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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

Thursday, April 4, 2013 

Regular Meeting 

7:00 p.m. – Municipal Center Assembly Room 

 196 North Main Street, Southington, Connecticut 

  

REVISED AGENDA MINUTES 

  

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a regular meeting on 

Thursday, April 4, 2013.  Vice Chair James Sullivan called the public 

hearing portion of the meeting to order at 7:00 o'clock, p.m. 

 The following Commissioners were present, viz: 

 Christopher Borowy, William Camp & Jeffrey Crown  

 Alternates: Richard Post 

    Robert Hammersley 

 

 Ex-officio members present were as follows, viz: 

 David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

      

 

 Absent:   Theresa Albanese, Chair 

   Greg Ali, Commissioner 

   Marry Etter, Commissioner 

  

 The Vice Chair seated Mr. Post for Mr. Ali and Mr. Hammersley for 

Ms. Albanese.   A quorum was determined. 

 

The pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was recited by everyone 

in attendance. 

 

 

JAMES SULLIVAN, Acting Chair, Presiding: 

 

4. Approval of Minutes – March 7, 2013, Regular Meeting 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve as submitted.  Mr. Camp 

seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 

5. Reports from Public, Pres and Ex=Officio Members regarding items 

scheduled for action. 

 LAMBERT O’NEIL: Spoke regarding Item A.  (Lambert & Carol O’Neil) 

626 Burritt Street.  I’ve been at that address for 36 years.  In the 
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period of time we’ve been there, referring to the 100 year flood 

plain, we have had a flood there in 1982 and 1992.    

 I have a stream that comes through my property that feeds into 

the Judd Brook.   My property is on the northwest quadrant of the 

property in question where this is supposed to go across.  This is not 

the right location on the map.  Explained it is opposite Anne Road. 

 The Papachristo family lives next door to me, when we flooded in 

1992; we had approximately 30 inches of water in his back lot which is 

adjacent to the lot we are talking about. 

 Our main concern is when Judd Brook backs up because of a deluge 

of rain in the springtime.  If this bridge is put up there would be, 

according to the rules and regulations on here, that these things will 

be maintained at a point where the people who are on the eastern 

portion of this property could suffer heavily because of water flow.  

I’m on the northwest corner of the Florian property. 

 I’ve been told the reason why they’re putting up this bridge is 

because they’re going to do farming in the back.  I’ve never known the 

Florian family to be involved with farming. It’s usually construction 

or real estate.  We are concerned as a neighbor as to what the outcome 

is going to be to having this bridge and what is going to go on there. 

 A neighbor who no longer lives adjacent to land sold and left the 

state.  He was the only one who fought this thing. 

 To the people who are handling this, they would be fair in 

looking at this property and making sure that it is up to code.  The 

last time I was down there, there is stacks of trees that have been 

ripped out of the ground --- not cut off.  Piles of 10 and 20 to a 

pile.  The only farming I’ve seen is there are stumps maybe 30 feet on 

a portion of the property and truckload after truckload has been taken 

out of there of firewood.  It’s the man’s property and he is entitled 

to that. 

 We are concerned about what is going to happen afterward. 

 Thank you for your time. 

 The acting chair said another site walk would be arranged. 

 

 

6. Inland Wetland Applications: 

 A. Information/Action:  IW #1209 – Application of David 

Florian seeking to construct/permit a replacement bridge to access 

property located on Burritt Street, Map 029, Parcel 068. 

 Mr. Crown has recused himself from this item. 
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 Mr. Lavallee said the application and plan has been submitted to 

the assistant town engineer to review.  There is a concern of flooding 

in the area.  There was a structural analysis done of the bridge, but 

there was not floodplain analysis.  We are going to work together to 

establish whether there is any impediment to the flow.  It’s up for 

tabling at this point. 

 Discussion of when the site walk would be set.  It was decided to 

wait until information was in. 

 Mr. Camp made a motion to table which was seconded by Mr. Borowy.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Mr. Crown was reseated. 

 

 

 B. Information:  IW #1210 – Application of Wonk Road 

Partnership, LLC seeking t disturb 3,185 sf of wetland soil for the 

purpose of constructing a 9 lot subdivision, roadway and storm water 

quality/management system.  Property located at Wonx Spring Road, Map 

#62, Parcel 142. 

 Stephen Giudice, Harry Cole & Son, represented the applicant.  

The applicant has recently acquired this property located on Wonx 

Spring Road at this location (indicated on the map). 

 The property is 32.98 acre parcel located in an I-1 zone.  There 

is 4.27 acres of wetlands on site.  It was the former site of an 

industrial manufacturing facility.  That building has been removed.  

There are remnants of a parking lot and some drainage but the 

foundation and building have been removed. 

 The applicant is proposed a 9-lot subdivision. Lots range from 2 

acres to 5.5 acres.  We are proposing a 1400 foot roadway, cul de sac, 

to be called:  Progress Drive. 

 We have a few wetland impacts as part of our proposal.  There are 

four actual impact areas (explained & located on the map). 

 We are proposing a detention facility at this location 

(indicating) to handle the storm runoff for the roadway and some of 

the runoff from the lots, but the individual lots would need to have 

their own storm water control mechanism by way of detention basin or 

underground storage.    

 Discussion. 

 

 Our watershed flows from the west to the east.  Explained the 

points of discharge for the subdivision. 

  

 Public water and public sewers. 
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 We just submitted the plan and we hope to have a site walk 

scheduled.  We will have the soil scientist present and most likely 

our environmental specialist.   

  

 This site is subject to environmental land use restrictions by 

the DEEP.   The site has been given the green light, I believe, as far 

as it’s clean up but I’m sure you’ll have questions and we will 

provide reports necessary. 

 

 Access to the property was clarified. 

 

 No basements on the buildings. 

 

 The plan will have to be approved by the Commissioner of the DEEP 

due to the environmental land use restrictions and there will be 

special considerations taken during the construction of the 

foundations for the buildings.  That’ll all be part of the proposal. 

 

 Mr. Borowy asked for documentation on that.  Mr. Giudice said 

Jeff Gworek of DES is the environmental person and I’ve asked him to 

give a summary and some background material.  I’ll ask him to come on 

the site walk, as well. 

 

 Site walk to be set for April 18, 2013 at 5:30 pm. 

 

 Mr. Borowy so moved the motion to table.  Mr. Post seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

  

7. Communications 

 

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

items other than those scheduled for action. 

 Arthur Cyr, 103 Berlin Avenue.  He spoke about the project this 

panel approved which is Safe Sidewalks for Schools which is from Crest 

Road through Memorial Park out to Woodruff Street. 

 We’ve heard this week that the DEEP thinks you didn’t scrutinize 

it enough because there is that little stream that sometimes run 

through there and they decided that in case of a 100 year flood the 

town needs to put in something like a 60 foot bridge instead of the 

concrete whatever that was designed in there. 

 My question tonight is:  Who is right?  Do they really need to be 

asking us for a 60 foot bridge over a little stream that is barely 

functioning between a residential area and a park or is that something 

we kind of said, neah (sp) we really don’t need it that much. 
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 In this town we seem to be running into the DEEP and DOT sticking 

their fingers in and making this town jump through hoops all the time.  

My question is:  Are they being overly picky when they ask for this 60 

foot bridge over that little stream? 

 Mr. Lavallee advised it is a miscommunication.  The wetland 

permit was granted.  I don’t think the DEEP had an issue with the 

wetland permit.  It’s actually the floodplain permit that the town 

hasn’t filed, yet.  The floodplain filling application, the town still 

has to put before the commission and we’ll review it then per 

engineering the same we did this for this crossing.  That is 

forthcoming.  Once that information is here, we can review it and have 

it acted on. 

 Mr. Cyr asked about the concrete whatever.  Mr. Lavallee said the 

engineer sized it per the calculations.  It is just the disturbance 

that the floodplain filling covers.  So sizewise it passes the 100 

year storm. 

 Mr. Cyr asked if that had to come before this commission for 

approval.  Mr. Lavallee said yes, for the disturbance.  Just the way 

the regs are written. 

 Mr. Cyr commented every once in a while the people on staff up in 

Hartford need to get educated as to how strict you have to be on some 

things, I guess.  We run into it with DEEP and DOT all the time.  

Sewer plan, school projects. 

 Another thing, I was interested in Mr. Giudice’s application but 

that is only because there is a word missing out of the application.  

If I had seen it and it said “a 9 lot commercial subdivision”.  I 

would have said okay, but it read as a “9 lot subdivision” and I 

assumed that was a residential subdivision because it didn’t say 

commercial. 

 I chase residential subdivisions all over town to make sure 

they’re up to snuff usually at ZBA and PZC.  I just happened to see it 

on your agenda. 

 I will await to see what happens when that floodplain filling 

application comes in front of you. 

 Thank you. 

 

8. Conservation Issues / Unfinished Business / Miscellaneous 

 Show Cause Hearing -  Burritt Street Parcels across from Anne 

Road. 

 Mr. Lavallee advised this item will be kept open and on the 

agenda. 
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 Discussion of dates for site walk.  It was decided on April 18, 

2013 at 5:00 pm. 

9. Adjournment 

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

Borowy.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:26 o’clock, p.m.) 


