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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

Regular Meeting  

Thursday, March 6, 2014 

7:00 PM – Municipal Center Assembly Room 

196 North Main Street, Southington, Connecticut 

 

MINUTES 

 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a regular meeting on 

Thursday, March 6, 2014.  Chairperson Theresa Albanese called the 

meeting to order at 7:00 o'clock, p.m. 

 The following Councilpersons were present, viz: 

 

 Chris Borowy, Jeff Crown & Jim Sullivan 

  

 Alternates: John Strillacci 

    Gerald Bernier 

 

 Ex-officio members present were as follows, viz: 

 David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

  

 

 Absent: Greg Ali, William Camp & Mary Etter - Commissioners 

     

 The Chair seated John Strillacci for Greg Ali and Gerry Bernier 

for William Camp.  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 – Regular Meeting of February 6, 2014 

 Mr. Sullivan made a motion to approve the Minutes as submitted.  

Mr. Strillacci seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

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

scheduled for action. 

 None. 
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6. Inland Wetland Applications 

 A. Information:  IW #1225 – Application of Wonk Road 

Partnership, LLC se                  7.600 s.f. of Upland Review Area 

for a stormwater swale associated with a 19 lot subdivision.  Property 

Located off of Wonx Spring Road. 

 Stephen Giudice, Harry Cole & Son, 876 South Main Street, 

Plantsville, CT presented on behalf of the applicant. 

 He gave a brief review of the application to-date.  He did note 

this is a 30-acre parcel which was approved originally for a 9-lot 

industrial subdivision. 

 The zone was changed by the planning & zoning commission from an 

I-1 to an R-12 zone last month.  We submitted subdivision and IW 

applications for a 19-lot subdivision which you have before you. 

 The plans before you do not propose any direct impact to the 

wetland soils.  We do have some minor impacts to some upland review 

areas.  (Lots 13, 14 & 15) 

 The main issue really was the discharge through a detention 

basin.  Without original application we had a discharge swale running 

directly south towards the wetlands.  There is a vernal pool located 

in that area.  We did submit two alternate plans (Alternate 1 and 

Alternate 2) for the swale location.  After discussion with this 

commission and staff we pursued Alternate 2 which takes the swale and 

directs it westerly and then southerly along the existing driveway on 

the site and kind of curl around the little pocket of wetland and 

discharge into a wetland further away from the vernal pool and outside 

the upland review area of the vernal pool itself, thus avoiding the 

area altogether. 

 The works better as the runoff from this swale will go the 

watercourse that runs through this wetland past the vernal pool and 

into another swale along the westerly edge of Metals Drive.   

 Discussion. 

 We did submit revised plans and a response letter to Mr. 

Lavall  ’  c mm    .  W      hav  a m       w  h M . Lavall  , M . 

Grappone an  M . Hay     a l     h   w   .  W ’v  a          h    

concerns adequate. 

 If y   hav  q        , I’     m     ha  happy    a  w    h m. 

 After general discussion about the application regarding the 

drainage, detention basins, diversion berms, vernal pool area and 

access, basin and swale liners all questions were answered. 

 The Chair requested a stipulation requiring monitoring of the 

vernal pool area by the owner of the land.  It was discussed that the 

applicant will monitor it or the property were to be transferred, we 
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would assign that responsibility to whoever takes the property owner 

them. 

 Discussion regarding phasing and staging of the project. 

 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to put IW #1225 up for action.  Mr. 

Sullivan seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Mr. Borowy suggested given the decrease in the intrusion into the 

wetland soils and into the land use restriction area, he would make a 

motion to approve IW #1225 with the stipulation regarding monitoring. 

 Stipulation:  The property owners shall monitor the vernal pool 

for future productivity.  

   Mr. Sullivan seconded.  Motion passed 6 to 0 to 1 with Chair 

Albanese abstaining. 

 

 

 

 B. Information:  IW #1226 / FF #243 – Application of High 

      I         , LL             f ll  7,000 s.f.  f w  la    

a    1,400 cu.yds. Of floodplain for the expansion of a parking lot. 

 Stephen Giudice of Harry Cole & Son presented the application. In 

speaking with the applicant and with their concern about the snow, he 

is in no rush and would rather have the commission out there at a 

point in time when they are comfortable with seeing the site.   I 

would a request a table at this point. 

 We have received comments from Mr. Lavallee and we have revisions 

based on his comments.  When we do the site walk I will bring all the 

previous plans and we can lay them out and go through the history of 

the site. 

 I had the field crew go out and stake the limits of the wetlands 

a    h   mpac  a  a  w ’   p  p      f   Al    a   2 wh ch    w  h  h  

retaining wells. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to table.   Mr. Sullivan seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Site walk set for the 29th of March, snow melts permitting. 
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 C. Information/Action:  IW #1223 / FF #241 – Application of 

David Florian seeking to gain approval for a replacement bridge on 

Burritt Street, Map 29, Parcel 68 across from Anne Road. 

 (Commissioner Crown recused himself and left the dais.) 

 Sev Bovino, Planner with Kratzert & Jones represented the 

applicant, David Florian. 

 He reviewed the property with an overall map on the screen.  This 

property is about 9.75 acres.  He pointed out the access way and the 

existing bridge and the open area.  The limits of the tree removal 

were located and showed on the overall map and the sheet in front of 

each commissioner. 

 The property is on the south side of Burritt Street.  Described 

the boundaries. 

 There was an old bridge on this property removed by the applicant 

and replaced with the current bridge.  (Indicated)  The new bridge is 

ac     f  m  h  50’ acc    way.    The old bridge is shown on the FEMA 

map if you want to see it.  It had fallen into disrepair and it was 

     l .  Th    w              l  a  v   h  100’ year floodplain 

elevation which required this floodplain application #241. 

 To compensate for the 28 cubic yards of fill placed at the bridge 

approaches, we are proposing to remove 72 cubic yards of material 

along the northerly bank of the brook.  Explained we propose to remove 

 h     m  ha      h    a     a  l z    .  W    m v   72’ 8’ w    a   

2’  eep and that will accomplish the compensation and it will be 

stabilized and seeded.  No additional topsoil will be added.  

 Discussion. 

 That is the extent of the floodplain impact and compensation that 

we are proposing to do to compensate.  The bridge is built strong 

enough to support traffic, pickup trucks, to access the property.  It 

was built with steel and concrete blocks. 

 The other impact on the property, the bridge impact has to do 

with the wetlands impact; the approaches to the bridge impact the 

wetland that was on the edges of the brook. 

 In addition, the area was cleared of vegetation.  Maple trees, 

swamp maples, 40 to 50 years old, 30 years old.  My research shows 

swamp maples are best harvested around that age.  Explained decay slow 

growth after that point.  Not that that is justification for what was 

done, but it is a fact.   We are not claiming that he had any right to 

do this. 

 Approximately 120 trees were removed.  Various sizes.   He used 

it for firewood.   He removed the trees and stumped the trees because 

he wanted to create an area you could farm.   Discussion. 
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 Mr. Bovino showed on the screen an entrance to the brook area and 

the area that is to be restored.  There is an extensive report by 

David Lord which was submitted with the application. It indicates a 

50’ w    a  a f  m  h        h a         h, w  a              pla   

with trees 15 feet on center at 20 foot intervals and for a distance 

of 400 feet which basically covers the entire area he had disturbed by 

removing the trees, from west to east.  Then south of that area we are 

planning to plant Christmas trees.  Or any other wetland type of 

wetlands type that he can actually sell to developers to put in 

detention areas or other areas.  This area would be to plant and sell.  

  

 The Chair indicated she would like to see the density of the 

proposed trees you are planting --- maples and pin oaks – increased.  

Mr. Bovino quoted 5 pin oaks, 40 red maples.   We are creating the 50 

foot buffer to the brook.  The Chair clarified you are trying to 

recreate the riparian area.        

 Discussion. 

 Discussion on shading. 

 Mr. Bovino did indicate the soil scientist, David Lord, would be 

hired to be on site to determine where the trees would be planted.  We 

   ’  wa       v  c  w   h m.  M . L    w  ld then produce a report 

for the town.           

 Discussion. 

 Mr. Lavallee commented, along the bank there is restoration.  But 

to establish the tree farm, without maybe interplanting, which is 

competition for the species he wants to plant ---    w  ’     

 h    ma       .  Th    ha        a m x  f   m   ha ’ll   ay a     m  

 ha ’ll    ha v     .  If y       ’ ,  h    w  l     a     l     f 

wetlands.  This is a restored wetland.      

 Discussion. 

 The intent is to restore first and then if it is commercially 

viable, you can do through the wetlands act, you can do that stated 

Mr. Lavallee.           

 Discussion. 

 L    hy    c           h  appl ca  ’  p  p  al    a           

species, proposed location of the trees, density of the trees, 

increasing the riparian buffer, shade for the brook, wildlife nesting 

sites, et cetera. 

 Mr. Bovino did indicated the final plans will show the shrubbery 

along the brook if you so stipulate. 

 The Chair stated that what was upsetting to her was that 120 

substantially sized trees were removed and I have the Google map from 

March, 2012.  That whole area was forested.     

 Discussion. 
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 M . B v    a m       ha .  If y   l    a   h  1940’  a   al map , 

this area was cultivated, plowed and  farmed.  Then it was let go to 

trees and forest.  And, with the age of the trees, the harvesting was 

something that needed to be done to be able to restore this.    

 Discussion. 

 Also, Mr. Bovino pointed out the wetlands have not lost their 

function, but they have a different function.  Before it was a covered 

area and now it is open with birds of prey.     

 Discussion. 

 Mr. Bovino clarified the intent is to restore the area we noted 

and then the south side of it to the edge of the trees that were 

cleared will be used for the additional plantings.    

 Discussion. 

 Extensive discussion on the proposal including the plantings and 

what the intent of the landscape operation is. 

 Army Corp was discussed. 

 Equipment proposed to be used on the property. 

 Staggered removal was discussed. 

 Several commissioners felt the application was not complete in 

detail as presented.  This is more of a conceptual plan.  It was 

suggested the applicant work more closely with David Lord.   

 Discussion. 

 Mr. Borowy said if the planting plan presented by Mr. Lord says 

minimum 36 inch growth for the red pin oaks and the other trees, if 

that really sufficient?  Are we happy with that after we had fully 

grown trees 30 to 50 year swamp maples there?   The Chair indicated 

she was not happy with it.        

 Discussion. 

 After discussion, the Chair advised Mr. Bovino to go back to the 

applicant and tell him we want a very detailed plan.  If he wanted to 

coordinate with Dave, and the commission, we can assist with that.  

W ’  l           m          a    .    

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to table IW #1223 / FF #241.  Mr. 

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

 

 (Commissioner Crown was reseated at this time.) 
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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 advised keeping this item in place. 

 

 Mr. Lavallee explained The Connecticut Land Conservation issued 

the awarding of the excellence in conservation for the Crescent Lake 

F      Ma a  m    p  j c .  Tha ’  a       al.  A couple of open space 

members are going to receive the award.   We look to more in the 

future. 

 Awesome! 

 

 Mr. Lavallee passed around training videos from the DEEP for the 

conservation commission.  These videos are also available on line.  

 

 Site walk tentatively set for March 29, 2014 snow melt 

permitting. 

  

9. Adjournment 

 Mr. Sullivan made a motion to adjourn which Mr. Borowy seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 (Wh    p  ,  h  m       wa  a j       a  8:25  ’cl c , p.m.) 

 


