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SITE EVALUATIONS FOR WOOSTER FIRE STATION #£2

These evaluations are based on a number risks
These include:

Site Capacity to Accommodate the Facility, Support Space and Zoning Requirements.
Relative Operational Safety, Flexibility and Respansiveness from the Site.

Potential Conflicts to Emergency Vehicles.

Relative Development Costs.

Ability to Expand Operations and the Facility for Future Needs.

Without property casts and sad tests at specific sites, a delailed cost analysis cannot be provided at this
lime. Comments concerning development casts are based an their estimated relative costs to the
other sites.

SITE 1 (FIRE 1 - POINT) Fi
The best site of the group, being considered, is significantly betier on all points than the other siles.
Ve wil refer to this as “Site 1: P 0 ite were reviewed.
The sile in general has the space, lopography to public traffic |
facilty and operate safely. The potential access to

a
Burbank). The three lanes of Friendsville minimizes
conflicts between emergency vehicles and traffic.

This site is also relatively economical to develop. . | [
Utilities are at the site, ILis relatively flat and at a D [
good ol ive di st I =

improvement necessary. The site also has the sTE1

capacity to aceommodate some future expansion.

This is particularly frue if the site is made up of Lots 3333, 3416 and 3385. In this configuration, Lot
3319 on the point may not be needed,

PP A

Lots 2817 and 3416, located immediately north of
Site 1 on Friendsville are not useable as a station

O site. As noled above, Lol 3416 is needed to
D | Y accommodate the larger stalion. Lot 2817 could
supplement parking, however, Lol 3365 with Lol

3416 provides a much more effective site.
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