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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW TEAM REPORT
ON
QUARRY BROOK DRIVE OPEN SPACE
SOUTH WINDSOR, CONNECTICUT

This report is an outgrowth of a request from the South Windsor Planning
and Zoning Commission, to the Hartford County Soil and Water Conservation
District (SSWP“)s The S&WCD referred this request to the Eastern Connecticut
Resource Conservation and Development (RC&D) Area Executive Committee for
their consideration and approval as a project measure, The request was approved

L

and the measure reviewed by the Eastern Connecticut Environmental Review
Team {ERT). -

The soils of the site were mapped by & soil scientist of the United States
Department of Agriculture {USDA}, Soil Conservation Service {SCS). Reproductions
of the soil survey map as well as a topographic map of the site were distributed
to all ERT pavticipants prior to their field review of the site.

The ERT that field-checked the site consisted of the following perboanT
Bil1l Warzecha, Geologist, State Department of EHVWPQHTEHE”I Protection (DEP);
Jim Parda, Forester, DEP; Vern Anderson, District Conservationist, SCS; Wil Maxwell,
Land Use Planner, Capitol Region Council of Governments; Andy Petracco, Recreation
Specialist, DEP; Steve Lavigueur, Landscape Designer, UConn; and Jeanne Shelburn,
ERT Coordinator, Eastern Connecticut RC&D Area.

The Team met and field-checked the site on Thur sdcy April 7, 1983, Reports
rom each Team member were sent to the ERT Coordinator for review and summarization
ror the final report.

This report is not meant to compete with private consultants by supplying
site designs or detailed solutions to development problems. This report identifies
the existing resource base and evaluates its significance to the proposed develop-
ment and also suggests considerations that should Dt of concern to the developer
and the Town of South Windscr. The results of this Team aﬁWTGW are oriented toward
the development of a better environmental quality and the Tong-term economics of
the land use.

The Fastern Connecticut BC&D Project Committee hopes you will find this
report of value and assistance in making your decisions en this particular site,

If vou require any additional information, please contact: Ms. Jeanne
rrn, Environmental Review Team Coordinator, Fastern Connecticut RC&D Area,
8, Brooklyn, Connecticut, 06234, 774-1253.

W



e

e T,

—

el

v/

e g

e

@S’Q}mﬁ

el e

_ ,,x.zv




INTROBUCTION

to prepa e

1 town- “ﬂg&

collectively
clarity in
i

. The Eastern Connecticut
a naturai resource inventory
parcels in South Windsor. The s A1E
known as the Quarry Brook I Drive uvem deﬁe area

this waporﬁg they have been d?V?qu into Site 1 ¢ Y . S is approxi-
mately 3.5 acres in size and is Tocated behind houses on Sycamore Road and
N0f4§v39w Drive. Access is provided from Qta“f/ Brook Drive ¢ Fe@cwnué Lane,
Site 2 is approximately 20 acres in size and is Tocated ne t of Quarry
Brook Road. Access to this parcel is provided from Quare Dw¢v9 and

Evergreen Lane.

Site 1 is a narrow strip of land, éparwe?y vegetated on the north and
heavily vegetated on the southern port h 1. Soils on the north
appeay to well drained, while sails in section are part of a
natural drainageway and Weﬁlaﬁﬂ area. The area appears to be used as a dumping

ground or "backyard extension" area.

o
i
mda
-=’l x&,,) o
[
5 h W

= £
b

Site 2 is a much lar rger parcel and i3 ermafq?j wetland., The tract s
ﬂ@@VW?y vegetated at this time. Quarry Brook flows through the major portien
of this parcel.

The Team is concerned with the natural

the effect of any patentsdﬁ development of %h;s f@'@ﬁf%c b
general opinion of all Team members that Site 1 shouid be
tandowners. This w@x?% facilitate main?eﬁauc\ of the asa&

vandalism. The parcel is reaixy too narrow to be of any u

@f than a

single trail system. Site 2, however, does have some pot for passive
recreation and/or more significantly a wildlife habitat area. These suggestions
are discussed in greater detail in the following sections of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

TOPOGRAPHY

Site 1 consists of a 7 3.5 acre strip of land that is Tocated n the east
side of 1 JdOF Mountain in Sﬁdih Windsor. It s si betw amore Road
anag Northview Drive. Access to the site agf @T
Beechnut Lane and Quarr Brook Drive. Ls

5%) to the southeast. Elevations on the sit
above mean sea level in the eastern sachiou@
sea level to the west. Although no watercour

wet areas were observed in the southeast pcw$
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SOIL INTERPRETATIONS FOR URBAN USES

The ratings of the soils for elements of community and recreational
development uses consist of three degrees of "lTimitations":slight or no
limitations; moderate limitations; and severe limitations. In the inter-
pretive scheme various physical proverties are weighed before judging their

relative severity of limitations.

The user is cautioned that the suitability ratings, degree of Timitations
and other -internretations are based on the typical soil in each mapping
unit. At any given point the actual conditions may differ from the inform-
ation presented here because of the inclusion of other soils which were
imoractical to man separately at the scale of mapping used. On site
investigations are suggested where the proposed soil use involves heavy
loads, deep excavations, or high cost. Limitations, even though severe, do
not always preclude the use of land for development. If economics permit
greater expenditures for land development and the intended land use is
consistant with the objectives of local or regional development, many soils
and sites with difficult problems can be used.

Slight Limitations

Areas rated as slight have relatively few limitations in terms of
soil suitability for a particular use. The degree of suitability is such
that time or cost would be needed toovercome relatively minor soil limitations.

Moderate Limitations

In areas rated moderate, it is relatively more difficult and more
costly to correct the natural limitations of the soil for certain uses than
for soils rated ds having slight limitations.

Severe Limitations

Areas designated as having severe limitations would require more
extensive and more costly measures than soils rated with moderate Timitations
in order to overcome natural soil Tlimitations. The soil may have more than
one limiting characteristic causing it to be rated severe.



The Fastern Cennecticut Environmental Review Team (ERT) is a group of profes-
s%@ndﬁs in ewV¥ ~onmental fields drawn together from a . variety of federal, state,
and regi Oﬂa agencies. Specialists on the f“&ﬁ 7””3“ geologists, b?@]@gﬁsts

T@r@s*eﬁt {imatologists, soil scientists, pe arhh,tectss archeologists,
recreation 5p@c1a115+ , engineers and ?*uwerza TL@ FRT operates with state fund-
ut PeS@L,@e Cbnﬁervatigm and

3ﬁg under the supervision of the Eastern Connectic
Development (RC&D) Area.

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

PURPOSE OF THE TEAM

The Environmental Review Team is avaiiable to help towns and developers in
the review of sites pwoposed for major land use activitis. To date, the ERT has
been involved in revxewmng a wide range of projects including subdivisions, sani-
tary landfills, commercial and industrial developments, sand and gravel operations,

elderly housing, recreation/open space projects, watershed studies and resource
inventories.

Reviews are conducted in the interest of providing imformation and analysis
that will assist towns and developers in environmentally sound decision-making.
This is done through identifying the natural resou ce base of the project site and

e

highlighting opporbunltwes and 1imitations

REQUESTING A REVIEW

Fnvironmental reviews may be requegtﬂd by the chief elected officials of a

municipality or the chairman of town cowm* ssions such as H?aﬁniﬂg and zoning, con-
servation, inland wetlands, parks and recreation or economic development. Requests
should ba directed to the Chairman of y@ur 1ocal Soil and Water Conservation Dis-

trict. This request letter should include & summary of the proposed project, a
jon from the landowner allowing

Tocation map of the project site, writien perm
the Team to enter the property for ourfCﬁ 50 syiew, and a statement identifying
the specific areas of concern the Team . 5. When this request 15 ap-

proved by the local Soil and Water baﬁgcfvahﬁ 5ol ict and i{he Castern Connecti-
cut RCA&D Executive Council, the Team will undertake the review on a priority basis.

For additional infermation regarding gnmental Review Team, please
contact Jeanne Shelburn (774-1253}, Environmer Revﬂhw Team Coordinator, Eastern
Connecticut RC&D Area, P,0° Box 198. Brookiyn, Connecticut 06234.




	20080729142948556.pdf
	20080729143052395
	20080729143302412
	20080729143322307
	20080729143331353

