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I. DECISION 
 
The University of Connecticut (the University) intends to continue with implementing the 
Proposed Action, which is construction of a New Engineering and Science Building (NESB) 
and associated perimeter site improvements at the University of Connecticut’s (the 
University’s) Storrs Campus.  This decision is based upon the Environmental Impact 
Evaluation (EIE) (GZA GeoEnvironmental, Inc., April 2014) that was prepared for the 
Proposed Action and the comments received during the public review period for the EIE 
(April 22, 2014-June 6, 2014).  A copy of the EIE’s Executive Summary is included as 
Attachment A. 
 
II. STATEMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
 
There will be no significant impacts to the environment as a result of the Proposed Action.  
All practicable means to avoid or minimize environmental harm have been adopted.  The 
mitigation measures identified in the EIE and, where applicable, the responses to comments, 
have been adopted. 
 
III. SUMMARY OF CONSULTATION WITH AGENCIES AND OTHER 
PERSONS 
 
Consultation with various agencies and other persons was initiated as part of the public 
scoping process which began on January 21, 2014, with the publication of a Public Scoping 
Notice and Notice of Scoping Meeting in the Environmental Monitoras per CGS 22a-1b.  The 
purpose of the notice was to inform and solicit comments from agency reviewers and other 
interested parties of the Proposed Action.  A public scoping meeting was scheduled for 
February 5, 2014; however, it was cancelled due to inclement weather.  A revised Scoping 
Notice was published in the March 3, 2014, Environmental Monitor, indicating a new public 
hearing date of March 17, 2014, and an extended comment period termination date of March 
22, 2014.  As a result, the public scoping comment period encompassed a total of 60 days, 
from January 21 to March 22, 2014.   
 
Written scoping comments were provided during the scoping period .  Written scoping 
comments were received by the following agencies:  CT Department of Energy & 
Environmental Protection (DEEP), CT Department of Public Health (DPH), and the Town of 
Mansfield.  A Public Scoping Meeting was held on Monday, March 17, 2014, at 7:00PM at 
the Merlin Bishop Center at the Storrs, CT campus.  Written and oral comments were also 
received from the Meg Reich of the Willimantic River Alliance. Oral comments were 
received from Steven Squires, a resident of Mansfield.  
 
After review of the scoping comments and a screening-level environmental analysis, it was 
determined that preparation of an EIE was warranted.  The issues of concern that affected this 
decision were stormwater management and, to a lesser degree, water supply.  
 
The following were provided with copies of the EIE: 
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• Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (DEEP) 
• Department of Public Health (DPH) 
• Office of Policy and Management 
• Council on Environmental Quality 
• Commission on Culture and Tourism 
• Mansfield Town Clerk 
• Mansfield Public Library 

 
A notice of availability for the EIE and notice for a public hearing was advertised in the 
Environmental Monitor on April 22, 2014, and was also advertised in the Willimantic 
Chronicle on April 23, April 30, and May 7 (see Attachment B).  The public review and 
comment period closed on June 6, 2014.  The EIE was available for inspection during the 
entire comment period at the Mansfield Public Library, the Mansfield Town Clerk’s Office, 
and on the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) website at 
http://www.ct.gov/ceq/lib/ceq/Final_EIE_NESB.pdf and the University’s website at 
http://www.envpolicy.uconn.edu/Final%20EIE%20NESB.pdf.   
 
A Public Hearing was held for the Project on May 29, 2014, at 7:00PM in Room 146 of the 
Merlin Bishop Center at the Storrs, CT campus.  Oral comments were received from Meg 
Reich, representing the Willimantic River Alliance, and Steven Squires.  Written comments 
were submitted by the following parties and these comments and the public hearing 
transcripts are contained in Attachment C:   
 

• Willimantic River Alliance 
• Town of Mansfield 
• DEEP 
• DPH 

 
Responses to all substantive comments are included in Attachment C, organized by comment 
date.  
 
 
 

http://www.ct.gov/ceq/lib/ceq/Final_EIE_NESB.pdf
http://www.envpolicy.uconn.edu/Final%20EIE%20NESB.pdf
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction

The Proposed Action is the construction of a New Engineering and Science Building (NESB)
and associated perimeter site improvements at the University’s Storrs Campus. The NESB
would be a 5-story structure encompassing approximately 118,000 square feet (SF) of space.
Because the Proposed Action may significantly affect the environment in an adverse manner,
and in consideration of the fact that the project involves more than 100,000 SF of new
construction in an area that would have been considered a “Neighborhood Growth Area”
under the 2005-2010 State Plan of Conservation and Development’s Locational Guide Map,
this Environment Impact Evaluation (EIE) has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of
the CEPA as promulgated under Section 22a-1 to 22a-1h of the Connecticut General Statutes
(CGS) and as amended by Public Act 02-121.

Public Participation

A Public Scoping Notice was published on January 21, 2014 on the Council on
Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) Environmental Monitor web page as per CGS 22a-1b. A
public hearing was scheduled for February 5, however it was cancelled due to inclement
weather. A revised Scoping Notice was published in the March 3, 2014 Environmental
Monitor indicating the new Public Hearing date of March 17, 2014 and an extended
comment period termination date of March 22, 2014. Therefore, the public scoping comment
period encompassed a total of 60 days, from January 21 to March 22.

Written scoping comments were received by the following agencies: Connecticut
Department of Energy & Environmental Protection (DEEP), Connecticut Department of
Public Health (DPH), State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and the Town of Mansfield.
A public scoping meeting was held on Monday, March 17, 2014 at 7:00 PM at the Merlin
Bishop Center at the Storrs Campus. One person, Meg Reich, representing the Willimantic
River Alliance provided comments. Oral and written scoping comments appear in Appendix
A.

After review of the scoping comments and a screening-level environmental analysis, it was
determined that preparation of an EIE is warranted. The particular issues of concern that
affected this decision were stormwater management and, to a lesser degree, water supply
availability and traffic/transportation.

Purpose and Need

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to satisfy existing and future needs of students
enrolled in the Science, Technology, Engineering and Math (STEM) program at the
University. Construction of a building for this program was identified in the 2006 Campus
Master Plan. The Proposed Action would also provide for much needed “swing space” for
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professors and students that may be temporarily displaced as a result of future STEM
construction and renovation projects.

Project Description

The Proposed Action is the construction and operation of a New Engineering & Science
Building (NESB) at the University of Connecticut Storrs Campus in Mansfield, CT. The
NESB would be an engineering and interdisciplinary science lab building for bioengineering,
computer simulation, chemical engineering and other sciences, designed to foster
collaboration between the fields of research. The NESB would be an 118,000± square foot
(SF), 5-story structure, with the majority of the space devoted to laboratories. This project
would achieve the Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design’s (LEED®) Silver and
High Performance Building Standards at a minimum.

The preferred Site for the NESB is the footprint of the existing Old Central Warehouse
(OCW) located between Glenbrook Road and North Eagleville Road in the Research
Neighborhood portion of the Storrs Campus (Figure ES-1).

The OCW has been slated for demolition in 2014 and is not an element of the Proposed
Action. Regardless of whether or not the NESB is constructed at this site, the OCW will be
demolished.

The University is proposing to complete construction of the NESB and associated perimeter
site improvements in time for the Spring 2017 semester. The total project cost is a $91.3
million of which the estimated construction cost is $68 million. Funding for this project
would come from UConn 2000, now known as Next Generation Connecticut (NextGenCT),
pursuant to the provisions of CGS 10a-109 through 10a-109y most recently amended by
Public Act 13-233.

The Proposed Action is expected to enable the University to hire more faculty within the
STEM program. It is expected that an additional 182 students and 11 faculty/staff would be
added to the University roster.
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Alternatives

As required by CEPA, alternatives to the Proposed Action were considered. They included:

 Construction of new building between the Arthur B. Bronwell Building (Bronwell)
and Engineering II (E2) buildings; and

 No Action

The environmental impacts of the preferred alternative and the E2/Bronwell alternative are
similar. Both alternatives would not significantly change the amount of Impervious Cover
(IC) cover in the Eagleville Brook watershed and both would require approximately the same
amount of water for operation. Similar positive socioeconomic impacts would be provided
by both alternatives.

The primary difference between these two alternatives is that the E2/Bronwell expansion
would require demolition of two wings of the E2 building that currently consist of existing
usable academic and research space. Therefore, the net increase in STEM related space on
campus would not be as great as that of the preferred alternative which is to supplant existing
storage space (the OCW) which has already been provided elsewhere on campus.

The No Action alternative does not meet the project goal of improving and expanding the
STEM program at the University, therefore it was dismissed.

Existing Conditions

The Site of the Proposed Action is the footprint of the existing OCW and its perimeter which
consists of paved walkways, lawn and a small parking area. The Site contains no wetlands or
state-protected species. There are no open waterbodies in or near the site, although a piped
segment of Eagleville Brook traverses under the Quad that borders the Site. The 100-year
floodplain for Eagleville Brook is mapped on the Site according to Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) mapping. However, it is clear that FEMA has not updated the
mapping for this area because Eagleville Brook was piped underground before 1951 and
FEMA did not properly modify its 1981 mapping effort.

Sensitive receptors near the Site include several educational buildings and the adjacent
Student Health Services Building. University housing is not present or adjacent to the Site
and all land contiguous to the Site is University-owned.

There are utilities available at the site and they include: water supply, sanitary sewer,
electricity, heat, cooling, telecommunications and stormwater. Heating, cooling and
electricity will be provided by the Central Utility Plant (CUP) which is adjacent to the Site.

The Site is within a Priority Funding Area (PFA) according to the State Plan of Conservation
and Development’s Locational Guide Map (LGM).
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Environmental Impacts and Mitigation

Public scoping comments were received from DEEP, DPH, the Town of Mansfield and the
Willimantic River Alliance. The primary issues of concern raised by these entities were:

 Potential stormwater runoff impacts to Eagleville Brook, an impaired water with a
Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for Impervious Cover (IC) and bacteria; and,

 Capacity of the University’s water supply system to meet the water demands of the
NESB.

Stormwater Runoff

The Proposed Action would result in a net decrease in IC compared to existing
conditions. Approximately 3,000 SF of additional pervious surface in the form of
lawn, gardens and tree plantings would be constructed where there are currently hard
(impervious) surfaces. The Proposed Action is consistent with the TMDL goals of
reducing IC within the Eagleville Brook watershed. Shallow groundwater at the site
relative to the proposed depth of the NESB’s lowest level (which will be deeper than
that of the OCW) necessitates that groundwater be diverted through a collection
system. The intended discharge location for the collected groundwater is the storm
sewer system that contributes to Eagleville Brook.

Before the Proposed Action is scheduled to be complete, the University will have also
completed an updated Master Plan and a corresponding Environmental Impact
Evaluation that will evaluate the broader changes to the campus environment, such as
any significant stormwater mitigation. The area of the NESB will be reviewed for its
cumulative impacts as well as for cumulative mitigation opportunities, including the
conceptual stormwater management techniques such as bio-infiltration where
possible, green roofs, permeable or porous pavements, cistern collection for
landscape irrigation, and treatment.

Water Supply

The Site of the Proposed Action is currently serviced by the University’s water
supply. The University’s 2011 Water Supply Plan (Milone & MacBroom, 2011a)
indicated that new water supply sources would be required to maintain margins of
safety and provide for supplemental supply to meet increased demands in conjunction
with expected expansions. The University prepared an EIE and Record of Decision
(ROD) (Milone and MacBroom, 2012 & 2013) for a more detailed study of
alternatives to address future needs of the campus and surrounding areas of the Town
of Mansfield. Interconnection with the Connecticut Water Company’s (CWC) water
supply system was selected as the preferred alternative in the EIE. CWC is in the
process of preparing a Diversion Permit for CT DEEP with the University as a co-
applicant.

The average daily demand associated with the NESB is estimated to be 4,800 GPD,
of which 1,600 GPD would be for new hires and additional enrollment enabled by the
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Proposed Action. The Proposed Action would create a demand for approximately 182
new students and 11 new faculty/staff. Cumulative impacts, including those on water
supply, of the entire NextGenCT program will be evaluated in a Master Pan EIE.
However for the purpose of this NESB EIE’s evaluation of water supply impacts,
consideration must be given to the two other projects that will be opening around the
same time as NESB. The total average daily demand associated with NESB, the
Innovation Partnership Building (expected to be complete by the end of 2016) and
STEM Residence Hall (expected to be complete by August 2016) is 58,400 GPD.

The CWC interconnection is anticipated to come online by the end of the 2016
calendar year, in advance of the expected opening of the NESB in January 2017. The
University's additional water supply needs will be met by augmenting its supply with
water to be provided pursuant with its contract with the Connecticut Water Company
(CWC).

In the case that the proposed NESB is completed prior to the additional water supply
being available from CWC, mitigation would be required in order to meet the peak
day demand, including a system-wide 15% margin of safety. Although the water
demand for the NESB is small, it could marginally exacerbate the existing deficiency
in the system relative to peak demand if water from the CWC interconnection was not
available, as would demands for the STEM Residence Hall and Innovation
Partnership Building.

Mitigation will consist of:

a) Connecting NESB will to the University’s reclaimed water utility. Deducting
toilet flushing from the average day demand reduces the buildings average daily
demand for potable water from 4,800 GPD to 2800 GPD and the net new demand
from 1,600 GPD to 920 GPD;

b) Continuing to promote water conservation throughout the system; and,

c) Taking steps including securing appropriate regulatory approvals to ensure that
peak day margin of safety could be demonstrated by having Fenton Well D approved
for use during the time that peak demand is expected.

Traffic/Transportation

There would be a slight increase in traffic and parking as a result of the Proposed
Action. NESB will also include space that will enable new hires and some increased
enrollment. Those new hires and additional enrollment would be considered as
potential additional trips to campus.

The increase in the number of vehicles on the local roadway network is estimated to
be approximately 332. During the peak traffic hours, vehicles entering and leaving
the campus daily will increase by approximately 30 vehicles during the AM peak
hour and 27 vehicles during the PM peak hour.
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Relative to the conditions reviewed by in the most recent traffic analysis performed
by the University as part of the Innovation Partnership Building, the percentage of
potential trips associated with the Proposed Action increases the volume at key
intersection by 1-3% or which can be considered minor, especially because the
existing intersections operate overall at very good levels of service (i.e. very little
congestion).

Nevertheless there will be a nominal increase in passenger vehicle traffic and in the
demand for parking spaces on-campus associated with the Proposed Action. Impacts
will have to be adequately quantified, especially to support the requisite approval
from OSTA. Cumulative impacts, including those on traffic and parking, of the entire
NextGenCT program will be evaluated in a Master Pan EIE.

The impacts of increased parking demand and traffic can be mitigated through
various means. The preferred means of mitigation would be to: broadly promoting
ride-share/carpooling programs community-wide to dampen demand; increase public
transportation options locally through the on-campus bus and shuttle services and
regionally through partnerships with other transit authorities; price residential parking
permits to discourage demand; ensure that adhering to lawful parking on and off-
campus can be properly enforced.

In the event that the preferred means of mitigation for the overall Master Plan do not
adequately address the traffic and parking impacts, major roadway improvements and
new structured/surface parking would potentially be needed. Before the Proposed
Action is scheduled to be complete, the University will have also completed an
updated Master Plan and a corresponding Environmental Impact Evaluation that will
evaluate the broader changes to the campus environment, such as any significant
parking or traffic mitigation.

As required by CEPA, other potential impacts to the physical, socioeconomic and natural
environment were also evaluated, commensurate with the level of expected impact and the
degree to which they were raised as potential issues during the scoping process. Table ES-1
summarizes the environmental impacts of the Proposed Action and any mitigation measures
that may be needed to minimize or avoid such impacts.

As shown, none of the environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Action would be
significant. The University recognizes that the impact of the Proposed Action, combined
with other planned projects as part of the NextGenCT program, and the STEM-related
projects in particular, need to be addressed in a more comprehensive manner. The
University’s Master Plan Update, which is on-going, will be the subject of an EIE that
addresses these cumulative impacts.
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TABLE ES-1. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Environmental Element Impacts Mitigation

Climate, Topography, Geology &
Soils

Disturbance of fill soils, minor
grading required

Installation of erosion control
measures as required by
Construction General Permit

Surface and Groundwater Reduction of 3,000 SF of
Impervious Cover

Not warranted. Net positive
impact.

Direct discharge of groundwater to
Eagleville Brook

Wetlands No wetlands on or near Site. Not warranted
Floodplains Technically within 100-year

floodplain but Eagleville Brook
piped underground.

Not warranted but DEEP Flood
Management Certification
required.

Flora and Fauna No significant impact. Area
densely developed.

Not warranted.

State Protected Species None at or near site per DEEP. Not warranted.
Air Quality No direct significant impact. Tie

into existing CUP. Insignificant
increase in emissions from new
emergency generator for Student
Health Services Building.

Not warranted.

Student Health Services Building
emergency generator to be
replaced with a larger emission
source.

Generator to be Tier 4 compliant

Noise & Vibration Temporary increase in noise and
vibration during construction.

Prohibit blasting.

Light/Shadow Slight increase in shadow and
lighting demand in Quad.

Not warranted.

Traffic and Transportation Nominal increase in parking
demand traffic generation.

Broadly promote ride-
share/carpooling; Increase public
transportation options; Price
residential parking permits to
discourage demand; Ensuring that
adhering to lawful parking on and
off-campus can be properly
enforced.

Water Supply Approximately 1,600 GPD in
additional demand.

Reclaimed water will be used for
NESB toilets to reduce the stated
GPD. Reduction of 680± GPD
expected for net demand increase
of 920±.

Continue to promote water
conservation and obtain approvals
to use Fenton Well D even during
low stream flow as proposed in the
2011 Water Supply Plan in order to
mitigate peak day demand conflicts
in the event the CWC water not yet
available at the time NESB is
complete.
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Environmental Element Impacts Mitigation

Stormwater Approximately 3,000 SF less of
impervious area compared to
existing

Not warranted. Positive impact.

Direct discharge of groundwater to
Eagleville Brook

Utilities Utilities present at or near site. Not warranted.
Solid & Hazardous Waste Additional solid waste and some

hazardous waste generated.
Managed in accordance with
current University practices.

Public Health & Safety No significant change in
emergency service needs.

Not warranted.

Aesthetics Improved aesthetic of Quad area
and removal of dated OCW.

Not warranted.

Cultural Resources No cultural resources affected.
Site is disturbed.

Not warranted.

Socioeconomics Positive economic benefit. Not warranted.
Consistency with Plans Proposed land use is consistent

with State Plan of Conservation &
Development. Project identified in
University 2006 Master Plan.

Not warranted.
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Your Business is Our Business!
Find Your Direction Here!

Call for Rates: 
860.423.8466   x3363

Home Improvement

Excavation

Tree Care
Flooring

WYNDHAM WOOD WORKS
Hardwood flooring specialists, 
Sanding, finishing & repairs.

New floors supplied. 
Installed & finished

Free Estimate • Lic. #604784
(860) 455-5369

Roofing
Landscaping

Gutter Cleaning Scrap Metal RemovalJunk Car/
Truck Removal

Firewood

FREE SCRAP METAL 
REMOVAL

Remove any and all metal items 
from house or property.

Items include: Mowers, Washers, 
Dryers, AC's, Fridges and more.

860-228-4544

Hawthorne & Gosselin
Excavation

Excavation, Landscaping, 
Stone Walls, Stamped Concrete, 

Custom Stone Work.
Brandon Hawthorne and
Richard Gosselin, owners

860-428-9453    860-456-2661
email: richg146@charter.net

CHRIS the 
GUTTER GUY
Let us take out what nature 

leaves behind.
Gutter Installation

Gutter cleaning and repair
Seamless Gutters

Free Estimates   •    Fully Insured
Lic. # HIC 0630038
860-428-5506

website:
www.gutterguysct.com

SMOLEY
CLEANING

Professional, affordable 
home & office cleaning.

Refs. & Insured
Serving Windham County 

since 1996.
Call for free estimate:

860-208-9742

Grinning Iguana 
Landscaping 

Mowing, Landscaping & Design, Mulching, 
Tree & Brush Removal & Power Washing

Kevin Tedford, 
owner

860-974-1544
Lic. #613887 

Roofing - 
Siding - Windows

Creating a Harmony
between customer, 

contractor & community.
  Lic. #604200 • Fully Insured

Call Now For Our 
Seasonal Roofing Sale!!!

(860) 645-8899
100% Financing 

Available

Creating a Harmony between
customer, contractor and 

community.
Lic. #604200  •  Fully Insured

Hawthorne 
Tree Care,  LLC

Complete, Competitive, 
Professional Tree Care    

     * Tree Removal  
     * Chipping
     * 60 ft. Bucket Truck 
     * Expert Tree Climbing
     * Fully Insured
     * Licensed  Arborist        

Brandon Hawthorne, Owner
Phone 860-456-2661

PAYING CASH FOR 
JUNK CARS AND 

TRUCKS - $150-$500

NO TITLES NEEDED!
CALL DAVE

401-487-6091

Lawn Care

Home Improvements, Painting, 
Gutter Cleaning, Brush Removal,

Leaf Clean Up & Removal,  
Dirt Driveway Repair, Lawn Repair, 

 Lawn Mowing & Mulch Gardens
Also Offer: Powerwashing &
Handyman Work Available

Competitive Pricing
CT Lic. & Ins.  •  HIC# 0627112

Residential & Commercial

No Job Too Big Or Too Small! 
Too Much To List!

JAKE'S LAWNCARE &
HOME IMPROVEMENT, LLC

With this ad 5%-10% Off
Local 860-420-9887

Now Accepting New Customers!

Andrew Maines Construction
 Storrs, Connecticut

Home Repairs • No job too small 
Siding, Masonry, Roofing

Carpentry, Interior and Exterior 
Painting, Lawn Care and more.

 Free Estimates
 Lic. #0628357             Insured

 860-208-3689 • 860-208-2687

House Cleaning

GOOD QUALITY FIREWOOD

             $185/cord 
                includes local delivery

Small hand bundles of firewood, good 
quality horse hay and mulch hay

 also available.

Please call 860-428-9502

Powerwashing

 Insured & Licensed
25 Years Experience

860-456-8633
FREE  ESTIMATES!

A. JASON GAMACHE
Powerwashing & Painting 

SPRING SPECIAL!
SAVE 10-15%

WITH THIS AD!

Septic Systems

MILRICK LAWN SERVICE & 
LANDSCAPING LLC

Lawn maintenance, organic lawn 
treatments including aeration, 
fertilization and top seeding.  

Paved walkways, patios, retaining walls, 
mulching, plant & 

garden installation. 
Spring cleanups. 

Drainage solutions.  
Commercial & Residential. 

Licensed and Insured. Member of BBB and 
Windham Chamber of Commerce. 

860-942-8586
milricklawnservice.com 

HIC# 0622966

Septic Tank
Pumping

Licensed & Insured

860-228-0415

• New Septic Systems
• Sewer Connections
• Tank Removal

Call Pops Today

Lawn Care

Paving/Seal Coating
COLUMBIA SEALCOAT CO.

CALL 860-228-7171

Protect & Renew your 
pavement. Jet black finish, 

patch work and small 
paving jobs, gravel and 

stone driveways. 
Commercial & Residential. 

Licensed & Insured
#0552418

DZEN
Residential Roofing

Full Roof Replacements
Senior Discounts
Call Dean Pinto

860-289-1663
www.dzenresidentialroofing.com

Lic. #611005
Full Workers Comp. & Liability

RJ Mellady
Home Improvement 

Contractor
Roofing, Siding, Additions, Decks,

Garages, Sheds, Window Replacement,
Outside Home Repairs & Handicap Ramps

30 Years Exp.    •   Free Estimates
Lic# 568600         Fully Insured

860-456-1519 or 860-428-6127

Call 860-423-8466 x3363 To Advertise Your Business!

LOCAL SERVICE DIRECTORY

Unfurnished To
Rent

MANSFIELD 2BR, some
w/attic  storage,  some
w/free  H/HW.  $710-
$895. 860-429-2354.

N. WINDHAM 2BR, 1.5 BA
unit,  Townhouse  style,
w/full  bsmnt.  &  1  car
gar.,  AC,  all  applis.,
heat   incld.,  $1235.
Tom      860-871-2987

www.crossenbuilders.com

WMTC 1,2&3BRs, $615+ up.
Sec./Refs.   No  pets.
IMA 860-423-3936.

WMTC 3BR  available.
$835.  Call  or  text
860-455-6973 

WMTC Pleasant  St.,
2BR,  applis., $660 +
utils.  Sec.  860-423-
5551 after 10am.

Office Space 
For Rent

OFFICE space for rent
in  Mansfield  and
Windham.  Small
suites to 3,150 sq. ft.
Call  Tom,  860-539-
4953.  www.crossen
builders.com

Real Estate 
For Sale

HOUSE FOR SALE
$119,900

Windham 3 or 4 BR, 2
car  garage,  lots  of
updates,   close  to
downtown. Great val-
ue. HST, Joe Under-
wood. 860-456-0009

Used Cars
FORD EXPLORER '97,

all  wheel  drive,  V-8,
auto,  130K,  good
cond.  $1295  or  B/O
860-228-9744

MERCURY  GRAND
MARQUIS  '98,  runs
great,  looks  good,
cold AC, PW, PD, P.
seats,  V8 auto,  cus-
tom wheels & orginal
wheels. $4,300 OBO
860-634-0810

Bargain Box

$150;  Writing  table
with  inlay  wood  on
top & slide out draw-
er for computer key-
board,  like  new,
28”Dx47”Wx30”H,
$125. 860-377-4153

MOVING!  Dining  RM
table,  3  leaves  &  6
chairs  $300;  Couch/
chair set $150; Com-
puter  Desk  $25;
Pedestal  sink  $50.
860-918-0390

PET  CONTAINMENT
SYSTEM  wireless,
model  #PIF300 nev-
er again worry where
your  dog  is!  $100.
Fish  pond,  used  but
in  good  cond.  $25.
Call 860-423-2721

Merchandise For
Sale

ARIEN'S  SNOW
BLOWER  electric
start.  $350  or  best
offer! 860-228-9154

BOAT Trailer  with
bunks for catamaran
or  personal  water-
craft plus trolling mo-
tor.  Best  Offer!  860-
429-1965

KAYAK Dagger  rpm,
9',  white  water  boat,
40lbs., spray skirt in-
cld.   $400.  860-642-
6178.

TON of yarn, $500 firm.
Full lot, no break up,
no  return.  Serious
buyer only.  860-228-
1284.

Unfurnished To
Rent

ASHFORD 1BR, on-site
laundry.  Sunny,  quiet
setting.  $585-$630.
860-429-2354.

ASHFORD 2BR Duplex-
es,  some  w/carport.
Big  closets,  on-site
laundry.  No  dogs.
$710-$805/MO.  (860)
429-2354.

Help Wanted

Drivers: Up to $5,000.00 Sign-On Bonus***
Dedicated Windsor freight! 100% driver 

unloading using rollers. Average of $52,000.00
yearly. Full Comprehensive Benefits Pkg!  
Werner Enterprises: 1-855-615-4429

HELP WANTED
2-3 hrs. a day 

Monday -Friday  to 
make bank & post 
office runs. Must 
have reliable car. 

Ideal for someone in 
retirement! Please 
apply in person at:

Uncas Gas, 906 Route
32 Franklin, CT

Bargain Box

CYCLONE RAKE $200
MUST  MOVE!!!!!
860-228-9154

HP Notebook  for  sale!
Windows  7,  new
hard drive, 32 bit op-
erating  system,  web
cam and 4GB mem-
ory.  Works  great.
$150. Call   860-208-
1975

MIRROR 34.5” x 43.5”,
dark  wood,  beveled
glass,  frame  3.5”,
light new, $50; Ethan
Allen cherry sofa ta-
ble,  with  2  uphol-
stered  stools,  3
drawers,  exc.  cond.,
16”Dx56”Wx28”H,

Help Wanted
WARNING

Readers are advised
that  some  “work  at
home” ads or ads of-
fering information on
jobs,  government
homes  or  vehicles,
may require an initial
investment. We urge
you  to  investigate
the  company's
claims  thoroughly
with the Better Busi-
ness  Bureau  of  the
state you are writing
or  calling  before
sending  any  money
and proceed at  your
own  risk.  If  you
choose  to  call  an
800  number,  let  the
tape  recorded  mes-
sage end before you
hang up.

Legal Notices
edu/eie.html

A  public  hearing
on this project will
be  held  on  May
29,  2014  at  7:00
PM (Doors will  be
open at 6:00 p.m.
to  allow review of
informational  ma-
terials)  at  Room
146;  UConn  Bish-
op  Center;  One
Bishop  Circle;
Storrs, CT.
Written  comments
should be sent to:
Jason  Coite,
UConn -  Office of
Environmental
Policy,  31  LeDoyt
Road,  U-3055;
Storrs,  CT 06269;
Fax:  860-486-
5477;  jason.
coite@uconn.edu.
The  deadline  for
comments is June
6, 2014.

Help Wanted

Legal Notices
are  available in
the  office  of  the
Town Clerk and on
the  Town website
at hamptonct.org.  

Kevin Grindle,
Chairman

Legal Notice
NOTICE OF

AVAILABILITY
OF 

ENVIRONMEN-
TAL 

IMPACT 
EVALUATION
AND PUBLIC

HEARING
NEW ENGI-
NEERING &
SCIENCE

BUILDING AT
THE 

UNIVERSITY
OF 

CONNECTICUT,
STORRS

An Environmental
Impact Evaluation

has been pre-
pared pursuant to
requirements of
the Connecticut
Environmental

Policy Act for the
construction of a
New Engineering

& Science Building
off Glenbrook
Road at the

UConn Storrs
Campus.   This

five-story, 118,000
GSF building is

proposed to be lo-
cated between the
Chemistry Building
and the Psycholo-
gy/Biology Build-

ing, partially within
the footprint of the
old Central Ware-
house, which will
be demolished.

This document is
available for public
review and com-
ment and can be

obtained at one or
more of the follow-

ing locations:
Mansfield Town

Clerk's Office, Au-
drey P Beck Mu-
nicipal Building, 4
South Eagleville
Road, Mansfield,

CT; Mansfield
Public Library, 54
Warrenville Road,

Mansfield, CT;
and,  http://www.
envpolicy.uconn.

Legal Notices
on this project will
be  held  on  May
29,  2014  at  7:30
PM (or immediate-
ly  after  the  New
Science  &  Engi-
neering  Building
EIEs  public  hear-
ing,  whichever  is
later)  at  Room
146;  UConn  Bish-
op  Center;  One
Bishop  Circle;
Storrs,  CT.  Doors
will  be  open  at
6:00 p.m. to allow
review of  informa-
tional materials. 
Written  comments
should be sent to:
Paul Ferri,  UConn
- Office of Environ-
mental  Policy,  31
LeDoyt  Road,  U-
3055;  Storrs,  CT
06269;  Fax:860-
486-5477;  paul.
ferri@uconn.edu.  
The  deadline  for
comments is June
6, 2014.

Legal Notice
HAMPTON
PLANNING

AND ZONING
COMMISSION

The Hampton PZC
will conduct a pub-
lic  hearing  on
Monday,  April  28,
2014 at 7:00 PM in
the  Hampton
Town  Hall,  Route
97,  for  the follow-
ing:
1.   Application  of
the Hampton PZC
to amend the zon-
ing  regulations
pertaining to: uses
in  the  business
zone; nonconform-
ing lots; definitions
of  terms;  access
and traffic  circula-
tion;  building
height;  buildable
area;  landscaping;
architectural  re-
quirements;  signs;
site plan and spe-
cial permit require-
ments;  and  dele-
tion  of  the  busi-
ness-industrial
zone category (not
in use). 
The  public  may
speak  and  submit
written  communi-
cations  until  the
close of the public
hearing.  The pro-
posed  regulations

Legal Notices

Legal Notice
EIE Notice 

UCONN STEM
Residence Hall

University of
Connecticut,
Storrs, CT

The University has
prepared an Envi-
ronmental  Impact
Evaluation (EIE) to
further  evaluate
the  potential  envi-
ronmental  impacts
of  the  proposed
Science Technolo-
gy  Engineering
and  Math  Resi-
dence Hall next to
the  Hilltop  Resi-
dence Halls  (Hale
and  Ellsworth)  on
Alumni Drive.  The
proposed  resi-
dence  hall  con-
sists of 650 to 800
beds in an 8 or 9-
story  building  or
buildings  totaling
200,000  to
250,000  gross
square  feet.  The
STEM  Residence
Hall would provide
housing  for  first-
year students.
This  document  is
available for public
review  and  com-
ment  and  can  be
obtained at one or
more of the follow-
ing  locations:
Mansfield  Town
Clerks  Office,  Au-
drey  P  Beck  Mu-
nicipal  Building,  4
South  Eagleville
Road,  Mansfield,
CT;  Mansfield
Public  Library,  54
Warrenville  Road,
Mansfield,  CT;
and, 

 http://www.
envpolicy.uconn.

edu/eie.html
A public  hearing

Help WantedHelp Wanted

Help WantedHelp Wanted

Help WantedHelp Wanted

Up to 6 lines 30 days only $25
  the Chronicle Auto Special!

•  Includes photo

•  We’ll even run it
   again FREE, if 
   it doesn’t sell!  860-423-8466  x3363    email: classified@thechronicle.com • CTjobs.com

  Classifieds

the
Chronicle

We
Deliver!

Meet with representatives from Wayne J. Griffin Electric, Inc. to learn about 
employment opportunities on projects throughout Connecticut.

Experience with Industrial, Commercial & 
Institutional projects preferred
Interviews conducted on the spot
Walk-ins welcome, or call for an appointment

CT Licensed Electricians & Apprentices
Visit us at our Career Fair at the

Sheraton™ Bradley Airport

www.waynejgriffinelectric.com

To schedule an appointment, please call:
1-800-421-0151, ext. 5308 or
Email:  fieldrecruiting@wjgei.com

Career growth 
        opportunities

Offering competitive 
benefits and wages

MA Lic. A8999 CT Lic. ELC.123697-E1     
As an EEO/AA Employer, women, minorities, veterans & 
applicants with disabilities are encouraged to apply.MA Lic. A8999 CT Lic. ELC.123697-E1     

the
Chronicle
860.423.8466
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Your Business is Our Business!
Find Your Direction Here!

Call for Rates: 
860.423.8466   x3363

Home Improvement

Excavation

Tree Care

Flooring
WYNDHAM WOOD WORKS

Hardwood flooring specialists, 
Sanding, finishing & repairs.

New floors supplied. 
Installed & finished

Free Estimate • Lic. #604784
(860) 455-5369

Roofing
Landscaping

Gutter Cleaning

Scrap Metal RemovalJunk Car/
Truck Removal

Firewood

FREE SCRAP METAL 
REMOVAL

Remove any and all metal items 
from house or property.

Items include: Mowers, Washers, 
Dryers, AC's, Fridges and more.

860-228-4544

Hawthorne & Gosselin
Excavation

Excavation, Landscaping, 
Stone Walls, Stamped Concrete, 

Custom Stone Work.
Brandon Hawthorne and
Richard Gosselin, owners

860-428-9453    860-456-2661
email: richg146@charter.net

CHRIS the 
GUTTER GUY
Let us take out what nature 

leaves behind.
Gutter Installation

Gutter cleaning and repair
Seamless Gutters

Free Estimates   •    Fully Insured
Lic. # HIC 0630038
860-428-5506

website:
www.gutterguysct.com

Grinning Iguana 
Landscaping 

Mowing, Landscaping & Design, Mulching, 
Tree & Brush Removal & Power Washing

Kevin Tedford, 
owner

860-974-1544
Lic. #613887 

Roofing - 
Siding - Windows

Creating a Harmony
between customer, 

contractor & community.
  Lic. #604200 • Fully Insured

Call Now For Our 
Seasonal Roofing Sale!!!

(860) 645-8899
100% Financing 

Available

Creating a Harmony between
customer, contractor and 

community.
Lic. #604200  •  Fully Insured

Hawthorne 
Tree Care,  LLC

Complete, Competitive, 
Professional Tree Care    

     * Tree Removal  
     * Chipping
     * 60 ft. Bucket Truck 
     * Expert Tree Climbing
     * Fully Insured
     * Licensed  Arborist        

Brandon Hawthorne, Owner
Phone 860-456-2661

PAYING CASH FOR 
JUNK CARS AND 

TRUCKS - $150-$500

NO TITLES NEEDED!
CALL DAVE

401-487-6091

Lawn Care

Home Improvements, Painting, 
Gutter Cleaning, Brush Removal,

Leaf Clean Up & Removal,  
Dirt Driveway Repair, Lawn Repair, 

 Lawn Mowing & Mulch Gardens
Also Offer: Powerwashing &
Handyman Work Available

Competitive Pricing
CT Lic. & Ins.  •  HIC# 0627112

Residential & Commercial

No Job Too Big Or Too Small! 
Too Much To List!

JAKE'S LAWNCARE &
HOME IMPROVEMENT, LLC

With this ad 5%-10% Off
Local 860-420-9887

Now Accepting New Customers!Andrew Maines Construction
 Storrs, Connecticut

Home Repairs • No job too small 
Siding, Masonry, Roofing

Carpentry, Interior and Exterior 
Painting, Lawn Care and more.

 Free Estimates
 Lic. #0628357             Insured

 860-208-3689 • 860-208-2687

GOOD QUALITY FIREWOOD

             $185/cord 
                includes local delivery

Small hand bundles of firewood, good 
quality horse hay and mulch hay

 also available.

Please call 860-428-9502

Powerwashing

 Insured & Licensed
25 Years Experience

860-456-8633
FREE  ESTIMATES!

A. JASON GAMACHE
Powerwashing & Painting 

SPRING SPECIAL!
SAVE 10-15%

WITH THIS AD!

Septic Systems

MILRICK LAWN SERVICE & 
LANDSCAPING LLC

Lawn maintenance, organic lawn 
treatments including aeration, 
fertilization and top seeding.  

Paved walkways, patios, retaining walls, 
mulching, plant & 

garden installation. 
Spring cleanups. 

Drainage solutions.  
Commercial & Residential. 

Licensed and Insured. Member of BBB and 
Windham Chamber of Commerce. 

860-942-8586
milricklawnservice.com 

HIC# 0622966

Septic Tank
Pumping

Licensed & Insured

860-228-0415

• New Septic Systems
• Sewer Connections
• Tank Removal

Call Pops Today

Lawn Care

Paving/Seal Coating
COLUMBIA SEALCOAT CO.

CALL 860-228-7171

Protect & Renew your 
pavement. Jet black finish, 

patch work and small 
paving jobs, gravel and 

stone driveways. 
Commercial & Residential. 

Licensed & Insured
#0552418

DZEN
Residential Roofing

Full Roof Replacements
Senior Discounts
Call Dean Pinto

860-289-1663
www.dzenresidentialroofing.com

Lic. #611005
Full Workers Comp. & Liability

RJ Mellady
Home Improvement 

Contractor
Roofing, Siding, Additions, Decks,

Garages, Sheds, Window Replacement,
Outside Home Repairs & Handicap Ramps

30 Years Exp.    •   Free Estimates
Lic# 568600         Fully Insured

860-456-1519 or 860-428-6127

Asphalt Paving

Paving, Seal Coating, Etc.
Residential & Commercial

Office 860-848-8808

Cell 860-625-4107

Asphalt Paving by

GW LLC

Licensed
& Insured

Free
Estimates

Call 860-423-8466 x3363 To Advertise Your Business!

LOCAL SERVICE DIRECTORY

Unfurnished To
Rent

MANSFIELD 2BR, some
w/attic  storage,  some
w/free  H/HW.  $710-
$895. 860-429-2354.

WMTC 1,2&3BRs, $615+ up.
Sec./Refs.   No  pets.
IMA 860-423-3936.

Office Space 
For Rent

OFFICE space for rent
in  Mansfield  and
Windham.  Small
suites to 3,150 sq. ft.
Call  Tom,  860-539-
4953.  www.crossen
builders.com

Real Estate 
For Sale

HOUSE FOR SALE
$119,900

Windham 3 or 4 BR, 2
car  garage,  lots  of
updates,   close  to
downtown. Great val-
ue. HST, Joe Under-
wood. 860-456-0009

Used Cars
MERCURY  GRAND

MARQUIS  '98,  runs
great,  looks  good,
cold AC, PW, PD, P.
seats,  V8 auto,  cus-
tom wheels & orginal
wheels. $4,300 OBO
860-634-0810

Merchandise For
Sale

ARIEN'S  SNOW
BLOWER  electric
start.  $350  or  best
offer! 860-228-9154

BOAT Trailer  with
bunks for catamaran
or  personal  water-
craft plus trolling mo-
tor.  Best  Offer!  860-
429-1965

KAYAK Dagger  rpm,
9',  white  water  boat,
40lbs., spray skirt in-
cld.   $400.  860-642-
6178.

TON of yarn, $500 firm.
Full lot, no break up,
no  return.  Serious
buyer only.  860-228-
1284.

Unfurnished To
Rent

ASHFORD 1BR, on-site
laundry.  Sunny,  quiet
setting.  $585-$630.
860-429-2354.

ASHFORD 2BR Duplex-
es,  some  w/carport.
Big  closets,  on-site
laundry.  No  dogs.
$750-$825/MO.  (860)
429-2354.

N. WINDHAM 2BR, 1.5 BA
unit,  Townhouse  style,
w/full  bsmnt.  &  1  car
gar.,  AC,  all  applis.,
heat   incld.,  $1235.
Tom      860-871-2987

www.crossenbuilders.com

Help Wanted

FT DENTAL 
RECEPTIONIST

Dental Specialty 
office, Mansfield. 

Exp. req. Please fax
 resumes & salary 
requirements to 
203-306-3097

Bargain Box

CYCLONE RAKE $200
MUST  MOVE!!!!!
860-228-9154

HP Notebook  for  sale!
Windows  7,  new
hard drive, 32 bit op-
erating  system,  web
cam and 4GB mem-
ory.  Works  great.
$150. Call   860-208-
1975

MIRROR 34.5” x 43.5”,
dark  wood,  beveled
glass,  frame  3.5”,
light new, $50; Ethan
Allen cherry sofa ta-
ble,  with  2  uphol-
stered  stools,  3
drawers,  exc.  cond.,
16”Dx56”Wx28”H,
$150;  Writing  table
with  inlay  wood  on
top & slide out draw-
er for computer key-
board,  like  new,
28”Dx47”Wx30”H,
$125. 860-377-4153

PET  CONTAINMENT
SYSTEM  wireless,
model  #PIF300 nev-
er again worry where
your  dog  is!  $100.
Fish  pond,  used  but
in  good  cond.  $25.
Call 860-423-2721

Help Wanted

Drivers: Up to $5,000.00 Sign-On Bonus***
Dedicated Windsor freight! 100% driver 

unloading using rollers. Average of $52,000.00
yearly. Full Comprehensive Benefits Pkg!  
Werner Enterprises: 1-855-615-4429

PART-TIME POSITION
St.  Joseph  Church  in

Willimantic, CT has a
19-hrs.  per  wk.  Ad-
ministrative  Asst.
position  avail.  Must
have  exp.  with  Mi-
crosoft  Office  and
Outlook 2010.  Bi-lin-
gual  pref.  For addi-
tional  information  or
to apply, please con-
tact Susan Lalashuis
at  860-423-8439,
ext. 11.

Help Wanted

CLECC seeks FT Tod-
dler Teacher (w/  de-
gree),  FT  Teacher's
Assistant,  Camp
Counselors.  Experi-
ence Required. Send
cover  letter  and  re-
sume  to  clecc@-
clshebron.org

DRIVERS needed now!
Must  have  public
service  license  &  a
clean  driving record.
Call  Ace  Taxi  860-
373-7375

Help Wanted

Legal Notices

and  written  com-
munications  may
be  received.   No
information  shall
be  received  after
the  close  of  the
public  hearing.
Additional informa-
tion is available in
the  Mansfield
Town  Clerk's  Of-
fice.   Dated  April
24, 2014.

Sarah Accorsi
Chairman

Help Wanted

WARNING
Readers are advised

that  some  “work  at
home” ads or ads of-
fering information on
jobs,  government
homes  or  vehicles,
may require an initial
investment. We urge
you  to  investigate
the  company's
claims  thoroughly
with the Better Busi-
ness  Bureau  of  the
state you are writing
or  calling  before
sending  any  money
and proceed at  your
own  risk.  If  you
choose  to  call  an
800  number,  let  the
tape  recorded  mes-
sage end before you
hang up.

Legal Notices

do Alvarez Matos -
Couch,  love  seat,
mattresses,  bed
frames, 2 TVs.
Unit 317 - Heather
Setterberg - Toys,
freezer,  dresser,
crib,  AC  unit,
shredder,  totes,
many boxes.
Unit  324  -  Ken-
neth  D.  Berry  -
Freezer,  washer,
sink, china cab, ta-
bles,  chairs,
speakers,  mat-
tress, bed frame.
Unit  421  -  Janis
Debonee  -  Suit-
case,  microwave,
totes,  boxes,
bags.
Unit  426  -  Cheryl
Baricko  -  Bed-
frames,  fishing
poles, Xmas deco-
rations,  suitcase,
boxes.
Unit  513-  Fernan-
do  Sanchez-  Mo-
torcycle,  mattress-
es,  box  springs,
lamp,  chairs,
kitchen table.

Legal Notice
The  Mansfield
Zoning  Board  of
Appeals will hold a
public  hearing  on
May  14,  2014  at
7:00  p.m.  in  the
Council  Chamber
of  the  Audrey  P.
Beck  Municipal
Building,  4  South
Eagleville Road, to
hear comments on
the following appli-
cation:
7:00 P.M. - C-Tec
Solar  for  a  Vari-
ance  of  Art  VIII,
Sec A to install  a
ground-mounted
solar  array  12'
from the side prop-
erty line where 35'
is  required at  137
Summit Rd.
7:30 P.M. - Debo-
rah  Dancy  for  a
Variance  of  Art
VIII,  Sec  B.4.c  to
construct  a  mud
room and  one-car
garage  addition
onto  an  existing
residence  where
the garage will  be
14'  7"  from  the
side  property  line
where  25'  is  re-
quired  at  56  Far-
rell Rd.
8:00 P.M. - Steven
Guyette for a Vari-
ance  of  Art  VIII,
Sec A to divide a
56  acre  parcel  of
land into two lots,
one having 137' of
frontage  where
200' is required at
140  Codfish  Falls
Rd.
At this public hear-
ing, interested par-
ties  may  appear

Legal Notices

Environmental
Policy,  31  LeDoyt
Road,  U-3055;
Storrs,  CT 06269;
Fax:  860-486-
5477;  jason.
coite@uconn.edu.
The  deadline  for
comments is June
6, 2014.

Legal Notice
PUBLIC 

AUCTION
Notice  is  hereby
given that on Sat-
urday  May  17,
2014 at 9:00 a.m.,
Columbia  Rent-A-
Space  will  sell  by
public  auction
(cash sales only)
at  2  Commerce
Dr,  Columbia  CT,
the personal prop-
erty stored by:
Unit  3  -  Brian In-
gle  -  Car  under
tarp, 2 generators,
air  compressor,
drill press, key cut-
ter,  cabinets,
bookshelves.
Unit  43  -  Diana
Santos  -  2  bikes,
tires, shovels, suit-
case, laundry bag.
Unit  88  -  Caitlyn
Setterberg - Enter-
tainment  center,
cabinets,  dresser,
table,  couch,
chairs,  TV,  cross
trainer.
Unit  89  -  Jeffrey
Mongillo - 42 x 16'
lengths  of  mold-
ing.
Unit  116  -  Erik
Rivera - 4 Tires on
rims, gas can.
Unit  122  -  Kerry
Kelly  -  Refrigera-
tor, screen house,
totes, boxes.
Unit  127  -  Hugh
Williams - Suitcas-
es,  guitar,  carpet,
vacuum, boxes.
Unit  183  -  Glenn
Ortiz  -  Fishing
poles,  flat  screen
TV, clothes, shelv-
ing unit, cooler. 
Unit  218  -  Carol
Lang  -  Loom,
many  boxes,  ta-
bles,  desk,  bed
frames.
Unit 229 - Samuel
Mensah-  Suitcas-
es, leather couch-
es,  wine  fridge,
rug,  table,
turntable.
Unit  280  -  Diane
Chase  -  China
cabinet, bookshelf,
tables,  trunk,
chairs, boxes.
Unit  296  -  Brian
Philbrick  -  Chair,
totes, 2 TVs, DVD
player,  suitcase,
tent.
Unit  305  -  Linda
Lazur - Household
goods
Unit 307 - Reynal-

Legal Notices

Legal Notice
NOTICE OF

AVAILABILITY
OF 

ENVIRONMEN-
TAL 

IMPACT 
EVALUATION
AND PUBLIC

HEARING
NEW ENGI-
NEERING &
SCIENCE

BUILDING AT
THE 

UNIVERSITY
OF 

CONNECTICUT,
STORRS

An Environmental
Impact Evaluation

has been pre-
pared pursuant to
requirements of
the Connecticut
Environmental

Policy Act for the
construction of a
New Engineering

& Science Building
off Glenbrook
Road at the

UConn Storrs
Campus.   This

five-story, 118,000
GSF building is

proposed to be lo-
cated between the
Chemistry Building
and the Psycholo-
gy/Biology Build-

ing, partially within
the footprint of the
old Central Ware-
house, which will
be demolished.

This document is
available for public
review and com-
ment and can be

obtained at one or
more of the follow-

ing locations:
Mansfield Town

Clerk's Office, Au-
drey P Beck Mu-
nicipal Building, 4
South Eagleville
Road, Mansfield,

CT; Mansfield
Public Library, 54
Warrenville Road,

Mansfield, CT;
and,  http://www.
envpolicy.uconn.

edu/eie.html
A  public  hearing
on this project will
be  held  on  May
29,  2014  at  7:00
PM (Doors will  be
open at 6:00 p.m.
to  allow review of
informational  ma-
terials)  at  Room
146;  UConn  Bish-
op  Center;  One
Bishop  Circle;
Storrs, CT.
Written  comments
should be sent to:
Jason  Coite,
UConn -  Office of

ATTENTION 
STUDENTS

We are looking for students
between the ages of 12 and 17 to deliver 

t he  Chron i c l e
 in  the  Wi l l imant ic  area
Bel levue St ,  Church St , 

Prospect  St .  &  Summit  St .
 Perfect  af ter  school  job!

Call our carrier hotline:
860-423-8466 ext. 3317

$

$

$

$
$

$$

Continued from 
Page 11
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Legal Notices

Legal Notice
NOTICE OF

AVAILABILITY
OF 

ENVIRONMEN-
TAL 

IMPACT 
EVALUATION
AND PUBLIC

HEARING
NEW ENGI-
NEERING &
SCIENCE

BUILDING AT
THE 

UNIVERSITY
OF 

CONNECTICUT,
STORRS

An Environmental
Impact Evaluation

has been pre-
pared pursuant to
requirements of
the Connecticut
Environmental

Policy Act for the
construction of a
New Engineering

& Science Building
off Glenbrook
Road at the

UConn Storrs
Campus.   This

five-story, 118,000
GSF building is

proposed to be lo-
cated between the
Chemistry Building
and the Psycholo-
gy/Biology Build-

ing, partially within
the footprint of the
old Central Ware-
house, which will
be demolished.

This document is
available for public
review and com-
ment and can be

obtained at one or
more of the follow-

ing locations:
Mansfield Town

Clerk's Office, Au-
drey P Beck Mu-
nicipal Building, 4
South Eagleville
Road, Mansfield,

CT; Mansfield
Public Library, 54
Warrenville Road,

Mansfield, CT;
and,  http://www.
envpolicy.uconn.

edu/eie.html
A  public  hearing
on this project will
be  held  on  May
29,  2014  at  7:00
PM (Doors will  be
open at 6:00 p.m.
to  allow review of
informational  ma-
terials)  at  Room
146;  UConn  Bish-
op  Center;  One
Bishop  Circle;
Storrs, CT.
Written  comments
should be sent to:
Jason  Coite,
UConn -  Office of
Environmental
Policy,  31  LeDoyt
Road,  U-3055;
Storrs,  CT 06269;
Fax:  860-486-
5477;  jason.
coite@uconn.edu.
The  deadline  for
comments is June
6, 2014.

PUBLISHER'S 
NOTICE OF 

ADVERTISING
The Chronicle assumes

no financial responsi-
bility for errors in ad-
vertisements, but will
reprint  that  part  of
the  ad  that  was  in-
correct  and  altered
the meaning or effect
of the ad.

Advertisers  must  notify
the  Chronicle  adver-
tising  department
within  24  hours of
such error and then it
will be rerun once.

The  Chronicle  will  not
knowingly  accept
any  advertisement
that is  in violation of
any applicable laws.

The publisher  reserves
the right to edit or re-
ject  any  submitted
material  she  deems
not in the best inter-
est  of  the  Chronicle
readers.

Legal Notices

Legal Notice
EIE Notice 

UCONN STEM
Residence Hall

University of
Connecticut,
Storrs, CT

The University has
prepared an Envi-
ronmental  Impact
Evaluation (EIE) to
further  evaluate
the  potential  envi-
ronmental  impacts
of  the  proposed
Science Technolo-
gy  Engineering
and  Math  Resi-
dence Hall next to
the  Hilltop  Resi-
dence Halls  (Hale
and  Ellsworth)  on
Alumni Drive.  The
proposed  resi-
dence  hall  con-
sists of 650 to 800
beds in an 8 or 9-
story  building  or
buildings  totaling
200,000  to
250,000  gross
square  feet.  The
STEM  Residence
Hall would provide
housing  for  first-
year students.
This  document  is
available for public
review  and  com-
ment  and  can  be
obtained at one or
more of the follow-
ing  locations:
Mansfield  Town
Clerks  Office,  Au-
drey  P  Beck  Mu-
nicipal  Building,  4
South  Eagleville
Road,  Mansfield,
CT;  Mansfield
Public  Library,  54
Warrenville  Road,
Mansfield,  CT;
and, 

 http://www.
envpolicy.uconn.

edu/eie.html
A  public  hearing
on this project will
be  held  on  May
29,  2014  at  7:30
PM (or immediate-
ly  after  the  New
Science  &  Engi-
neering  Building
EIEs  public  hear-
ing,  whichever  is
later)  at  Room
146;  UConn  Bish-
op  Center;  One
Bishop  Circle;
Storrs,  CT.  Doors
will  be  open  at
6:00 p.m. to allow
review of  informa-
tional materials. 
Written  comments
should be sent to:
Paul Ferri,  UConn
- Office of Environ-
mental  Policy,  31
LeDoyt  Road,  U-
3055;  Storrs,  CT
06269;  Fax:860-
486-5477;  paul.
ferri@uconn.edu.  
The  deadline  for
comments is June
6, 2014.
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Spurs blaze to win 
over Trail Blazers

Sports Network
SAN ANTONIO — The San Antonio Spurs rudely welcomed the 

Portland Trail Blazers to the second round of the NBA postseason in 
their series’ opener on Tuesday.

Tony Parker led six San Antonio players in double-figures with 33 
points and doled out nine assists as the seasoned veterans made a 
statement with a 116- 92 drubbing of the emerging yet still developing 
Blazers.

The Spurs did not need their stars down the stretch for the second 
straight game thanks to building a big lead that was never seriously 
threatened.

Marco Belinelli contributed 19 points off the bench, Tim Duncan 
finished with 12 points and 11 rebounds and Kawhi Leonard added 16 
points and nine boards for San Antonio, which ousted the eighth-seeded 
Dallas Mavericks in Game 7 on Sunday with a similarly lopsided 23-
point rout.

“We have to realize Game 1 is just Game 1. It’s just one game,” Parker 
said. “They will come out with a lot of energy (in Game 2) and we have 
to match that.”

Game 2 is set for Thursday at AT&T Center.
LaMarcus Aldridge put up 32 points and 14 rebounds for Portland, 

while Damian Lillard, the hero in the series clincher against Houston 
on Friday, started slow and ended with 17 points on 6-of-15 shooting in 
the humbling loss.

Portland reached the Western Conference semifinals for the first time 
in 14 years when Lillard ended the Rockets’ season with a dramatic 
buzzer-beating 3- pointer in Game 6.

On the new stage, however, the Blazers played like deer in head-
lights.

In their first six possessions, they missed six shots, had two turnovers 
and trailed 8-0 after Parker drove to the hoop for two.

An early time-out did little to help Portland, which shot 21.7 percent 
(5-of-23) from the field in the opening frame and nearly got outscored 
by Parker himself, with the All-Star point guard’s 13-point quarter lead-
ing the way to a 29-16 spread.

“They did what championship teams do. They set the tone early,” 
Aldridge said of the Spurs. 

“They let us know how it’s going to be.”
Parker’s foul-line jumper gave the Spurs a 20-point lead less than six 

minutes into the second quarter, and an 8-0 run a little later, capped by 
Leonard’s 1-handed leaner in the lane, extended the margin to 58-32.

Belinelli ended the scoring in a 1-sided half with his third 3-pointer, 
and the Spurs, after making 60 percent of their shots (27-of-45), entered 
halftime with an sizeable 65-39 cushion.

Heat roll to opening win over Nets
MIAMI — The Miami Heat finally cracked the Brooklyn Nets’ code.
And unlike the previous four meetings this season, this one wasn’t 

close.
LeBron James had 22 points and five rebounds and the Heat routed 

the Nets, 107-86, in Game 1 of their NBA Eastern Conference semifinal 
series.

Brooklyn won all four meetings in the regular season by a combined 
12 points. Three of those victories came by a mere point, while the other 
came in double overtime.

The Heat led by three points at the half, but pulled away in the third 
quarter after outscoring the Nets 33-23 and shooting 70.6 percent (12-
of-17) from the floor. They took a 13-point advantage into the fourth, 
where the two-time defending champs cruised to victory.

Game 2 is Thursday night in Miami.
Chris Bosh posted 15 points and 11 rebounds, while Ray Allen 

knocked down four 3-pointers off the bench and finished with 19 points 
for the Heat, who hadn’t played since sweeping the Charlotte Bobcats 
in the first round on April 28.

“I liked the energy, the activity,” Heat head coach Erik Spoelstra said. 
“Guys were competing like that the last couple of days in practice.”

Dwyane Wade, who missed two of the meetings between Brooklyn 
this season due to injuries, added 14 points and five assists in the tri-
umph.

Miami shot 56.8 percent (42-of-74) from the field and outscored the 
Nets in the paint, 52-28.

“I think the most important thing was the rhythm we were in,” James 
said. “We were in attack mode and we didn’t turn the ball over ... We 
got what we wanted.”

Joe Johnson and Deron Williams netted 17 points apiece to lead the 
Nets, while Kevin Garnett went scoreless for the first time in his playoff 
career.

“We need to attack them more than we did tonight,” Garnett said.
Brooklyn advanced to the East semis after barely hanging on to beat 

the Toronto Raptors in a Game 7 at the Air Canada Centre when Paul 
Pierce blocked Kyle Lowry’s floater right before the buzzer.

The Heat headed into the break with a 46-43 edge and further extend-
ed that advantage with a 15-2 run during the middle stages of the third 
quarter.

Bosh put in the first seven points of the surge, which included a triple 
and a 3-point play from the Miami center, and Mario Chalmers capped 
it with a layup for a 70-54 spread.

Williams banked in a straightaway three right before the third-quarter 
buzzer to cut the deficit to 79-66 heading into the fourth, but Brooklyn 
never whittled the gap any further in the final frame.

Miami, meanwhile, built a bulge as high 23 points down the stretch.
Earlier, the Heat led 22-20 after a quarter of play and Bosh concluded 

a 12-4 burst in the second with a pair of free throws for a 34-24 cushion 
near the midway point of the stanza.

Johnson finished off an 11-2 Brooklyn surge with a trey to get the 
Nets within 42-40, and Williams knocked down a 3-pointer at the horn 
just over a minute later.

USA Today Sports
Forward Marco Belinelli of the San Antonio Spurs drives to 
the basket past Will Barton of the Portland Trail Blazers dur-
ing Tuesday night’s Game 1 of their NBA Western Conference 
playoff series at the AT&T Center in San Antonio.

LITTLE EAST CONFERENCE
BASEBALL TOURNAMENT

Today’s Games
At Eastern Connecticut State University — Mansfield

Game 1 — No. 1 Eastern Connecticut State University (28-7) vs. No. 6 Rhode Island College (12-21), 11 a.m.
Game 2 — No. 2 Southern Maine (28-10) vs. No. 5 Plymouth State University (22-14), 2:30 p.m.
Game 3 — No. 3 Massachusetts-Dartmouth (19-20) vs. No. 4 Massachusetts-Boston (17-22), 6 p.m.

Thursday’s Games
Game 4 — Game 1 loser vs. Game 2 loser, 11 a.m.
Game 5 — Game 1 winner vs. Game 3 loser, 2:30 p.m.
Game 6 — Game 2 winner vs. Game 3 winner, 6 p.m.
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 STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
 

 DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY&ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
 

 OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 

 79 ELM STREET, HARTFORD, CT 06106-5127 
 
 

 To: Jason Coite - Environmental Compliance Analyst 
  UConn - Office of Environmental Policy, 31 LeDoyt Road, U-3055, Storrs, CT 

 From: David J. Fox - Senior Environmental Analyst Telephone:   860-424-4111 

 Date: June 6, 2014 E-Mail:  david.fox@ct.gov 

 Subject: Engineering & Science Building  
 
 The Department of Energy & Environmental Protection (DEEP) has reviewed the 
Environmental Impact Evaluation for the proposed construction of a New Engineering and 
Science Building (NESB) on Glenbrook Road on the Storrs campus.  The following commentary 
is submitted for your consideration. 
 
 In our comments on the STEM dormitory, the Department expressed concerns over the 
University’s ability to reliably provide water supply to meet the increased demand of that 
project, in conjunction with this new building and the Innovative Partnership Building, without 
the proposed interconnection with the Connecticut Water Company.  Because this project is not 
anticipated to be operational until 2017 and its water usage is by far the smallest of the three 
projects, water supply does not appear to be as serious a concern for this EIE. 
 
 As discussed in the EIE, the site is mapped as a 100-year flood zone on the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map despite the undergrounding of Eagleville Brook sometime prior to 1951.  
The application for Flood Management Certification should include a demonstration that the 
underground 48” pipe has the capacity to convey the 100-year flood flow.  In addition, 
groundwater is proposed to be directed away from the proposed building’s foundation and 
discharged to the stormwater system, which flows into the piped brook.  The application should 
also demonstrate that the pipe has the capacity to convey this additional flow, which is judged to 
be nominal in the document, during the 100-year event. 
 
 The EIE calculated that redevelopment of the site of the former warehouse would result in 
a net loss of 3000 sq.ft. of impervious surface and explains that potential LID opportunities may 
be included in stormwater design to meet LEED requirements.  The project site will reportedly 
be reviewed for cumulative mitigation measures as part of the upcoming Master Plan CEPA 
process.  The Department suggests that reconsideration be given to including LID techniques as 
integral components of the building design, as opposed to subsequent retrofitting.  As noted in 
our scoping comments, having construction equipment on-site for the building would, at a 
minimum, eliminate mobilization costs for installing LID measures.  Incorporating LID 
techniques during project design would also allow a wider range of options to be considered.  
DEEP recommends reconsideration of the stormwater management system during final design of 
the NESB, to include review of a fuller suite of stormwater practices including infiltration, 
bioretention, evapo-transporation, extended detention, and rainwater harvesting and reuse 
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Jason Coite - 2 - June 6, 2014 

options.  If the University demonstrates the inability to incorporate such suite of practices into 
this project, then this should be addressed in the University’s Master Planning EIE. 
 
 The TMDL for Eagleville Brook (2007) investigated a number of potential causes for the 
documented degradation of downstream aquatic habitat, low fish abundance and lack of sensitive 
benthic stream invertebrate taxa that resulted in a non supporting assessment of aquatic life for 
the mid and lower waterbody segments of Eagleville Brook.  There is ample data to support the 
theory that impervious cover with a watershed alters the natural stream hydrograph, resulting in 
decreased groundwater recharge.  That recharge is predominately responsible for the baseflow 
conditions of the receiving surface water streams.  The complex relationship of groundwater 
recharge and surface stream flow is compounded by increases of impervious surface area, as has 
occurred in recent decades on the University campus.  By relying on quickly shunting rainfall 
and snow melt runoff directly into a receiving stream, as is proposed by the NESB project, the 
groundwater recharge functions are bypassed, to the detriment of the natural stream hydrograph 
(and the downstream aquatic organisms dependant on that stream flow regime). 
 
 The Eagleville Brook Watershed Team, which includes representatives of several 
University departments and programs, DEEP and the Town of Mansfield, has reviewed the 
TMDL for Eagleville Brook and subsequent response documents (2010 and 2011).  The Team is 
pursuing approvable project proposals to implement several of the “top ten” stormwater retrofit 
and low impact development priority site recommendations.  Over the last several years the 
University has accomplished a number of related retrofits and incorporation of LID measures 
across several new and redeveloped sites on the main campus.  The education and outreach has 
expanded well beyond the University campus footprint, and a diverse audience of students, land 
use commissioners, designers, engineers and community planners have visited these 
installations, in person or through the virtual LID campus tour developed by the University’s 
Natural Resources Academy students in 2013.  The local community and watershed stakeholders 
are closely tracking the University actions to further implement the Eagleville Brook Impervious 
Cover TMDL and are expecting that some of the original “top ten” priority recommended actions 
will be implemented soon.  This is especially true for (re)development projects with stormwater 
management needs that are in close proximity to the Eagleville Brook corridor.  This EIE states 
the initial recommendation of a bioretention installation on a portion of this NESB site will be 
deferred until a new Master Plan EIE is completed.  DEEP, as a member of the Eagleville Brook 
Watershed Team, recommends the University incorporate some practical LID design elements 
and stormwater management treatment during the construction phase of this project, and not 
defer such action until a later date. 
 
 DEEP further recommends the University continue to report on Eagleville Brook 
Impervious Cover TMDL implementation activities, as an element of tracking changes in 
impervious surface areas and their connections to the Eagleville Brook drainage system, through 
the CLEAR program. 
 
 The EIE states that the additional laboratory wastewater streams will be managed in 
accordance with existing University protocols, which include compliance the DEEP General 
Permit for Miscellaneous Discharges of Sewer Compatible Wastewater (MISC).  If the flow of 
wastewater from the laboratories is less than 1,000 gpd, the facility would not have to be 
registered under the MISC General Permit.  Registration will be required if the flow equals or is 
greater than 1,000 gpd. 
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Jason Coite - 3 - June 6, 2014 

 The new building will be equipped with a diesel fueled emergency generator to replace the 
old smaller unit at the adjacent Student Health Services Building that will be displaced by 
construction.  Based on the recent information submitted by Mr. Mark Bolduc, Environmental 
Compliance Analyst from UCONN, the emergency engine for the new engineering and science 
building will operate under Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies (RCSA) §22a-174-3b(e), 
“Permit by rule.”   
 
 In discussing mitigation of air quality impacts, the document lists retrofitting non-road 
construction equipment, complying with existing regulations regarding exhaust and the idling 
regulation.  As noted in our scoping comments, the Department typically encourages the use of 
newer off-road construction equipment that meets the latest EPA or California Air Resources 
Board (CARB) standards.  If that newer equipment cannot be used, equipment with the best 
available controls on diesel emissions including retrofitting with diesel oxidation catalysts or 
particulate filters in addition to the use of ultra-low sulfur fuel would be the second choice that 
can be effective in reducing exhaust emissions.  The use of newer equipment that meets EPA 
standards would obviate the need for retrofits.   
 
 The Department also encourages the use of newer on-road vehicles that meet either the 
latest EPA or California Air Resources Board (CARB) standards for construction projects.  
These on-road vehicles include dump trucks, fuel delivery trucks and other vehicles typically 
found at construction sites.  On-road vehicles older than the 2007-model year typically should be 
retrofitted with diesel oxidation catalysts or diesel particulate filters for projects.  Again, the use 
of newer vehicles that meet EPA standards would eliminate the need for retrofits. 
 
 Additionally, Section 22a-174-18(b)(3)(C) of the RCSA limits the idling of mobile sources 
to 3 minutes.  This regulation applies to most vehicles such as trucks and other diesel engine-
powered vehicles commonly used on construction sites.  Adhering to the regulation will reduce 
unnecessary idling at truck staging zones, delivery or truck dumping areas and further reduce on-
road and construction equipment emissions.  Use of posted signs indicating the three-minute 
idling limit is recommended.  It should be noted that only DEEP can enforce Section 22a-174-
18(b)(3)(C) of the RCSA.  Therefore, it is recommended that the project sponsor include 
language similar to the anti-idling regulations in the contract specifications for construction in 
order to allow them to enforce idling restrictions at the project site without the involvement of 
the Department. 
 
 Thank you for the opportunity to review this proposal.  If there are any questions 
concerning these comments, please contact me. 
 
 
cc:  Jeff Caiola, DEEP/IWRD 
 Corinne Fitting, DEEP/WPSD 
 Robert Hannon, DEEP/OPPD 
 Lidia Howard, DEEP/AEED 
 Rob Hust, DEEP/WPSD 
 Nisha Patel, DEEP/WPED 
 Ellen Pierce, DEEP/APSD 
 Peter Ploch, DEEP/WPED 
 Eric Thomas, DEEP/WPSD 
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               Manager, UConn 

               Jason Coite, Enviornmental Compliance  

                     – and -  

Presented By:  Stephen Lecco, A.I.C.P., C.E.P. - GZA  

 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

New Engineering & Science Building  * 

Environmental Impact Evaluation     *  

Public Hearing                      *  May 29, 2014 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

 

Storrs, Connecticut 

One Bishop Circle 

UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT 



comments.  Tonight's hearing is being transcribed, so we 

               We will then open the floor to public 

findings of the EIE.   

presentation giving an overview of the project and the 

Building.  Steve Lecco from GZA will lead a brief 

               Tonight we will lead off with the Science 

STEM, Residence Hall.   

Technology, Engineering and Math, otherwise known as 

Science Building and the second being the Science, 

projects.  The first being the New Engineering and 

Evaluations we've recently published for two UConn 

hearings.  One for each of the Environmental Impact 

               Tonight we will be holding two public 

Connecticut.   

Environmental Compliance Manager for the University of 

               My name is Jason Coite.  I'm the 

gentlemen.  Thank you for coming tonight.  

              MR. COITE:  Good evening, ladies and 

hereinbefore set forth . . . . .  

at which time the parties were represented as 

Bishop Circle, Storrs, Connecticut at 7:00 o'clock p.m., 

University of Connecticut, held on 29 May, 2014, at One 

public hearing before the State of Connecticut, 

               . . . . . Verbatim transcript of the   1
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Engineering and Science building is in the Research 

               The proposed location for the new 

following that we'll solicit comments.  

impacts associated with the proposed project.  And 

preferred alternative, and finally briefly summarize the 

project, it's highlights, talk about alternatives to the 

               Then I'll do a brief description of the 

Policy Act.   

CEPA process.  CEPA stands for Connecticut Environmental 

purpose of the project and talk a little bit about the 

as Jason stated.  First of all I'm going to go over the 

               I'm going to give a brief presentation, 

               Thank you, everyone, for coming.  

               MR. LECCO:  Thank you, Jason.  

               Thank you.  

presentation.   

          With that, I'll let Steve Lecco present his 

Residence Hall.  

recess, and then reopen and open the hearing on the 

will close the Science Building hearing, have a brief 

will hold this officially as two separate hearings.  We 

               Like we did for the scoping meetings, we 

of decision.  

will have a transcription available for the final record   1
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And this project triggers the CEPA process in general 

statutes for CEPA and implementing regulations as well.  

Connecticut Environmental Policy Act.  There are 

               What is CEPA?  CEPA stands for the 

Master Plan.   

which was determined to be deficient during the 2006 

also serves to provide much needed laboratory space, 

attract new faculty and new students.  And this project 

               Ultimately the University would like to 

educational system.  

where research has shown that there is a need in the 

mathematics, otherwise known as STEM, because that's 

Program focuses on science, technology, engineering and 

the next decade.  And particularly the Next Generation 

Generation Program, which will guide the University over 

basically one of the first projects in the Next 

               The purpose of the project is to -- is 

Science building is constructed.   

demolished regardless whether this new Engineering and 

is not part of this project.  It's going to be 

that's being slated for demolition soon.  The warehouse 

where the old central warehouse currently exists, and 

Road and North Eagleville Road.  It's to be located 

Neighborhood portion of the campus between Glenbrook   1
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Environmental Impact Evaluation.  We conducted an 

key issues that were needed to be addressed in the 

comments and based on our own research we identified the 

Willimantic River Alliance and the Town.  Based on those 

scoping comments from DEP, Department of Public Health, 

from January through March 22, 2014.  We received 

17th.  The comment period for that Scoping Process was 

We had a Public Scoping Meeting right here on March 

               Then there's a Public Scoping element.  

square feet of development.   

that triggers the CEPA threshold.  That's the 100,000 

               As I mentioned, there's a State action 

process.   

               This is a flowchart showing the CEPA 

as well.   

involvement, and it also involves public -- the public 

               CEPA requires State and Federal Agency 

for CEPA.  

future, so we've defaulted back to the old thresholds 

now.  There will be new thresholds developed in the 

Plan.  That plan has been updated and is sort of in flux 

according to the State Conservation and Development 

in what's formally known as a Neighborhood Growth Area, 

because it's greater than 100,000 square feet of space   1
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going to focus my presentation on the portable water 

scoping process and during our evaluation.  So, we're 

the most significant issues identified during the 

addressed.  In yellow we've identified those that were 

see, there's a host of elements that need to be 

natural and socioeconomical environment.  As you can 

               In general, we look at the physical, 

document, into one evaluation.   

protection.  CEPA incorporates all of those into one 

protection or floodplain protection or rare species 

specific regulations and programs for wetlands 

process in that it is all encompassing, whereas you have 

               CEPA is an interesting statute and 

decision will incorporate comments received tonight.   

Office of Policy and Management.  And that record of 

will issue a record of decision and submit that to the 

               Following that we will -- the University 

review and comment period, which ends on June 6th.  

hearing, which comes in the midst of the overall public 

               Tonight we're holding this public 

is the subject of tonight's meeting.  

and produced the Environmental Impact Evaluation, which 

preferred alternative, as well as other alternatives, 

alternatives analysis, evaluated the impacts of the   1
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               This is an oblique aerial view showing 

regardless of whether this project moves forward or not. 

this proposed action, because that would occur 

warehouse currently exists.  But that is not part of 

building would be located where the old central 

               And as I mentioned previously, the 

Probably exceeding the LEED Silver requirements.   

Policy, it will be a LEED Silver design, at a minimum.  

               As per State Law and the University's 

seats and 175 desks within the building.   

labs and offices.  There would be approximately 375 lab 

               The building would consists primarily of 

faculty and staff.   

attract approximately 182 new students and 11 new 

               It's estimated that this project would 

118,000 gross square feet.  

               The total square footage is estimated at 

sciences.   

chemical engineering and two -- two floors for life 

computational sciences, one to bioengineering, one to 

be a five story structure; one story devoted to 

The proposed new Engineering and Science building would 

               Just a summary of the proposed action.  

supply, stormwater and surface water quality.     1
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               Some features of the site.  The overall 

the chemistry building.   

direction, this is the old central warehouse and this is 

               Essentially looking in the other 

building and the old central warehouse.   

               This is looking east at the chemistry 

here.  

of pavement.  A lot of utilities running underground 

developed.  There is minimal amount of lawn space, a lot 

plant are here.  As you can see, the site is entirely 

               The biology building the central utility 

warehouse.  Now we're looking west toward the pharmacy.  

what the site will look like.  This is the old central 

               This is a couple of photographs showing 

state later on.  

features associated with the development, as I will 

utility connections and some of the other more green 

adjacent to the site, which is very helpful in terms of 

               The central utility plant is located 

known as the infirmary. 

and the student Health Services Building, otherwise 

the quad area, Glenbrook Road, North Eagleville Road, 

footprint of where the new building would be.  This is 

the old central warehouse.  This is roughly the   1

  2

  3

  4

  5

  6

  7

  8

  9

 10

 11

 12

 13

 14

 15

 16

 17

 18

 19

 20

 21

 22

 23

 24

8

QUALIFIED REPORTING SERVICES 



warehouse.   

the same size footprint wise as the old central 

be the new Engineering and Science building.  Roughly 

devised for the project.  North is this way.  This would 

               This is the concept plan that's been 

the actual development footprint.  

skirts the northern portion of our site, but not within 

is piped all along this stretch here.  It basically 

               See, our site is here.  Eagleville Brook 

well as a piped portion of Eagleville Brook.   

numerous underground utilities; steam, electrical, as 

               And as I mentioned previously, there's 

ranges from 11 to 24 feet below the ground surface.   

based on recent borings done as part of the project.  It 

               Groundwater at the site is quite variable 

various configurations.   

fill.  Manmade fill, alluvium and glacial till and 

               The subsurface of the site consists of 

primarily.   

showed in the pictures earlier, rooftops, sidewalks 

that, or 70 percent, is impervious surfaces.  As I 

construction is 2.1 acres.  One and a half acres of 

perimeter -- the area that would actually be under 

project area, that is the area of the building and its   1
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This would be in addition to the E2 building that would 

previously is the Engineer 2/Bronwell building site.  

               Another site that was considered 

site, as I mentioned previously.  

engineering and sciences.  So, this is the preferred 

facilities within the area of campus, focusing on 

synergistic reasons it would be good to co-locate like 

Neighborhood of the campus.  It was thought that for 

looked at other potential areas within the Research 

alternatives to the preferred site, and the University 

               As required by CEPA, we looked at 

stack for the central utility plant would be here.       

landscaping around it, the chemistry building.  The 

shows the proposed five story structure and the 

               An oblique rendering.  Looking southeast 

here.  

vehicular -- normal vehicular access would be allowed 

site for deliveries and maintenance as well.  But no 

order to provide suitable ramp access to get into the 

retaining wall that would need to be constructed here in 

lawn associated with the perimeter.  We've got a 

As you can see, there's a fair amount of landscaping and 

building.  A lot more than what currently exists now.  

               We have a lot of landscaping around the   1
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goal of improving and expanding the STEM program at the 

alternative, which, of course, does not meet the project 

               We also evaluated the no action 

needs of this project.  

have to be eight stories in order to meet the space 

this basically double the size of the building it would 

could make up for in lab space.  So, in order to make 

foot building just to satisfy -- just for whatever they 

funding.  And at that time it was only a 55,000 square 

Grant application submitted and it did not receive grant 

conceived, there was a National Institute of Health 

that area.  Back in 2009 when this alternative was 

which would be not congruent with everything else in 

probably an eight story building in that area of campus, 

be constructed.  However, Bronwell/E2 would need to be 

demolition of two wings of the E2 building in order to 

               Now, the Bronwell/E2 would require 

roughly have the same amount of impervious cover.        

alternative and Bronwell/E2.  In other words, they would 

reduction of impervious cover between the preferred 

found that there was no significant difference in 

alternative with the Bronwell and E2 alternative we 

               So, in comparing the preferred 

bridge both structures.    1
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               FEMA actually still maps this area as a 

for quite a long time.     

piped some time before 1951.  So, it's been underground 

the site.  That piped section of Eagleville Brook was 

Brook that skirts the site, but doesn't actually enter 

               There is a piped section of Eagleville 

mammals; skunks chipmunks and squirrels, et cetera.   

minimal wildlife habitat, except for urban dwelling 

site.  There are no wetlands on the site.  There is 

words, there are no rare species of critical habitats on 

within a natural diversity database area.  In other 

We're not within an aquifer protection area.  We're not 

               This is the aquifer protection area.  

watershed and the Fenton River Watershed.   

               This is the dividing line between that 

Watershed.   

this way.  It's all within the Willimantic River 

Willimantic River Watershed.  Eagleville Brook runs down 

               The site being here is within the 

the back which is essentially the same.  

environmental resources of the site.  We have a board in 

               Here we have a plan showing the 

project.  

University, which is the overall purpose and need of the   1
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               In terms of water quality, this would not 

nothing significant.  

small increase in air emissions as a result of that, but 

mobile unit, but it would be larger, so there would be a 

this project.  This new emergency generator would be a 

generator for the health services building as part of 

the project.  But we are replacing the emergency 

be a nominal increase in air emissions as a result of 

next to the existing central utility plant there would 

               In terms of air quality.  Being located 

significant.   

intersections in the project area, which is not 

one to three percent increase in traffic at the major 

new traffic generation, and it roughly corresponds to a 

building are already on campus.  But there would be some 

traffic.  Most of the students that would be using the 

traffic.  This project will not generate a lot of 

impacts associated with the project.  In terms of 

               This is just a brief summary of the 

is not an active floodplain and not a real floodplain.   

shows that there is a floodplain there, even though it 

the brook is actually underground.  But the record still 

time didn't look at the aerial photos and realize that 

floodplain, because whoever was doing the mapping at the   1
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is really no significant change in the shadows, you 

configuration, and that shadow analysis shows that there 

is important when you've got buildings in tight 

               There was a shadow analysis done, which 

issues associated with the site.   

acknowledge that, even though there are no flooding 

through the flood management certification and at least 

although it is mapped as a floodplain, so we have to go 

site, no wetlands, no flood -- no active floodplains, 

               As I mentioned, no protected species on 

one of the next slides.  

system, and I'll talk a little bit more about that in 

per day of non-portable water, using the reclaimed water 

gallons per day of portable water and about 680 gallons 

overall, the total net increase in demand would be 920 

interconnection will likely be operational.  And 

building is constructed the Connecticut Water Company 

be a significant negative impact.  By the time this 

               In terms of water supply, it should not 

impervious cover than what exists there today.  

We estimate that to be about 3,000 square feet 

cover on the site, which is a good amenity for the site. 

previously, there's an overall reduction in impervious 

be a major pollutant source.  And as I mentioned   1
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               In terms of water supply, it's estimated 

off very shortly.  

addressed in the Master Plan EIE which will be kicking 

particularly traffic and stormwater, and those will be 

there is potential for some cumulative impacts, 

               Now, in terms of cumulative impacts, 

Preservation Office in their public scoping review.  

project.  This was confirmed by the State Historic 

no historic or archaeological resources affected by the 

               In terms of cultural resources, there are 

the University.  

creation, as well as the additional students attending 

will be positive economic benefits, primarily in job 

               In terms of socioeconomics, we see there 

Just associated with the construction.   

               Noise impacts.  No negative impacts.  

proximity of the central utility plant.   

the adjacent development that's there, including the 

utilities are available on site because of the -- all 

               In terms of utilities, all the requisite 

character of that area.  

be a modern university building, consistent with the 

               In terms of visual aesthetics, it would 

know, pre and post construction.    1
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-- this was a significant public scoping comment.  The 

               Now, we need to consider Eagleville Brook 

project was included as part of that.   

there was many public and agency comments.  And this 

developed in 2011.  There was an EIE done on that and 

been evaluated in the water supply plan which was 

this opening, and cumulative water demand has already 

interconnection will likely be completed in time for 

               Now, the Connecticut Water Company's 

size of the structure.   

per day, which is a very low amount, considering the 

portable water -- for water, actually, is 920 gallons 

               So in essence, a real new demand for 

non-portable water source.   

which was constructed in 2005 would provide this 

               The University's reclaimed water facility 

facilities, like the central utility plant.  

could also be water that's used to cool power generation 

about toilet flushing, basically.  Non-portable water 

by non-portable water in this instance we're talking 

or roughly 40 percent, would be non-portable water.  And 

average.  920 of that would be portable water, and 680, 

this project would be about 1,600 gallons per day on 

that the total increase in water demand as a result of   1
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gardens and tree plantings, which would cur along the 

will be done primarily through the extensive lawn, 

impervious cover and improving water quality.  And that 

is consistent with the goals of the TMDL in reducing 

impervious cover as a result of this project.  So, that 

There's actually a net decrease of 3,000 square feet of 

discussed in the EIE, as I mentioned previously.  

               The impacts to Eagleville Brook were 

project but other University projects forthcoming.  

through a variety of stormwater BMP's, not only on this 

watershed.  And that will be accomplished primarily 

reduce the impervious cover to 12 percent within the 

cover by 59 percent, the overall goal is to reduce -- to 

cover.  And the goal of the TMDL is to reduce impervious 

through the reduction and minimization of impervious 

is to improve water quality and habitat within the brook 

on impervious cover and bacteria.  The goal of the TMDL 

through and south of the campus.  And that TMDL focuses 

at least this section of Eagleville Brook, running 

daily load, TMDL, established for Eagleville Brook, or 

causing impairment.  There has been a total maximum 

standards because of a wide array of pollutants that are 

Eagleville brook is currently not meeting water quality 

preferred site is within the Eagleville Brook Watershed.   1
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               And that concludes my presentation at 

projects envisioned for the Next Gen Program.  

project, which you will hear about shortly, and other 

incorporate this project, the STEM Residence Hall 

will be a focus of the Master Plan EIE, which will 

               And the cumulative impacts to the brook 

be an overall improvement. 

baseload to the brook.  Nothing significant, but should 

               This will result in a slight increase in 

conditions.   

and fill and other sorts of anomalous subsurface 

contrary to the watershed divide because of utilities 

sometimes if -- in urban settings water can flow 

groundwater flow stays within the watershed, because 

foundation of the building.  It also insures that the 

Eagleville Brook.  What that does is protect the 

groundwater and convey it to the piped portion of 

therefore, it's proposed to collect some of that 

encountered which could effect the foundation; 

requirements of the site there would be some groundwater 

below ground surface, and given that the foundation 

the groundwater on the site is between 11 and 24 feet 

               There is -- as I mentioned previously, 

site perimeter.    1
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name for the record, your address, if you would like, 

               Would you please come up and state your 

the general public?   

               With that, are there any comments from 

the record of decision.  

for a later transcription.  And this will become part of 

               And as I mentioned, we are being recorded 

on you in an orderly fashion.   

would just ask that you raise your hand and we will pick 

open the floor to comments.  If you do have a comment I 

of the Science Building public hearing where we will 

               As Steve mentioned, this is the portion 

               MR. COITE:  Thank you, Steve.  

presentation.  I turn it back over to Jason.  

               And with that, that concludes my 

or the old-fashioned mail, if you would like.   

to, or you can just fax or email, whichever you prefer, 

form, if you would like, and fill that out if you want 

               You can also -- you can take a comment 

email number and address.  

your comments to Jason.  There's his fax number, his 

will be received until June 6th, 2014.  You can send 

               I just want to remind you that comments 

this moment.     1
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contained in a culvert under, if not the exact site of 

for the Willimantic River and Eagleville Brook, which is 

               The Willimantic River Alliance advocates 

definitely need to be cleaned out.  

sand and gravel and salt and dirt from the area, they 

been cleaned out.  And while they're not clogged up with 

was surprised, even though it's May, that they haven't 

looked at each of the catch basins and yard drains and 

pathobiology building and pharmacy building, and I 

which still exists, and the chemistry building, 

existing quadrangle between the old central warehouse, 

the central warehouse and in the area that is the 

EIE.  And also because last week I took a walk around 

believe are attached in the appendix of this current 

scoping hearing.  Those were written comments that I 

in part upon the comments that I submitted in the 

               The comments that I am making are based 

Department here at UConn.  

faculty in Urban and Regional Planning in the Geography 

Connecticut from 1971 to 1975, and I have been adjunct 

here in Mansfield.  I attended the University of 

the President of the Willimantic River Alliance.  I live 

               MS. REICH:  My name is Meg Reich.  I'm 

and any affiliation that you represent.    1
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               The -- I'm not reading exactly from my 

degradation of Eagleville Brook.  

Building do not adequately prevent the further 

EIE document for the new Engineering and Science 

proposed stormwater management plans, as detailed in the 

Willimantic River Alliance is concerned that the 

quadrangle that exists there now.  And so, the 

-- some of the finds of the eroding pedestrian 

the urban oils and solvents and grease and salt and the 

sand and gravel, but they certainly do not filter out 

impervious cover.  They don't -- they may catch some 

of filtering the stormwater and the runoff of the 

they're not up to speed and they don't serve the purpose 

time similar kinds of structures have been put in, but 

1950's, maybe in the 40's.  And with improvements over 

installation of when they probably were put in, in the 

storm drains that are there are pretty normal for the 

procedures.  That's the way the world works.  And the 

surfaces directly into Eagleville Brook.  Pretty normal 

all of the buildings on campus and from the paved 

simply drain the storm drainage from the roof -- roof of 

               It's been normal for years, decades, to 

building.   

this building, virtually touching the site of this   1
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impervious cover is why Eagleville Brook has impaired 

grease or urban debris washed into the brook.  And this 

they don't adequately filter the dirt, sand, salt, oil, 

stormwater or roof runoff this way, but, as I mentioned, 

quadrangle and all along Eagleville Brook dispose of 

               Indeed all of the buildings in this 

campus.   

sediment that has washed downstream from the UConn 

Eagleville Pond or Eagleville Lake from all the sand and 

sandbar delta that has formed in what's called 

air photo or go to Eagleville Dam, you can see the giant 

Willimantic River.  Over the decades, if you look at an 

underground culvert beneath the site and into the 

Eagleville Brook, which flows through a large 

direct stormwater runoff to be piped directly into 

proposed to be used for this new building and they will 

infrastructure of catch basins and yard drains are 

               The text says that the current 

We feel new mitigation measures are warranted.  

measures are warranted.  We don't feel that's the case.  

improvements or actions are proposed since no mitigation 

made indicates that no new surface or groundwater 

               The EIE states and the presentation just 

two pages of comments here, but more summarizing them.     1
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listed on the University's website, and in other printed 

hearing comments that one of the top ten TMDL projects 

               We had commented in our previous scoping 

there probably isn't much room for infiltration.   

existing quadrangle among the existing buildings, yeah, 

utilities and other structures that are under the 

building had underground rooms and with all the 

indeed, since we learned that part of the pharmacy 

for infiltration could be limited in this site.  And 

on page 42 of the EIE document, says that opportunities 

as soon as possible, particularly since the design team, 

too late.  The stormwater planning needs to be done now, 

treatment.  Well, we think that that will be too little 

permeable or porous pavements, cisterns collection and 

techniques", such as bio-infiltration, green roofs, 

opportunities for "conceptual stormwater management 

will be reviewed for its impacts and mitigation 

Evaluation will have been completed and this project 

the University's Master Plan and Environmental Impact 

that before the building is scheduled to be complete, 

               The executive summary of the EIE says 

a watershed management plan.  

subject of the total maximum daily load calculation and 

water quality, cannot support aquatic life and is the   1
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               The new Engineering and Science building 

buildings that are under public hearing this evening.   

EIE's for each new building, like we have for the two 

envisioned to be submitted instead of preparing separate 

impact evaluation for all the new buildings is 

And then, as has been explained, one environmental 

campus here are on hold until these plans are completed. 

campus development.  New building projects on the Storrs 

stormwater management is one of the challenges to future 

a month ago at the Dodd Center, acknowledged that the 

being updated, and the consultants, at a meeting almost 

being planned.  And the campus master plan is currently 

building or other new STEM program buildings that are 

management plan has not yet been updated to include this 

               Also the current campus stormwater 

engineering plans that had been made of that project.  

sense.  Too bad that wasn't clear from the 25 percent 

bio-infiltration wouldn't work, and, yeah, that makes 

there that's probably not possible.  The 

building.  But now we learn that with what's underground 

built, basically, on the site in the quadrangle of this 

garden that would have been built -- was suggested to be 

from the roof of the chemistry building into a rain 

reports, called for disconnecting the stormwater runoff   1
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pre-construction plans for this building.   

best management practices can be included in the 

expedited so that stormwater and low impact development 

building, as well as the site and for adjacent areas, be 

management plans for the Engineering and Science 

with this, and we recommend that the stormwater runoff 

Stormwater Management Plans are completed.  We disagree 

this building be developed after the Campus Master and 

management plans and low impact development actions for 

mitigations are warranted, and that the stormwater 

Science building states that no surface and groundwater 

improvements, while the EIE for the new Engineering and 

includes stormwater and low impact development 

completed.  But the EIE for the STEM Residence Hall 

two buildings in advance of the Campus Master Plan being 

in the EIE's, and that there is a need to expedite these 

locations -- the preferred locations that are proposed 

dormitory and some sort of science building, at the 

previous campus plans have envisioned these uses, a 

Willimantic River Alliance does acknowledge that 

additional STEM students and faculty.  And the 

since they are critical to accommodate the anticipated 

going forward in advance of the completed master plans 

and the new STEM Residence Hall project, however, are   1
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Management Plan or any other things.   

standards or with the TMDL Plan, the Watershed 

basins and yard drains are not up to snuff with current 

               And, as I mentioned, the existing catch 

flow stormwater into Eagleville Brook.   

or the adjacent buildings or any of the buildings that 

hot, dirty, urban stormwater runoff from this building, 

no longer appropriate to continue to direct unfiltered, 

this building, but for all those other buildings.  It's 

under the quadrangle space in the future, not only for 

made to place stormwater management improvements in and 

needs to be given at this time and preliminary plans 

mentioned, is not part of this project, consideration 

          While the renovation of the quadrangle, as I 

this planned new pedestrian quadrangle.   

chemistry pathobiology and pharmacy buildings around 

needed to disconnect the runoff from the adjacent 

needed for this new building, as well as the retrofits 

undoubtedly host the measures that are going to be 

form, at the same time, since the new quadrangle will 

developed, at least in schematic form, very preliminary 

proposed to be funded in this project, need to be 

pedestrian quadrangle that's proposed here, but is not 

               We also think that plans for the new   1
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campus.  The appropriate stormwater and low impact 

plans are all completed, just like the other projects on 

this project should be put on hold until the campus 

Engineering and Science building site.  If not, then 

the existing infrastructure for the entire new 

suggest raised and/or filtered catch basins to replace 

order to go forward with this project.  At a minimum we 

plans for this section of the campus be expedited in 

               So, we recommend that the stormwater 

the update of the other plans.  

that it needs to be planned now, and it cannot wait for 

it's so adjacent to the brook -- directly adjacent to it 

impact on improving the water quality of the brook since 

measures put in place on this site will have more direct 

above, or within inches of the culverted brook.  And 

               This building, and its site, is directly 

from Eagleville Brook.   

Rivers, and some of these projects are quite a distance 

from the campus to both the Willimantic and the Fenton 

before it enters the natural streams, which drain water 

filter stormwater runoff from the buildings and pavement 

throughout the campus which serve to disconnect and/or 

constructed a number of low impact development projects 

               The University has planned for and   1

  2

  3

  4

  5

  6

  7

  8

  9

 10

 11

 12

 13

 14

 15

 16

 17

 18

 19

 20

 21

 22

 23

 24

27

QUALIFIED REPORTING SERVICES 

Stephen.lecco
Line

Stephen.lecco
Line

rachael.kaplan
Typewritten Text
WRA-ORAL-8

rachael.kaplan
Typewritten Text
WRA-ORAL-9



organizer of the coalition to save Horsebarn Hill many 

              And in past years I was the originator 

               MR. SQUIRES:  My name is Steven Squires.  

the record? 

               MR. COITE:  Have you stated your name for 

drainage thing.   

               MR. SQUIRES:  Yes.  She raised the storm 

               Any further comments.  

               MR. COITE:  Thank you.  

               Thank you.  

thus the Willimantic River.  

degradation of water quality in Eagleville Brook and 

surrounding the quadrangle which contribute to the 

and to retrofit the stormwater runoff from building 

its site and for the adjacent new pedestrian quadrangle 

the stormwater runoff challenges of this building and 

development goals, and these need to be fully applied to 

guidelines for sustainable design and low impact 

it's seeking LEED certification for this building -- and 

design and construction policy --  LEED standards, and 

               The University has adopted a sustainable 

future.  

accommodate this new building in the more distant 

development projects can then be planned and financed to   1
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issue here.  I said, "Well, my God, I'd better ask what 

caught by this, and now I'm hearing the storm drainage 

could see it walking by there right now.  And I was 

length of this side of the building.  I'm sure anybody 

and where it went, I have no clue, but it was the whole 

it's for.  It had to be from water runoff of some kind, 

I had never seen anything like this.  I'm not sure what 

               In any case, it was very amazing to me.  

find my skeleton at Halloween next year.    

tumbled down there I wouldn't get out and they would 

this building.  And it was so deep I felt that if I had 

deep pit, a V-pit, the whole length of that backside of 

there was a shrubbery sort of boundary and it was like a 

the back, and I was shocked by what I saw.  I guess 

close to the back side of this building, I guess it was 

was a sidewalk area.  But I remember walking pretty 

Of course it was dark in there, in this alley, and it 

walking down the alley between the two large buildings.  

Eagleville Road and Hillside Road, and it was -- I was 

building I walked by to access, what is it, North 

bit shocked by -- speaking of storm drainage -- a  

the other day -- and I grew up in town -- and I was a 

               In any case, I was walking through campus 

years ago.     1

  2

  3

  4

  5

  6

  7

  8

  9

 10

 11

 12

 13

 14

 15

 16

 17

 18

 19

 20

 21

 22

 23

 24

29

QUALIFIED REPORTING SERVICES 



6,000 new students the president wants to bring in here. 

on the corporest, you know, level?  It just won't stop.  

mean for this university, which has got a growth model 

to me what is sustainable and what does that concept 

Environmental Compliance Manager perhaps you can answer 

University; however, where does it stop.  As an 

got from this University.  I'm not against this 

.... I grew up, blood and bones, on the salary that he 

associate professor, an all of this and the other, so 

                And my father, he was a professor, an 

where I grew up, went to grammar school, et cetera.   

be sustained in our little town of Storrs, Connecticut 

She has an ever expansive view of the numbers that can 

6,000 more students to be coming to this University.  

               We have a president now who's asking for 

don't see it.   

university is somehow positive for sustainability.  I 

concept which is now abroad in the land that this 

               But what's of interest to me too is the 

And anybody can walk by and see this thing.  

runoff.  So, I'm not sure what was going on with this.  

anything, either safety or perhaps even polluted water 

didn't see where it was in compliance with much of 

the heck is going on with this and what is it?"  I   1
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being built upon.  This University has the disease of a 

don't see it happening.  I see every empty grass swatch 

atmosphere in the inner campus of this University.  I 

atmosphere, and we'd like to sustain some campus 

last.  Those at least look like a beautiful campus 

Lake there.  And I don't see where those are going to 

grass swatches, that's about it, right next to Mirror 

buildings, the older campus buildings and the beautiful 

the congregational church with all the beautiful old 

to happen in the longrun.  And also that swatch below 

this in trust, et cetera.  I wait to see if that's going 

aggravation -- and the Trustees did say they would save 

Hill, which we saved about 12 years ago at great 

campus.  The only two I know of right now are Horsebarn 

There are no campus like swatches of grassland on this 

spaces now being built upon by large brick buildings.  

-- I walk across campus and I see all of the green 

                    I also believe these two buildings 

it, whatever.  

Storrs.  Yes, we're proud of our Storrs campus, all of 

Wherever.  I don't see why it always has to be here in 

they could benefit by a little more taxes and such.  

Why not build some more branches.  Willimantic, maybe 

It's not going to stop there.  Where does it stop?        1
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the day.)   

               (Whereupon the hearing was adjourned for 

Science Building hearing at 7:45.  

               Okay.  With that we will close the 

               (No response.)  

tonight's hearing on the Science Building?  

               Are there any further comments on 

               MR. COITE:  Thank you.  

excellent, sir.  

               MR. SQUIRES:  Okay.  That would be 

drainage features you see on campus.  

discuss with you off line questions you may have about 

               MR. COITE:  And I'm more than willing to 

               MR. SQUIRES:  That's fine.  

hearing we will record your comments and -- 

               MR. COITE:  For the purpose of tonight's 

               You wouldn't know what I'm talking about? 

engineering thing is that for a building?   

dizziness.  So, any idea of what kind of a construction 

have fallen down into the thing out of just sheer 

into -- I mean, if I looked at it any longer I would 

that drainage ditch I saw, and almost got sucked down 

               In any case, I did want to find out what 

growth model called sustainability, and it's a big hoax.   1
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My commission expires February 28, 2017.   

                            Court Reporter/Notary Public 

                            Nancy E. Paretti 

                            ____________________________ 

June 5, 2014.    

set my hand and affixed my notarial seal this date  

               In witness whereof I have hereunto.   

this action.  

the parties thereto, nor am I financially interested in 

employee of any attorney or representative employed by 

and further certify that I am not related to, nor an  

parties to the action in which this proceeding is taken, 

counsel for, nor related to, nor employed by any of the  

               I further certify that I am neither 

set forth.   

computer-aided transcription of the proceeding herein 

the forgoing record is a correct and verbatim  

and for the State of Connecticut, do hereby certify that 

               I, Nancy E. Paretti, a Notary Public in 

 

COUNTY OF HARTFORD  ) 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT) 
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University of Connecticut 
New Science and Engineering Building 

EIE Record of Decision 
Responses to Comments 

 
 

Town of Mansfield (M) 
May 28, 2014 
 
M-1  Comment:  We strongly encourage the University to implement the mitigation 
measures identified in the report prior to opening the building. Transportation Demand 
Management, expansion of public transportation options and decreasing resident students 
demand for cars can all serve to mitigate traffic as the University expands. Additionally, the 
University should periodically evaluate and reassess the effectiveness of these approaches 
and provide the Town with a report detailing the results. 
 
  Response:   The mitigation measures stated in the comment and in the EIE are 
on-going efforts by the University to reduce traffic demand on state and local roadways in and 
near the campus.  These measures will continue regardless of the outcome of the NESB 
project and will be reviewed during the Master Planning process.  These measures are 
described below. 
 
UConn actively discourages resident students from bringing personal vehicles to campus. 
 Only upper-class resident students with more than 54 academic credit hours may purchase 
parking permits.  As a result, only 23% of on-campus residents bring their vehicles to 
campus.  The on-campus resident student permit parking capacity has been reached.  A wait-
list has been established for those hoping for future accommodation.   
 
Resident student parking permits do not provide access to parking that is conveniently located 
to most classroom spaces.  For this reason, there is no logistical incentive for resident students 
to drive from their residences to class.  The use of vehicles by resident students who bring 
their vehicles to campus is typically greatest after business hours, when few classes are held 
and traffic volume on the roadways is relatively low.  
 
The first and second year residents assigned housing at the University will lack the earned 
academic credit hours needed to pre-qualify them for on-campus parking.  The residential 
student parking demand will therefore be unchanged by the opening of the NESB.  
 
The impact to parking, traffic as well as the construction project, will be periodically assessed 
throughout the project. The University will continue to pursue the following on-going, long-
term efforts associated with transportation and parking, that will also help to avoid of mitigate 
any adverse impacts: 1) The aggressive promotion of campus-wide ride-share/carpooling 
programs, 2) The enhancement or increase of the available public transportation options both 
locally through the on-campus shuttle and commercial bus services and regionally through 
partnerships with other transit authorities,  3) The stringent enforcement of on-campus 
parking regulations to control and reduce on- and off-campus scofflaw parking. 
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M-2  Comment:  Given the extent of future expansion contemplated by NextGenCT, 
we restate our request that the campus-wide master plan currently being prepared include a 
comprehensive, multi-modal transportation plan for the build-out of the campus that 
considers impacts to the local transportation network, including off-campus improvements for 
vehicular, pedestrian, bike and transit circulation. Transportation initiatives should be 
designed to integrate with the Nash Zimmer Transportation Center at Storrs Center. This 
facility currently provides a central location for students, faculty and town residents to access 
University, WRTD and Peter Pan bus services. As noted above with regard to the mitigation 
measures proposed for this project, the transportation plan should also include performance 
measures and a framework for reporting and modifying approaches as needed. 
 
  Response:  As stated in the EIE, the Master Plan EIE will include an evaluation 
of impacts on and off-campus that are directly or indirectly the result of the NextGEN 
projects.  These impacts will be evaluated for all modes of transportation that currently 
service the University including the Nash Zimmer Transportation Center. An emphasis of the 
Master Plan will be to evaluate means of reducing traffic and parking demand at the 
University through the maximization of transit ridership. 
 
 
M-3  Comment:  Lastly, it is imperative that the University instruct its construction 
contractors to use state roads, not local roads, to access the site to minimize the potential for 
disturbance in neighborhoods adjacent to campus. 
 
  Response:  Construction vehicle access to the site will be stipulated in the 
Construction Specification documents.  Within the Town of Mansfield, construction vehicles 
will be required to use only State or institutional roads.  The vast majority of construction 
workers will be required to be on their work site by 7:00 a.m. each morning.  The majority of 
the construction team members will depart the campus between the hours of 3:00 p.m. and 
4:00 p.m. each weekday afternoon.    The resulting travel patterns will fall before both the 
morning and evening peak commute periods. For these reasons, parking and transportation 
mitigation plans have not been proposed for immediate implementation.  In addition, the 
feasibility of requiring the construction team to park on the Depot Campus and to use a 
University-provided shuttle service to reach their construction site is also under review.  
 
 
M-4  Comment:  If the Connecticut Water Company interconnection has not been 
completed prior to the opening of this building, any use of Well D should he only with prior 
approval by CT DEEP. The University should provide DEEP with detailed operational plans 
that include ceasing use of the well if impacts to streamflow are identified during drought 
periods and the planned restrictions on water usage that would be implemented if well 
production was ceased. 
 
  Response:  The University anticipates submitting a proposed plan to DEEP for 
the use of Well D during low-flow periods no later than August 2014.  The University will 
seek approval for use of Well D as outlined in the Water Supply Plan, and will work with 
DEEP to develop a well management plan that includes river monitoring.  The plan will 
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provide guidance for well production that guards against adverse impacts to the river 
streamflow. The plan will be based on field data, and the data will inform a long term 
management strategy including permissible pump rates, frequency of use, and rest periods. 
 
 
M-5  Comment:  Streamflow monitoring stations should be installed in appropriate 
locations to ensure that use of Well D does not negatively impact streamflow. DEEP should 
be actively involved in monitoring streamflow when the well is in use during drought periods. 
 
  Response:  As requested by DEEP, the University will provide a detailed plan 
for monitoring streamflow at locations to be determined to better define the streamflow gain 
of the river, as well as a plan for monitoring ground water levels in the vicinities of Well D 
and the river to assess and the river’s response to pumping. The plan will also identify the 
usage patterns for discontinuing use or resting Well D, since it is dependent upon streamflow, 
weather and other considerations. The University expects to provide monitoring data collected 
in connection with the use of Well D during low flow periods to the DEEP at least on a 
weekly basis or as otherwise requested by DEEP. 
 
 
M-6  Comment:  The University should continue to promote water conservation 
through mandatory water usage restrictions during droughts, make improvements to facilities 
to reduce water consumption, connect additional buildings to the Reclaimed Water Facility 
and make operational changes. 
 
  Response:  The University is committed to adhering to its Wellfield 
Management Plan and Water Conservation Plan which include requesting voluntary and 
requiring mandatory water conservation in response to low streamflow triggers.  As stated in 
the EIE, the NESB will make use of reclaimed water for toilet flushing which will 
significantly reduce water demand of the NESB. The University is also committed to using 
reclaimed water for the cooling towers associated with the Innovation Partnership Building 
(IPB) and for cooling towers and toilet flushing at the STEM Residence Hall. 
 
In addition, the University is committed to mitigating shortfall in peak day water demands 
that are projected to occur if the Connecticut Water Company connection is not finalized as 
scheduled. The University will identify and implement new water saving and conservation 
measures prior to August 2016. These measures will reduce on campus water consumption by 
accelerating ongoing water conservation efforts and replacing older, existing fixtures so that 
the overall reduction would offset the approximately 53,400 gpd average day demand 
expected to be attributable to the opening of the three new buildings. 
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M-7  Comment: While the site is located within the Eagleville Brook watershed, 
we understand that site conditions make use of stormwater management techniques such as 
rain gardens difficult in this area. However, the University does have the opportunity to 
reduce effective impervious cover and stormwater runoff through the installation of a green 
roof on this new building. As such, we urge you to consider this option as part of the building 
design. 
 
M-7  Response:  In response to comments received from the Town of Mansfield, the 
WRA, and others, the University has developed additional strategies that will effectively 
disconnect a significantly larger portion of the project’s impervious cover than what had been 
proposed in the NESB’s original project description. Since the date of publication of the EIE, 
the project architect and landscape architect have proposed three conceptual low impact 
development (LID) /green infrastructure (GI) strategies to address stormwater runoff from the 
NESB site.    The application of pervious concrete and/or pavers will be dependent on 
appropriate soils and the engineering of an appropriate subsurface medium.  In addition, a 
green roof would be added to a portion of the NESB roof, with the remainder being 
considered for photovoltaic applications to further improve sustainability onsite.  The total 
amount of treated or disconnected Impervious Cover (IC) for these strategies would be at least 
11,000 SF (which is in addition to the 3,000 SF of IC reduction for the NESB project stated in 
the EIE).  The requisite Flood Management Certificate application to DEEP for this project 
will include documentation referencing the use the Guidance Document and Checklist for 
Low Impact Development Best Management Practices for UConn, developed by the UConn 
CLEAR program staff as part of the Response Plan for the Eagleville Brook Impervious 
Cover TMDL.   
 
In addition, the University affirms that it will maintain its stormwater infrastructure and 
LID/GI elements in accordance with industry standards and best management practices, 
including but not limited to regular inspections and cleanings of catch basins and proprietary 
stormwater devices (such as swirl concentrators) and porous pavements, as well as weeding, 
pruning, and mulching of rain gardens, bioretention swales, and vegetated roofs, all in a 
manner consistent with current appropriations.   
 
 
M-8  Comment:  Additionally, given the importance of this issue, the University 
should prepare a stormwater master plan as part of the campus-wide master planning effort. 
The plan should emphasize the use of Low Impact Development (LID) stormwater 
management practices and reductions to effective impervious cover. These approaches should 
be used throughout campus and not only within the Eagleville Brook watershed. 
 
M-8  Response:  The University will consider the impact of the NextGen program 
on stormwater utilities and water quality within Eagleville Brook, Roberts Brook and other 
receiving waters as part of its Master Plan process.  During the master plan, the feasibility of 
LID and stormwater BMPs will examined on a conceptual scale in order to reduce the 
quantity and improve quality to the above mentioned waters.  Then as the Master Plan 
 
   



 

projects are designed, these conceptual plans will be designed and constructed either as part of 
the individual projects or as separate stormwater improvements. 
 
 
M-9  Comment:   All new lighting installed as part of this project should be Dark 
Sky compliant with full shield cutoffs to reduce light pollution. 
 
M-9  Response:  New lighting for the project will incorporate measures to reduce 
light pollution trespass and skyglow.  The University’s Campus Sustainable Design 
Guidelines cite a goal of providing site lighting that is sensitive to light pollution of the night 
sky and minimizes impacts on nocturnal environments.  Listed strategies in this plan include 
the following (as cited from the Guidelines): 
 

• Meet the light levels and uniformity ratios recommended by the Illuminating 
Engineering Society of North America (IESNA) Recommended Practice Manual: 
Lighting for Exterior Environments.2 

• Design exterior light fixtures with shielding to prevent light spillage to the night sky 
per the following standards: 

o Exterior fixtures with output greater than 3500 lumens shall be Full Cutoff. 
o Exterior fixtures with output less than 3500 lumens shall be Cutoff or Full 

Cutoff. 
o Locate, aim, and shield all exterior light fixtures to minimize light trespass 

across campus boundaries. 
 
The University of Connecticut at Storrs Landscape Master Plan and Design Guidelines also 
provide guidance relative to standardized exterior fixture selection.   
 
Finally, since the building will be pursuing LEED certification, additional requirements 
relative to lighting will need to be followed to meet that certification as well.   
 
 
M-10  Comment:  Correct second to last sentence of first paragraph under Existing 
Conditions to remove reference to Dairy Mart and specify property address as the location 
instead of business names as businesses change over time. 
 
M-10  Response:  Comment noted.  The property henceforth will be referred to by its 
address (125 North Eagleville Road). 
 
 
M-11  Comment:  Replace the language in the third paragraph related to Mansfield 
fire services with the paragraph contained in the EIE for the STEM Residence Hall. The 
information contained in this document is outdated and incorrect; Mansfield no longer has 
three separate volunteer fire departments. 
 
M-11  Response:  Comment noted. 
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Willimantic River Alliance, Inc. (WRA) 
May 29, 2014 
 
WRA-1 Comment:  “The Willimantic River Alliance (WRA) is concerned that the plans 
for the proposed New Engineering and Science Building (NESB), as described in the 
Environmental Impact Evaluation (EIE), do not currently include adequate measures for 
preventing further degradation to Eagleville Brook, the impaired water body that flows from 
the UCONN campus in Storrs to the Willimantic River.  The EIE for the NESB states that no 
new surface or groundwater improvements or actions are proposed, since no mitigation 
measures are warranted.  The current infrastructure of catch basins and yard drains are 
proposed to be used for this new building, directing stormwater runoff to be piped directly 
into Eagleville Brook, which flows through a large underground culvert beneath the site.  
Indeed, all the buildings around this quadrangle and in this section of campus dispose of roof 
runoff and stormwater runoff from paved surfaces in this manner.  These do not adequately 
filter the dirt, sand, salt, oil, grease, or urban debris washed off the impervious cover of the 
paved portions of campus; the grime of the urban campus is piped directly into the brook.  
This impervious cover (IC) is why Eagleville Brook has impaired water quality, cannot 
support aquatic life, and is the subject of a TMDL (Total Maximum Daily Load) calculation 
and a watershed management plan.” 
 
WRA-1 Response:  The NESB EIE proposed a net decrease in IC of approximately 
3,000 SF which was in keeping with the goal of removing IC in the Eagleville Brook 
watershed.  However, in response to comments received from the Town of Mansfield, the 
WRA, and others, the University has developed additional strategies that will effectively 
disconnect a significantly larger portion of the project’s impervious cover than what had been 
proposed in the NESB’s original project description. Since the date of the EIE, the Design 
Team for the Project has continued their design and proposed additional conceptual LID/GI 
concepts for the NESB site:  a green roof and porous concrete/pavers for walkways.  Please 
see the response to comment M-7 for a more complete discussion.    
 
The University, separate from this project, is continuing to follow the Eagleville Brook 
Watershed Management Plan through the use of LID projects and retrofits within the 
watershed (see response to WRA-3 below).   
 
 
WRA-2 Comment:  “The NESB EIE Executive Summary says that before the building 
is scheduled to be complete, the University's Master Plan & EIE will have been completed 
and that this project will be reviewed for its impacts and mitigation opportunities for 
“conceptual' stormwater management techniques such as bio-infiltration, green roofs, 
permeable or porous pavements, cistern collection and treatment. That will be too little and 
too late.  Stormwater planning needs to be done now, as soon as possible, particularly since 
the Design Team says that opportunities for infiltration could be limited in this area.   
 
The current campus stormwater management plan has not yet been updated to include the 
NESB and other new STEM program buildings being planned. The campus master plan is 
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currently being updated and the consultants acknowledge that stormwater management is one 
of the ‘Challenges' to future campus development. New building projects on the Storrs 
Campus are on hold until these plans are completed, then one EIE for all new buildings is 
envisioned to be submitted, instead of preparing an EIE for each new major structure. The 
NESB and the new STEM Residence Hall projects, however, are going forward in advance of 
the completed master plan, since they are critical to accommodate the anticipated additional 
STEM students and faculty.   
 
WRA does acknowledge that previous campus plans have envisioned such uses at the 
locations now under consideration, and the need to expedite these two buildings, in advance 
of the campus master plan being completed, may be warranted.   
 
The EIE for the STEM Residence Hall, however, includes stormwater and Low Impact 
Development (LID) improvements while the EIE for the NESB states that no surface or 
groundwater mitigation measures are warranted, and that stormwater management plans and 
LID actions for this building be developed after the campus master and stormwater 
management plans are completed.   
 
The Willimantic River Alliance disagrees with the NESB EIE, and recommends that the 
stormwater runoff management plans for the NESB site and adjacent areas be expedited so 
that stormwater and LID Best Management Practices (BMP) can be included in the pre-
construction plans for the NESB. Plans for the new pedestrian quadrangle also need to be 
developed at the same time, since it will undoubtedly host the measures for the NESB, as well 
as the retrofits needed to disconnect runoff from the adjacent Chemistry, Pathobiology and 
Pharmacy buildings around the planned 'new' pedestrian quadrangle. While the renovation of 
the quadrangle is not be a part of this NESB project, consideration needs to be given and 
preliminary plans made to place stormwater management improvements in and under the 
quadrangle space in the future, not only for the NESB building, but for the other buildings 
around the quadrangle.” 
 
WRA-2 Response:  The STEM Residence Hall, a separate project being considered 
under its own CEPA review, will result in an increase in impervious cover.  As a result, 
mitigation to control runoff and prevent an increase in peak flow rates and total runoff volume 
for the STEM site were necessary to offset any potential negative impacts related to the 
increase in impervious cover for that project.  The NESB project as proposed in the EIE 
would result in a decrease in impervious cover.  Hence, mitigation to control runoff and 
prevent an increase in peak flow rates was not presented in the EIE.  
 
 However, since the date of the EIE, the Design Team for the Project has continued their 
design and proposed additional conceptual LID/GI concepts for the NESB site:  a green roof 
and porous concrete/pavers for walkways.  Please see the response to comment M-7 for a 
more complete discussion.    
 
WRA-3 Comment:  “The University has planned for and constructed a number of LID 
projects throughout the campus, which serve to disconnect and/or filter the stormwater runoff 
from the buildings and pavement before it enters the natural streams which drain water from 
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the campus to the Willimantic and Fenton Rivers. Some of these projects are quite a distance 
from Eagleville Brook. The NESB project site is directly above this brook, which is channeled 
in an underground culvert. Measures put in place on this site will have more direct impact on 
improving the water quality of the brook, need to be planned now, and cannot wait for the 
update of the other plans. WRA recommends that the stormwater plans for this section of the 
campus be expedited, in order to go forward with the NESB project. At a minimum, raised 
and filtered catch basins need to replace the existing infrastructure for the entire NESB site. If 
not, then the NESB project should be put on hold until the campus plans are all completed, 
just like the other projects on campus. The appropriate stormwater and LID projects can then 
be planned and financed to accommodate this new building in the more distant future.” 
 
WRA-3 Response:  The University has constructed multiple LID projects on the Storrs 
Campus within the Eagleville Brook watershed as part of new development and as retrofits 
for existing development on campus.  Several of these are in close proximity to the NESB, 
including rain gardens at Towers Residence Halls, vegetated roofs on portions of the Gant 
Science Complex Plaza and the recent Storrs Hall addition, and pavers/porous pavement at 
the Lakeside Building, the Field House, Storrs Hall, and Towers.  Documentation of many of 
the implemented projects is available on the following website:  
http://clear.uconn.edu/projects/TMDL/progress/index.htm.   
 
The NESB project presents a net benefit for stormwater, by reducing impervious cover on the 
limited site area through building design and also through the use of LID in the form of a 
green roof and porous concrete/pavers.  Please see the response to comment M-7 for a more 
complete discussion.   
 
 
WRA-4 Comment:  “The University has adopted a Sustainable Design & Construction 
Policy, LEED standards, guidelines for sustainable design and low impact development 
goals. These need to be fully applied to the stormwater runoff 'challenges' of the NESB site, 
the adjacent 'new' pedestrian quadrangle, and to retrofit the stormwater runoff from buildings 
surrounding the quadrangle which contribute to the degradation of water quality in 
Eagleville Brook and thus the Willimantic River.” 
 
WRA-4 Response:  The Campus Sustainable Design Guidelines have been applied by 
the University to the NESB project.  The Guidelines indicate that the University will select 
strategies from the Guidelines for incorporation into projects if “the University determines 
that those strategies are prudent and feasible given the unique site and building 
characteristics.”  The Guidelines list a goal of reducing stormwater runoff impacts to water 
resources relative to stormwater quantity and quality from development projects.  Several 
strategies cited to achieve this goal, as presented in the Guidelines, were considered and have 
been incorporated into the design for the project.  Since the date of the EIE, the Design Team 
for the Project has continued their design and proposed additional conceptual LID/GI 
concepts for the NESB site:  a green roof and porous concrete/pavers for walkways.  Please 
see the response to comment M-7 for a more complete discussion.   
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Meg Reich, President of the Willimantic River Alliance, Inc. (WRA-ORAL) 
Oral Comments Provide at the Public Hearing on May 29, 2014 
 
WRA-ORAL-1 Comment:  “And also because last week I took a walk around the 
central warehouse and in the area that is the existing quadrangle between the old central 
warehouse, which still exists, and the chemistry building, pathobiology building and 
pharmacy building, and I looked at each of the catch basins and yard drains and was 
surprised, even though it’s May, that they haven’t been cleaned out.  And while they’re not 
clogged up with sand and gravel and salt and dirt from the area, they definitely need to be 
cleaned out.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-1 Response:  The University affirms that it will maintain its stormwater 
infrastructure and LID/GI elements in accordance with industry standards and best 
management practices, including but not limited to regular inspections and cleanings of catch 
basins and proprietary stormwater devices (such as swirl concentrators) and porous 
pavements, as well as weeding, pruning, and mulching of rain gardens, bioretention swales, 
and vegetated roofs, all in a manner consistent with current appropriations.   
 
 
WRA-ORAL-2 Comment:  “And the storm drains that are there are pretty normal for 
the installation of when they probably were put in, in the 1950’s, maybe in the 40’s.  And with 
improvements over time similar kinds of structures have been put in, but they’re not up to 
speed and they don’t’ serve the purpose of filtering the stormwater and the runoff of the 
impervious cover.  They don’t – they may catch some sand and gravel, but they certainly do 
not filter out the urban oils and solvents and grease and salt and the – some of the finds of the 
eroding pedestrian quadrangle that exists there now.  And so, the Willimantic River Alliance 
is concerned that the proposed stormwater management plans, as detailed in the EIE 
document for the new Engineering and Science Building do not adequately prevent further 
degradation of Eagleville Brook.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-2 Response:  Since the date of the EIE, the Design Team for the Project 
has continued their design and proposed additional conceptual LID/GI concepts for the NESB 
site:  a green roof and porous concrete/pavers for walkways.  Please see the response to 
comment M-7 for a more complete discussion.   
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WRA-ORAL-3 Comment:  “The EIE states and the presentation just made indicates 
that no new surface or groundwater improvements or actions are proposed since no 
mitigation measures are warranted.  We don’t feel that’s the case.  We feel new mitigation 
measures are warranted.”   
 
WRA-ORAL-3 Response:  Since the date of the EIE, the Design Team for the Project 
has continued their design and proposed additional conceptual LID/GI concepts for the NESB 
site:  a green roof and porous concrete/pavers for walkways.  Please see the response to 
comment M-7 for a more complete discussion.  . 
 
 
WRA-ORAL-4 Comment:  “The executive summary of the EIE says that before the 
building is scheduled to be complete, the University’s Master Plan and Environmental Impact 
Evaluation will have been completed and this project will be reviewed for its impacts and 
mitigation opportunities for “conceptual stormwater management techniques”, such as bio-
infiltration, green roofs, permeable or porous pavements, cisterns collection and treatment.  
Well, we think that that will be too little too late.  The stormwater planning needs to be done 
now, as soon as possible, particularly since the design team, on page 42 of the EIE document, 
says that opportunities for infiltration could be limited in this site.  And indeed, since we 
learned that part of the pharmacy building has underground rooms and with all the utilities 
and other structures that are under the existing quadrangle among the existing buildings, 
yeah, there probably isn’t much room for infiltration.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-4 Response:  Since the date of the EIE, the Design Team for the Project 
has continued their design and proposed additional conceptual LID/GI concepts for the NESB 
site:  a green roof and porous concrete/pavers for walkways.  Please see the response to 
comment M-7 for a more complete discussion.   
 
With respect to the quadrangle adjacent to the NESB and the surrounding area, opportunities 
for stormwater improvements will be evaluated as part of the master planning currently 
underway. Please see the response to comment M-8 for a more complete discussion.  . 
 
 
WRA-ORAL-5 Comment:  “But the EIE for the STEM Residence Hall includes 
stormwater and low impact development improvements, while the EIE for the new 
Engineering and Science building states that no surface and groundwater mitigations are 
warranted, and that the stormwater management plans and low impact development actions 
for this building be developed after the Campus Master and Stormwater Management Plans 
are completed.  We disagree with this, and we recommend that the stormwater runoff 
management plans for the Engineering and Science building, as well as the site and for 
adjacent areas, be expedited so that stormwater and low impact development best 
management practices can be included in the pre-construction plans for this building.   
 
We also think that plans for the new pedestrian quadrangle that’s proposed here, but is not 
proposed to be funded in this project, need to be developed, at least in schematic form, very 
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preliminary form, at the same time, since the new quadrangle will undoubtedly host the 
measures that are going to be needed for this new building, as well as the retrofits needed to 
disconnect the runoff from the adjacent chemistry pathobiology and pharmacy buildings 
around this planned new pedestrian quadrangle.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-5 Response:  With respect to the STEM Residence Hall, please see the 
response to comment WRA-2. With respect to stormwater management at the Engineering 
and Science Building, please see the response to comment M-7. With respect to the 
quadrangle adjacent to the NESB and the surrounding area, opportunities for stormwater 
improvements will be evaluated as part of the master planning currently underway. Please see 
the response to comment M-8 for a more complete discussion.   
 
 
WRA-ORAL-6 Comment:  “While the renovation of the quadrangle, as I mentioned, is 
not part of this project, consideration needs to be given at this time and preliminary plans 
made to place stormwater management improvements in and under the quadrangle space in 
the future, not only for this building, but for all those other buildings.  It’s no longer 
appropriate to continue to direct unfiltered, hot dirty, urban stormwater runoff from this 
building, or the adjacent buildings or any of the buildings that flow stormwater into 
Eagleville Brook.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-6 Response:  With respect to the quadrangle adjacent to the NESB and 
the surrounding area, opportunities for stormwater improvements will be evaluated as part of 
the master planning currently underway. Please see the response to comment M-8 for a more 
complete discussion.   
 
 
WRA-ORAL-7 Comment:  “And as I mentioned, the existing catch basins and yard 
drains are not up to snuff with current standards or with the TMDL Plan, the Watershed 
Management Plan or any other things.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-7 Response:    Please see the response to comment WRA-ORAL-1. 
 
 
WRA-ORAL-8 Comment:  “This building, and its site, is directly above, or within 
inches of the culverted brook.  And measures put in place on this site will have more direct 
impact on improving the water quality of the brook since it’s so adjacent to the brook – 
directly adjacent to it that it needs to be planned now, and it cannot wait for the update of 
other plans.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-8 Response:  For clarification, the NESB is separated from a piped, 
underground segment of the brook by a passive grassed and walk lined quadrangle area; 
stormwater from the site does currently discharge to the brook, as discussed in the EIE. 
 
Since the date of the EIE, the Design Team for the Project has continued their design and 
proposed additional conceptual LID/GI concepts for the NESB site:  a green roof and porous 
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concrete/pavers for walkways.  Please see the response to comment M-7 for a more complete 
discussion.    
 
 
WRA-ORAL-9 Comment:  “So, we recommend that the stormwater plans for this 
section of the campus be expedited in order to go forward with this project.  At a minimum we 
suggest raised and/or filtered catch basins to replace the existing infrastructure for the entire 
new Engineering and Science building site.  If not, then this project should be put on hold 
until the campus plans are all completed, just like the other projects on campus.  The 
appropriate stormwater and low impact development projects can then be planned and 
financed to accommodate this new building in the more distant future.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-9 Response:  With respect to the quadrangle adjacent to the NESB and 
the surrounding area, opportunities for stormwater improvements will be evaluated as part of 
the master planning currently underway; please see the response to comment M-8 for a more 
complete discussion. With respect to the existing infrastructure, please see the response to 
comment WRS-ORAL-1. With respect to the low impact development incorporated into the 
NESB design, please see the response to comment M-7... 
 
 
WRA-ORAL-10 Comment:  “The University has adopted a sustainable design and 
construction policy – LEED standards, and it’s seeking LEED certification for this building – 
and guidelines for sustainable design and low impact development goals, and these need to be 
fully applied to the stormwater runoff challenges of this building and its site and for the 
adjacent new pedestrian quadrangle and to retrofit the stormwater runoff from building 
surrounding the quadrangle which contribute to the degradation of water quality in 
Eagleville Brook and thus the Willimantic River.” 
 
WRA-ORAL-10 Response:  Please see the response to comment WRA-4. 
 
 
Steven Squires (SS) 
Oral Comments Provide at the Public Hearing on May 29, 2014 
 
SS-1  Comment:  “Those at least look like a beautiful campus atmosphere in the 
inner campus of the University.  I don’t see it happening.  I see every empty grass swatch 
being built upon.  This University has the disease of a growth model called sustainability, and 
it’s a hoax.”   
 
SS-1  Response:  The NESB project is being built upon a site which already is 
developed with an existing building and will result in a reduction in impervious area on the 
site and an increase in the amount of green space within the Research Neighborhood portion 
of the campus.  The proposed project will seek LEED certification, a benchmark measure of 
the University’s commitment to sustainability.  Also, please see the response for WRA-4 
relative to sustainability.   
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Connecticut Department of Public Health (DPH) 
June 6, 2014 
 
DPH-1  Comment:  “As noted in the EIE, the timing of activation of the 
interconnection with the Connecticut Water Company (CWC) is critical to ensure an 
adequate supply of drinking water with a margin of safety during peak use periods. The DWS 
understands that CWC is currently on track to meet its schedule and is currently going 
through the environmental permitting process for numerous aspects of the interconnection. 
UCONN is encouraged to continue to coordinate with CWC on scheduling of the 
implementation of this interconnection.” 
 
DPH-1  Response:  As stated in the comment letter, the interconnection permitting is in 
process.  The Permit Application Form for Inland Water Resources Division Activities for the 
transfer water from one water supply distribution system to another (e.g., the Diversion 
Permit) was submitted to DEEP in April 2014.  The University will continue to coordinate 
with the CWC, the Town of Mansfield, and the appropriate agencies relative to the 
implementation schedule.   
 
 
DPH-2  Comment:  “UCONN should provide details of its efforts to date be able to use 
of Fenton Well D during low stream flow periods and the action items remaining. A schedule 
for achieving the action items and an estimate of the anticipated quantity of water that will be 
available under this scenario should be provided.” 
 
DPH-2  Response:  The University has initiated discussions with DEEP about the use of 
the Fenton Well D and will seek approval for use of Well D during low flow periods as outlined 
in the Water Supply Plan.  The proposal to use Well D during periods of low streamflow, 
which will include provisions to monitor streamflow in the vicinity of Well D and will provide 
guidance for well production that guards against adverse impacts to the river, is expected to be 
submitted for DEEP approval in August 2014.  The University will provide regular updates 
DPH regarding the proposed use of Well D.  The University’s Water Supply Plan approved 
by DPH on March 25, 2014, estimates on the basis of modeling and field data that Well D can 
support up to 0.35 MGD.  It is anticipated that the operating plan to be submitted to DEEP 
will dictate that initial pumping during low flow would have to incrementally increase up to 
0.35 MGD. . 
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DPH-3  Comment:  “The EIE indicates that UCONN may be able to meet maximum 
day demands by drawing "modestly" on its storage capacity. UCONN should quantify what is 
meant by "modestly" and indicate how this modest withdrawal will be replaced during low 
stream flow, high demand periods.” 
 
DPH-3  Response:  The new water demand attributable to the three new projects, the 
STEM Residence Hall, New Engineering Science Building and Innovative Partnership 
Building, is 53,400 gpd average day demand and 77,000 gpd peak day demand.  The EIE 
references the possible need for withdrawals from the University’s 6.5 million gallons of 
storage to manage peak day demand. The average daily demand, if necessary, that is 
anticipated to be approximately 100,000 gpd on peak days, including 77,000 gpd to address 
new peak day demands created by the STEM Residence Hall, New Engineering Science 
Building and Innovative Partnership Building prior to the Connecticut Water Company 
connection being completed, and if the Fenton Wellfield is unavailable due to low streamflow 
conditions. Those storage tanks are replenished from wellfields consistent with the 
University’s Wellfield Management and Water Supply Plans. 
 
 
DPH-4  Comment:  “In the DWS scoping comments, it was requested that the EIE 
explore the feasibility of using reclaimed water from the Reclaimed Water Facility for non-
potable uses. The EIE indicates that reclaimed water will be used for toilet flushing at the 
New Engineering and Science Building, the IPB and the STEM Residence Hall; however the 
feasibility remains to be quantified. The DWS is concerned that peak use of reclaimed water 
for the Central Utility Plant could coincide with low sanitary sewerage flows, limiting the 
amount waste water available for reclamation and distribution. UCONN should provide 
estimates that indicate that the anticipated reclaimed water demand in the New Engineering 
and Science Building, the IPB and the STEM Residence Hall can be met year-round and 
especially under the noted scenario.” 
 
DPH-4  Response:  The new Science Building will make use of reclaimed water for 
toilet flushing, the Innovation Partnership Building (IPB) will use reclaimed water for its 
cooling towers, and the STEM Residence Hall will use reclaimed water for both toilet 
flushing and its cooling towers. The Reclaimed Water Facility can produce up to 1 MGD, 
which DPH noted is dependent on sufficient Water Pollution Control Facility (WPCF) 
effluent being produced.   
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Based upon information collected over the period May 2013 – May 2014, reclaimed water 
flows and peak demand for cooling from the existing CUP and the proposed STEM Residence 
Hall, New Engineering Science Building, and Innovative Partnership Building, the greatest 
potential for shortfall would occur in the summer months. The greatest potential for shortfall 
would occur in the summer months. A very conservative estimate of the shortfall can be made 
by examining the low flow from the WPCF and using the peak reclaimed water usage which 
would assume maximum cooling in all the buildings connected to reclaimed water facility. 
For summer (June-August) 2014, the minimum WPCF flow was 532,000 gpd. Assuming 50% 
of that flow is available for reclaimed water, 266,000 gpd would be available for reclaimed 
water use. Assuming all buildings operating at a maximum usage for reclaimed water 
(~615,000 gpd), a potential shortfall of 349,000 gpd could occur.  



 

 
This estimate is overly conservative in that peak building reclaimed water usage (cooling and 
toilet flushing) will not be occurring if buildings are not occupied and wastewater flows are 
not being generated, i.e., UConn will not be fully cooling unoccupied buildings. Note that the 
spring semester ends in early May and the Fall Semester begins the last week of August, so 
residence halls occupancy is substantially reduced during the June-August time period. 
However, there is the possibility for a more moderate shortfall; for example, assuming cooling 
at 25% of maximum capacity at the UConn buildings, the potential shortfall could more 
reasonably be on the order of 110,000 gpd.   
 
Because such shortfalls were anticipated in the planning of the reclaimed water facility, the 
University has a 1 million gallon storage tank which is maintained for that reason and which 
can be drawn upon during times of need to meet demands. The storage tank is replenished 
when excess reclaimed water is available from the reclaimed water facility.   
 
In addition, the University will continue to implement a program that aims at reducing its 
heating/cooling and electrical demands, especially during the summer/winter recess periods, 
including lowering/raising thermostats during periods of non-use on a campus-wide basis, a 
method which will be easier to introduce in newer and renovated buildings with more 
sophisticated control systems. Lastly, it should be noted the estimates provided are based on 
thirteen months’ worth of historic reclaimed water generation. As new buildings contribute 
flows to the Water Pollution Control Facility, the amount of available grey water increases up 
to the Water Reclamation Facility capacity of 1 MGD. 
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Connecticut Department of Energy & Environmental Protection  (DEEP) 
June 6, 2014 
 
DEEP-1 Comment:  “As discussed in the EIE, the site is mapped as a 100-year flood 
zone on the Flood Insurance Rate Map despite the undergrounding of Eagleville Brook 
sometime prior to 1951.  The application for Flood Management Certification should include 
a demonstration that the underground 48” pipe has the capacity to convey the 100-year flood 
flow.  In addition, groundwater is proposed to be directed away from the proposed building’s 
foundation and discharged to the stormwater system, which flows into the piped brook.  The 
application should also demonstrate that the pipe has the capacity to convey this additional 
flow, which is judged to be nominal in the document, during the 100-year event.” 
 
DEEP-1 Response:  The most recent Flood Insurance Study (FIS) conducted by FEMA 
for the project area was completed in 1980.  The FIS (FEMA, 1980) indicates that Eagleville 
Brook was studied by approximate methods only: 

 
“The streams studied in detail were the Natchaug River from the downstream 
corporate limit to Hollow Dam; the Willimantic River from the downstream corporate 
limits, the limit of flooding affecting the community (a point about 6,350 feet 
downstream from Cider Mill Road) to the upstream corporate limits; Mouth Hope 
River from its mouth to the upstream corporate limit; and Conantville Brook from its 
downstream corporate limit to Pleasant Valley Road. Streams studied by approximate 
methods were the Fenton River, Fishers Brook, Eagleville Brook, Cedar Swamp 
Brook, Nelson Brook and Sawmill Brook.” 
 

The FIS also states that “The hydrologic analyses were carried out for the approximate studies 
using the USGS Regional Analysis, using the parameters of the drainage basin, topographic 
maps and normal depth computations”.  The most recent USGS topographic mapping 
available at the time of the study was dated 1970.  This map shows the portion of Eagleville 
Brook which is now piped underground through a 48-inch diameter culvert before daylighting 
to the west of the Site, as discussed in the EIE, as a perennial stream.   
 
The 1983 USGS topographic map, which was produced after the FEMA study, was also 
reviewed; one can see that the culverted portion of the stream is no longer evident as a surface 
watercourse on the newer USGS map.  Several historic aerial photos were also reviewed for 
the campus.  Interestingly, the photos indicate that this portion of the stream was culverted 
sometime between 1941 and 1951, but this was not reflected in the USGS mapping until 
1983.   
 
As such, the FEMA FIS does not accurately reflect current conditions on the site, nor does it 
accurately reflect conditions which were present on the site at the time the FIS was prepared.   
 
Regardless, since a Letter of Map Amendment or Letter of Map Revision has not been 
approved to date for the site, a FMC will be prepared for the project.  As requested, the FMC 
application for the project will include an analysis of the capacity of the 48-inch culvert to 
convey the 100-year flood event, as well as the nominal additional groundwater flow from the 
NESB foundations.   
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Eagleville Brook 

 
FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map, 1980 
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DEEP-2 Comment:  “The Department suggests that reconsideration be given to 
including LID techniques as integral components of the building design, as opposed to 
subsequent retrofitting.  As noted in our scoping comments, having construction equipment 
on-site for the building would, at a minimum, eliminate mobilization costs for installing LID 
measures.  Incorporating LID techniques during project design would also allow a wider 
range of options to be considered.  DEEP recommends reconsideration of the stormwater 
management system during final design of the NESB, to include review of a fuller suite of 
stormwater practices including infiltration, bioretention, evapo-transporation, extended 
detention, and rainwater harvesting and reuse options.  If the University demonstrates the 
inability to incorporate such suite of practices into this project, then this should be addressed 
in the University’s Master Planning EIE.” 
 
DEEP-2 Response:   Since the date of the EIE, the Design Team for the Project has 
continued their design and proposed three conceptual LID/GI concepts for the NESB site:  a 
green roof and porous concrete/pavers for walkways.  Please see the response to comment M-
7 for a more complete discussion.   
 
 
DEEP-3 Comment:  “This EIE states the initial recommendation of a bioretention 
installation on a portion of this NESB site will be deferred until a new Master Plan EIE is 
completed.  DEEP, as a member of the Eagleville Brook Watershed Team, recommends the 
University incorporate some practical LID design elements and stormwater management 
treatment during the construction phase of this project, and not defer such action until a later 
date.”   
 
DEEP-3 Response:   Please see responses to comments DEEP-2 and M-7 for details on 
LID/GI proposed for the NESB Project.   
 
 
DEEP-4 Comment:  “DEEP further recommends the University continue to report on 
Eagleville Brook Impervious Cover TMDL implementation activities, as an element of 
tracking changes in impervious surface areas and their connections to the Eagleville Brook 
drainage system, through the CLEAR program.” 
 
DEEP-4 Response:  The University will continue to report to DEEP on TMDL 
implementation activities.  NEMO/CLEAR assessments will continue to be forwarded to 
DEEP and the University will continue to participate in regular meetings as part of the 
Eagleville Brook Watershed Committee with NEMO and DEEP, where implementation 
activities are communicated to DEEP’s watershed coordinator.    
 
 
DEEP-5 Comment:  “The EIE states that the additional laboratory wastewater streams 
will be managed in accordance with existing University protocols, which include compliance 
the DEEP General Permit for Miscellaneous Discharges of Sewer Compatible Wastewater 
(MISC).  If the flow of wastewater from the laboratories is less than 1,000 gpd, the facility 
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would not have to be registered under the MISC General Permit.  Registration will be 
required if the flow equals or is greater than 1,000 gpd.” 
 
DEEP-5 Response:  Total wastewater flow from the laboratories is expected to be 
approximately 2,500 gpd, necessitating that NESB be registered for the MISC General Permit 
prior to initiating discharge from the labs.   
 
 
DEEP-6 Comment:  “In discussing mitigation of air quality impacts, the document lists 
retrofitting non-road construction equipment, complying with existing regulations regarding 
exhaust and the idling regulation.  As noted in our scoping comments, the Department 
typically encourages the use of newer off-road construction equipment that meets the latest 
EPA or California Air Resources Board (CARB) standards.  If that newer equipment cannot 
be used, equipment with the best available controls on diesel emissions including retrofitting 
with diesel oxidation catalysts or particulate filters in addition to the use of ultra-low sulfur 
fuel would be the second choice that can be effective in reducing exhaust emissions.  The use 
of newer equipment that meets EPA standards would obviate the need for retrofits.   
 
The Department also encourages the use of newer on-road vehicles that meet either the latest 
EPA or California Air Resources Board (CARB) standards for construction projects.  These 
on-road vehicles include dump trucks, fuel delivery trucks and other vehicles typically found 
at construction sites.  On-road vehicles older than the 2007-model year typically should be 
retrofitted with diesel oxidation catalysts or diesel particulate filters for projects.  Again, the 
use of newer vehicles that meet EPA standards would eliminate the need for retrofits.” 
 
 
DEEP-6 Response:  The University’s “Environmental, Health, and Safety Requirements 
for Construction, Service, and Maintenance Contractors” summarizes contractor air pollution 
control requirements for construction vehicles/equipment for University construction projects.  
This document is referenced in University contract documents.  An authorized contractor 
representative must sign-off on this document, serving as an acknowledgement and 
understanding of the requirements of this document.  Specific air pollution control 
requirements include but are not limited to: 
 

• Fuel slips for construction vehicles/equipment that are refueled onsite must be 
retained, 

• Low sulfur diesel or biofuels must be used, 
• Vehicles shall not be operated near building fresh air intakes and shall be equipped 

with scrubbers to minimize impacts to indoor air quality, 
• Idling time restrictions in accordance with CT laws, and 
• Evaluation of solvents and use of noxious emissions during work planning process 

to determine control requirements prior to field implementation of the scope of 
work.   
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DEEP-7 Comment:  “Additionally, Section 22a-174-18(b)(3)(C) of the RCSA limits the 
idling of mobile sources to 3 minutes.  This regulation applies to most vehicles such as trucks 
and other diesel engine-powered vehicles commonly used on construction sites.  Adhering to 
the regulation will reduce unnecessary idling at truck staging zones, delivery or truck 
dumping areas and further reduce on-road and construction equipment emissions.  Use of 
posted signs indicating the three-minute idling limit is recommended.  It should be noted that 
only DEEP can enforce Section 22a-174-18(b)(3)(C) of the RCSA.  Therefore, it is 
recommended that the project sponsor include language similar to the anti-idling regulations 
in the contract specifications for construction in order to allow them to enforce idling 
restrictions at the project site without the involvement of the Department.” 
 
DEEP-7 Response:  As mentioned in the response to DEEP-6 above, the University’s 
“Environmental, Health, and Safety Requirements for Construction, Service, and Maintenance 
Contractors” includes air pollution control requirements including prohibiting idling for 
excessive periods when not in use.  
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• Introduction – Jason Coite, P.E. - UConn
• Presentation – Stephen Lecco, A.I.C.P., C.E.P. - GZA

– Project Purpose
– CEPA Process
– Project Description
– Alternatives
– Impact Evaluation

• Public Comments

Public Hearing
Environmental Impact Evaluation

New Engineering & Science Building
University of Connecticut

May 29, 2014

Proposed Location
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Project Purpose and Need

• To initiate the Next Generation Program which will guide
the University over the next decade

• To expand UConn’s Science Technology, Engineering and
Mathematics (STEM) Program
– Drive innovation
– Create jobs
– Spark economic growth

• To attract new faculty and students
• To provide for much needed laboratory space

New Engineering & Science Building – CEPA Public Hearing

What is CEPA?

• Connecticut Environmental Policy Act
• Section 22a-1 through 22a-1h of CGS
• State Agency Actions of Certain Size/Potential
Impact Require Compliance with CEPA

• State and Federal Agency Involvement
• Public Involvement Process

New Engineering & Science Building – CEPA Scoping Presentation



CEPA Process
State Action Triggers CEPA Threshold(s)

Public Scoping

EIE

Record of Decision
Submitted to OPM

Public Hearing

May 29, 2014

Public Scoping
Meeting

March 17, 2014 Identification of Issues

Alternatives Analysis

Evaluation of Impacts

Comment Period

Jan. 21 – Mar. 22,
2014

* http://www.ct.gov/ceq

New Engineering & Science Building – CEPA Public Hearing

Agency/Public Review
and Comment

April 22 - June 6, 2014

Environmental Elements of CEPA

Physical

• Noise, Light & Shadow
• Traffic, Parking & Circulation
• Public Utilities
• Potable Water Supply
• Stormwater Drainage
• Electricity, Heat,

Telecommunications
• Aesthetics
• Cultural Resources

Natural

• Air Quality
• Geology,

Topography & Soils
• Surface Water
• Groundwater
• Floodplains
• Wetlands
• Fisheries
• Protected Species

Socioeconomic

• Land Use & Zoning
• State, Local & Campus

Master Planning
• Public Health & Safety
• Economy, Employment &

Income
• Housing
• Consistency with State

C&D Plan
• Environmental Justice
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Summary of Proposed Action

• 5-Story Structure
• 118,000± GSF
• 182 New Students
• 11 New Faculty/Staff
• Labs & Offices
• LEED Silver Design (at a minimum)
• Demolition of Old Central
Warehouse (2014)
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Existing Conditions
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Existing Conditions

Looking east at Chemistry Building and Old
Central Warehouse

Looking west toward Pharmacy/Biology Building
and Central Utility Plant
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Site Features
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• Project Area: 2.1 ac
• 1.5 ac impervious (70%)
• Fill, alluvium and glacial till
• Groundwater 11-24 ft
• Underground utilities
• Piped Eagleville Brook



Concept Plan
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Source: Dirtworks and Mitchell Giurgola

Oblique Rendering
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Alternatives
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Alternatives Comparison

• New Building Between Bronwell and E2
– No significant difference in reduction of Impervious Cover

between Preferred Alternative and Bronwell/E2
– Bronwell/E2 would require demolition of two wings of the E2

building
– Bronwell/E2 building would be 8-stories, significant shadow

impacts and incongruous with aesthetic of Research
Neighborhood

• No Action
– Does not meet the project goal of improving and expanding the

STEM program at the University
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Environmental Resources
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Preliminary Impact Summary
Element

Significant
Negative
Impact?

Comment

Traffic No 1-3% increase in traffic at major
intersections

Air Quality No Tie in to existing CUP; replace emergency
generator for Health Services Building

Water Quality No No major pollutant sources; overall
reduction in impervious cover

Water Supply No CWC connection likely before building
operational. Minimal demand – 920
GPD potable and 680 GPD non-potable
relcaimed water.

Protected Species No None known to exist/use site

Wetlands No None on site

Floodplains No No active floodplain on site but Flood
Management Certification required
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Preliminary Impact Summary
Element Negative

Impact?
Comment

Shadow No Shadow analysis shows minimal impact

Visual/Aesthetics No Consistent with current setting

Utilities No Utilities present on site

Noise No Consistent with educational setting

Socioeconomics No Positive economic benefits – job creation

Cultural Resources No No historic or archaeological resources
affected – confirmed by SHPO

Cumulative Impacts Potentially Will be addressed in Master Plan EIE
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Water Supply
• 1,600 GPD increase in total water demand as a result of the project

• Non-Potable Water provided by Reclaimed Water Facility
• CWC interconnection likely completed in time for NESB opening
• Cumulative water demand already evaluated in Water Supply EIE
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Reclaimed Water Facility



Eagleville Brook

• Preferred site within Eagleville Brook
Watershed

• Not meeting water quality standards
• Wide array of pollutants causing

impairment
• A Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) has

been established
– Impervious Cover
– Bacteria

• Goal of TMDL to improve water quality and
habitat
– Reduction/Minimization of Impervious

Cover Where Feasible – 59% goal
– Stormwater BMPs
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Eagleville Brook Impacts

• Net decrease of 3,000 SF of
Impervious Cover

• Consistent with goals of TMDL
• Lawn, gardens, tree plantings
• Collect groundwater at Site and

convey to piped portion of Eagleville
Brook

• Slight increase in base flow to Brook
• Cumulative impacts to be addressed

in Master Plan EIE
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Comments

• Comments received until June 6, 2014
• Send comments to:

Jason Coite, Environmental Compliance Manager
University of Connecticut
Office of Environmental Policy
31 LeDoyt Road, Unit 3055
Storrs, CT 06269-3055
fax: 860-486-5477
email: jason.coite@uconn.edu
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