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REGULAR MEETING 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 5, 2017 

7:00 pm – John Weichsel Municipal Center Assembly Room 

196 North Main Street, Southington, CT 

 

 MINUTES   

 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a meeting on 

Thursday, January 5, 2017 at the John Weichsel 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:  James, Sullivan, William Camp, Christopher 

Borowy, Greg Ali & Walter Grover      

 Alternates: John Fusco 

 Ex-Officio: David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

 A quorum was determined. 

 Absent:  Jeff Crown, Commissioner                 

                        

 The Chair seated Mr. Fusco for Mr. Crown for this evening’s 

meeting. A quorum was determined. 

 

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

 

4. Approval of Minutes 

 Regular Meeting of December 1
st
, 2016 

 The Chair noted the following corrections: 

 (1) On Page 3, the bottom last paragraph.  It says:  discussion 

on this particular restriction.  And, then there is a colon and it 

says no tree cutting under --- that word should be changed to other.  

No tree cutting other than underbrush and saplings. 

 (2) On Page 4, it is the third complete paragraph starting 

with:  monitoring and management.  The second sentence, it says the 

Chair did not want to allow certain plants that are indigenous.  It 

should say:  That are non-indigenous. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve the amended regular meeting 

Minutes from December 1
st
 as revised by our Chairperson.   Mr. Grover 

seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 
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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/Action – IW 1257/FF #250 – Application of North 

Ridge Golf Club, LLC seeking to clear trees, grade, dredge irrigation 

pond, fill irrigation pond and create new pond area for golf course 

improvements.   Property located at Welch Road / North Ridge Golf 

Club. 

 Andrew Quirk, licensed professional engineer and principal with 

Kratzert, Jones & Associates presented. 

 We had our site walk.  We took staff comments and the comments 

from the site walk and looked at the entire design of the golf course 

and tried to address the comments that were raised.  I’ll go over the 

changes we made to do so. 

 Sheet G-1 shows the entire layout as revised.  Some highlights 

are that we’ve greatly reduced the upland review area impact by 

rerouting the golf cart paths behind what used to be the first green 

which is now the fifth green and did some rerouting of the course.  We 

cut down on the upland review area impact by about seventy five 

percent in that area. 

 We looked at the wetland finger that comes out here (indicating) 

where there was some leaf composting going on and we are going to try 

to relocate that to an upland area here (indicating).  We’re look at 

having it be a construction access and once construction is complete, 

that would be a good location adjacent to the course but outside of it 

any wetland and upland review areas and also being adjacent to the 

road if the compost pile got too large and needed to be removed off 

site or relocated to a convenient location. 

 We took a hard look at the pond.  From a golf stand point and a 

wetlands impact stand point, the hydrology of it, we came up with a 

plan that makes the pond much larger with a bridge connection through 

the center as requested.  Hydrologically, the pond will be all 

interconnected with a bridge connection and will be about seventy 

percent larger than the existing pond.   

 Although there will be disturbance during construction, in the 

end we’ll have a pond that is going to function with quite a lot more 

value both from a golf stand point and a wetland stand point. 

 Net increase in the surface area and volume of the pond. 
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 Sheet G-2, the 40-scale plan, shows the changes in a lot better 

detail.   Explained the existing green and the proposed green 

previously disturbed the whole westerly portion of the buffer area.  

That’s all been eliminated as far as disturbance.  That’s been cut 

down by about seventy five percent.  We did that by taking the golf 

cart path down here between the tees. Although not as convenient, it 

works fine.  Greatly reduces the upland review area impact. 

 There is approximately 4,630 sf of upland review area impact here 

and no wetland impact. 

 The configuration in this area here to the west (indicating) 

where the leaf composting has stayed the same but we’ve got a plan now 

to remove that leaf compost, relocate it adjacent to the eighth tee 

box near Welch Road.  That would be used as a construction entrance 

during construction.  Relocate it here still adjacent to the golf 

course so it still convenient as far as operations.  It is also 

convenient to the road again if it needed to be relocated somewhere 

else if the compost pile got too large. (Indicating)  

 Discussion. 

 For the pond, the northern edge of the existing pond is like this 

(indicating).  The area to the north is all the pond expansion.  We 

are proposing wetland creation of a little bit over and acre, 44,500 

sf which is this area here (indicating). 

 The existing pond would be deepened.  It is generally about two 

to three feet deep and we would excavate that to a minimum of six feet 

deep.  That area is 30,000 sf.   Our creation is even larger than the 

area where the depth is being increased. 

 The pond fill area, we cut that back.  Previously we were filling 

the whole easterly portion and the center portion of the pond.  Now, 

we’ve reduced that to a pond filling of 9,985 sf.  That is about half. 

 We’ll be more than doubling the size of the pond and volume wise 

about three times the size.  It is groundwater driven.  We expect once 

we dig the pond volumes they’ll be filled by groundwater.   

 Discussion. 

  We’ll have an Army Corp permit and we’re going through that 

process.  We’re hoping for a Category 2 General Permit.  

 Discussion.   

 Discussion of the ponds on the site presently.   Floodplain was 

discussed.   

 Specific to the pond, we went through a phasing plan for the 

construction.  We met with the contractor doing the construction and 

went through his concerns, best management practices and engineering 

design to come up with a plan for the construction.  Sheet D-1 and a 

handout of the construction sequence referenced. 
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 The key phases within the sequences were broken out showing 

graphically what the pond construction would look like at each phase. 

 - All E & S measures need to be in place with notification to 

the town. 

 - All E & S controls installed. 

 - Construct a berm at the southern portion of the pond.  

There is a narrow channel about three feet wide and it goes down and 

interconnects with the wetland system.  At that location, we’ll 

construct a berm about three feet higher than the water surface 

elevation and completely isolate the work zone area.  By doing that, 

any turbidity, any disturbance will be isolated to the pond 

construction area and will not interface with the wetland system. 

 That will stay in place the entire time during construction. 

 - Start the pond expansion area.  This is the area outside of 

the existing pond, the upland areas where the pond doesn’t exist 

today, excavate those first and leave a separation between the pond 

expansion and the existing pond. 

 We are calling for dewatering to upland areas so that it can 

settle.  If the water comes back into here, it is isolated from the 

wetland system.         

 Discussion. 

 Another option is, especially in this upland area if it gets wet, 

the contractor feels he can just excavate through the wet soils rather 

than trying to dewater.  We can excavate the soils, place them on 

upland areas and let them dry out and use those for fill or reuse on 

the site. 

 This whole area would be constructed and stabilized before we 

even start touching the existing pond. 

 Soil types were discussed. 

 Mr. Lavallee said this is similar to another project he and the 

contractor worked on.  He’s familiar with the rules and practices. 

 Mr. Borowy further discussed dewatering with Mr. Quirk.   Mr. 

Quirk pointed it is not clean water and he would want it as far away 

from the barrier as possible.  That’s why we are starting on the north 

end so we have the least amount of time when we are disturbing soils 

adjacent to the barrier. 

 Filter bags were discussed. 

 - Once the expansion area is complete, that berm would stay 

in place.  A construction access way.  Then we would deepen the 

existing pond in Stages 6 & 7.        

 Discussion. 
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 - We would create the access ways across to isolate the work.  

Maybe 60 to 70 feet apart depending on the machinery used.    

Discussion. 

 You keep sequencing south in the 60 to 70 foot areas, always 

pumping to the north until we reach the southerly portion.  The number 

of crossings would depend on the equipment and the length of the arm 

of the excavator. 

 - The entire pond would stay with that berm in place until we 

would do an inspection report that the turbidity is stabilized and 

we’re satisfied with the water that’s there.  At that point we would 

remove the construction berm. 

 Water quality certificates were discussed. 

 Mr. Lavallee said if this is approved, maybe a stipulation is we 

could make sure there is structure within the pond for fish, turtles, 

et cetera.  Some type of structure for them.  And, the berms don’t 

have to completely come out of the water. 

 - With the completed pond, there will be a bridge with a 

total span of about 64 feet, 16 foot spans.  We want to make this a 

focal point.  A really nice bridge construction.  Probably pressure 

treated wood painted white with railings to be decorative.   It is 

basically a cart path. 

 Floodplain creation was discussed. 

 We were trying to address the leaf composting issue, reducing the 

upland area review impact, incorporating a bridge with the waterway 

interconnection and pond construction in phasing.  We are still 

waiting on the planting schedule but maybe that could be done with 

staff review.           

 Discussion.   

 The buffer mitigation is the area we need the plantings for noted 

Mr. Quirk.  It starts in the southeast portion where there is an 

upland review area there adjacent to the existing detention basin of 

about 25,000 sf.   That was part of the previous golf course.  There 

really were no buffer area plantings and there is a lot of opportunity 

there to introduce that.        

 Discussion. 

 Along what’s now fairway #1 there is mitigation area A.  That was 

again golf course area right up to the wetlands with a 

reconfiguration.  A lot of opportunity there to restore a buffer area.  

 Discussion. 

 With the removal of the leaf composting area, to have the wetland 

plantings within that wetland area in the far northwest portion. 
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 The planting schedule and plan will be submitted to staff and 

they’ll review that. 

 Time schedules were discussed. 

 Bank stabilization was discussed. 

 Successful leaf composting was discussed.   Mr. Lavallee said for 

aesthetics staff would ask for a berm there that they can recreate to 

keep people and ATVs out of the area.  No gate. 

 Mr. Borowy said he looked very favorably on the changes that the 

applicant has made.  He is assured by the fact they have to go through 

the Corp of Engineers for a permit that you will be looking now at the 

storm water pollution prevention plan updating and I think we can 

defer to a staff review of your planting schedule.  So, with all that 

in mind, and those provisos, I would recommend passage of IW 1257 as 

presented. 

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

vote. 

 

 Mr. Borowy recommended a favorable recommendation of FF      

#250.   Mr. Camp seconded.   Motion passed 7 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

 

 B. Information _ FF #251 – Application of Format, LLC seeking 

to install a chain link fence within the flood conveyance shadow of an 

existing building.  Property located at 420 North Main Street. 

 Mr. Lavallee advised he has been working with the 

engineer/surveyor on this, James Jones.  We looked at the flood 

conveyance shadow to make sure that anything that could possibly get 

caught up in the proposed chain link fence in the floodplain would not 

be an obstruction.    As with prior applications, minor intrusions 

into the floodplain or floodway may be allowed if it is determined 

that the work is contained within the flood shadow of an existing 

structure and no rise in the base flood would be experienced by the 

project. 

 We do have a signed affidavit from an engineer saying that it 

won’t contribute to base flood elevation.     

 Discussion. 

 Due process was discussed. 

 Time lines for the business were discussed. 

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

Sullivan.   Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 
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7. Communications 

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

items other than those scheduled for action. 

 None this evening. 

 

 

8. Conservation Issues/  Unfinished Business  / Miscellaneous 

 (1) Mr. Lavallee passed around a report which the Assistant 

Town Engineer worked hard on.  It is the annual storm water report he 

has to give to the State of Connecticut every year.  He asked for my 

input on the best management practices.  It is for the MS-4 Permit. 

 It is a great little detail of what we do as a town to meet the 

standards. 

 (2) Mr. Lavallee had no violations to report on.  We try to 

stay on top of it.  A lot of the bigger subdivisions are having a 

freeze now.  We make sure they have all their erosion controls up.  

The pond came in.  The seed took.  It is stabilized.  This is the 74-

lot subdivision on Loper Street.        

 Discussion. 

 There are at least six or seven active subdivisions that we drive 

thru to make sure the erosion controls are up. 

 Street sweeping is big this time of year. 

 (3) Discussion of the material the town puts on the roads as a 

pretreatment.   Magnesium coated salt. 

 (4) All day conference on March 9
th
, 2017 sponsored by CAWS 

(Connecticut Association of Wetland Scientists).   Town sponsored 

training if you are interested. 

  

9. Adjournment 

 Mr. Fusco made a motion to adjourn which Mr. Ali seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:52 o’clock, p.m.)  


