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"ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW TEAM REPORT

ON
PROPOSED ELDERLY HOUSING/TOWN 0
HARWINTON, CONNECTICU

FFICE SITES
o

I. INTRODUCTION

The King's Mark Environmental Review Team was requested by the First Select-
man of Harwinton to prepare an environmental evaluation of two alternate sites
being considered for elderly housing and town office development. This report
presents the Team's findings.

Parcel A (see Figure a) is 26.7 acres in size and located directly behind
(south of) the Harwinton Consolidated School. The site is owned by the town
and characterized by wooded land of slight tc moderste slope. Access to the
site is available via a right-of-way off Rte., 118.

Parcel B is 18.2 acres in size and located about cre mile west of Parcel B.
The site is privately owned and consists of moderately to steeply sloping wooded
land and old field. Access to the site is available from the north off Rte. 118,

Currently, there ave no elderly housing projects in town. According to the
First Selectman, the need for such housing and a complementary senlor center is
great. The Town has applied for a grant from the State Department of Housing to
construct the Senior Citizen Center and a 40 unit Elderly Housing Complex. The
grant is te pay for the Senior Citizen Center and the site work For the housing
complex. Remaining funds would come via a loan from FmHA for which the town is
currently applying.

The Town of Harwinton requested the ERT gtudy to learn of the environmental
suitability of the two sites now being considered for the project. Specifically
the Team was requested to: 1) identify the natural resource base of the two
sites, and 2) to discuss the opportunities and limitations of the two sites for

—construction of the project. . -

The Town of Harwinton is also interested in constructing a new town office
building. Although there are no immediate plans for construction, the Environ-
mental Review Team was asked to comment on the suitability of Parcels A and B
for construction of a town office building in addition to their use for elderly
housing.

The King's Mark Executive Committee- considered the Town's request, and
approved this project for review by the Team.
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The ERT met and field reviewed the sites on Gctober 13, 1982. Team members
participating on this review included:

John Alexopoulis......Landscape Architect.nc........Ct. Cooperative Extension Service

Art CroSS.cccvovsosewDigtrict Congervationist.......USDA Soil Conservation Service

Steve Dunn............Transportation Planner.........Northwestern Ct. Regional
. Planning Agency
Richard Lynn..........ERT Coordinator...c.eeonneos....King's Mark RCED Ares

Gil Roberts.eue,,«@..eSaﬂitarian.,,,.,.@ﬁﬁa&a,.aﬂ..n,Torrinqton Area Health District

“Prior to the review day, each team member was provided with a sumaery of the
proposed project, a checklist of concerns *to address, a detailed soil survey map,
a soils limitation chart, and a topographic map. Following the field review, in-
dividual reports were prepared by each team member and forwarded +to the ERT Co-

’ ordinator for complilation and editing into this final report.

i This report presents the team's findings and recommendations. It is impor-
tant to understand that the ERT is not in competition with private consultants,
and hence does not perform design work or provide detailed solutions to develop~
ment problems. Nor does the team recommend what ultimate action should be taken
on a proposed project. The ERT concept provides for the presentation of natural
resources information and preliminary development considerations-——-all conclusions
and final decisions rest with the town. It is hoped the information contained in
this report will assist the Town of Harwinton in making environmentally sound
decisions.

If any additional information is required, please contact Richard Tynn,
(868-7342), Environmental Review Team Coordinator, King's Mark RCED Area, Sackett
Hill Road, Warren, CT 06754.



Ii. GENERAL PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS

A. Land Use

Both sites A and B are located in "Country Residential"” zones, the least
dense of Harwinton's residential zones. BAlthough, by special exception, a town
office building may be permitted in this zone, a zoning change would be required
at either site before the proposed elderly housing project could be built.

Site A is adjacent to present town facilities and is near stores and other
amenities. Its use for elderly housing and/or a town hall would be quite compatible
with existing adjacent land use.

Site B is located in a residential area and a town office building would not
be consistent with surrounding land use in this area. Elderly apartments, although
of a greater residential density than the existing dwellings, would be more in keep-
ing with the character of the neighborhood.

B. Traffic

Both sites are located on State Route 118 which is the main road between
Harwinton and Litchfield, and is alsc the access to expressway Route 8, two to
three miles away. State traffic figures (1979) show an Average Daily Traffic
(ADT) of 5000 at Site B and 5400 at Site A. Traffic generation statistics show
that retirement communities generate 3.3 trip ends per unit and apartments 6.1
trip ends per unit. The proposed 40 unit development would therefore add 132 to
244 to the ADT. Hourly capacity of this road is 1760. At the most, the added
traffic would create a volume/capacity (V/C) ratio of .42 at Site A. V/C ratios
in excess of .75 are indications of congestion problems; therefore, the elderly
housing proposal should.not cause any traffic congestion problems at either site.

Traffic generation statistics for town office buildings are not available.
Should either site be developed as a town office complex, it would presumably
replace the existing one and therefore not alter current traffic conditions on
Route 118.

C. Public Transportation

At the present time there is no public transportation in Harwinton. The
Rural Transit Project for the Elderly, which has served neighboring towns for over
three years, briefly offered service to Harwinton but it was not used and hence
it was dropped from the schedule. At one time Harwinton was involved in another
project with surrounding towns but this project folded. Just starting in the
Litchfield Hills-Northwestern Planning Regions is Northwestern Connecticut Rural
Transit which will offer bus service to all areas. Although Harwinton is not on
the original routes, transit services and housing complexes tend to reinforce one
another, and should senior housing be built in Harwinton, it would then make bus
service to town more viable.



IIT. PARCEL A

A. Topography

As shown in Figure 1, the topography of Parcel A is diverse and consists
primarily of moderate slopes. Several small former sand and gravel pits are
located along the northern border of the property.

One perennial stream, located in the northeastern corner of the site, receives
drainage from most of the property. This stream flows southeasterly from the site
for about 1/2 mile where it joins Leadmine Brook. The southwestern corner of the
property drains southwesterly to Kelly Pond Brook which in turn drains to Lead-
mine Brook. ) '

As can be seen from Figure 1, the land surrounding Parcel A +to the south and
east is undeveloped. To the west, the land is large lot residential or farmland.

To the north of the site is the Harwinton School, Route 118, and various residential
and commercial buildings.

B. Soils

. " Figure 2 shows the soil types mapped for this property by the U.g.0.A. Soil
Conservation Service. Table 1 names the soils and lists limiting factors for
various land uses for each soil type. By comparing the Soils Map with Table 1,
one can gain an appreciation of the suitability of various soils for alternate
land uses.

As shown in Figure 2, the majority of Parcel A is mapped as well drained,
Charlton stony fine sandy loam on slopes 3-8%. BAccording to Soil Conservation
Service criteria, limitations are slight for septic systems, buildings with base~
ments, and roads or driveways. Limitations are moderate for landscaping due to
laige stones. There are some old borrow (sand and gravel) areas within this soil
type which will need regrading if this area is developed.

The area mapped as HkC (Hinckley gravelly sandy loam, 3-15% slopes) also
has good potential for community development.

These two soil areas (ChB, HkC) have the best development potential on the
property and there appears to be sufficient space to construct both an elderly
housing complex and a town office building within this area. Figure 3 shows a
conceptual site plan for the use of the property. As discussed in a later section
of this report, access is a key consideration with regard to development of the
site.

One advantage of constructing the elderly housing complex at the north end
of the property is that the town recreation area to the east would be within easy
walking distance. A properly constructed walking trail across + 200 feet of wet-
land soil could provide direct access to the amenities of the Recreation Area
(other trails, tennis courts, pond, picnic areas, etc.). Alternatively, access
could be provided along the edge of the school fields to reach the recreation area.
Although this alternate route would be longer, it would avoid disturbance to the
wetland area and would be easier to develop and maintain.



SITEA Figure 1
TOPOGRAPHIC MAP




SITE A
SOILS

Figure 2

Soil boundary lines derived
smaliler scale map(1"=1320'f)roa§¢
should not be vViewed 2s precise
boundaries but rather as a guide

to the disiribution of soils on

the property,

Adapted from Litchfield County

Cail Quruaw 11 & m a ~ o o~

Scale 1"=500"



“SWODIBAO 01 S8IANSEIW ATISOD puR SATSUSDIXD ®aTNbex 3eUl SUOTIDTIAISDI IO
spaezey Aq pojTwWIl ATsSnotriss ST T1I0S 9Uy3 JO 8sn 9yl 3eyl S93IedTPUT :NOILVLIWIT TAFAAAS  *¢
‘osuadxe IoUBTY 3BUMSUIOS © 3© SWOOIDAO

9q ued BSH HUTloeIze TIOS oya yo Axxsdoxd Aue 3oyl S9IEDTPUT NOILIVLIWIT HIVMAAOW °Z
*osuadxs 9T313TT 3© SWODIBAO B URD pue juejxodurtun ATsATaieTox

ST TTOS syl jyo @sn burioezge TTos ayj jo Aarxedoxd Kue eyl S93ROTPUT :NOLLVIINIT LHOIIS °T

WHLSAS DNILVY
Jd0 NOILUNVIdXH

QHDMWZ NOILOHISNI dLIS NO

TeTasgew AweoT

puRT TITJI ® MOIIOY 1d
uloe 1S80x3F weoT Apues
Sssulom ER YT ‘ssaugom DIDADS| SSoUlLM oI9A98 sSsoujam Sa9n98 auTy Auols 1931590197 o1
ATMmOTS sodoTs ¢Gz-GT ‘WeoT
adots SADABY odo1s DIDADG adoTs VIDADG soxad EFCY I Apues auty Auo3s uolxed aedg
sau01s sodols gGT-¢ weol Apues
ebxeT ‘odois SIRIBPOW adoTs s3eIAspPOn adoTs 91 eIOPON odoTs 81eIBPOW | UTT Auols AIxea UOITIRYD IO
EEEREETN
uloe 38017 ssaujom ATmoTs sadoTs $G1-8
sodoTs 9RISPON "a2doTs 93RI9PON ‘odoTs D0 RIOPON soxod 2I0AD% ‘weoT Apues 9SUTI UO3IXRd Dad
SBU0LSs sodoTs xg8-¢ weoT Apues
obaeT O BIOPOW AybTTS AYLTTS 1UybTTS 9UTI AUO1S UORTIRYD quD
SSaULBM 91RIDPON uoT1o® DI9ADG| SSaUl9M ©I9ADG EEEREEIN 9I19A99 sadoTs %8-¢
1soxF weoT Apues 8uTl u0o3llng ans
ssaujlem
‘uotyow K1mots sodoTs %8-¢
AYLTIS 3SCII S3RIASBPORW] SSSUISM ©31eI9POR soxad 9I9ADg ueoT Apues SuTl uoixXed qaqd
) . sedoTs
300X preleks pleleks $GT-£ weoT Apues suTj
TokeT uTy: sxoadg| 03 yadep  oxsasg| o3 yadsv sxeneg | 03 yadep EREYCT Aypox Kxsa sTTTOH DIH
SSOUjOM
S8U03S ‘U3loe 3S0XJ ssaulsm ATMmoTs sedoTs $GT-g weoT
obaet ‘odoTs Ehichicleleln ‘odoTts DIONADS asdoTs 93RIDPOR soxad ERCYCTY Apues auT3 Auo3ls uoaxed opd
sadoTs 3GT-£ WeoT
Aybnoxg SIVNTG 8doTs 91eI9pPO 8doTg 91 RIVPOR adots SI1BIOPON Apues A{Tsaeib ASTHOUTH D¥H
NOSYHI DONILVL NOSVYHI ONTLVE NOSVTI DNILYY NOSYaI ONILVY dWYN TTIOS TOdWA S
ONIAYOSANYT SAYMIATIA SINIWASYE SATATA NOILEIOSAY v
40 savod /M SONIATING OILdds
¥ [enJied

dIIYHD NOILILWLIWIT STIOS
T "7dYd



Site A Figure

CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAJ

i e
-

P

___,—:—"" ccess
\“poss‘b‘e a

Woodland

3

Possinie traif to town Fecreation areg

site

graerly HOUSINS

scaﬁg i"=5006°



If Site A is developed, the following measures should be considered to
minimize environmental impact:

1) Land disturbance should be kept to a minimum so as to presexrve the scenic
character of the area, to minimize the landscaping that would be required, and to

preserve the value of existing vegetation for erosion and stormwater runoff control.

2} Internal rcads should be designed to follow existing land contours as
much as possible.

3) Final plans should include erosion, sediment and runoff control measures.

C. Septic Systems and Water Supply

As previously discussed, there appears to be quite an extensive area of
desirable soils for subsurface sewage disposal on this site. This area is mapped
as Charlton (ChB) and Hinckley (HkC) soils in Figure 2. Six deep test pits and
two percolation tests were conducted on this site by the Torrington Area Health
District. The percolation rates were rapid (greater than 1 inch/ 5 minutes) and
the deep test pits indicate that significant deposits of coarse grained sands
and gravels are found to depths exceeding 10 feet. Soil stratification data and
perc test information are included in the Appendix of this repert together with
a map of testing locations.

There are two large borrow pits on the site which approach 20 feet in depth
revealing sandy materials. Some evidence of groundwater was noted at 9-10 feet
depths, however the Team sanitarian does not believe that high groundwater levels
will be a problem in these soils.

Conservative estimates of waste water generated by an elderly housing/town
office complex would likely exceed 5,000 gallons/day and would therefore require
design by a professional engineer and review by the State Department of Health
and Environmental Protection. Additional soil testing would also be required to
complete a final design.

Of the two sites evaluated for subsurface sewage disposal by the ERT, Parcel
A is the most favorable. The extensive area of the suitable soils offers a greater
flexibility in building locations and design and the excellent perc rates found
would require a smaller and consequently less expensive septic system than Parcel B.

Based on data for existing wells in the area, it is unlikely that a single
drilled well would produce sufficient yield to supply a complex of this size. .
Bedrock underlying the site is mapped as granite which has median well yields of
7 gallons per minute ("Water Resources Inventory of Connecticut, Part 5, Lower
Housatonic River Basin", U.S.G.S., 1974). Of the wells surveyed by the U.S.G.S.
in the aforementioned publication, less than 10% yielded 20 gallons per minute
or more. (Note: a well yield of 2-3 gallons per minute is considered adequate for
single family residential use.) It is probable, however, that the combined yield
from a series of wells could satisfy water supply demands. If the coarse grained
sands and gravel encountered in the deep test pits extend to sufficient depths

- 10 -



the installation of a gravel well might be possible. Such wells usually are
high yielding and produce excellent guality water.

In the unlikely event that adequate water supply cannot be developed on
this site, it should be noted that a significant stratified drift aquifer is
located + 1500 feet east of the site adjacent to Lead Mine Brook. High volume
water yields can be expected from this aguifer.

D. Access

The proposed -access to Site A is through the driveway currently used by
the elementary school and the town offices. Traffic on this driveway currently
follows a one-way "U" pattern (see Figure 1}. At the eastern leg of the Tun,
sight distance to the east (right) is adequate, about 350 feet before a vertical
curve. To the west (left)sight distance is blocked by a ledge cutcrop at road's
edge, only 60 feet from the driveway exit. If this ledge were removed, there
would be another 400 feet of visibility before the next obstruction. For safety
reasons, it is recommended that this ledge be removed whether or not Parcel A
is developed. o
It has been suggested that all traffic to and from Parcel A enter and exit
on what is now the western leg of the "U". In this case, sight distance tc the
east 1s blocked by the aforementioned ledge. If the ledge is removed, vigsibility
would be about 550 feet. To the west there is aboult 260 feet visibility before
a ledge obstruction. Removal of this cbstruction would give & clear view of
well more than 1,000 feet.

The access strip to Parcel A as it passes the school is guite narrow; ap-
proximately 35 feet of right-of-way appears to be available. Passirng. so close
to the school creates a hazard to young school children running around the corner
from behind the school. If this driveway is used for vehicular traffic, a fence
should be installed alongside to protect school children.

Better vehicular access could be achieved if the town were to acquire a
right~cf-way from the property westward to Whetstone Road. The right-of-way
and road bed could be of proper width and conflict with school traffic and
activities would be reduced. As a result provision of a Whetstone Road access
to either town hall of senior center or both would greatly enhance the safety
of school children. In addition, the slopes are not as steep or irregular from
Whetstone Road, so less regrading would be required. For these reasons, an
access from Whetstone Road should receive strong consideration, if this property
is developed.

A disadvantage to the Whetstone Road access is the fact that road distance
from the property to the shops, offices and churches would be increased by about
2/3 mile over the direct Route 118 access. In contemplating elderly housing,
walking distances to amenities, even in a rural community, should be strongly
considered. Although according to the Northwestern Area Agency on Aging, there
are no planning standards for walking distance proximities for the elderly, it
appears that an upper limit of about one-half mile would be reasonable. It would
be possible to use a Whetstone Road vehicular approach and use the school-town
office driveway for pedestrian access. This is probably the most desirable access
solution as it would minimize vehicular hazards but still provide pedestrian access
to the town center.

- 11 -



E. ' Vegetation and Landscaping Considerations

Parcel A is almost entirely wooded with mixed harwoods and occassicnal patches
of conifers. Tree species are predominantly pole size (5-11 inches in diameter
at breast height) and include red oak, white oak, sugar maple, red maple, white
ash, white birch, black birch and black cherry. Conifers observed on site include
eastern hemlocks, white pine and spruce. There are a number of large oaks and
white pine on this site which have particularly high aesthetic value. These
specimen trees should be preserved wherever possible if the site is developed.
Other trees on the property have natural landscaping potential and should be saved
and incorporated into landscape plans where possible.

Beneath the tree canopy, the growth of vegetation is generxally sparxce which
gives the area an open character. Species observed in the understory include
hardwood saplings, spicebush, huckleberry, mountain laurel, and variocus ferns
and grasses. The patches of mountain laurel on the site are particularly waluable
from an aesthetic standpoint and consideration should be given to protecting these
during construction. Removing the overtopping tree cover will provide the moun-
tain laurel with additional sunlight and stimulate flowering.

Consideration should be given to temporarily, but clearly, marking the tree
species that are to be saved if they are near the construction area.

Solar access on this site is not ideal as the property slopes generally to
the northeast. More trees than normal would require removal in order to increase
passive solar radiation. There are nonetheless opportunities for passive solar
design with construction of the project and the opportunities should be explored
during the design phase.

In the opinion of the Team's landscape architect, noise from the playfield
will only be generated during daylight hours, and the planting of an evergreen
"buffer" would probably be sufficient to screen the two land uses and mitigate
noise levels. A sufficient distance, perhaps 100' should nonetheless be kept
between the playfields and any residence.

Due to existing slopes, housing units can more easily be constructed on
this site than any large structures or parking lot. This is due to the ability
to change floor levels easily with small structures, even if three or four are
joined in clusters. Parking at two stalls per unit can also be designed more
easily into the existing slopes.

- 12 -
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IV. PARCEL B

A. Topography

As shown in Figure 4, Parxcel B consists of gently sloping iand in the south-
eastern and northwestern corners of the property. Elsewhere the land is moder-—
ately to steeply sloping.

There are no perennial streams on the site. Surface runoff flows north-
westerly to an unnamed tributarxy of Pickett Brook, which in turn flows to the
Naugatuck River. '

The land surrounding Parcel B to the east, south, and west is undeveloped
wooded land. To the north of the site is Route 118 and a number of residential
buildings.

B. Soils

According to Soil Conservation Service mapping, Parcel B is underlain by
eight (8) soil types (see Figure 5). Table 2 names the various soils and lists
their limitations for various land uses. By comparing the Soils Map with Table
2, an appreciation of the soil suitability of this site for various land uses can
be ascertained.

As shown in Table 2, the area most suitabile for development is in the south—
eastern portion of the property mapped as CaB (Charlton fine sandy loam, 3-8%
glopes) and PbC (Paxton fine sandy loam, 8-15% slopes). This area is about 8
acres in size and appears to be large enough to support an Eldexly Housing/Town
Office Complex. The difficulty however is in providing access to this area. BRco—
cess from Rte. 118 would have to traverse slopes of + 20% to reach this area.

To provide reasonable road grades of under 10%, considerable cutting and £illing
‘would be required and is probably not feasible.

C. Septic Systems and Water Supply

Three deep test pits and one percolation test were conducted on this site
by the Torrington Area Health District. The percolation rate was in the 10-20
minute range, which is moderate for the soils encountered. Ledge rock was found
in the deep test pits at various depths and is visible at the surface on the lower
portion of the access road. For a complex of the size proposed, ledge could
represent a design problem, particularly if it occurs at shallow depths on the
more severely sloped hillsides. The results of the soil testing on this property
by the Torrington Area Health District are presented in the Appendix of this report.

While it would appear the limitations of Parcel B can be engineered around
to support the subsurface sewage disposal facilities required for the elderly
housing/town complex, Parcel A is more favorable in its natural condition. As
a result, subsurface sewage disposal facilities can more easily be constructed
and at less expense at Parcel A than at Parcel B.
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SITEB Figure 5
SOILS MAP
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Bedrock underlying Parcel B is similar to that underlying Parcel A (i.e.
granite). Therefore, bedrock well yields can be expected to be similar for
the two parcels. As previously discussed, it is likely that the combined
yield from a series of bedrock wells on each property could satisfy the water
supply demands of the proposed project.

D. Access

Good access to Site B would be difficult to achieve. There are two possible
accesses. The eastern most has nearly zero visibility to the east {right} due
to ledge and vertical curvature,although to the west (left) visibility is more
than adequate. At the western most location, visibility to the east (right) is
more than adequate, to the west (left) it is marginally adequate, about 250 feet,
due to vertical curvature. Both potential access locations enter the property
and approach the more desirable building site at rathex steep grades of the
order of 20%. Construction to provide grades of 10% or less would be extremely
difficult at best.

Site B is located more than 1% miles from town services on a steep and
winding road. Walking would be treacherous, especially for the elderly in the
winter and is not recommended. All transportation to and from Site B should
therefore be vehicular.

Due to these access limitations, Parcel B is considered by the Team planner
to have poor suitability for development of an elderly housing and/ox town office

complex.

E. Vegetation and Landscaping Considerations

As shown in Figuré 6, three major vegetation types are present on this
property. These include:

STAND A. OLD ORCHARD. This + 8 acre area is an old apple orchard. In addition
to numerous apple trees, the area consists of early successional species of
vegetation such as white pine, white birch, black birch, poplar, sweet fern,
golden rod, and grasses. Most of the tree species present are sapling size
(1-5" in diameter).

STAND B. MIXED HARDWOODS. This area is relatively open and consists of a
variety of hardwood tree species including white pine, red oak, white birch,
and black cherry. Patches of mountain laurel are present in the understory.
The tree species present are mostly pole size (5-11 inches in diameter) and
do not have high commercial value.

STAND C. MIXED HARDWOODS. This land was denuded about 25 years ago, apparently
for f£ill material. The land has since reverted to a young mixed hardwood stand
of white birch, poplar, sugar maple, and black birch. The trees are mostly
sapling to pole size and the growth is dense.




SITEB Figure 6
VEGETATION TYPE MAP

Clearview Av

Scale 1”"=5¢

LEGEND
STAND A 01d orchard, + 8 acres.
STAND B Mixed hardwoods, pole size, + 5 acres.

STAND C Mixed hardwoods, sapling to pole size, + 5 acres.
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LANDSCAPING CONSIDERATIONS

The vegetative diversity, topographic variety and scenic view to the north-
west combine to make Parcel B an attractive piece of property. As with Parcel
A, opportunities for solar development are not great due to the north sloping
relief of the property. Should this property be developed in the future, ef-
forts should be taken to incorporate existing vegetation (particularly the apple
trees) into landscaping plans. At the present time, this property offers ex-
cellent wildlife habitat due to the variety of vegetation types on the site.

V. APPENDIX

Results of on-site testing by the Torrington Area Health District.
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ABOUT THE TEAM

The King's Mark Envirommental Review Team (ERT) is a group of

envirommental professionals drawn togethey from a variety of federglp
state, and regional agencies. Specialists on the team include
geologists, biologists, foresters, climatologists, soil scientists,
. landscape architects, recreation specialists, engineers, and planners.
The ERT operates with state funding undexr the aegis of the King's Maxk
Regource Conservation and Development (RC&D) Area -~ a 47 town axea in
western Connecticut. . .

As a public service activity, the team is available to serve ftowns
and developers within the King's Mark Area ~-- free of charge.

PURPOSE OF THE TEAM

The Environmental Review Team is available to help towns an
opers in the review of sites proposed for major land
date, the IERT has been involwved in the review of & wide
cant activities inciuding subdivisions, sanitary landfi.
and industrical developments, and recreation/open space

Reviews ave conducted in the intevest of providing information and
analysis that will assist towns and deve30§ezc in envirommentally sound
decision-making. This is done through identifyving the natural rescuxce
base of the project site and highlighting opportunities and limitations
for the propesed land use.

REQUESTING A REVIEW

Environmental Reviews may be reguaested by the chief elocted official
of & municipality or the chalvman of an administyration agency such as
planning and zoning, conservation, or inland wetlands. Reguests for
reviews should be directed to the Chalxman of vour local Scil and Water
Conservation District. This request letter must include a summary of the
proposad project, a location map of the project site, written permission
from the landowner/developer allowing the team to enter the propexrty for
purposes of review, and a statement identifying the specific areas of
concern the team should address. When this request is approved by the
local Secil and Water Conservation District and the King's Mark RC&D
Executive Committee, the team will undertake the review. AL present,
the ERT can undertake two reviews ver month.

For additional information regarding the Env ironrert 1 Review Team,
please contact vour local Soll Conservation District Office or Richard
Lynn {868“73”?}, Environmental Review Team Coordinator, King's Mark
RC&D Area, P.0Q. Box 30, Warren, Connecticut 06754.
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