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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

REGULAR MEETING 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 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, September 6, 2012.  Chair Theresa Albanese called the 

Regular Meeting to order at 7:00 pm. 

 The following commissioners were present: 

 Greg Ali*, Chris Borowy, William Camp  & James Sullivan 

 Ex-officio members present were as follows: 

 David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner/Environmental Planner 

 (* Arrived at 7:11 where noted) 

 Absent: Ted Cabata, John DeMello, Sr, Commissioners  

   Richard Post, Alternate Commissioner 

 A quorum was determined. 

 The Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was recited by 

everyone in attendance. 

 

THERESA ALBANESE, Chair, presiding: 

4. Approval of Minutes – Meeting of August 2, 2012 

 Mr. Sullivan made a motion to approve as presented.  Mr. Camp 

seconded. Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

5. Reports from Public, Press and Ex-Officio Members regarding items 

scheduled for action. 

 (None) 

 

 (The Chair recused herself from this next item and sat in the 

audience.) 
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JAMES SULLIVAN,  Acting Chair: 

 

6. Inland Wetland/Floodplain Filling Applications: 

 A. Information:  IW#1203 – Application of the Southington-

Cheshire YMCA’s seeking to remove sediment from Sloper Pond, 

install/replace culverts on site, clear vegetation from an existing 

dam, and install recreational amenities on site.  Parcel located at 

1000 East Street. 

 Stephen Giudice with Harry Cole represented the applicant.  This 

is a dredging operation for the Sloper Pond. It is a 19-acre body of 

water located at Camp Sloper.  He explained the dam construction which 

created this pond. 

 He noted the tributaries coming into the pond on the map. 

 Right now, the pond is the focal point of the camp. All 

activities center around the pond; swimming, fishing, Polar Plunge, et 

cetera.  It is a critical part of the operation. 

 In the history of the pond, it has never been dredged and has 

accumulated sediment through the years and recently it has become more 

and more noticeable and a problem.  A few years back the YMCA 

recognized the problem and decided the appropriate step would be to 

perform a dredging operation. 

 The first thing we did was perform a bathometric survey on the 

pond.  Explained process.   

 We had David Lord go out and identify the regulated areas as far 

as wetlands, water bodies and vernal pools.  We have two vernal pools 

located to the west of the pond.  Edge of the water is the regulated 

area around most of the sides.  We have a wetland area that extends up 

the hill and we have a large wetland area here (indicating) and where 

the discharge is.   There is a dam located here (indicating). 

 The YMCA has a pond committee and we’ve been meeting with them 

regularly to take the appropriate steps to get this plan together. 

 We’ve had preliminary meetings with the Army Corp of Engineers 

and the DEEP with positive feedback. 

 We’ve worked with Don Balough (sp) who is very familiar with 

hydrology.  He was able to point us in the right direction when 

necessary on how to handle the drainage through this process. 

 An existing conditions plan was presented as part of the set to 

identify the wetland locations, topography of the site and a lot of 

the amenities around the pond and also the current depths of the pond. 
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 Discussion. 

 

 There are areas of 10 to 15 feet of sediment in the pond.  Our 

proposal is to remove 125,000 cy of material from the site.  We will 

need permits from this commission, the planning & zoning commission, 

the DEEP and the Army Corp of Engineers.  

  

 Jim Braim is the professional engineer with my office who has 

been the point on this project from the design standpoint and I’ll 

have him go over the existing conditions and the proposed plan of 

development. 

  

 David Lord will also talk to you about the wetlands and the 

hydrology on the site after that. 

 

 Jim Braim explained the pond has been around since the 1900’s so 

it has about 112 years of accumulation of sediment which translates 

roughly to 150,000 cy of sediment.  We are proposing to take about 

125,000 cy out. 

 

 The pond is roughly 18 acres --- good sized – sits in a watershed 

of just over half a square mile.  He noted the five tributary streams 

coming into the pond.  He noted the 30’ wide by 6” deep concrete 

spillway which has functioned over the years but could use help.  

We’ve provided more freeboard for that to function properly. 

 

 He indicated the vernal pools.  We didn’t want to disturb them. 

 

 Let me focus on what we are going to do in removing the 125,000 

cy of sediment accumulation. 

 

 We will install new low flow outlet control structure which will 

only be used for maintenance.  (Indicated location)   

 Explained. 

 

 For the pond to drain, we will put in a temporary berm around the 

north side of the pond so during the construction process they can 

have access to this area (indicating) free and clear of water. 

Explained the existing hydrology and flows will be maintained. 

 

 When done, we will take out the berm, leaving a small portion 

(indicating) beneath the water that will act as a sediment trap.  In 

the future it will collect all of the sediment over here (indicating) 

and as needed they can come over here, after drawing down the water, 

actually get the sediment out of here. 

 

 Access point to East Street that will run up to the pond and by 

the dewatering area was discussed.  (Indicated location) 
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 Another access point (indicating) off of East Street is in the 

location of an old cart path.  With minimal work we will bring it up 

to par so we can use for construction. 

 

 The final access point  will be an extension of the interior road 

network.  Explained. 

 

 (Mr. Ali entered the room.) 

 

 The dam is a critical item.  We have trees growing on the dam and 

we don’t want that.  We going to clear the trees in the buffer area 

around the dam and raise the dam up about a foot in one area to 

provide freeboard from the emergency spillway. 

 Discussion. 

 

 He also explained the amenities that the YMCA would like to 

include that will be used for educational as well as recreational 

purposes.  (Boardwalk ADA accessible, glass bottom boat system, rope 

swing, clean up beach areas, stone piles for a fish habitat area, 

submerged underwater trees for fish habitat and turtle logs) 

 Indicated three new culvert areas where they would like to put in 

three new culvert which will help with access to the trails/paths by 

the golf cart. 

 The Y wants to put together a plan that will work and they will 

do this once and do it right.  I think we have put together a good 

plan that will satisfy everybody’s requirements. 

 (The Acting Chair seated Commissioner Ali.) 

 

 David Lord, Soil Scientist for the project.  He reviewed the 

Report dated May 25, 2011 which is the findings of the onsite wetlands 

delineation performed on the property. (Report on file in the Town 

Planner’s Office.) 

 After discussion of the underwater berm between Mr. Borowy and 

Mr. Lord, Mr. Giudice advised the DEEP suggested the berm.  It is 4 or 

5 feet below the water elevation.  You will be able to canoe over it 

and  won’t know it is there until you lower the pond in the winter for 

maintenance. 

 Discussion. 

 

 A site walk will provide a much better feel for what we’re trying 

to do.  It is a large operation and we tried to cover all the bases.   

 We don’t anticipate this to start until at best next fall.  The 

timing would be discussed.  Hopefully we will start next year when 
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camp ends in the fall and then through the entire year and only lose 

the pond for one season of camp use. 

 We tried not to impact wetland areas if we didn’t have to.  

Explained different small impacts. 

 

 Mr. Camp made a motion to table IW#1203.   Mr. Borowy seconded. 

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (The Chair re-entered the meeting and was reseated.) 

 *** See additional comments about this application at the end of 

the Minutes. *** 

 

 

THERESA ALBANESE, resuming the Chair: 

7. Communications 

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

items other than those scheduled for action. 

 (None) 

 

8. Conservation Issues / Unfinished Business/ Miscellaneous 

 - Show Cause Hearing – Burritt Street Parcels across from 

Anne Road 

 Mr. Lavallee reported this show cause hearing is continued.  I 

guess in the process of reviewing this for assessment, the Assessor 

sent a letter to the owner saying he did not feel it was a farm.  The 

Burritt Street parcel.  So, that again reiterates the point we need an 

application.  He can appeal that and claim it is  a timber harvest, 

but until then, I think we should stress the point we need the 

application for the bridge. 

 Discussion. 

 

 The matter will be turned over to the Town Attorney’s office. 

 

 We are awaiting a report from the soil scientist. 

 

 The Ass’t Town Planner did an expectation about a month ago. 

 

 General discussion about the site and activities. 
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 - Extension Request – IW #116 – 5 years 

 This is relating to the Hillcrest Orchards application.  Mr. 

Lavallee said they requested a 5-year extension.  However, there was 

recent legislation stating that permits approved before a certain date 

have a different time frame now.  This was to expire in 2012, but I 

think they have until 2016 now because of the legislation change.  I 

don’t think we have to act on this until 2016.  And, even after that, 

they have 5 years after that.  So the permit will be good for 9 years 

instead of the typical 5.  That’s state regulations and we have to 

change our regulations to reflect that.   

 - Laurelwood Subdivision off of Mount Vernon Road, there are 

some lot lines that changed.  It didn’t affect any wetland areas.  

Some lots where they had detention ponds on it, they are going to 

change them.  Just lot lines revision.  It’s just for you to be aware 

of.  No material changes.  They’ll still have to come before the 

Environmental Planner for a zoning permit. 

 - Roy Shook’s letter.  One of the property owners is here if 

you have any questions on that.  One of the applicants noticed that on 

site there were some pipes from the neighbor that were underground and 

didn’t really have a chance to discharge anywhere when they excavated 

for a wall which was permitted through us.  There was a layer of 

material that indicated there was a ponding under the surface.  Roy 

Shook said that is true, but it is likely manmade.  He went out and 

said what the cause was.  You can’t have these pipes on private 

property. 

 The adjacent owner took them out and redirected them and that 

should work. It will get surface flow and the drainage from the swale 

should stay the same but the mitigation likely will not take. 

 Discussion. 

 

 The change would be you could ask for modifications to the 

approvals on the two affected lots to not call for the mitigation of a 

wetland that won’t survive; but the drainage is critical to keep 

surface flow through the area to feed the wetland downstream.  Maybe 

different plantings or a grass swale. 

 

 I spoke with the Town Attorney about the procedure for 

modification striking the call for the mitigation as a condition. 

 

 General discussion of the two parcels. 

 

 Richard Magnoli indicated he would be putting in an application 

for the removal of the condition on the approval that mitigation is 

required but keep the grading as per the plan. 

 

 

 - For the site walks we are going to add an application for  

Canterbury Lane.  We just received the application but it wasn’t in 
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time for this meeting.    Mr. Lavallee would advise the commissioners 

of the date for a site walk. 

 

 

*** Mr. Giudice advised that he did not request for a determination 

of a significant activity during the presentation of IW#1203.  We 

believe that it is a significant activity.  I apologize for that. 

 

 Mr. Lavallee said it could be done at a formal meeting before and 

it doesn’t affect the neighboring towns and limited abutters. 

 

 General discussion of the timing.  We should do the public 

hearing before the site walk.  Mr. Lavallee would work that out. 

 

 Mr. Lavallee said he would work out the dates and advise the 

commissioners of the date for the site walk(s).  Either September 22
nd
 

or 29
th
.  

  

 

 

9. Adjournment -  Mr. Borowy made a motion to adjourn which Mr.  

       Sullivan seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a 

       voice vote. 

 

 

 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:53 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

  

  

 

 


