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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

Continued Public Hearing & Regular Meeting  

Thursday, July 3, 2014 

7:00 PM – Municipal Center Assembly Room 

196 North Main Street, Southington, Connecticut 

 

MINUTES 

 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a public hearing & 

regular meeting on Thursday, July 3, 2014.  Chairperson Theresa 

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

 The following Councilpersons were present, viz: 

 

 Chris Borowy, Greg Ali, James Sullivan, Mary Etter & Jeff Crown   

  

 Alternates: Gerald Bernier  

 

 Ex-officio members present were as follows, viz: 

 David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

  

 

 Absent: William Camp, Commissioner 

   John Strillacci, Alternate 

   Mary Etter, Commissioner 

  

  

 The Chair seated Mr. Bernier for Mr. Camp. A quorum was 

determined. 

 

THERESA ALBANESE, Chair, presiding: 

3. Continued Public Hearing Items: 

 A. Map Amendment #150 – Application of John Romanik seeking to 

amend the Southington land Wetlands Map to reflect the findings of 

Soil Scientist William Root for property located at 2124 Meriden 

Waterbury Tpk. 

 The applicant was not present at this time.  Mr. Lavallee advised 

he did go out to the site and looked at the flags and did some borings 

in the area.  It seemed to coincide with the map.  It is a bit 

conservative, actually.   
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(Those speaking in favor) 

 (No response) 

(Those speaking against) 

 (No response) 

 Mr. Sullivan made a motion to close the public hearing on MA#150.  

Mr. Borowy seconded.  Motion passed 7 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

4. Adjournment 

 (The public hearing portion of the meeting was adjourned at 7:03 

o’clock, p.m.) 
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REGULAR MEETING 

 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a regular meeting on 

Thursday, July 3, 2014.  Chairperson Theresa Albanese called the 

meeting to order at 7:03 o'clock, p.m. 

 The following Councilpersons were present, viz: 

 

 Chris Borowy, Greg Ali, James Sullivan, Mary Etter & Jeff Crown   

  

 Alternates: Gerald Bernier  

 

 Ex-officio members present were as follows, viz: 

 David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

  

 

 Absent: William Camp, Commissioner 

   John Strillacci, Alternate 

   Mary Etter, Commissioner 

  

  

 The Chair seated Mr. Bernier for Mr. Camp. A quorum was 

determined. 

 

3. Pledge of Allegiance 

 The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by everyone in attendance. 

 

4. Approval of Minutes from Special Meeting of June 12, 2014 

 Minutes not available.  Item tabled to the next meeting. 

 

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

scheduled for action. 

 (None) 
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6. Items from Previous Public Hearing: 

 A. Map Amendment #150 – Application of John Romanik seeking to 

amend the Southington land Wetlands Map to reflect the findings of 

Soil Scientist William Root for property located at 2124 Meriden 

Waterbury Tpk. 

 The Chair commented in light of the fact that we did two site 

walks and the second time we did find flags on the site which is what 

we wanted to see.  We walked around.  Mr. Lavallee went out and 

checked the wetland line and he is in agreement with the line, 

considering it maybe a little bit conservative, as well. 

 As the map amendment stands, I really have no further issues with 

the map amendment, the Chair concluded. 

 Mr. Sullivan added it is represented by the smaller map tonight.  

Discussion on the map delineations.    

 Mr. Borowy stated that given we had only one question on site 

when we were there on the 12
th
 regarding the northeast boundary and 

given the concurrence of the assistant town planner that the line is 

okay as mapped and flagged on the site, I would move we approve Map 

Amendment # 150 as given.   Ms. Etter seconded.  Motion passed 7 to 0 

on a roll call vote. 

  

7. Inland Wetland/Floodplain Filling Applications: 

 A. Information:  IW #1228 – Application of John Romanik 

seeking to fill 5561 sq. ft. of wetlands for the construction of a 

farm stand, parking and drainage.  Property located at 2124 Meriden 

Waterbury Tpk. 

 The applicant is not present at this time.  The Chair commented 

he needs a 65-day extension. 

 The plan in front of us shows a reduced area of impact noted the 

Chair.   Mr. Lavallee pointed out the changes.  Along the frontage, I 

had them reduce the amount of fill for the driveway and on each side.  

And, then they put a flow through underneath the pervious gravel to 

allow a connection between the wetlands on each.    Also, they reduced 

the fill to the south of the building and realign the swale.  They 

added a buffer between the fill and the wetlands.   
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 The entirely southerly section is a creation of wetlands on this 

map. 

 He is showing for creation 3 red maple trees, some seeding and a 

few high bush blueberries.         

 Discussion. 

 The Chair said she wanted to see more plantings and some kind of 

plan or notes on how he will manage the invasives. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to grant a 65 day extension on IW #1228.   

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

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to table the item.  Mr. Sullivan 

seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 

 B. Information:  IW #1231 – Application of the Town of 

Southington seeking to install a drainage outlet, pipe, culvert end 

and rip-rap splash pad to improve drainage along School Street. 

 Mr. Lavallee reported this is put forth by the Town of 

Southington engineering department.  They have some drainage issues in 

the area.    There is no curbing and there’s no drainage in that 

section. They’re putting a catch basin in the rip rap swale from a 

flared end to direct a lot of it.  It’s the same water quality that 

was there before, they’re just redirecting into the brook.  It is 

actually an improvement because it is highly eroded where that flared 

end is so you won’t have the scouring you had for so many years. 

 A small drainage easement will be needed for the flared end. 

 After discussion, the commission decided this could be handled as 

an Agent Approval. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to let this item be handled as an Agent 

Approval.   Mr. Sullivan seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a 

voice vote. 

 

 C. Information:  IW #1232 – Application of the Town of 

Southington seeking to install 38 ft. of 3’ concrete pipe, 2 manholes 

and 1 culvert end and remove concrete blocks to pipe a previously 
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disturbed, rip-rapped watercourse to provide a safe 4:1 slope.   

Property located along 375 DeFashion Street. 

 Mr. Lavallee reported that historically they used the concrete 

blocks as a wall to hold up the road and they rip-rapped parts in 

front of it.          

 Discussion. 

 This has direct impact and a site walk is necessary. 

 Mr. Sullivan made a motion to table IW 1232.   Mr.  Borowy 

seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Site walk set for July 9, 2014. 

 

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 cross from Anne 

Road 

  (Mr. Crown excused himself and left the dais.) 

 Mr. Lavallee reported the last update was that he removed the 

material.  He did a site inspection and it is a work in progress.  He 

cleared out what he could.  There are some snags with the channel.  I 

think he will get it done.   

 Mr. Lord is working on the planting plan and we’re waiting for 

that. 

 The Commission had given the applicant until fall to finish and 

do the plantings and Mr. Lavallee will remind the applicant of that. 

 (Mr. Crown resumed the dais.)  
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 * Jurisdictional Determination 1978 West Street 

  Mr. Lavallee explained there is an access easement on West 

Street that has three presumably wetland pockets before anyone looked 

at them too deeply. The area is in a fill condition.  I remember five 

or six years ago there was pavement and other fill brought in on top.  

There are tire ruts in areas that were not filled completed filled 

that collect rainwater. 

 So we have two wetland reports indicating there was no 

jurisdiction.          

 Discussion. 

 On the initial report, I’m not sure if he knew the entire 

history.  It is poorly drained in a fill condition with no direct 

connection to hydrology because there is a pavement underneath.  

That’s the restrictive layer as opposed to a clay.     

 Discussion.    

 Patrick O’Leary, principal with VHB at 54 Tuttle Place in 

Wethersfield, CT.  With your permission, I have some mapping that will 

provide some clarity.  (Passed around mapping.) 

 The site under consideration, #1978 West Street, is outlined in 

blue.  The portion of the property adjacent to it ultimately will be 

divided off and attached to the rear parcel.  There are three 

potential areas that exhibit some wetland tendencies.  This is 

completely a fill area. It was filled years ago and it varies between 

two and eight feet of fill across the site.  At one point in time, it 

was an asphalt surface.  They just brought the fill in and put it 

right on top and leveled it off. 

 Over time, vehicles have been out there and two of the wetland 

areas you’re looking are actually ruts from tires.  You can see the 

tire tracks out there.  They’ve been there for a period of time. It 

intercepts the drainage. The site is graded from West Street, heading 

west down the hill to the back.  The tire ruts for two of the wetlands 

intercept the water running down the site.  It collects there.  Over a 

period of time some hydrophobic plants have actually taken root there.  

 I was out there this evening and the cattails are dying because 

it’s dry.   

 In the spring, it collects enough water to keep the soil 

saturated long enough so that it can sustain plant life. 
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 The other area, to the right, somebody went out there at some 

point and must’ve had some interest in what the soils looked like.  

You can see they excavated the first pile to the left and they opted 

not to fill the dirt back in.  Over a period of time it has collected 

some water, particularly early in the spring, and ultimately it has 

developed some foliage and plant species associated with wetlands. 

 It is noted in the report that the soils themselves are not 

hydramorphic but it is fill placed on there.  Water collects in there 

because it has been rutted and some minor excavations.  It remains 

saturated for periods of time and allows for wetland plants to begin 

developing.  If you go out today, you can watch them die off because 

it simply does not sustain the moisture for the soils. 

 As to whether or not the site was paved, if you go to the plans 

provided, there are three boring sheets and you can see in the boring 

sheets the asphalt layer generally is 4 to 8 feet for the existing 

layer.  These were done in anticipation of the development of the site 

so they are geotechnical borings that extend down 17 to 25 feet and go 

through the asphalt.  

 The asphalt acts as a restrictive layer.  Even the soils above 

the asphalt are gravelly soils, poorly graded sands which drain fairly 

well.  The potential to ever create any type of substantiated 

sustainable wetland within these bodies is virtually impossible. 

 We do not like to try to usurp the authority of wetland 

commissions but since the soils are not hydromorphic but there is some 

foliage associated with wetland areas, we do not like to usurp your 

authority and say it is not regulated and respectfully we come to you 

and request a determination in concurrence that it should not be a 

regulated area. 

 We respectfully request that the commission find a negative 

determination with respect to jurisdiction on this. 

 Discussion about whether the commission should visit the site. 

 Discussion as to when the last fill was put in.  How long the 

wetland pockets have been there.  Has aerial mapping been reviewed 

asked the Chair? 

 Mr. Lavallee advised the site was originally going to be a Dunkin 

Donuts.  The detention pond was actually built in the back of the 

site.  There is an existing detention pond in the back with piping.  

Fill was brought in when they did the condos across the street.  The 



9 

 

whole area was going to be developed at that time.  I know the site 

and have been on the site before and after.  They’re volunteer species 

that come in. There’s no mottling in the soils.  They have the 

vegetation but not the connection.  I just don’t see the support for 

it just because I know the site.   

 Discussion of the assistant town planner’s comments wherein he 

indicated he recalled the site. 

 Mr. Lavallee said there was fill that was brought in before the 

site was improved, in a sense.  When he came into it, they put more 

fill in there and this was probably in the primary layers of fill and 

not the secondary layers that go down to the pavement.  It is a 

historic fill for at least 15 years.  It’s a disturbed site, no doubt.  

I walked when it was clear, no vegetation on it.  We had issues with 

erosion control and we had to get a lot of E & S measures in place 

because that whole site would sheet runoff into that detention area.  

It was graded and all exposed.  It wouldn’t take long for vegetation 

to come in that grows like crazy.  It looks more established as a site 

than it is agewise because of the heartiness of the invasives.  

 Discussion. 

 Mr. O’Leary commented when looking at the borings, this was an 

old parking area and not a driveway for a house or anything like that.  

 Discussion. 

 The Chair stated was agreed with Mr. Lavallee and with a negative 

determination at this point. 

 The Chair stated for the record, without having done a site 

inspection and physically inspected the wetland line, the potential 

wetland areas, after reviewing Soil Resource Consultants and VHB’s 

reports from their professionals and borings and hearing some 

information from the assistant town planner that we would agree that 

these areas are not Connecticut verified wetlands and do not fit the 

wetland standards.    

 We agree these three wetland areas are not wetland based on the 

evidence before us. 

 Agreement passed 7 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

 Mr. Lavallee noted for the record Mr. Romanic is here and I’ll 

speak to him about what transpired.   The Chair explained his matter 

was tabled.  We approved the 65-day extension.  The map amendment was 
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approved. We talked about your site plan.  Mr. Lavallee will talk to 

you about this, but we want to see some more restoration plantings in 

addition to means and methods of how you are going to do the invasive 

species management plan.  Can you do any additional reduction in 

wetlands disturbance?  That would be in your favor. 

  

  

 Mr. Lavallee said there was some disturbance with some woodchips 

but nothing that rose to the level of an enforcement order but a 

resident had a contractor that did some tree clearing and had blown 

some woodchips in the wetlands on Thunderbird Drive.  They’re being 

cooperative. 

  

 At Hawks Landing there was an issue with some brush and debris 

and they cleared that out as soon as notified.  They had a brush pile 

adjacent to a resource.   

 

 We’re moving forward with the forest management plan at Crescent 

Lake.  We’ll meet with the forester next week to go over the details 

of the harvesting.  He’s staying well away from the pond, at least 100 

feet.  No crossings are necessary.  If necessary, the logs will be 

used. 

 We are pursuing some open space acquisitions.  Good 

opportunities. 

 

 Site walk set for July 9, 2014. 

 

Adjournment 

 Mr.  Sullivan made a motion to adjourn.   Mr. Crown seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:55 o’clock, p.m.)   

 

 


