ĨĞĞƚ͘
x �ŽŵƉůĞƚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ�^/ttZ&�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞƚƵƌŶ�ŝƚ�ƚŽ�ŵĞ͘
x WƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ĂŶ��ƌŽƐŝŽŶ�Θ�^ĞĚŝŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ��ŽŶƚƌŽů�WůĂŶ�ƐŝŐŶĞĚͬƐĞĂůĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ƉƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂů�ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ͘

R /ŶĚŝĐĂƚĞ�ŚŽǁ�ƚŚĞ�ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐͬƐƚƌĞĞƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�
ĞƌŽƐŝŽŶ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚ�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘

R /ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ�ůŝŵŝƚƐ�ŽĨ�ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ͕�ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ŝŶƚŽ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�ĂďŽǀĞ�ƌĞ͗�
ƌĞŵŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ĚĞďƌŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ǁĞƚůĂŶĚ�ƌĞƐƚŽƌĂƚŝŽŶ͕�ĂƐ�ƉĞƌ�^ĞĐ͘�ϳ͘ϱ͘;ĞͿ�ŽĨ�
tĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�ZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘

WůĞĂƐĞ�ŶŽƚĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ�ŵĂǇ�ďĞ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ͕�ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�WƵďůŝĐ�
,ĞĂƌŝŶŐ͕�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŵĂǇ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ�ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ�ŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂŶƐ͘ �ĞƐƉŝƚĞ�ƚŚŝƐ͕�/�ǁĂŶƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƉĂƐƐ�ĂůŽŶŐ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�
ŝŶŝƚŝĂů�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐͬĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ͕�ĂƐ�ǁĞůů�ĂƐ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĐŝƚǇ�ĚĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚƐͬĚŝǀŝƐŝŽŶƐ�ƐŽ�
ǇŽƵ�ǁŝůů�ŚĂǀĞ�ƚŝŵĞ�ƚŽ�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ�ƚŚĞŵ͘ dŽ�ĂǀŽŝĚ�ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů�ĚĞůĂǇƐ�ŝŶ�ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕�ŝƚ�ŝƐ�
ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǇŽƵ�ƉůĞĂƐĞ�ƐƵďŵŝƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ�ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ�ĂƐ�ƐŽŽŶ�ĂƐ�ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ�;ĞƐƉĞĐŝĂůůǇ�ďŽůĚ�
ŝƚĞŵƐͿ͘

/ƚ�ŝƐ�ŵǇ�ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚŝŶŐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƐƵďƐĞƋƵĞŶƚ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ǁŽƌŬ͕�ƐƵĐŚ�
ĂƐ͗�^ŝƚĞ�WůĂŶ�ZĞǀŝĞǁ͕��ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ�WĞƌŵŝƚ;ƐͿ�ĨƌŽŵ�>ŝĐĞŶƐĞƐ�Θ�/ŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ�;ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞǁ�ďƌŝĚŐĞͿ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƉĞƌŵŝƚ;ƐͿ�
ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ��ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�WƵďůŝĐ�tŽƌŬƐ�;ĨŽƌ�ǁŽƌŬ�ǁŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇͿ͘ /Ĩ�ƉůĂŶ�ƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�
ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŵƉůǇ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĐŽĚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕�ƚŚĞŶ�ĂŶǇ�ƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ�ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ�ƉĞƌŵŝƚ�ŵĂǇ�
ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŵŽĚŝĨŝĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�Ă�ƐĞĐŽŶĚ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͘ zŽƵ�ŵĂǇ�ǁŝƐŚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ�ǇŽƵƌ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ƉůĂŶƐ�
ǁŝƚŚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĚĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚͬŽƌ�ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ�ĐŽŵƉĂŶŝĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƌĞĚƵĐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŚĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŚĂƉƉĞŶŝŶŐ͘�

&ĞĞů�ĨƌĞĞ�ƚŽ�ĞͲŵĂŝů�ŵĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ�Žƌ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͕�Žƌ�ƚŽ�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞ�Ă�ƚŝŵĞ�ƚŽ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŽǀĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�
ƉŚŽŶĞ͘ �ƵƌŝŶŐ��Ks/�Ͳϭϵ�ƉĂŶĚĞŵŝĐ͕�/�Ăŵ�ǁŽƌŬŝŶŐ�ƌĞŵŽƚĞůǇ͘

dŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�Θ�,ĞĂůƚŚǇ�tŝƐŚĞƐ͕

�ůŝǌĂďĞƚŚ�^ĂŶĚĞƌƐŽŶ͕�WƌŝŶĐŝƉĂů�WůĂŶŶĞƌͬ/ŶůĂŶĚ�tĞƚůĂŶĚ��ŐĞŶƚ
�ŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ���^�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

�ŝƐĐůĂŝŵĞƌ͗ dŚŝƐ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�ŝƐ�ŝŶƚĞŶĚĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ŐĞŶĞƌĂů�ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĂů�ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ�ŽŶůǇ͘ WůĞĂƐĞ�ďĞ�ĂĚǀŝƐĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƵŶůĞƐƐ�ŝƚ�ŝƐ
ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐůǇ�ƐƚĂƚĞĚ͕�ƚŚŝƐ�ĞŵĂŝů�ĐŽƌƌĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶĐĞ�ĚŽĞƐ�ŶŽƚ�ĐŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚĞ�ǌŽŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů͕�Ă�ǌŽŶŝŶŐ�ƉĞƌŵŝƚ͕�Ă�ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĐĂƚĞ�ŽĨ�ǌŽŶŝŶŐ�
ĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞ�Žƌ�ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ă�ůĞŐĂů�ŶŽŶĐŽŶĨŽƌŵŝŶŐ�ƵƐĞ͘ /Ĩ�Ă�ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕�ƉĞƌŵŝƚ�Žƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŝƐ�ĚĞƐŝƌĞĚ͕�ĂŶ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕�
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ�ĨĞĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�Ăůů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ�ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ�ŵƵƐƚ�ďĞ�ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ��ŽŶŝŶŐ��ĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŽƌ�ŝŶ�
ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�,ĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ��ŽŶŝŶŐ�ZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘�WůĞĂƐĞ�ĞŵĂŝů�ŽŶĞƉůĂŶΛŚĂƌƚĨŽƌĚ͘ŐŽǀ ƚŽ�ďĞŐŝŶ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ͘�

^ĞŶƚ�ĨƌŽŵ�DĂŝů ĨŽƌ�tŝŶĚŽǁƐ�ϭϬ
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Sanderson, Elizabeth

From: Ron Gaudet <rgaudet@centralgroups.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2020 4:08 PM
To: Sanderson, Elizabeth
Subject: Re: 2 Maxim Road

Hi Elizabeth,  
 
Hope all is well. 
 
Today we received the Civil Engineer’s Erosion Control Plan.  I have an appointment Friday to drop off 3 
copies. 
 
I will also include a plan showing the extension of the driveway beyond the end fo the the bridge. (Comment #2 
below) 
 
We will verify the Soil Bearing Capacity is at least 2,000 psi as per the structural engineers report. (Comment 
#3 below) 
 
Please provide more detail pertaining to Statement of Special Inspections. (Comment #4 below) 
 
Thanks so much, 
 
Ron 
 
 

On Aug 11, 2020, at 12:49 PM, Sanderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Sanderson@hartford.gov> 
wrote: 
 
Good Morning Ron, 
I have reviewed the submitted report and drawings prepared by J.M. Albaine Engineering, LLC, and have 
the following comments: 

1. Please ensure that the Erosion Control Plan that is being prepared by the Civil Engineer takes 
into consideration all of the Structural Engineer’s recommendations when delineating the limits 
of disturbance. 

2. It is recommend that the paved driveway extend beyond the bridge abutments on either side 
for a distance determined by the Professional Engineer to reduce potential for erosion at 
abutments; please update the Site Plan to extend paved driveway further into the site, as 
necessary. 

3. Provide a Soils Analysis/Geotechnical Report, as recommended in the Structural Report. 
4. Per Building Plans Examiner, a Statement of Special Inspection will required at time of 

application for Building Permits, and follow‐up reports will need to be provided regarding 
dynamic measurements. 

  
Please provide responses to above.  Feel free to e‐mail me questions/comments, or to set‐up a time to 
discuss over the phone. 
  
Thank you, 
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E.L. Sanderson, AICP RLA CZEO 
Principal Planner 
City of Hartford Department of Development Services Planning Division 
  

From: Sanderson, Elizabeth  
Sent: Thursday, August 6, 2020 11:21 AM 
To: Ron Gaudet <rgaudet@centralgroups.com> 
Subject: RE: 2 Maxim Road 
  
Good Morning Ron, 
I am reviewing your submission documents & noticed that a full‐size stamped Property Survey & Site 
Plan was not included.  Please submit this as soon as possible. 
  
Thank you,  
Elizabeth 
  

From: Sanderson, Elizabeth  
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 11:04 AM 
To: Ron Gaudet <rgaudet@centralgroups.com> 
Cc: Hartford Planning Division <oneplan@hartford.gov> 
Subject: RE: 2 Maxim Road 
  
Thank you Ron; I will save these pdfs to the project file, and pick‐up the hard copies from our office 
tomorrow or Thursday. 
‐Elizabeth 
  

From: Ron Gaudet <rgaudet@centralgroups.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 11:01 AM 
To: Sanderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Sanderson@hartford.gov> 
Subject: 2 Maxim Road 
  
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Please contact the helpdesk at 860‐757‐9411 if you have any 
questions. 
Good morning Elizabeth,  
  
This morning I dropped‐off several items for your review at 260 Constitution Plaza.  Attached is a cover 
letter listing the items and a digital copy of each item so you can review them from your home office. 
  
If you have any questions please don’t hesitate to contract me by email, text or phone.   I have taken 
over this project for the company. 
  
Thanks 
  
Ron 
  
Ronald Gaudet 
Dir. Of Operations 
Central Group Companies 
195 Maxim Road 
Hartford, CT 06114 
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1

Sanderson, Elizabeth

From: Ron Gaudet <rgaudet@centralgroups.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 12, 2020 3:00 PM
To: Berschet, Paige
Cc: Sanderson, Elizabeth
Subject: Sign
Attachments: IMG_2180.jpg; ATT00001.txt

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Please contact the helpdesk at 860‐757‐9411 if you have any 
questions. 

Hi Paige,  the sign has been updated. 

Thanks,   Ron 

Attachment #5: Email from Applicant
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