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SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

REGULAR MEETING 

THURSDAY, March 3, 2016 

7:00 pm – Municipal Center Assembly Room 

196 North Main Street, Southington, CT 

 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a meeting on 

Thursday, MARCH 3, 2016 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:   Christopher Borowy, Mary Etter & Jim Sullivan 

 Alternates: John Fusco 

 Ex-Officio: David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

 Absent: Greg Ali, Jeff Crown & Gerry Bernier 

 The Chair seated John Fusco for Jeff Crown. A quorum was 

determined. 

 

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by everyone in attendance 

 

4. Approval of Minutes – Regular Meeting of February 4, 2016 

  Mr. Borowy stated that we had a discussion and at the close of 

discussion on IW 1248, we talked about the contiguous open space and 

then he asked a question about the offsite runoff and there would be 

no effect to the neighbors from the site as the runoff would be 

directed. I would like that added to the Minutes. 

 At that point, I offered credit to the applicant for having given 

an alternative with more to come on that this evening.   I would like 

that all added to the Minutes. 

 With those amendments as stated by Mr. Borowy, Mr. Sullivan made 

a motion to approve the Minutes of February 4
th
, 2016.  Ms. Etter 

seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

     - Special Meeting of January 16, 2016 

 Item passed and the Minutes would be redistributed. 

  

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

scheduled for action 

 None. 
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6. Inland Wetland/Floodplain Filling Applications: 

 A. Information:  IW #1249 – Application of Lovley Development, 

Inc. seeking to grade within the Upland Review Area for grading 

associated with a driveway and site work for a new single family home 

at 15 Twin Pond Terrace. 

 Sev Bovino, Planner with Kratzert, Jones & Associates presented 

on behalf of the applicant.  The property is located off Mount Vernon 

Road and Twin Pond Terrace at the corner of the southwest quadrant.  

It’s an R-20-25 zone.  Two homes are proposed on this property. 

 There are wetlands bisecting the property coming from a drainage 

system for the Laurel Woods Subdivision heading into Mount Vernon 

Road.  And, then there is a manmade pond on Lot 31-B. 

 The proposal is to have a house on the south lot which is 31-B 

with a driveway leading to it.  The impact to the upland review area 

is associated with the driveway.  The impact is temporary due to the 

grading but basically it is going to return to its original condition 

as it is today.  Actually, it will be loamed and seeded. 

 Boulders will be placed on the edge of the driveway as 

demarcation.  Signage will be placed in that area to prevent future 

encroachments. 

 Storm check dams are proposed along the driveway to prevent any 

siltation into Mount Vernon Road including the construction entrance. 

 Silt sacks are to be placed on the catch basins on Mount Vernon 

Road.  Waddles will be placed in addition to the silt fence because of 

the steep grades in the area. 

 We are proposing to have a conservation easement on the balance 

of the property associated with the 50-foot upland review area as 

suggested by David Lavallee.   

 He had a few comments on this proposed and we addressed them and 

returned revised maps with responses. 

 The impact is 25,330 square feet to the buffer.  Impact proposed 

is 7,360 square.   Because Mr. Lavallee recommended we relocate the 

driveway, we have reduced that impact by 1,200 square feet.  The 

original driveway location was on the north side of the property and 

we relocated it to the south thus reducing the impact in this area.  

The impact is temporary and that’s about 2,250 square feet of impact 

which will be restored, loamed and seeded. 

 All appropriate notes are on the plans.  Details and construction 

sequence are provided.  A meeting will be scheduled prior to beginning 

the project.   
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 If you have questions, we’re glad to answer them.  I’ll note we 

have no direct impact to the manmade pond.  There is a structure in 

the pond.  It was constructed by a farmer and we are leaving that in 

the pond.  We will have a stipulation that the owner of this lot will 

have to maintain that and make sure any debris in the water will be 

removed to prevent any clogging. 

 With the conservation easement, the application like to retain 

the right to enter that area for maintenance purposes.  That in turn 

will go to the owner of the lot. 

 The conservation easement is over the entire 50-foot buffer, 

except where the driveway comes into the buffer about 25 feet here and 

then it gets less and less.  The impact is the edge of the southerly 

portion of the buffer for the driveway.  The rest to the north, east, 

west will be left. 

 Typical septic system with a primary and reserve area was 

discussed. 

 A site walk was done right around 2003 to 2004.  Discussion.  The 

delineation of the wetlands was done by David Lord at the time of the 

subdivision.   A discussion ensued when the Chair asked about changes 

to the wetlands line and it was stated there were no changes to the 

wetlands.  Approved by the commission for that prior subdivision was 

impact for a retaining wall and a culvert.   

   The Chair asked why this could not be flipped.  Discussion. 

  Ms. Etter made a motion to table IW 1249.   Mr. Borowy seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Site walk set for March 14, 2016 at 5:00 pm. 

 

 B. Information/Action:  IW #1247 – Application of Lovley 

Development, Inc. seeking to grade and discharge storm water within 

the Upland Review Area in association with a new age-restricted 

development off of Eden Avenue.  

 Sev Bovino, Planner with Kratzert, Jones & Associates represented 

the applicant on this matter. 

 This is on Eden Avenue.  A driveway known as Forgione Drive.  The 

property area is 3 acres.  There is a small amount of wetlands in the 

westerly edge of the property.  Three buildings are proposed. 

 The back of building is situated at the top of the slope.  We saw 

that on the site walk.  There is about 10 to 20 feet in back of the 

existing homes that are there and then you have a natural slope to the 

west.    The wetlands area was pointed out.   
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 The property drainage direction was pointed out as being from 

north and then heading south and west to the wetlands area 

(indicating).  This area here drains south into Eden Avenue 

(indicating).  We are maintaining the drainage pattern of this 

property. 

 The roof drains are directed into an underground storage system 

on the west side of the building coming to this manhole at this 

location (indicating) and then discharging to a 12-inch pipe toward 

the wetlands.  The end of the pipe is about 10 feet away.  The scour 

pad is about 10 feet away from the wetland area and it is at the toe 

of the slope to reduce the velocity of flow coming out. 

 We have the drainage in the parking lot and in back of this 

building (indicating) coming to a controlled structure at this 

location and this pipe joins the other one and eventually drains back 

into the same 12-inch pipe.  These pipes are also sued to create a 

storage under the pavement in these two locations. 

 We have added hooded catch basins for water quality with for a 4-

foot sump.  Grass swales around the building coming to this area.  We 

have all the silt fence and all the E & S controls that you normally 

apply to the sites of this kind. 

 We have a minor amount of disturbance of the upland review area 

and that is due to the construction of the walkway from the back of 

the building to the parking area (indicating). 

 The disturbance is about 2,400 square feet. 

 We are going to leave the wooded area here (indicating) in place 

except we are cutting through to put the 12-inch pipe.  A very narrow 

area, maybe 10 to 15 feet wide going to the bottom of the slope. 

 The detention area constructed a few years ago was indicated.  

There is a little bit of berming between our property and this 

property and this is an existing one of two pipes discharging into the 

detention area.  We are not doing anything with that.  We are 

proposing to go and clean this area of debris which prevents the flow 

and functioning to maintain the area.       

 Discussion. 

 Discussion of tree removal in the upland review area. 

 Discussion of the walkway and the importance thereof. 

 Mr. Borowy noted historical development where the slope itself on 

which the trees are and outfall will flow is entirely manmade and 

happens to be overgrown and a dramatic fall.  I don’t have any problem 

with that aspect of this.  I would point out I like the applicant 

offering to clean out the pipe at the surface and also emphasizing are 

you cleaning the swamp upstream of debris and trash?   Mr. Bovino 
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responded we have a note on the plan that there is debris in this area 

and we’ll clean it out. 

 Mr. Lavallee added we did some activity previously adding a patio 

in the vicinity of the walkway.   Discussion. 

 And, Checklist Item #6, I wanted a connection for the silt fence 

and we can catch up with that on the site plan.  (Along the 156 

contour.) 

 Sixty-four units proposed.   

 The landscaping plan was discussed.  Shade trees, flowering 

trees, low shrubbery all around the building and the parking lot. We 

are going to increase the green area between this and the business 

area, maybe doubling that, and putting a row of forsythia and small 

flowering shrubbery in front.  That’ll shield the parking area for the 

condos (indicating). 

 Signage was discussed regarding the area of the slope. 

 The Chair stated she didn’t see any major issues with the impact 

to the upland review area.  You did try to minimize that as much as 

possible. 

 Mr. Lavallee suggested adding a note to the plan for the debris 

removal on the property. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve IW#1247 as amended to reflect 

the cleanup of the whole area, surface flow, and adjacent swamp as 

presented.   Mr. Sullivan seconded.  Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll 

call vote. 

 

  

 C. Information/Action:  IW #1248 – Application of AA Denorfia 

Building and Development seeking to disturb wetland soils and Upland 

Review Area for drainage and sewer main installation associated with a 

new residential development.  Property located on Loper Street. 

 Stephen Giudice, Harry Cole & Son, presented on behalf of the 

applicant, AA Denorfia Building and Development. 

 He discussed the existing conditions plan with the contour lines.  

This was requested at the last meeting to be revised which he did and 

the commission should have copies of that map. 

 (Pause) 

 This map shows the topography and the slopes.  We did analyze the 

site to look for slopes in excess of 25 percent, however, we do not 
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have that on site.  We do not have to do any reductions for slopes in 

excess of 25 percent. 

 There is an area of wetlands.  It’s kind of a flat band that runs 

through here (indicating).  There is a separation of contour lines in 

this area. 

 We did have a nice brisk, chilly site walk over the stonewalls 

and through the fields.  A good day.  Explained where the walk started 

and referenced it on the map. 

 At the site walk we talked about Sheet C-5 which we submitted and 

made modifications to the property lines on one of the building lots 

(indicating).  The thought was it clipped the corner of the wetland 

and we felt it was possible for us to move the lot line so the wetland 

was entirely in the open space area.  It was an oversized lot as it 

was.  We slightly increased the open space in that area by a thousand 

square feet. 

 The other thing is we submitted alternative plans that we 

considered.  I have one in a rendering which I can show.  It is the 

conventional subdivision which as a requirement of the open space 

subdivision regulations that was submitted.  We do have other plans 

that I provided to you that are suitable for presentation.  We did 

look at alternates to this proposal.  This conventional subdivision 

did include direct impact to wetlands.   

 Discussed the intention of the connection to Woodberry Hill 

Drive.  He noted the applicant would prefer to avoid this connection 

if at all possible.  That’s why our submittal included only utility 

connections to Woodberry Hill Drive. 

 Our application before you tonight is to not make that 

connection, however we do have a temporary impact of approximately 

2,500 square feet for storm water connection and a sanitary sewer 

connection to the wetland.    We are proposing to re-establish the 

wetland when completed.  It is our belief that wetland will function 

as it has prior to our activities. 

 Two items I wanted to mention, continued Mr. Giudice, is we did 

add a few trees in this area (indicating) per the request to add 

landscaping to prevent any vehicular traffic from trying to drive into 

that wetland area.   

 I mentioned this on the site walk and I wanted to point out, 

typically, when we do a subdivision like this, we would discharge our 

detention basin to the wetland and let the wetland absorb the water.  

And, we would have avoided some wetland impact with that.  However, we 

know there are some issues with these homes on Woodberry Hill Drive 

(indicating) with water that collects in the wetlands and causes some 

problems.  We do think that was a responsible course of action and 

that was the reason to take this system and connect it into the storm 

water collection system on Woodberry Hill Drive.  That did increase 
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our impact a little bit but we felt it was the proper way to handle 

the storm water. 

 We have ZIRO up to the 100-year storm.  We’re doing everything 

we’re supposed to do as far as storm water management, storm water 

detention and quality, as well. 

 Mr. Borowy interjected the applicant made a good case at the site 

walk for the fact that rather than flooding the wetlands with the 

additional flow of the impervious surface involved with the new homes 

and driveways, there will continue to be a flow through backyards 

closer to the wetlands that will continue to feed that area but half 

way through the yards and up towards the street all of that is going 

to go into the detention basin and then to the town’s system. 

 Tom Petras, professional wetland soil scientist, advised he 

conducted his investigation for wetland identification on November 2, 

2015.  I did identify the two areas of wetlands in the far northeast 

corner of the property.   

 Historically, a good part of this property was utilized for 

agriculture.  The area still remains in grass hay field or grass 

pasture.  The area to the northeast, this historically was pasture, as 

well.  It has a lot of cedar that indicates that not long ago it was 

open but probably for a good period it was just maintained as wooden 

pasture with barbed wire fences around it. 

 The area to the south is woodland.  Long, long out of 

agriculture.   

 Some additional information about the wetlands, the wetlands 

identified occur on the lower portion of the hill slope.  

 Discussion. 

 The Chair asked regarding restoration, you don’t see a problem 

going in with the utilities?  Mr. Petras said no.  There’s remnants of 

an old woods right in that area, too.  We found sheet flow going down 

in that woods. 

 The wetlands are isolated and not connected to any other wetlands 

or watercourse.   Right at the edge of the property line, there is 

evidence of a gravel drain in there, subsurface drain and a catch 

basin, as well.  Historically, they realized there is potentially a 

water problem for those houses.  The fact that you are not increasing 

water into that area is a plus. 

 Mr. Borowy asked the applicant:  Are we memorializing with 

additional boulders along the wetlands area of the backyards?  Mr. 

Giudice responded that was something talked about but he hadn’t added 

that to the plan but we can do that.  I would like to talk about the 

location so we are all on the same page.  I think we were talking 

about around the back of this lot where the upland review area was 

(indicating).  And, the next one.  And, this one right here 
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(indicating).  Mr. Giudice said that would not be a problem.  We did 

talk about putting medallions up there, as well. 

 Mr. Lavallee reminded everyone he pointed out on the site walk 

that you should make sure that there is no change in elevation as they 

cross through the wetlands with the utilities. Did spot grades 

initially and just restore them back to that just so it is status quo. 

We’ll keep the profile the same.  This will be monitored. 

 The Chair asked about cleaning up the invasives in there.  Mr. 

Giudice said they could give it a shot.   

 Mr. Petras further commented he worked on a similar site that was 

overgrown and the neighbors were happy to have that stay as they 

realized it was not an easy area to get into.  Maybe keeping the 

barberry there will help keep people out of that area, as well.   

 Discussion. 

 Mr. Giudice said he would work with Mr. Petras and Mr. Lavallee 

to see if in restoration they can put something that is not invasive, 

they will take that action. 

 The lower wetland to the southeast has no proposed activity.  It 

is open space and we prefer to let it exist as it exists added Mr. 

Giudice. 

 The open space is for the homeowner’s association or the town and 

that has not been resolved, as yet.  It will evolve through the 

planning and zoning process noted Mr. Lavallee. 

 Mr. Borowy asked if there were any thoughts on the idea of 

potential parking that was brought up at the last meeting.  Mr. 

Giudice said a plan for that hasn’t come up.  It has to be something 

that the town would be willing to accept and maintain.  We’re hesitant 

to go down that road at this point. 

 Mr. Sullivan discussed the alternative plan with the road 

connection.  Road impact to the wetlands was discussed. 

 Mr. Borowy said this is a big, valuable piece of property in a 

lot of ways.  I’m reassured by the fact that you seem to be managing 

the wetlands appropriately, not increasing a problem for the neighbors 

and creating open space.  We will have some control on subsequent 

subdivision developments within, you have presented good alternatives, 

you are offering to do something to battle invasives and you are going 

to have boulders and markers to prevent unauthorized development into 

the wetlands.  So I would move that we, with the conditions as noted 

that have to be added to the application, move ahead with IW 1248 and 

approve it. 

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

7. Communications 
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 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 advised the timber harvest is still on hold probably 

until early summer now because we never had a hard freeze.   

 Start thinking about plantings again for Earth Day.  I’ll be 

probably ordering them in March.   Earth Day is held around the Touch 

a Truck event in town.  Mr. Lavallee will advise when he gets the date 

certain. 

  

 Mr. Borowy brought up the West Center Street Bridge over the 

Eight Mile River is contemplated for some work he heard.  Mr. Lavallee 

said he heard the same thing and sat down with Mr. Phillips and told 

him it was a sensitive area and there is fishing for trout there and 

some neighbors actually fly fish.  That’s a pretty good indication it 

is clean.  Mr. Phillips said that would be taken into consideration.  

It looks like they’re just doing the decking.   Explained. 

 Mr. Lavallee explained work that was done on the Old Mountain 

Road Bridge.  That turned out well.  They took our suggestions on the 

stone embankment.   

 The resident with the pond is being called every several weeks to 

remind him and he advises that he is waiting until spring to get a 

contractor lined up.  He’s on it. 

  

9. Adjournment 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to adjourn.   Ms.  Etter seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:56 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

 

 Site walk set for March 14, 2016 at 5:00 pm. 

  


