














e A disturbed, grass-shrub area is located between the northbound off-ramp of
Route 9 and Cedar Street. It is a fairly flat, open, dry area with light-tolerant,
hardy, mostly non-native grasses and shrubs. Ridges and bumps in the substrate
indicate recent disturbance in the area. This area offers some habitat for
songbirds, grassland bird species, and small, burrowing mammals such as mice,
voles, and snakes, which will comprise a food source for larger predators (e.g.,
raptors, foxes, and coyote) that may frequent the area.

s The area located south of the Cedar Street overpass (CCSU property) is a wide,
flat, open meadow with regions of frequent groundwater discharge. Dried
herbaceous vegetation left from the previous growing season consists of tall
grasses and hardy wildflower species such as goldenrod and Queen Anne’s lace.
Despite the evidence that all terrain vehicles or dirt bikes use the area, the area
is potential habitat for songbirds, deer, turkey, small mammals, and predators
that feed on these wildlife.

Fish Habitat

Fish habitat in the project area is restricted to major water bodies and stream courses.
Surveys of Piper Brook by the CTDEP from 1987 to 1989 indicate that Piper Brook’s
fishery included blacknose dace, white sucker, fallfish, tessellated darter, rock bass,
American eel, largemouth bass, fallfish, longnose dace, common shiner, and bluegill
sunfish. No information was faken on Bass Brook, but the CTDEP Wesiern Fisheries
Division indicated that Bass Brook probably supperts similar fish populations as Piper
Brook, and that the Piper Brook Pond potentially supports lake-dwelling fish populations
such as perch, sunfish, and bluegill.

Trout Brook is an east-flowing watercourse that crosses beneath the Amtrak ROW just
north of New Britain Avenue. Historically, it probably supported a trout populaticn, as its
name suggests. The majority of the brook in the study area, however, has been
channelized, leaving little habitat to support fish populations besides the rounded cobble
of the streambed. Within the study area, both banks of the brook are adjacent to
developed land uses, including a landfill-turned composting facility on the northeastern
bank. For approximately 150 feet on the immediate west side of the existing rail bridge
over the brook, the brook is constricted between two concrete retaining walls (flood
control structure). Further upstream and downstream, the brook retains a narrow band of
riparian vegetation consisting of grasses and low shrubs.

3.5.2 Wildlife and Fish Habitat Impacts

Due to the urbanized context of the Busway corridor, the project will not greatly reduce
the amount of natural habitat in the study area. The rail corridor, where the alignment will
be placed, is a raock-gravel berm structure that does not provide wildlife habitat. Almost
all of the station sites are previously disturbed or developed lands. The two that are least
developed, East Street and Cedar Sireet, contain or are adjacent to wetlands, and
therefore have higher habitat values. Both sites, however, have been previously
disturbed, are directly adjacent to heavily developed areas, and do not, in themselves,
represent high quality habitat. Surface waters supporting fish habitats (Piper Brook,
Trout Brook, Piper Brook Pond, and Bass Brook) are either beyond the limits of the
project or not directly affected, so there will be no effects on fish populations or
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communities. This assessment was confirmed by CTDEP Fisheries Division during a site
. inspection (see Report of Meeting in Appendix F.) The following provides a description of
the potential impacts to the primary habitat areas, as identified above:

* Impacts to the patches of forest associated with the Piper Brook floodplain
habitat areas are limited to narrow removal of vegetation directly adjacent to the
Busway corridor, and will not bisect any of these patches.

e In the vicinity of Fairview and Saint Mary’s cemeteries, the Busway will impact
some vegetation adjacent to the ROW, however, there will be no negative impact
to the habitat within the cemetery. The majority of the existing trees and shrubs
adjacent to the Busway ROW in this area will remain.

e There will be very minor impacts to vegetation at the flat meadows located
between the Busway ROW and Lester Street. This area, located to the south of
the proposed Busway, is a meadow community, with a narrow band of edge
habitat adjacent to the Busway ROW. The Busway will impact some of the frees,
shrubs and herbaceous vegetation immediately adjacent to the Busway;
however, the primary meadow community will not be negatively impacted.

e The disturbed grass-shrub area located between the northbound off-ramp of
Route 9 and Cedar Street would remain relatively intact, with only minor impacts
to shrubs, and some frees, adjacent to the Busway ROW. This will not have a
negative impact on the habitat provided in this area.

e The disturbed area located south of the Cedar Street cverpass (CCSU properiy)
would also remain relatively intact, with only minor impacts to shrubs, and some
trees, adjacent to the Busway ROW. This will not have a negative impact on the

. habitat provided in this area.

Any long, linear project raises issues of potential forest or habitat fragmentation.
Although the Busway project is a long linear project, it will not result in forest
fragmentation because it is an existing ROW and there are no large blocks of forest
spanning the railroad corridor. The existing patches of contiguous forest are the red
maple swamps of the Piper Brook system, which are all east of the proposed alignment.
Impacts to these patches of forest are limited to narrow removal of vegetation directly
adjacent fo the Busway corridor, and will not bisect any of these patches.

The greatest possible adverse impact to natural resources from the implementation of
the Busway is the restriction of wildlife movement across the rail ROW. The Busway will
be a physical barrier to wildlife, since it incorporates walls and barriers on both sides.
The extent of this impact on the distribution and abundance of wildlife is expected to be
minor since connections between the sides of the tracks have already been disrupted. It
is likely that most existing wildlife movement is parallel to the Busway along the major
stream corridors (e.g., Piper Brook floadplain corridor), rather than across the Busway
corridor.

In the northern corridor segment (West Hartford and Hartford), due to the intensity of
development, there are no discernable habitat blocks between which wildlife may be
moving. In the southern corridor segment (Newington and New Britain), the substantial
habitats are the Piper Brook wetlands and vacant lands toc the east of the abandoned rail
corridor. There is very little remaining potential habitat west of the rail corridor, although
. the several ftributary streams might provide some habitat and cover for wildlife
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movement. Given the level of development and the already fragmented habitats
throughout the Route 9 and Fenn Road area, it is unlikely that there are any notable .
east-west wildlife movements at ground level. Other than common urban songbirds, no

sign of wildlife was noted along the Busway during the numerous visits for wetland
investigations. Therefore, the Busway prcject is not expected to impede wildlife

movements.

3.5.3  Mitigation

No mitigation measures relative to fish habitat are proposed. Minor impacts to wildlife
habitat associated with wetland impacts will be mitigated through the project's wetland
mitigation plan (see Attachment L).
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ATTACHMENT K: ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT

APPENDIX - WETLAND DOCUMENTATION

Maps of Wetland Transect Locations
USACE Transect Forms
Federal/State Wetland Function-Value Assessment Forms
Vernal Pool Survey
State Wetland Function-Value (F-V) Assessment Forms

Intermittent Watercourse (IWC) F-V Assessment Forms
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