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Environmental Review Team

Eastern Connecticut Resource Conservation & Development Area

Enrvironmemal Rev-ievv Team
PO Box 198 |
Brooklyn, Connecticut 06234
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eqguest for the Brooklyn Inland Wetlands
Commi N to > Windham County Se umd Water Conservation District (S&WCD).
The S&WCD referved this request to the Eastern Connecticut Resource Conservation
and Development (RC&D) Area Executive Committee for their consideration and
approval. The request was approved by the RC&D Executive Commitiee and the
measure was reviewsd by the Fastern Connecticut Environmental Review Team (ERT).

This report is an @u%g%ﬁﬂ%i of &

The soiis of the site were mapped by a so0il scientist from the United States
Depar““ 1% of Agﬂﬁfu ture, Seil Conservation Service (S8C5). Repwadac+i@ﬁs of the

soils Timitations for certain Tand uses and a t@p@grdphtc

2
map, a ﬁab of
undaries were distributed to all Team members prior to their

At

" that field-checked the site congisted of ¢
Dmstrvct C@nserv&tm@ﬁzsbg Sotl Conservation Service (SCS): Al Roberis

pecialis (SCS) Bi11 Warzecha, Geologist, Connecticut Department

4 Pr@t@cz jon (DEP }; Dick Raymond, Forester, (DEP}: Maureen Peters

nner, Northeast Regional Plasning Agencys Den Capeliaro, Sanitarian,

he 7ol 1@w1mq personnel:
«“ti
i

"kf?'

State ﬁ@ tmeai of Health, Marla Butts, Wildlife Biologist, (DEP); and Jeanne
She?burmg ERT Coordinater, Eastern Connecticut RCAD Area

The Team met and field-checked the site on Tuesday., March 1, 1283. Reports
From esch contributing Team member were sent te the ERT C@@rdinat@w for review and
summarization for the final report.

%

©s by supplyin
This | report T@@thnaﬁs
=ty the proposed development
; L@ t%c q@ve?@pem and

8 towerd the
mics of the

This report is nct meant to compete with pri Wﬂt@ eHns
site d@sigﬁ: or detailed solutions to devel
the existing resource base and evaluates its sign Tican
and also suggests considerations that shouid
the Town of ﬁr@@k?vn The resulis o¥ Ihis
development of a betier envirommsnis’ gua s
tand use,

The Eastern Connecticut RCAL Arez Commitiee

of value and assistance im ma&amg any decisions i
I¥ you reguire any additional
nvironmental Review Team Coordinat

1, Connecticut, 06234, 7.
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INTRODUCTI

ed to prepare an

T ste e Connecticut Environmental Review Team was ask
envirom 1 assessment for a proposed subdivision in the town @f Br@@&ﬁymg
The pvgp : ﬁ* ampr@xamatu ly 20 acres in size, with an estimated 2000 feet of
2, The site is located on the eastern side of Wolf Den Road, near
} bou ﬁdary with Pomfret. The property is presently. owned by Charles
Corson, Jr. and Sam Kranc, Engineering plans have been prepared for the proposal
and were presented for Team exam mination on the date of the field review.

Plans show six proposed lots ranging in size from 1.3 acres to 8.8 acres
pach. Al1 will front on Wol¥ Den Road. Fach Tot will be served by on-site wells
and on-site septic systems. The developer plans to buiild homes on these proposed
lots prior te sale of the land.

The property is forested at presenig although a woodland thinning was under-
taken in iﬁglu A considerable portion of the site is cgmprised of regulated

wetland soiis (P.A, 155). Another large scil compone zﬁ th@ sﬁté has a seasonal
figh v atem tahle. Most of the property is extremely

)
§
L

future drainage problems. The nothernmost section ﬂ: ﬂ?Lb ngs maﬂy Targe
stones which may need to be removed prior io howme CQ@S‘“WCﬁTGQE

The Team is concerned with the effect of this proposal on the natural resource
base of this site. This particuiar oroperty has a wumbﬁz severe limitations
to development which will be df:cusse@ in detail ; ¢ g sections of this
report. Although many severe limitations to development cah be overcome with
d“yf@priaP@ engineering techniques, such as those proposed by th ?s developer,
these weasures can become costly, making a project financially unfeasible.

The most severe limitation to development of this site js posed by the wetland
soils anﬁ those poorly drained soils with a high water table. Fill material will
be required for siting and grading around houses, as well as for installation of
septic systems. Improper placement of fiil may result in wet basements and failing
septic systems. If this proposal 1s approved, the Commiszion should make every
effort to inspect this development on a regular basis during construction.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

TOPOGRAPHY

on the east side
ation of the site
wout the property
ngle map published

H che @%m @@ g
20 and 530 feet :
E% v@tfgmg
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\ ( cated in a section of Br@@k?ym which is included $n the
Danﬁﬁﬁggﬂ topoy ¢ quadrangle. A bedrock geology map of the guadrangle

{Map GC . bert@ Dixon) and a surficial geology map of the quadrangle
{Wa; 30 ?a D. Rawd@?i and Fred Pessl, Jr.) have been published by USGS.
1 be acguired at the Natural Resource Center of the Department of

Both maps ca
t

Environmen ai Protection in Havriford.

Ti11 is the surficial geologic material @VQW1y1ng bedrock which covers the
entirve property. "Ti11" is a sediment composed of & nonsorted, nonstratified
mixture of sand, sile, clay, gravel and boulders which were dep@sit@d directly
by the glacier The texture of £i11 way be sandy and loose, silty and compact,
stoney or nons ton ney or otherwise, Based on deep test hole information supplied
by the engineer a compact Jayer of till was encountered at depths ranging between
22“ ‘ﬂu ?2“ ow the surface of the ground. Due to the silty and compact texture

2 groundwater does not easily filter through this layer creating a
%mvﬁnad water table. The presence of the perched water table throughout the site
W&%@@ %L an area of special concern, primarily with respect to subsurface sewage
systems, Also, if house fToundations are not properly constructed and

Lra?ns not instalied, groundwater may seep inte basemenis. The total thick-
- this material 1$ not known, but probably is ot much greater than 10 feet.

K
‘"i

No me“QCK outcrops were observed on the site duriag the review, however,
bedrock underlying the site is classified with the Yantic Member of t%e Tatnic HiT1
Formation. The Yantic Member is described as a medium to dark gray, fine to medium
grained, mLS&OVTteabﬁQtitGQQ?ig@@?ageg quartz schist. Accessory minerals are
zircon, apatite and opague minerals. The term "schist” is used for metamorphic
rocks in which wlongate or flaky minerals are predominant and aligned giving the
rocks a layered structure. "Metamorphic rocks” are rocks which have been changed
under conditions of high temperature and pressure deep within the earth. Based on
deep test hole information, bedrock was not encountered in any holes which averaged
seven feet. The pwapﬁsed subdivision bedrock will have Tittle influence
t in terms of on-site water supply and water quality.

Lo
a0

axcep

HYDROLOGY

i3 very | wet. This wetness
which tends to maintain

ttributed ma ﬂﬂy to Lhe camga*a g : substrats
high groundwater table. A?th@ugn 1o m@j ercourse wgﬂ@ observed on the property
the rzar portions of all Tots has been by the soil scientist.
Surface and subsurface runoff emanating r@m the fmgnt portions of Lot 4, 5 and 6
moves %ﬂawﬁj westward by sheet flow um#mT it finally rew@merﬁus at the surface in

itch which runs @ﬂ@ng Wol¥ Den Road. This ditch is drained by two 18" reinforced
ancrg%@ pipes both of which discharge onto properties west of Lots 5 and 6.
UTgﬂma ely, runoff diseharg@s into Blackwell Brook in the Natchaug State Forest.
{See ﬂatewgn d Drainage Map).
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Since water percolates vew v?y thr@u;ﬂ T mpact substrata, the seil
above it quickly becomes saturat } alis. Therefore, most.
' d on fots 2, 3, 4 and 5

precipitation endus up as suy
at the time of the revic
during the wet season (spv
after. As mentionsd in th
an adverse affect an ht
the flooding of basements
are not taken. Oth@y meaUSﬂe
raising the house fou e
possibly by pTOVTQEH

probably occur most often

n for several weeks there-
gvﬁunawaﬁer table can have
stems.: Also, it can cause

,ﬁch as drainage {footing drains)
35t mﬁmt f]@@dmng may include
ting engineer and/or

@_ M

s (0

[tai

Runoff increases on ti
permeable soil and impervig
noted that the developer i
to the extent presently propos
but unless the total amount of
should not have a ngﬁ ifica
of lots 4, 5 and & along hﬁlf
from the proposed site takes
high ground water levels, the
Therefore, it is recommended
report {6.1.6. Measures to |
the construction phase of ail
sedimentation probiems that may
cal assistance is required, the !
helpful.

iv from the presence of slowly

' driveways. It should be
DeV@iepment of the property
2 slight increase in runoff,
ted were larger, the increase
the ditch in the front portion
: Because much of the runoff
oW ana zince soils are subject to
sin shoule be of more concern,
i nlan jndicated im the engineer's
pact) be implemented during
srate any potential erosion/
\eigmweﬁba If further techni-
ice Office in Brooklyn may be

SOILS

i@ this report

A detailed soils map of
umban uses.

accompanied by & chart which
the soil map is an enlarg
inch, the soil boundary iine
as guidelines to the distribu
chart indicates the probabie 1
buildings with basements, i
landscaping. However, 11 nrec@ude the use of
the land for deveiopment. f econ ermit 1 tures for Tand develop-
ment and theintended obiv Ve consistent o e objectives of local and
regional deve]@pmeﬂtn many soils 1 sites with difficult probiems can be used.

The soils map, with 11 m County, Connecticut, can
aid in the identifics ’ 217 uses on this site.
Know Your Land: Natur

ive insight to the
development potential: the surficial geology
of the site.

As

\ b@t dawiesg but
The so0il Timitations
for on-site sewerage,
and parking, and




shows four soil series of g £i11 origi Ridge-

1 so1ls make up one soil unit L ®J@up @s ‘about 45

emaining soils are of %qa Woodbridge series. The Wood-
4 into two slope phases. Sliopes on this property range
are m@svﬂy less than 2 @ﬁr:@mt@ The soils with slepes

- than 3 percent of the area) are on the south end and

bury,
perue’v“
ﬁ”*ix.grﬁ
’F O @
Trom 2
western e

on a drumiodial landform. The soils are distributed
soil 1 map. However, for the proposed use, detailed

as 1 ataflec
refin oorly drained and very poorly drained soil boundaries is re-
qui.‘%a i were previously flagged in the field by a private con-
sultant ‘v‘zﬁ was checked and minor adjustments were wade as can be

noted i a“ge flags. It is noteworthy that flagging the boundaries
of wet] important since the Soil Survey of Windham County does
not ref i@ the scale of the subdivision plan.

Ibridge soils are spread over the portions of the property planned
“fh o= site septic systems. These soils are moderately well drained
.@*T? 1ay@w {hardpan) below the depth of 18 inches. This

hayer t@ dﬂp@hf greater than 60 iaches. The hardpan is

) @f 24 inches in the areas investigated during the review.
the surface or just below the surface whew& several holes
he soil properties indicate the water tabie fluctuates between
interspersed throughout this area of Nb@@bfﬁ@ﬁ soils are small
wetter soils. These spots are sometimes 10 feet {n diameter with other

. 3 or 4 feet wide and 20 or 30 Teet long. The w@@éggid@@ s0i11s have severe
imitations sidential deveiopment with onsite septic systems because of
tness. Special design considerations and importing of suitable Fi1] materials

o))
-3
[
3
w
@ 4
el
3
2
e
@

(b

T%c Ridgebury, Leicester and Whitman soils are p@@vly drained and very poorly
These soils are in the slightly depressed areas of the landscape mainly
rainageways. These soils were niagqed in the rmeﬂ@ to pe distinguised from
the better drained Woodbridge soils. The siopes ars less than 2 percent. Ridge-
bury, Letcaster and Whitman soils are d@gmgﬁa%ed wetlands according to Connecticut
General 4 zre subject to regulation by the local Inland Wetland Commis-

sion.

imitation to development of the‘@r@mgged Tuts 1s the wetness of
the flat tﬁ@@gwaphy which inhibits drainage. Although homes are
*-QW?a ted wetlands, the Woodbridge soils where th@y are pro-

= ¢
=

of
pos » high water table. Designed homes and septic systems

(B a% he located above the seasonal hi igh water table. The Tlat

glc¢ 2 @tevgﬂaﬁ flooding threat to areas of lots 3, 4 5
ax r@ugﬁ in to raise vards immediately around a home and

se ﬁhaﬂ threetening the wetlands with residential development,
the vere threat to h@m@so Again, except whers Fil1 is placed,

=ihie 1o Tocate Tounda=

i be i 7@&3@ seasonall It would be po
i ts 1, 2, and 6 wwuh properly instalied cutleis to wetlands.
arous vd “@mgg footing draine could be outletted into back
S ine sered properiy and instalied pro-
: however, | ial for failure i @ v on hardpan
d soils than 2 with more slope.

-



The increass in
enough with this de Yy O
property across the street
allowing surface water to

inches of topsoil
cing hay bale check
be appropriate - before
Tawn the hay bales

With f111 on lots
and vegetate and/or mul
dams at the toe of expec
fi1ling. After final gr
could be broken apart and

severe, If development is
J@wggﬁ and inspections made fre-

i

In conclusion, the
allowed, engﬁneemed plans m
quently during construction.

VEGETATION
The tract proposed for into two major vegetation
types. These include mixed F + acres and hardwood swamps

which total 7+ acres

Vegetation Type Degcrﬁpti@ﬁgz

sawtimber-size
are present in
sntly occur
2ectings. moun-
und cover con-

for sawtimber and

)
i)
o

Type A. (Mixed Hardwoods)
red maple, white oak, h?ac” DaK,
this variably stocked 13+ acre siand
in the northern portion of the stand
tain laurel, spicebush, and swamp
sists of mosses, grasses and ferns.
fuelwood in 1981.

Type B. (Hardwood Swamp) acre ovarstocke de up of -
poor to medium quality pole and nall sa mber-size red mapla N?th occasional
swamp white oak, sweetgum and sastern white pine. An under of hardwood and
white pine seedlings, swamp azal aﬁ mountain Taurel,
and highbush blueberry exists. ss0ck sedge,
and ferns form the groundcover. ' werz also thinned
in 1981.

Care should & ; g L Strustion period nol iﬁ § b the trees

that are to be WQta thy, high
Tw ove resis-

entire area

Trees are very sitiv
under their crowns. Tae il veways, sep-
tic systems and buiidings ma 5 : 5011
moisture level and sofl comg [ATHR hese disiuy ay &,30 ause a decline
in tree health and vigor, pot jatiy ulting i : Tty in three to
five vears. Mechanical ﬁwuuv Y causs the s 28 reduce the
aesthetic quality of an area a aj 17 pensive to remove it
near driveways, buiildings, or d‘”if e

~x



%@@Xzzxgﬁz:§§5

scale N

YEGETATION TVPE DESCRIPTIONS

13¢ sores, variably
. sewiimber size.

7+ acres, overstocked

Seedling size = Trees less than 1 ineh diameter at 4.5 feet above the ground, {DBH].
Sapling size = Trees 1 to 5 inches in DBH.
Pole size = Trees 5 to 11

t .
Sawtimber size = Trees 11 inches and greater in DBH.



If treef
tion from soi
needed protecti
Thought should
time.

t in the hardwood
tree guality but

he 1981 thinning
lanced by the

WD wh\%e pak and

which are present;

az@w1ng and of

also ?Tm%& th
@p@Tatlﬁﬂ wWas n
remaining marke
white pwqe are
however, under
poor quality.

represents a potential
ment of shaliow root
. crowded condition may
ther for stability. Heavy

: s may increase the
vy than over these areas.
wmem o avoid increasing

aggravate t
thinning @pﬁ%
windthrow p@t@nukaﬁ
Disturbances in or near

the windthrow potentia

W00 Swamp) are

1@ tion. Periodic
25t q*a?%gy trees
wi the residual
ty. Removing

L
LY

The trees which are p
declining in health and vﬁg*ﬂ
fuelwood thinnings that are
in the overstory will vaduce
trees to respond aver ti
the r@mainimg marked trees w

cwd-J

pring of 1981, the
sime would deter-
thianing,

As Vege ration Type A& (Mix

o emdo T

=4

tract should
Zen or the

To avoid W”éV@f°3D e
@n?y be 1mp emeVLeﬁ

i

. both from
“ne property.
2 hese

With imDT@mewb.?fww
a timing and Tack of
thinnings on an iad
"mini=-thinnings” wil
and also reduce the
period of time.

o > =

Tyl

WILDLIFE

and 5wamH wnjf@ o0&k
forest canopy atlo




The shrub story is deminated by blueberry (Vaccinium sp.), mountain laurel
(Kalmia latifolia) and sweet pepperbush (Clethrs alnifoiia). The herbaceocus under-
story could not be completely assessed due to the time of year. However, shallow
undulations in the topography supported ground pine {Lycopodium sp.) in the drier
spots. Because the canopy has been recently opened by logging, the shrub and

expected to become more diverse and better developed.

=

°

herbaceous understory i

bt

The property is associated with large tracts of undeveloped woodlands, swamp-
lands and agricultural lands. Based on this asscciation and coupled with the
condition of the plant community on-site, it provides significant deer habitat to
the resident deer population. While the lack of interspersion of other types of
plantcommunities (i.e., marsh, .open water) Timits use by wildlife, it does function
to support wildlife habitat in the adjoining lands utiiized by small mammals.{e.q.,
squirrels, raccoons, oppessum, skunk, fox, weasel), sengbirds, and occasionally
snakes and turtles. The wetland does lack permanent open water and, therefore,
Timits 1ts habitat value to waterfow! and other species which require open water.

t subdivision will reduce the available deer

1F, it should not significantly reduce resident
ty in the Wolf Den Brook watershed particularly
r. Over time, repeated subdivisions in the water-
r toll to the loss of wildlife habitat and may at

The development of
habitat. However, -in an is
wildlife populations and diversi
that area south of Pomfret Cente
shed will incrementally add thei
some time become significant.

six=Tol
of itse

a
’
a

WATER SUPPLY

Water supply for the proposed subdivision will be provided by individual on-
site wells. Since no suitable sand and gravel aguifers appear to be present
within the site, the developer will have to rely on bedrock wells. Based on '
studies reported in the Connecticut Water Resource Bulletin, No. 8, 90 percent of
the bedrock wells in the area should yield 3 gallons per minute or more. This
yield should be sufficient for a single-family dwelling. Vield of bedrock wells
depend upon the number and size of water bearing fractures that the well inter-
sects, and since the fractures are distributed irregularly through the bedrock
it is extremely difficult to predict the yield.

In reviewing well completion reports of wells serving residential homes in
the area of Wolif Den Road and Valentine Road, yields of wells ranged between
three and twelve gallons per minute at varying depths into the bedrock {70 to
320 feet). Water quality of bedrock wells in this area should be satisfactory.
Water quality reports of wells serving three residential homes in the area men-
tioned above reported satisfactory water gquality. If the property owners are
concerned about water cuality of wells, it may be possible to Tearn much by
asking owners of exisiing bedrock wells in the area of the subdivision.

Drilled wells properly consiructed will usually provide a greater degree
of protection of the water source and alsc be more reliable during periods of
Tow rainfall or drought condition. Nevertheless, judicious care should be
taken in the proper placement of wells $ince on-siie sewage disposal systems
are to be installed on each of the sites. Generally speaking, a well should be
located at a relatively high point of any Tot in a direction which will be away

[l
from the normally expecied flow of contaminamts such &s the on-site sewage dis-
posal system.




WASTE DISPOSAL

will be served
isua bg rw@tmgn and
A?s or most of the
51 The mag@r
; sults in the

@% @W the site

ye fi11ing,
Heaﬂth Code
18“ above maxi-
"z% contact with
aﬂ fr%e feet below
specially designed ™

“h@ l@cal and State
high groundwater levels

proper functioning of
13 a@g thcb may cause
1d reduce its
nemical constituents
?@ach%mg fields could
to fail. In reviewing
neeyr %ewage disposal
tions @ tne pf@Derty

Siﬁce pub¥%b

revaew of deep 1 e
property is poorly
Timiting Tactor 3
perched water tabie

to attempt cgrtax dva
special engineering desis
requires that the hottom
mum high groundwater level %o i
the groundwater. Since maxim
ground surface throughout the site
sewage systems which wil i
Health Departments for
combined with wastewat
the systems in the fol
back up of the systemg
renovation in the s07
to enter the ground
plug pore spaces with 3
the site development 2l
systems serving lots ]
and in the fr@mt portions of
by the soil scientist and d
tems appear to be located in
with the exception of lots &

5
[

or sy 3@ e
nce of Ehe {
o@@adgﬁ L here

@

’
>

)
oo odT S

ining

, answfvatwgns during

5 were observed to be

snil testing be conducted
leaching system, if pessible.

the review, the proposed
under water. Therefore, g 1
on these lots to Tocate a mors sui

me areas of the pro-

It appears that engineered syste £
¢ f development is less

posed subdivision but only a added
dense,

1ation by the health
on be su p@‘VnS@ﬁ not only by
Lht consulting engineer who
ystems.

If sewage disposal systems are &
departments, it is recommended that U ;
the local health depariment @f gz%a?s but al 50
designs the systems %o insure | p construction o
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PLANNING CONCERNS

oad §s designed in

vzﬂn orovides for the

m setback distapces,’
-age disposal and on-site
the location of

The pr@posed
accordance with ex
pnecessary minimum
as well as minimum heal
water supply. The pri
wetland soils on much ©



The wetland areas found on much of the site greatly restrict the development
of these lots, We““a 11s have sbvious Timitations for deveﬁapment due to the
wetness of these soil IS, the sTow percolation rate associated with these soils and
the tendancy for poending and frost action. Aside from these inherent limitations
of wetland soils, wetland aveas are protected under the f@nnecuﬁfut Intand Wet-
lands and Watercourses Act (1972) and thus permitted activities are limited in
these areas. '

&

While no building is actually proposed on the portien of the site which is
designated as regulated wetlands under Public Act 155 th@m is concern over the
effect of development on ﬁhe entire par ce? ‘and the suitabil ity of the soils on

the remainder of the lot for development. The soils on the lot which are not
officially designated as wetﬁand§ also present numercus Timitations for develop-
ment which are similar to those of wetland soils. Wetness, ponding, slow perco-
lation rates, frost action and large stones are among the Timitations of the.
soils on the site. The soils characterized by a seasonal high water table and
slow permeability in the substratum. In addition, the very small slopes (nearly
i h
T

la
are
~a Ll

-

i1 U,
flat 1and) on the site winimize the potential for natural drainage and runoff

to minimize these problems associated with these wet soils.

It would be possible to overcome these site comstraints and development
Timitations by providing extensive, coustiy site modifications. Large amounts
of 111 will be required for septic systems and for landscaping these sites.
Engineered septic systems will be reguired on all of the proposed Tots. While
the health department must approve a system if it complies with the requirements
of the health code, this does not mean that even these costly engineered systems
will not fail unless Trequent maintenance is practiced.

Seasonal fluctuations in the water table could result in ponding problems
in yards or possibly Jeakage in basements. Care should be taken in construction
and landscaping to minimize these 9@%@ tial pmebﬁewﬁ bj inciuding the appropriate
grading, building culveris and provi ﬂmng footing drains around the homes.

Lots #'s 1, 2, and § seem to have the least probiems and homes could be
constructed as indicated on the plans. Removal of stones on lots #'s 1 and 2
would represent the biggest Timitation and cost for development on these sites.

Lots #'s 4 and 6 are the greatest areas of concern and perhaps plans
should be revised to combine thess with other lots to minimize potential problems.
ts 5 and € to result in a toetal of 4 lots on the
ible revision. This WQL]d minimize potential problems
ocation of on-site septic systems and water supplies
b 13 Tikely to have drainage problems. This
t1

and provide lots w%i'n wad?d
t wetlands from development

would also minimize the potenw
in such close proximity.
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Efforts should
. incurred during

intc these sensitive
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Whatever the final plans inc
erosion and sedimentation contrc
be made to minimize the adverse im
construction by preventing unnecess

wetland areas.
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The additiona’l %«H-
subdivision should not presen
the proposed lots are velati
onto Wolf Den Road.

his proposed
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SOTL INTERPRETATIONS FOR URBAN USES

The ratings of the ¢ ET‘ or elements of “SWﬂUﬂity and recreational develop-
ment uses consist af thr i 25 Vimitations:" slight nr ﬁ@ Timitations;
moderate 1imitations; and ] jons. In zh@ i?fergrEang scheme various
physical properties dre weighed before judging their relative severity of limita-
tions. .

The user is cautiored that the suitability ratings, degree of limitations
and other interpretations are based on the typicai sgil in each mapping unit. At
any given point the actual conditions may differ from the information presented
here because of the inclusion of other soiis w%ich wWere émpra*tifaﬁ to map

On-site investigations are suggested

separately at the scale of mapping used.
where the proposed scil use involves heavy T,aﬁ Aeew excavations, or h%gh cost.

Limitations, even though severe, do not a‘wqys p”@ ude the use of land for devel-
opment. If economics permit greater expe ngitures ar jand development and the
intended land use is consistent with the objectives of lecal or regional develop-
ment,-many soils and sites with difficult problems can be used.

Slight Limitations

freas rated as slight have relatively few a1mit&ﬁ%@n; in terms of soil suit-
ability for a particular use. The degree of suitahility is such that a minimum of
time or cost would be neeﬁed to overcome relatively minor soil Timitations.

Moderate Limitations

and more costly to
than for soils rated

In areas rated moderate, it is relatively more difficult
correct the natural limitations of the soil for certain uses

as having slight Timitations.

Severe Limitations

Areas designated as havifg cevere limitations would require more extensive
0ils rated wﬂth moderate Timitations in order to
overcome natural soil ?i;?Latiem The soil may have more than one limiting
characteristic causing it to be rated Severeu
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Eastern Connecticut Environmental Review Team (ERT) is a group of profes-
in environmental fields drawn t@g@’ from a variety of federal, state,
onal agencies. Specialists on the iTeam include geologists, bi@?@gﬂstss
r5. climatologists, soil scientists, Jarusrapg architects, archeologists,
ion specialists, engineers and plani ners. The ERT operates with state fund-
ier the supervision of the Eastern C@ necticut Resource Conservation and

pment (RC&D) Area.

The Team is available as a public service at no cost to Conmecticut towns.

ilable to me?g towns and developers in

nd use activitis., To date, the ERT has

n éﬂV@!V@d in reviewing a wide range of projects sncluding subdivisions, sani-
L@vaﬁapmeni, sand and gravel operations,

%ary Jandfi1ls, commerciatl and indusirial
eide 3” 3@uswﬂag recreation/open space projacts, watershed studies and resource

waupn%; ries,

the review of sites proposed for maj@r

Raviews are conducted in the interest of providing information and analysis
that will assist towns and developers in envi ironmentally sound decision-making.
This is done through identifying the natural resource base of the project site and
highiighting opportunities and 14mitations for the proposed land use.

s
wily osd

REQUESTING A REVIEW

ed officials of a
a ning and zoning, con-
r economic development. Requests
1 and Water Conservation Dis-
tmg proposed project, a
o the landowner allowing
i a2 statement 1deﬂt1fy1ﬂg

Fnvirgnmental reviews may be request@d by
municipality or the chairman of town comnissi
servation, inland wetlands, parks and recreation ¢
should b directed to the Chairman of yu&w Tocal S¢
trict. This request letter saeu%d includs
?pca ion map of the preject site, writd
the Team to enter the property ﬁas QJ&QL
the specific areas of concern the Team ¢ her tfxa request is ap-
proved by the local Seit and Water Con , ¢ and the Fastern Comnecti-

t RCAD Executive Council, the Team wiil undertszs ine fev€Gﬁ zn a priority basis.

tional in nGVWBt?OF regardii
anne Shelburn {774- 1255), tn
RC&D Area, PQOD Box 198, B: @0& v,
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