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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

REGULAR MEETING 

THURSDAY, October 1, 2015 

7:00 pm – Municipal Center Assembly Room 

196 North Main Street, Southington, CT 

 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a meeting on 

Thursday, October 1, 2015 at the Municipal Center Assembly Room, 196 

North Main Street, Southington, CT.  Vice Chair James Sullivan called 

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

 Commissioners:   Greg Ali, Christopher Borowy & Jeff Crown 

 Ex-Officio: David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

 Absent:  Commissioners:   Mary Etter & Gerard Bernier &  

    Theresa Albanese, Chair 

  Alternate Commissioner:  Gloria Brown  

 A quorum was determined. 

 

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by everyone in attendance 

 

4. Approval of Minutes – Regular Meeting of September 3, 2015 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve the September 3, 2015 meeting 

Minutes as submitted.  Mr. Crown seconded.  Motion passed unanimously 

on a voice vote. 

 

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

scheduled for action 

 None. 

 

6. Inland Wetland/Floodplain Filling Applications: 

 A. Information/Action:   IW #1245, application of Southington 

Industrial Properties, LLC seeking to fill 12,186 sf of wetlands.  

Property located at 29 & 93 Industrial Drive. 

 Bryan Panico, Harry Cole & Son, 876 South Main Street, 

Plantsville, CT.  To briefly go over the project one more time, with 

the project now we’ve combined all site which is 18-R and 20 to now be 

an 3.86 acre site.  It has .3 acres of wetlands to the north.   
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 We originally proposed to fill this entire wetland with our first 

concept.  We came back after discussion and proposed to fill about 2/3 

of it.   

 We went back to the drawing board with all of your suggestions 

and comments.  Now in the plan you see in front of you we have now 

changed the layout of the parking to include one way parking.  We’ve 

shifted the building south a little over 10 feet.  And, now with the 

one way parking, reduce the aisle widths and the depth of the parking 

spaces and we’re able to now conserve a little bit more wetland.  

We’re able to conserve 6940 sf of that wetland as opposed to roughly 

filling 7,000 or 8,000 with the last concept. 

 Also, on this plan we have not changed our intentions to 

remediate in the existing storm water detention basin with wetland 

plantings.  We have implemented a bioswale on the property to collect 

storm water that is not being directed into that wetland.  The 

bioswale will be planted with native plantings that would be found in 

the existing wetland. 

 I believe we’ve done our best to meet all of your comments and 

concerns and find a happy medium. 

 Mr. Lavallee noted that since this is a new revision, I’m not 

sure if we need a pipe under the northerly driveway or is this just 

sheet flow. It looks like the pipe would have to be set below the 

wetlands.  I didn’t know if that was designed for sheet flow over the 

driveway from that wetland.  I know we are trying to combine the 

runoff and feed it a little bit.  Mr. Panico responded that it is 

designed so all of the sheet flow and the roof leader from the 

building and everything to Industrial Drive on the west, everything 

will flow via swale back into the wetland.  That’s part of what we 

were trying to do to kind of introduce as much water as possible back 

to that wetland to try to revitalize it.  Any additional flow that 

isn’t collected in that swale will continue on and there is another 

swale to the east of that parking area which flows directly into the 

bioswale.  Mr. Lavallee asked for on each side a little stone almost 

like a level spreader.  Mr. Panico agreed. 

 Mr. Crown asked if the parking area were pervious or impervious 

blacktop. Mr. Panico said it was impervious.  Mr. Crown asked about 

making some of it pervious.  Mr. Panico said the intention is to try 

to promote as much water as possible getting back into the wetland so 

I don’t think that would necessarily be a positive in this instance.  

That would reduce the amount of runoff we were able to collect and put 

back into that wetland.  It would decrease the watershed of the 

wetland. 

 Mr. Crown asked if the remediation was replacing wetlands with 

wetlands.  Mr. Panico explained we are going to take as much runoff 

from the site and put it into the wetland where it wasn’t getting much 
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runoff before.  It was a watershed of about .7 acres and after this 

proposed development it now becomes 1.1 acres.  With this development 

we were able to enlarge the watershed that wetland would receive and 

reducing the size of the wetland means we have a higher ratio of water 

going to the wetlands.  

 The other remediation proposed is the implementation of the 

bioswale with the planting of it with wetland plans and shrubs and 

berries it will improve for wildlife.  And, we are also proposing 75 

plants in the existing detention basin to kind of reinvigorate that, 

as well.  A lot of remediation isn’t on site but it is in that 

detention basin but we are trying to do some on site, as well. 

 Mr. Lavallee added there was some talk about removing some 

invasives in the existing wetland.  We should remove the autumn olive 

that is in there at the very least.  (Russian Olive) 

 Tom Petras, professional wetland soil scientist said that was one 

of his recommendations in the report.  We are supplementing native 

wetland shrubs into the large created wetland detention basin.  The 

methodology I recommended was cutting it down to the ground level and 

removing all that vegetation.  I counted maybe 20 to 30 Russian Olives 

out there.  It all can be done by hand with no vehicles being 

involved. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion that given the applicant’s receptivity 

to our suggestions as well as the Assistant Town Planner’s suggestions 

this evening about the sheet water flow adjustment to be made across 

the driveway as well as the removal of the Russian Olives from the 

other detention area as well as the minimal interference with an 

active productive wetlands that this application represents, I’d like 

to move we approve IW 1245 as given and amended. 

 Mr. Ali seconded.  Motion passed 4 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

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 

 Mr. Lavallee reported he sent a letter to a resident off of 

Peter’s  Circle. There was some activity on the shores of a pond out 

there.  Apparently, it was grassed before.   The owner put the house 
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up for sale and this gentleman bought it.  He is trying to bring it 

back to what was lawn previously.  There was some storm damaged trees 

he removed with equipment.  I probably would’ve let him do it with 

some oversight, but he didn’t know the regulations. 

 I issued him a letter to restore it.  He seems to be on the same 

page, but he needs to come in with a plan.  He may have some unique 

ideas about restoration.  I told him I’d work with him. 

 The Vice Chair stated that working with residents as fine as long 

as we get them on board.  Great. 

  

 - Mr. Lavallee is still trying to get something together for 

plantings on the Burritt Street site. It may be better for the 

springtime plantings with the rains.    The bridge will be accessible 

to pedestrians and we want to discourage vehicles.   

 - Mr. Lavallee explained as to the Crescent Lake project what 

we are going to do now in a portion of the harvest area, as we felt it 

was more effective, we’ll do a radius around the core infestation.  

Once you open up the canopy areas lightly infested with really come 

back because of the sunlight.  We’ll treat those areas quickly.  And, 

then one more treatment in the spring.  We thought that was the best 

strategy and use of the funds.  The harvesting will pay for the 

treatment of invasives. 

 - The draft of the POCD is out.  Mr. Lavallee has comments on 

the open space side of it.  It is out for the committee to review.  

Mr. Borowy said he looked through every page of the plan and it is 

extremely comprehensive.  Great maps and overviews of the intended 

plan and current status as far as public land.  Some impressive 

visuals for people like us who might appreciate it from our 

jurisdiction side.  A nice draft.  A nice plan. 

 

Adjournment 

 Mr. Crown made a motion to adjourn and Mr.  Borowy seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:16 o’clock, p.m.) 

 


