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 SOUTHINGTON INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 

REGULAR MEETING 

THURSDAY, September 1, 2016 

7:00 pm – Municipal Center Assembly Room 

196 North Main Street, Southington, CT 

 

REVISED MINUTES 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a meeting on 

Thursday, September 1, 2016 at the Municipal Center Assembly Room, 196 

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

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

 Commissioners:  Christopher Borowy, William Camp, Greg Ali, 

Walter Grover & James Sullivan 

 Ex-Officio: David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

 A quorum was determined. 

 Absent:  Jeff Crown, Commissioner                 

    John Fusco, Alternate 

                      

 A quorum was determined. 

 

3. The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by everyone in attendance 

 

4. Approval of Minutes - Regular Meeting of July 7
th
, 2016 

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

Grover seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

    -   Special Meeting of July 21
st
, 2016 

  Mr. Sullivan made a motion to approve as presented.  Mr. 

Camp 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/Floodplain Filling Applications 

 A. Information   IW #1253 – Application of Steven J. Lacroix 

seeking to fill and grade within the Upland Review Area to improve 

yard.  Property located at 716 East Street. 

 Gene Lacroix, the applicant’s father represented the applicant.  

The Chair noted a grading and excavation plan. 

 Mr. Lavallee advised this home was built in 2013 or so.  They had 

some buffer area and wetlands up on the site associated with the 

wetlands.  It’s the front corner or the northeast corner.  The town’s 

open space is on the easterly side.   

 Initially, they thought there was some floodplain in there but 

apparently there isn’t.  For whatever reason it as put on the original 

map but now thru FEMA the 2008 maps and even new maps show no 

floodplain within a thousand feet of this. 

 The applicant wants to come forward and fill a portion of his 

front yard.  Historically, there’s been fill there.  When he went to 

build the house, he kind of respected that edge that was there and he 

actually cleaned out some of the fill on the back of the property, the 

upland review area. 

 Now he just wants to encroach a little bit into that 50 feet, 

probably about 10 feet or so just to grade off the front yard. 

 Initially, this plan came before you for wetlands and floodplain.   

 It appears that he used the old plan but he made a note on the 

top right material for loam and seed for immediate stabilization.  So 

there is some fill in there now.  I asked him to stop doing any work 

until he came in with an application.  He wasn’t aware that he needed 

any permits for it.  Once aware of that, he secured the services of 

Kratzert & Jones who came up with this plan. 

 Discussion regarding the retailing walls. 

 Mr. Lacroix added the fill was required when the house was built.   

 Existing top soil pile noted on the plan was discussed.  It was 

brought in within the past month in preparation of filling. 

 There is a silt fence in place containing anything at the tree 

line and he doesn’t need to go that far according to this plan.  He is 

trying to flatten this out and he’s adding material.  The purpose is 

to create a grassy lawn area. 

 Approximately 750 square feet of fill and not all of that is in 

the upland review area.  He wants to go about 10 feet into the buffer. 
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 Mr. Borowy made a motion to table which was seconded by Mr. 

Sullivan.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Site walk set for September 8, 2016. 

 

 

 B. Information:  IW #1254 / FF #248 – Application of Cranberry 

Cove, LLC seeking to disturb floodplain, construct a portion of 

parking lot, landscape and grade within the 100’ Upland Review Area of 

the Quinnipiac River.  Property located at 102 W. Center Street. 

 Michael Lambert, professional engineer with Harry Cole & Son.  

I’m here to present the Cranberry Cove project.   The existing site is 

right on the rails to trails.   Oriented the commissioners to the 

site. 

 The existing site is kind of old and rundown.  Very few tenants 

in the existing buildings.  There is the existing gravel parking lot 

with storage containers on it.   On the top side of the page there is 

a grass field that will remain untouched.  To the north of it we have 

the Quinnipiac River with wetlands along there.  We also have the 

floodplains we have to deal with for the proposed site. 

 We’ll be moving the driveway to the west a little but further 

from the intersection coming in and we’re proposing to do seven 

buildings there for retail/restaurant use.  As far as for upland 

review area, we have a small corner near the entrance that is going to 

be inside the upland review area.  It’s going to be a parking spot 

with some minor grading, landscaping inside the upland review area. 

 For the floodplain, although we’re doing a floodplain filling 

application, the overall site is actually decreasing by being lowered 

so it is going to provide more storage volume.  What is happening 

right now between the field and the existing gravel, there is about a 

four-foot difference at least at that edge of the tree line where the 

edge of the parking is we’ll be dropping that about 2 feet.  But the 

overall site, we are actually increasing the floodplain volume. 

 Also through calculations and design, we’re decreasing the amount 

of impervious, compacted gravel that is on site so we’re reducing or 

decreasing the peak flow.  That’s why there is no detention basin or 

underground systems.   

 Our site now is proposed to mimic what is out there now with 

drainage flowing from the east side, across our property, towards the 

Quinnipiac River and then we just anticipate that to sheet flow across 

our grass and parking lot before it gets to the field, we have a 5-

foot gravel pre-treatment filter strip, very much similar to the 

parking lot that is here at the municipal center in front. 
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 The pre-treatment filter strip was discussed further. 

 No mitigation is needed because for the overall site we are 

lowering it and increasing the volume for floodplain.  (About 520 

cubic yards.) 

 Mr. Lavallee noted we would be more concerned with the pre-

treatment than the volume in this case because we are going from 

compact gravel to a paved surface.  I’ve made comments on the 

checklist. 

 Minor grading is needed because the intent is to keep the grading 

there relatively the same as we want to mimic the same drainage 

patterns there is today.  Past our buildings and nearer the parking 

lot is where most of the grading will happen.       

 Discussion. 

 Mr. Borowy stated that given the history of the potentially high 

volume of bulk fuel oils and that that has been managed there, is 

there going to be or has there been an assessment done for potential 

contamination or leakage?   Mr. Lambert said to his knowledge no.  We 

have made our clients aware that they are going to have to go by DEEP 

regulations because of the site history.  We do anticipate some type 

of study to be done prior or at the beginning of construction.  All 

contamination will be removed properly per the DEEP regulations. 

 Storm water management and overland flow was discussed. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to table IW#1254 and FF #248.  Mr. Camp 

seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 Site walk set for September 8, 2016. 

 

 

7. Communications 

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

items other than those scheduled for action. 

 Arthur Cyr, 103-105 Berlin Avenue.  I specifically came tonight 

for this application.  They’re looking at putting in some high end 

boutiques and all of that.   

 He spoke about the Greenway Commons application changing from 

condos to high end luxury condos.  This is an extension just to the 

south along the linear trail. 

 Everybody in town should be thrilled we have not only Greenway 

Commons coming in with mostly luxury apartments but we know will have 

going to the south this proposal with nifty little boutiques. 
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 I look forward to not having to come back to watch you approve 

this minor change to the site because it will be a great addition to 

this town. 

 Thank you. 

 

8. Conservation Issues / Unfinished Business / Miscellaneous 

 A. Forest Management Plan 

 Mr. Lavallee reported this has been wrapped up.  I worked with 

Eric Hansen, forester.  Just a great project.  About two years to see 

it through from beginning to end.   Took out a lot of invasives.  They 

treated it three times.  They did a combination of spraying, plying 

and pulling manually.  They started last fall and what they didn’t 

successfully treat last fall, they did this time in the spring and the 

summer. 

 Monitoring will be done by the town.  They did about a third of 

the trees.  You can tell something was done, but it was certainly 

beneficial. They left slash which is important for the young saplings 

to come up through where the deer can’t get the shoots.   

 There are areas where the floor is covered with new oak.  It’s 

impressive. 

 There is limited firewood removal allowed in there.  Explained if 

you stay within ten to fifteen feet of the trail it will clean up some 

of that five/six inch left over bigger branches.  We don’t want 

anybody going off the trail too far as to not trample the new growth. 

 They have to sign a waiver with the town attorney’s office and 

then contact me for explanation.  They can do a chain saw and 

wheelbarrow.  No vehicles. 

 The stumps have been marked so we know which was cut by the 

forester. 

 - Mr. Sullivan brought up the chemical spill.  Mr. Lavallee 

informed the commission that the town, state and feds were involved.  

Good communication. They’re just wrapping it up now.  It took at least 

a week to handle it all.  

 The Chair asked how they were monitoring the groundwater and 

where were they sampling the river.  Mr. Lavallee responded throughout 

the area of the scope.  Discussion. 

 The water department has consultants.  The environmental cleanup 

was based on the Light Metals Manufacturing hired a consultant to do 

their work and they in turn hired Clean Harbors which did the actual 
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cleanup which this other company oversees long terms and DEEP will get 

involved long term. 

 Unfortunately, it happens enough that there is protocol and it 

was followed. 

 Discussion of the chemical involved and its characteristics.  At 

the outfall there was not just a splash pad but a concrete basin which 

it precipitated down into and they were able to suck it right out of 

there fortunately in an unfortunate incident.   

 Preventive measures were discussed. 

 Follow up environmental provisions that DEEP will put in were 

discussed.  Restoration of the bank where they had to get equipment in 

may be necessary by the town.   

 Further discussion on the spill. 

 It was noted in the final stages of the testing, they had to 

replace only one catch basin. 

 Restoration of the riparian area was discussed and the need for a 

local permit. 

 

 - The Chair brought up the POCD.  Mr. Lavallee said it is 

more pertinent to bigger developments where we’ll see how it relates 

and how it follows the plan environmentally and planning wise.   

That’s our reference.  We will ask if it is consistent with the POCD. 

 Mr. Borowy asked if current applications were being weighed 

against the POCD.  Mr. Lavallee said yes in the sense that he has 

always followed that practice and whatever I contribute to the plan is 

from my experience and I’d certainly follow that in any 

application/project. 

 

 - Site walks set for September 8
th
, 2016. 

 

9. Adjournment 

 Mr. Sullivan made a motion to adjourn which was second by Mr. 

Borowy.   Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:38 o’clock, p.m.)  


