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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

Continued Public Hearing 

Thursday, June 7th, 2012 

7:00 pm – Town Hall Council Chambers 

75 Main Street, Southington, Connecticut 

 

 

MINUTES 

  

The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a public hearing and 

regular meeting on Thursday, June 7th, 2012.  Chair Theresa Albanese 

called the public hearing portion of the meeting to order at 7:00 

o'clock, p.m. 

 The following Commissioners were present, viz: 

 Greg Ali, Christopher Borowy, & William Camp   

 Alternates: Richard Post 

 

 Ex-officio members present were as follows, viz: 

 David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

     

 

 Absent: Ted Cabata, James Sullivan & John DeMello, 

Commissioners       

   

 The Chair seated Alternate Commissioner Post for Commissioner 

Cabata for this evening’s meeting.  A quorum was determined. 

 

 

PUBLIC HEARING 

  

Public Hearing Items: 

 A. Map Amendment #142 – Application of Lovley Development, 

Inc. seeking to amend the IW Map of the Town of Southington to reflect 

the findings of Soil Scientist David Lord for property located at 593 

Flanders Road and Smith Street, Map 148, Parcels 26,28,29 and 30. 

 Sev Bovino, Planner with Kratzert, Jones & Associates represented 

the application.  The property is at 593 Flanders Road and Smith 

Street.  He explained the various maps he put on the board for 

viewing.  He noted the A-2 survey map has located the flag numbers and 

the limits of the wetlands.  It also shows the difference between the 

Town mapped limits and what was found in the field. 

 The area of the wetlands is 4.03 acres. 

 The soil report was submitted with the application. 
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 On May 10
th
 we had the site walk and it was tabled as David Lord 

was not able to attend.  He is here tonight if you have any questions. 

 There was discussion about the extension of the wetlands on the 

west side and the plantings. 

(Those speaking in favor of the application) 

 None. 

(Those speaking against the application) 

 None. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to close the public hearing.  Mr. Post 

seconded. Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 (Whereupon, the public hearing was adjourned at 7:04 o’clock, 

p.m.) 
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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

Regular Meeting 

Thursday, June 7th, 2012 

7:00 pm – Town Hall Council Chambers 

75 Main Street, Southington, Connecticut 

 

 

MINUTES 

  

The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a regular meeting on 

Thursday, June 7th, 2012.  Chair Theresa Albanese called the public 

hearing portion of the meeting to order at 7:04 o'clock, p.m. 

 The following Commissioners were present, viz: 

 Greg Ali, Christopher Borowy, & William Camp   

 Alternates: Richard Post 

 

 Ex-officio members present were as follows, viz: 

 David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

     

 

 Absent: Ted Cabata, James Sullivan & John DeMello, 

Commissioners       

   

 The Chair seated Alternate Commissioner Post for Commissioner 

Cabata for this evening’s meeting.  A quorum was determined. 

 

Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag 

 

4. Approval of Minutes – May 3
rd
, 2012 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve the May 3, 2012 Minutes as 

presented.  Mr. Camp seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice 

vote. 

    May 10
th
, 2012 

 Mr. Camp made a motion to approve the site walk Minutes of May 

10
th
, 2012.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

     May 24
th
, 201 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve the May 24
th
, 2012 site walk 

Minutes as presented.  Mr. Post seconded. Motion passed on a majority 

voice vote with the Chair abstaining. 
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5. Reports from Public, Press and Ex-Officio Members regarding items 

scheduled for action. 

 None. 

 

 

6. Items from the Public Hearing: 

 A. Map Amendment #142 – Application of Lovley Development, 

Inc. seeking to amend the IW Map of the Town of Southington to reflect 

the findings of Soil Scientist David Lord for property located at 593 

Flanders Road and Smith Street, Map 148, Parcels 26,28,29 and 30. 

 Sev Bovino, Planner with Kratzert, Jones & Associates advised 

David Lord, soil scientist, is here if you have any questions. 

 Discussion of the change in the town mapped wetlands and what was 

found in the field.  Mr. Lord added primarily the change was from this 

portion of the site to this portion of the site (indicating).  It was 

actually just a shift which is very common when you do mapping from 

the town mapping to site specific.  It’s very common to find shifts 

and distortions in the older mapping to the new mapping. 

 The soil types on site were discussed. 

 The wetlands were described.  The site has been extensively 

disturbed.  Additional vegetational clearing and some soil disturbance 

along the edge of Smith Street.  The gas line disturbance was 

discussed.  And, there is a disturbance associated with the existing 

pond in this location (indicating).  The material brought in to create 

the pond and the excavation and building of the embankment for the 

pond disturbed some of the wetlands in that.  Along the area within 

the storm water wetland (indicating).  This is a disturbed wetland 

soil.  Along the western side there is remnants, a steep abrupt slope, 

an old building foundation and that wetland flows through a very 

narrow well-defined watercourse down to a point where it widens out 

and goes into the field. 

 Discussion. 

 

 The Chair indicated she was content with the presentation and the 

wetland line as proposed. 

 

 Mr. Borowy stated he had no reason to dispute the new proposed 

wetland map, so I will move to approve IW #142 as submitted.  Mr. Camp 

seconded the motion.  Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

 

 



5 

 

7. Inland Wetland/Floodplain Filling Applications 

 A. Information/Action - IW #1198 – Application of Lovley 

Development, Inc. seeking to fill and grade wetlands and wetland 

review area for detention area, road and driveway crossing.  Property 

located at 593 Flanders Road and Smith Street. 

 Sev Bovino, representing the applicant.  We presented the 

application on May 3, 2012.  The site walk was taken on May 10, 2012.  

The proposal is for a 13-lot open space subdivision. 

 The impacts to the wetlands are: 

 (1) Driveway crossing to the rear lot #5.  It is the narrowest 

point of the wetlands.  Current impact is 880 sf. 

 (2)  Utility crossing on Flanders Road.  We are going to extend 

the sewer up Flanders Road so we are crossing that intermittent 

watercourse. 

 (3) Disturbance of a wetlands pocket north of Smith Street for 

the construction of a detention area.  We have revised the plans 

showing the larger detention area.  We have reduced the discharge 

pipes from 2 direct discharge points into the wetland and we have 

revised the design to take this drainage to a manhole and then into a 

flared end on the west side of the wetlands.   

 Same thing with the drainage on Smith Street.  It used to go 

straight into the wetlands and we have taken those two pipes and 

joined them into a manhole and then to a single outfall into the 

wetlands thereby reducing the direct impact to the wetlands. 

 Discussion. 

 

 This design we believe reduces the wetland impact. The impact to 

wetlands now is 670 sf.   

 

 The total disturbance was 3,833 sf and now it is a total of 1550 

sf, approximately. 

  

 We believe this is a good way to expand the function of the 

existing wetlands, making it bigger.  A similar design was done for 

Reccko Farms on West Center Street.  He passed photos around showing 

how well that came out. 

 Planting plan was submitted with the application. 

 Working with staff and the commission, the applicant has agreed 

to remove an existing pipe south of the driveway crossing and 

restoring the area --- the pipe south of the lot 5 crossing. 

 Remove and replace an existing pipe under Smith Street to improve 

drainage flow.  Explained. 
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 We extended the proposed drainage along Flanders Road for about 

40’ from the existing pipe.  This drainage extends north.  We used to 

have a flared end half way up and under direction from staff we 

extended the pipe northerly and created a headwall there and a rip rap 

pad area which eventually flows in the wetland.   

 We increased the meadow area on lots 1 and 2.  Explained we have 

pulled away from the wetlands buffer so we have a greater distance 

from the wetlands and we’re going to create additional meadow. 

 We have shown on the maps the area of the wetlands the buffer 

that will be delineated by boulders and evergreens at certain 

intervals.  The entire area of the project will be delineated 

(indicated). 

 We are aware of the neighbors concerns on drainage.  A portion of 

Smith Street now drains on Mr. Mack’s property in the corner of Smith 

Street and Flanders Road.  The flow takes a north, northwest direction 

and eventually comes into the low point of his property and then into 

our property.  The proposal now has curbing along Smith Street which 

will prevent that from occurring.  Explained. 

 Smith Street at the intersection, sometimes the flow goes across 

the street.  And, we have two sets of basins at the curb line and that 

will intercept the water and take it north so there will not be any 

water shooting across the Smith Street intersection. 

 Discussion. 

 

 There is a flat grade at the intersection and by regulation we 

cannot make it steeper so that will allow the water to enter the basin 

and not by pass. 

  

 Water runoff from 593 Flanders Road comes under Flanders Road.  

The slopes on that property take water into Flanders Road and Flanders 

Road doesn’t have a proper crown.  So, some water crosses the street 

on to the neighbor’s property.  We have proposed a 200’ long swale 

heading north so the water that runs off this property will be 

intercepted and taken into another basin off the roadway and into the 

system heading north. 

 

 We provided the neighbors with overall maps which covers their 

property indicating how the contours are and how the drainage flows 

from the northeast, southwest through the meadow here and eventually 

under Flanders Street.  The map shows wetlands associated with those 

properties.  The pipe under Flanders Street was clogged.  I have 

photos showing the improvement made by the town after the applicant 

spoke to them.  The pipe was unclogged and they put rip rap at the end 

of the pipe. (Passed around photos) 

 Discussion. 

 

 We have in total analyzed five layouts before deciding on the 

current one.  Those are alternatives.  They all have a larger 
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footprint impact and a larger disturbance of wetlands.   One was the 

conventional subdivision which would have taken this roadway up to the 

end of the property.   

 

 This proposal allows for a minimum infringement on the wetlands 

and buffer and allows an unobstructed link of the wetlands area which 

will provide a substantial corridor for wildlife in the north/south 

direction and preserves the natural resources of the area. 

 

 For lot 8, the line was revised to increase the open space to 

5.87 acres.  We removed the pond from that lot so it will be part of 

the open space as requested by staff.  This will amount to 4.5% of the 

property dedicated for open space. 

 

 All appropriate E & S controls and notes are on the plans. 

 

 I have a list summarizing the changes I made to the plan in 

response to the concerns of the neighbors and the commission (passed 

around copies). 

 

 In addition to that list, I have hand outs for you to look at 

specifically this hand out covers the proposed new pond area design 

and shows the intersection on Mr. Mack’s property and shows the 

drainage heading north to the wetland area. 

 

 This handout is convenient because on one page you can see the 

pond, the wetlands associated with the detention area, the trees that 

are upon Mr. Mack’s property which we are able to save.  Most of the 

trees are off the ROW so we can save them. There’s one in the ROW but 

we will do whatever we can to avoid cutting it.  The grading in that 

area is minimal.  All those details are on the plans. 

 

 I will now have Andrew Quirk come up and discuss the drainage 

questions. 

 

 Andrew Quirk, Professional Engineer and Principal of Kratzert, 

Jones & Associates.  

 

 Regarding the watersheds, in the drainage report, watershed 1 is 

21.8 acres and the proposed is 22.3 acres so there is a half acre 

additional area that we are addressing.  The flows are still reduced 

with the storm water management plan.   

 

 The concerns about shifting watersheds and diverting water, that 

runoff along Flanders Road, in this area here (indicating) today it 

comes down into Flanders Road at a high point.  But it goes in that 

direction anyway so it is just going to be controlled.  Flanders 

doesn’t have a crown so a lot of times it would go over the road and 

not follow the gutter line.  It’s the same watershed area and we’re 

just trying to better it.  There will be a reduction in flows. 

 Discussion. 
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 Regarding the water quality issue for the detention basin, he 

explained the computation he did and submitted to the commissioners 

for their review.   

 

 I think the changes to the detention basin have been pretty well 

addressed. 

 Discussion. 

 

 I’ll answer any other questions you have. 

 

 Mr. Post asked about the storage capacity with the increase in 

the watershed area. 

 Discussion. 

 

 The water table in the area was discussed by the Chair, Mr. Quirk 

and Mr. Lord.   

 

 Mr. Post spoke about the Phase I.  Part of this was an orchard 

and the reported mentioned a septic leech field.  My questions is and 

the Phase I did not address and should have is it did not determine or 

mention the possible presence of a septic leech field. It also didn’t 

mention about the existence of a potential private well which would 

have to abandon if it existed.  The Phase I should mention these 

things. 

  

 And, lastly because this was an orchard, it would have been very 

typical to use pesticides.  Explained.  It’s a wetlands issue because 

if the pesticides exist in the soil that’s disturbed, whenever you 

fluff it up and spread it out, you then expose the contaminants deeper 

in the ground to leeching and that can impact the wetlands system.   

 Discussion. 

 

 Mr. Post recommended a Phase II Assessment be done with direct 

soil sampling and address the leech field which existed potentially 

and the private well. 

 

 Mr. Bovino rebutted the home hasn’t been there for years.  I’m 

sure they did the proper thing to abandon the septic system and the 

well. 

 Discussion. 

 

 Mr. Bovino said he would look at the health department records 

and provide staff with the research on the septic system and the well. 

 Discussion. 

 

 There is a very shallow hand dug well in the front which we are 

going to backfill in.  Explained. 

 

 As for the pesticides, we have Jeff Gworek here who is the author 

of the Phase I and he’ll be glad to answer questions. 
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 Mr. Post again spoke about the existence of pesticides compounds 

in the soil.  The concern about the septic system is it was not 

uncommon for folks to dump paints and chemicals down the drain which 

end up the leech field causing pollutants.  A potential 

wetlands/environmental issue.   Mr. Bovino replied the applicant is 

looking into that because the bank will not let him have the money 

unless he clears up the property of those issues. 

 Discussion. 

 

 Jeff Gworek, Diversified Environmental Services.  He was asked by 

Mr. Post why a Phase II was not done to confirm the presence or not of 

certain pesticides that were placed when an orchard was in existence.  

Mr. Gworek replied he had conducted an interview with the site owner 

and he felt it wasn’t necessary.  She stated she had been there in 

direct contact for 30 years and had no knowledge of any pesticides 

being used. 

 Discussion. 

 

 Mr. Gworek said after the interview he spoke with the DEP 

Pesticide Program and according to her there was not record or 

knowledge of any application or certification for a private applicator 

for pesticides on any of that property.  That covers all general use 

pesticides. 

 Discussion. 

 

 A 1948 aerial photo of the area was a field as noted by Mr. 

Bovino. 

 

 More discussion on Mr. Gworek’s decision not to do a Phase II. 

 

 Ms. Margaret Lewis, owner, stated that the area was used as a 

pick your own organic orchard in the early 1980’s.  They did not use 

pesticides at all.   

 

 A net decrease in surface flow is noted. 

 

 This application will be sent to the Army Corp of Engineers. 

 

 In light of the five layouts, the 35% open space that is 

associated with the property, the reduction in the surface flow, the 

majority of proposed improvement beyond the property limits which will 

substantially decrease the amount of flooding on other properties; the 

Chair indicated she was in favor of this application.  They have done 

as much as they can at this point to address most of the concerns of 

the neighbors.  Basically, on the wetlands issues, they have reduced 

impacts to wetlands and it shows a wet basin that looks like it is 

going to do a phenomenal job of retaining sediments and will have some 

good benefits.   She stated she was in favor. 

 

 Mr. Ali agreed. He felt they did a good job with it. 
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 There doesn’t seem to be a reason to add any stipulations   

continued the Chair.   

 

 All checklist items have been addressed and the presentations 

were wonderful. 

 

 Mr. Camp made a motion to approve IW 1198.  Mr. Post seconded. 

Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

  

  

 

 B. Information/Action – IW #1200 – Application of Coccomo 

Bros, LLC seeking to discharge storm water and conduct grading and 

filling within the upland review area in conjunction with the 

construction of a 6 lot subdivision.   Property located at 806 South 

End Road. 

 Steve Giudice, Harry Cole & Son, representing the applicants.  He 

advised this is a 6-lot subdivision with a small cul de sac.  We have 

been working on this project for quite some time.  We have prepared 

the design work for submittal and we have comments from the 

environmental planner.  We made changes to the plan accordingly. 

 Discussion. 

 

 Houses are to be served by public water and public sewer. 

  

 We have a reduction overall from our predevelopment to post 

development site of impervious surface and we do have a storm water 

quality basin.  We are not proposing to take any of the water from 

South End Road, just our cul de sac.  We have infiltration unites 

proposed for the house roof leaders.  We have no direct wetland 

impacts. 

 Discussion. 

 

 We have addressed all comments on the plan.  We are proposing 

street trees.  We are proposing some landscaping on site.  We have 

minimal grading on the property. 

 

 Mr. Borowy brought up an area where there may have been some 

pesticide dumping.  Apparently, what we were told is the buyer of the 

property won’t take that property unless the issue has been 

remediated.  What is the intended course on that? 

 

 Mr. Giuidice explained a Phase I & II have been done on the 

property.  They have identified the area of concern.  That material is 

to be removed from the site as part of the contract on the property. 

It will be disposed of in accordance with DEEP requirements.  The soil 

will not be used on site. 
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 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve IW 1200 as presented.  Mr. 

Post seconded.  Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

 

 

 

 

 C. Information – IW #1201 – Application of the Southington 

Water Department seeking to install 185 l.f. of water main under 

Misery Brook via directional drilling.  Property located in R.O.W. at 

452 South End Road. 

 

 James Geis represented the application.  Mr. Lavallee advised the 

procedure is going to be similar to the Welch Road project which went 

off without a hitch.  I made some suggestions for this plan based on 

that.  It will be off the road itself. 

 

 General discussion of the project. 

 

 Mr. Borowy asked Mr. Geis to walk the commission through a visual 

or presentation.  Mr. Geis said he could not do that.  We have done 

test borings and we would be 5 feet below the ground. 

 Discussion. 

 

 The Chair indicated the commission wanted some explanation of 

directional drilling and how it works.  And, that there are no impacts 

other than where the pits.  Mr. Geis could not answer that. 

 

 General discussion on the project. 

 

 A couple of thousand square feet of disturbance in the upland 

review area is indicated. 

 Discussion. 

 

 Mr. Borowy expressed his request for a presentation and layout 

was not answered.  He’d like to have it explained to him. 

 

 Mr. Geis offered there are going to be two holes dug and they are 

going to bring a machine in to push the pipe under the stream.  The 

stuff we pull out we truck away. 

 Discussion. 

 

 The Chair wanted the pit locations staked out for the site walk. 

And, someone knowledgeable about the application and how the 

directional drilling works would be helpful to have at the site walk. 

 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to table.  Mr. Ali seconded. Motion 

passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 Site walk set for June 28, 2012. 
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 D. Information – IW #1202 – Application of Bagno, LLC seeking 

to fill within upland review area in association with an earth 

excavation activity.  Property located at West Street Map 143 Parcel 

016. 

 Steve Giudice presented the application.  This is remaining land-

-- it was part of a subdivision that was before you approximately two 

years ago.  The pine Hollow Subdivision Sections II and III and 

Section 1.  Explained the different sections and their locations. 

 There was an earth excavation permitted on Section II and we had 

proposed to truck the material off site through an access road that 

runs to West Street.  We did remove approximately 178,000 cy of 

sand/gravel in the course of a year. 

 This property is the other half.  This Bagno piece was excavated 

I believe during the construction of I-84.  A lot of material was 

taken out and used in the construction of the highway.  They dug out 

too much material and they left a nice big field that is not suitable 

for construction the way it is right now. 

 The owners have had the option to accept some material to fill 

the property.  And, they’ve been made aware of another project that 

may be coming in the summer.    

 We added the proposed contour lines in this field area to permit 

us to fill that are for future development. We have a CL&P easement 

that runs through the property and we’re not proposing to fill under 

that easement due to the fact it’s the CL&P.  

 Right now the site is too low to get to West Street.  We’re 

proposing to fill the site.  This has been flagged by Mr. Lord as part 

of the Pine Hollow Subdivision.  We have a delineation that was 

utilized. We are not proposing any wetland impact.  We have some 

buffer impacts along this finger of wetland (indicating).  We are not 

proposing any clearing as part of this.  This would happen over the 

course of two years.  The area is 8.65 acres. 

 In response to a question by Mr. Borowy, Mr. Giudice advised they 

are in the process of designing a dredging plan Sloper’s Pond.  

Explained. 

 The material from Sloper’s Pond will be used to fill this 

property.   The material was tested and it is clean.  Explained. 

 Mr. Borowy said he wouldn’t be concerned about the pond’s 

dredgings at the site but if there are any sources of material 

infused, we need to know that and weigh it all. 

 Discussion. 

 

 The four phases were discussed.  And, 120,000 cy would be taken 

out of the pond. 
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 Mr. Camp made a motion to table IW 1202.   Mr. Borowy seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Site walk set for June 28, 2012 

 

 

8. Communications 

 A. Reports from Public, Press and Ex-Officio members regarding 

items other than those scheduled for action. 

 None. 

 

 

9. Conservation Issues/Unfinished Business/Miscellaneous 

 Show Cause Hearing – Burritt Street Parcels across from Anne Road 

 Mr. Lavallee noted he did drive out to the site.  It’s tough to 

tell what was taken out, if there was more taken out.  We said he 

could take what he cut out.  He did file that in front.  He staged it 

to get it out.  I think to the neighbor it looks like he cut more.  We 

are still waiting on that plan.  Mr. Lavallee sent a letter out to the 

owner saying he has to get back to us and to-date we’ve had no 

response. 

 

10. Adjournment 

 Mr. Camp made a motion to adjourn which was seconded by Mr. 

Borowy seconded. Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 8:35 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

 

 


