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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

REGULAR MEETING 

THURSDAY, April 2, 2015 

7:00 pm – Municipal Center Assembly Room 

196 North Main Street, Southington, CT 

 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a meeting on 

Thursday, May 7, 2015 at the Municipal Center Assembly Room, 196 North 

Main Street, Southington, CT.   Chair Theresa Albanese called the 

meeting to order at 7:00 with the following in attendance: 

 Commissioners:   Greg Ali, Christopher Borowy, Jeff Crown, Mary 

Etter & James Sullivan 

 Alternate Commissioner: Gerard Bernier 

 Ex-Officio: David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

 Seat Unfilled:   William Camp 

 Absent:  Alternate Commissioner:  Gloria Brown  

 The Chair seated Alternate Commissioner Bernier for Commissioner 

Camp’s unfilled seat.   A quorum was determined. 

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by everyone in attendance. 

4. Approval of Minutes – Regular Meeting of April 2nd, 2015 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve the Minutes as presented.  

Ms. Etter seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

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

scheduled for action. 

 None this evening. 

 

6. Inland Wetland/Floodplain Filling Applications: 

 A. Information:  IW #1242 – Application of Marcin Zablocki 

seeking to perform a sewer tie-in to an existing line within the 

wetlands.  Property located at 113 Wedgewood Road. 
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 Mr. Lavallee advised the applicant is here.  There are two plans 

in front of the commissioners.  One is the original route which is 

quite long and the new route which is proposed on the southwest side. 

 The property itself did receive wetland approval.  Since this is 

a new occurrence we did want to review it. 

 Mr. Lavallee indicated no checklist was done.  It is pretty 

straight forward.  Everything we have on the original plan was for 

erosion controls but in this case it is just a straight tie in.  

They’ll do some kind of collar on the pipe, put the connection in and 

work backwards.  If they do move forward, they’ll just replace the 

soil in layers as they took it out.  No further disturbance in that 

area. 

 There is a sewer easement that runs right through the wetlands so 

the town has the right to work in that wetland, as well. But this will 

be just a tie in for the homeowners.  There is always the potential 

for disturbance there though. 

 The disturbance, to be fully reasonable, is probably going to be 

20 x 20. 

 A conservation or wet mix can be applied.   In kind restoration.  

A town inspector will be on site. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to put IW #1242 up for action on the 

basis that it is an improvement to the environment because the 

applicant is tying into the sewer (2) the intrusion area was 

previously developed with a sewer easement and (3) it is a shorter 

route with less exposure to potential wetland affects.       

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

vote. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to put IW #1242 up for approval on the   

basis that it is an improvement to the environment because the 

applicant is tying into the sewer (2) the intrusion area was 

previously developed with a sewer easement and (3) it is a shorter 

route with less exposure to potential wetland affects.     

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

vote.  
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 B. Information:   IW #1243 – Application of the Town of 

Southington seeking to replace two 2’ x 3’ culverts with three 30” 

HDPE culverts under School Street to improve flow and curb erosion 

downstream.   Property located at 133 and 135 School Street. 

 Mr. Lavallee explained the commission was out here for the 

subdivision recently.   If you look on the south side along that edge 

just to the west, where there is two lots proposed. We looked at the 

brook.    

 They are doing roadway improvements in that whole area on School 

Street for drainage.  They want to upgrade what is there to allow for 

better flow and decrease erosion downstream.  They’ll add some rip rap 

on the downstream side and the upstream side.  Add catch basins.  They 

want to take care of some ponding issues within the street. 

 Mr. Lavallee noted he had some suggestions that they are fine 

with and they’ll add them to the plan. 

 All items were addressed on my checklist. 

 The Chair commented she is fine with the application.  The town 

is doing this and they need to do it as it is a matter of a drainage 

issue.  

 Mr. Sullivan made a motion to put Item 1243 up for action.  Mr. 

Borowy seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Ms. Etter made a motion to approve Item 1243 for approval.   Mr. 

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

 

 C. Information:  IW #1244/FF#245, application of Greenskies 

Renewable Energy LLC, seeking to install a photovoltaic array and 

associated infrastructure within the upland review area.  Property 

located at 10 and 25 Maxwell Noble Drive. 

 Chris Palmer, Greenskies, and with me tonight is Ray Gradwell 

with BL Companies.  BL Companies has been contracted by Greenskies to 

perform design services for this site. 

 Greenskies has entered into a power purchase agreement with the 

town.  We’re proposing to build a ground mounted solar array on 

property adjacent to the school.  It will be sized to provide about 80 

to 90 percent of all electricity required for the school. 
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 Ray Gradwell, senior project manager with BL Companies at 150 

Trumbull Street in Hartford presented the project.  The site is 

located at the South End School site and that site is approximately 29 

(+/-) acres.   It’s on Maxwell Noble Drive which runs east/west. 

 The array that Mr. Palmer mentioned is going to be located in the 

area just east of the existing driveway to the school in an area 

that’s already been developed.  There is an existing, in very, very 

tough condition, hockey rink which is bituminous paved so it floods in 

the winter and freezes.  Then there is a gravel parking lot here 

(indicating), a storage building and then a volley ball court here 

(indicating). 

 Within the site our soil scientist identified a couple of 

wetlands on the site.   One is an intermittent watercourse located 

west of the proposed development and kind of runs up to the north and 

to the east.  And, then to the north and east there is a wetlands 

resource located in this area (indicating). 

 On the site there is an existing storm water pond east of the 

school and then there is another pond east of our development and then 

Misery Brook is more or less east of the development also and a pond 

south of Maxwell Noble drive. 

 The topography is flat generally, between one and five percent.  

The soils are sandy, gravely type.  (Refer to the wetlands report) 

 The photovoltaic array is going to be located east of the school 

--- noted the panels on the plan.  The panels are mounted on a 

pedestal system so they sit above the ground (showed pictures).  It’s 

about .25 megawatts.  It will serve the school building about 80 

percent of the year. 

 Part of this application is a wetlands application and a 

floodplains application.  Adjacent to the site there is a floodway 

(indicated) for Misery Brook.   We have some improvements we are 

proposing within the 100 year floodway.  But they are posts driven 

into the ground.  The bottom of panels will be above base flood 

elevation by approximately 2 feet based on discussions with the town 

and staff. 

 We are not changing the topography that area.  That existing 

hockey rink is crowned and we are taking that out to make positive 

drainage flow from west to east.   
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 The intention to show the parking is because we are taking up 

some parking space there now and we wanted to show we are able the 

same amount of parking we’re taking.  It’s a conceptual plan and not 

part of this application.        

 Discussion. 

 We’ll be improving the storm drainage features and reducing the 

runoff by removing that impervious area.  I believe that area is about 

16,000 sf for the hockey rink. 

 With respect to the floodplain application, disturbances will be 

mitigated by mounting those structures above the base level elevation, 

mounting them on posts and not putting any fill in the floodplain.  

 With respect to the wetlands application, getting back to the 

array and the 50’ buffer around the resources on the site, we chose to 

move all of our improvements outside that area. We are proposing some 

improvements within the upland review area but none within the 

wetlands themselves. 

 Tree clearance was discussed.  We needed to provide some open 

area on the west of this area so as not to shade the panels.  That’s 

why we shifted the array to the east a little bit and provided an 

opening, clearing right there to be sure those panels get the adequate 

sunlight to provide the power to the school. 

 After the posts are driven for the array, we are proposing to 

restore any disturbed soil for the excavation, removal of the old 

hockey rink with a low maintenance seed mix.  It is an array 

maintained by  Greenskies so low maintenance is important.  We want to 

plan some materials underneath the array that grow slow and require 

very little maintenance.  It’s made for this type of application.  A 

couple of times you have to go in and clear it but that’s all the 

maintenance required. 

 A map showing the upland review area disturbances was shown.  

There are existing disturbances shown in the hockey rink, a parking 

area.   Some additional areas that we’re proposing to disturb with our 

array will be restored with the low maintenance seed mix. 

 He showed pictures and explained how the array is installed and 

looks.  Galvanized metal posts driven into the ground a specific 

distance to attenuate any wind loads.  The building department will 

review the calculations for the post. Then the panel system is mounted 

on the post.   Explained the East Lyme site which is already 

installed. 
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 The post mount systems flow with the terrain. Explained. 

 Twelve to 16 week construction cycle. 

 We anticipate a reduction in peak discharges throughout the 

storms because the site was developed as an impervious surface that is 

being removed.  A portion of some gravel will be removed.  We have a 

net reduction is peak discharge leaving the site which will hopefully 

reduce any runoff issues downstream or to the pond east of us. 

 The conduit line running back to the school comes out of the rack 

system, south of the wetland, outside the buffer to a closet --- 

electrical room at the southwest corner of the school that we are 

tying into.  A 2’ wide trench will be used, backfilled and returned to 

its original condition.        

 Discussion. 

 To summarize the applications, we have zero square foot of 

wetlands disturbances.  We are not proposing any impacts to the 

wetlands, at all.  We’re reducing the impervious area on the site by 

removing that old hockey rink.  Our sediment and erosion control 

measures as proposed in accordance with the 2002 Guidelines.  We’re 

putting a low maintenance seed mix underneath the array and adjacent 

to the array in any area we are disturbing.  We are designing per the 

town and state requirements. 

 Contact to the Natural Diversity Data Base and DEEP was 

discussed.  We do have a letter from them and they identified the 

eastern box turtle.  He explained the recommendations to accommodate 

the eastern box turtle. 

 The wetlands are flagged on site. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to table IW #1244/FF #245.  Ms. Etter 

seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Site visit scheduled for Tuesday, May 12, 2015 at 5:00 pm. 

 

7. Communications 

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

items other than those scheduled for action. 

 Arthur Cyr, 103 Berlin Avenue.   We’re in the process of a POCD.  

At the same time the town is getting ready to do Phase III and IV of 
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the Rails to Trails which the Quinnipiac River goes in and out, 

especially up in Phase IV.  I’ve already walked both Phase III and IV.   

What concerns me for this commission is – I realize the state controls 

rivers, but for a long term plan does the watercourse commission have 

any plans or suggestions to the town on how we can improve the quality 

of the Quinnipiac River that flows along the Rails to Trails?  The 

river is all overgrown with trees grown into it.  There’s tires in the 

river.  I believe the river north of Curtis Street is just a disgrace.   

 Discussion. 

 Even south of Plantsville Center the rivers are not maintained 

and kept free.   

 Commissions like yours along with everybody else has helped clean 

up the rivers. 

 Maybe in the off season when parks or highway is not too busy, 

they can go and clear the riverbanks.   

 You can’t canoe down the Quinnipiac because of the trees in it, 

although it would be a great ride. 

 The Chair said we should look at that when we are doing the POCD. 

 Mr. Lavallee said he was in touch with the Quinnipiac River 

Watershed Association and they said one of the biggest challenges is 

getting volunteers to clear the log jams because it is private 

property.  It might be more of a federal endeavor with a grant. 

 Maybe the landowners should be approached to have their property 

cleared. 

 Discussion of the Primus Property purchase and trees growing into 

the river.  Even the town started working on their open space area 

over there and Goat Island.  It’s something that if a board or 

commission doesn’t inspire planning & zoning or the engineering 

department or go to the town manager to see if he can include it in 

somebody’s budget, it doesn’t get done. 

 The Chair thanked Mr. Cyr for a lot of his good ideas. 

 

8. Conservation Issues/Unfinished business/Miscellaneous 

 Mr. Lavallee stated a couple of violation letters went out and 

everyone is cooperating at this point.  There was one late fall that 
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we looked at off of Old Mountain Road and DeFashion Street and I met 

with their landscaper out there twice.  They are coming up with a 

restoration plan.  He’ll re-establish the plantings along the bank. 

 The Chair asked if there is now more beach than there was.  Mr. 

Borowy said the sand looks clear up to their driveway. 

 Mr. Lavallee said they would compare the Google maps.  The 

homeowner is under the understanding that he definitely needs to fix 

it.  There is a plan on paper.  A violation letter went out.  I will 

get that restoration plan to you for your review as soon as I can. 

 As to Empress Drive, it is typical of these developments.  You 

put the boulders up and people aren’t really sure what they can do 

beyond it so they push it.  Those that did push them we had them put 

back.  Two of them had trampolines in the area and we had them take 

those out.  Once you tell them, they understand the rules and they 

have to follow them.  Three of those went out. 

 The one on Roaring Brook Drive is a dirt bike track.  Mr. 

Lavallee said he went out and did a site inspection and then spoke to 

the gentleman on the phone and advised him not to use the area for a 

motorcycle track.  Not a lot of damage.  It was just worn out.  He 

acknowledged they had done that and they are going to leave it alone 

and it will be back to normal by next fall.   

 Crescent Lake forestry plan is still scheduled for the fall.  

They have started to mark it out.   

 The seedling give away at Touch a Truck at the drive in site.  

May 9
th
, 2015.    Mr. Ali will be present to give the seedlings away. 

 The site walk date was set for Tuesday, May 12, 2015 at 5:00 pm. 

 

9. Adjournment 

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

Sullivan.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 8:03 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

  


