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REGULAR MEETING 

 THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2020 

7:00 pm – John Weichsel Municipal Center Assembly Room 

196 North Main Street, Southington, CT 

 

MINUTES   

 

 The Southington Inland Wetlands Agency held a regular meeting on Thursday, February 6, 2020 

at the John Weichsel Municipal Center Assembly Room, 196 North Main Street, Southington, CT.  James 

Sullivan, Chair, called the meeting to order at 7:00 with the following in attendance: 

 Commissioners:  Chris Borowy, Michael Bunko, Jeff Crown, Shari Guarino & David Byrne 

 Alternates:  Jessica Smith 

 Ex-Officio: No staff present 

     Absent:    Bethany Solury, Commissioner       

    Robert Ives, Alternate 

    David Lavallee, Ass’t Town Planner 

 

 The Chair seated Ms. Smith for Ms. Solury for this evening’s meeting. A quorum was 

determined.         

 The Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was recited by everyone in attendance. 

 

JAMES SULLIVAN, Chair, presiding: 

Approval of Minutes 

 Regular Meeting of January 2, 2020 

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

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

  

Reports from Public, Press and Ex-Officio Members regarding items scheduled for action. 

 None this evening. 
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Inland Wetland /FF Applications: 

 A. Information – IW #1279 – Application of Rex Forge Div. of J.J. Ryan Corp; seeking to 

mitigate petroleum impacted soils adjacent to the Quinnipiac River.  Property located at 335 Atwater 

Street. 

 Paul Natoli with Arcadis representing the applicant.  I am a licensed environmental professional 

with the State of Connecticut.  We are environmental consultants. 

 We got involved with Rex Forge when the owners transferred the business.  They are in a 

Connecticut Property Transfer Act which is an establishment in the State of Connecticut which means 

they generated hazardous waste there at one point.  That prompted a formal DEEP program.  We were 

hired to get them through their remediation on the site which has a long history of issues in 

manufacturing. 

 We completed an investigation of the site in accordance with the regulations and we identified 

areas that needed to be remediated on the site.  They had a couple of releases.  One in 1998, fuel oil 

release from a valve near their hammer building.  And, emergency actions were taken to protect the 

river --- not necessarily to remediate the release, but to stop the flow into the river by emergency 

actions.   Then a release in 2012 when they had the huge fire at their EDM building.  They basically 

machine parts through oil and that released all the oil as they fought that fire.  Fortunately, most of it 

went into a catch basin where they were able to hook up a vac truck and not much went into the river. 

 Our investigation revealed some petroleum on the river bank.  We believe it is from the 1998 

release more than the 2012 release.  We have to remediate it in accordance with the regulations.  We 

looked at several options to do that. 

 Backing up, in emergency actions, they dug up some of the soil and put a gravel lined trench 

along the Quinnipiac River and they installed a pump and treatment system.  They ran it for a while and 

then they stopped.  When we were hired, we evaluated the system and found a little bit of petroleum 

product in the groundwater, so we reactivated the system, obtained a permit through the DEEP and 

we’ve been running this pump and treat system where I think we’ve only recovered 80 to 100 gallons. 

 All the recovery wells are free of product right now, but we still have residual on the riverbank 

and it’s tied up in the riverbank.  It has nothing to do with product, just over the years it was trapped 

within the riverbank.    

 Our proposal at first was to go in with a sheet pile wall hole, back the riverbank dig and all that 

stuff.  We felt that was pretty disruptive to the riverbank.  We decided that we want to try to remediate 

the riverbank without putting a sheet pile wall.  I included the sheet pile wall in this permit because its 

worse case scenario and if we’re out there digging and we need to stabilize the bank, we can react. 

 We don’t want to put the sheet pile wall.  We want to slope the grade back, remediate what we 

can and repair and move on. 

 The area in 1955 was dammed up, so a lot of the riverbank is polluted fill, essentially.  In 

removing the petroleum soils, we’re also removing what the Army Corp put in there after the flood in 

1955. 
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 He showed photos, one of the 1933 dam and then in 1966 after the flood of Rex Forge.   A lot of 

what they mitigated, the Army Corp, they brought in fill material from I don’t know where.   That is what 

we have along the riverbank. 

 This is the first step of a process of remediating the site.  It’s an important step for us because 

we want to make sure the river is protected.  There is a sheen at times when the river comes up a little 

bit and we have river boom out there right now we’ve been maintaining and running the pump and 

treatment system.  We’ve been pretty much pumping petroleum groundwater, not product.  We have a 

discharge permit for that.  We’re sampling and all that.  

 The application is to dig the riverbank out, dig that residual petroleum in the riverbank and to 

remediate. 

 Mr. Borowy asked:  On your proposal, you have a blow up of the work proposed with the sheet 

pile wall. We understand you are going to do it unless you have to.  I see a wall which seems to be 

replaced in the final restoration or is it just the support of the wall that’s removed?   Mr. Natoli 

responded it is the support of the wall that is removed because we needed to support the wall when we 

dug out in front of it.  Once we backfill, that wall would stay in place with the backfill.   If we did have to 

put a wall in there, instead of doing it in the river, we would try to do a wall, hold it back from the land 

instead of in the river.  But this is the worse case scenario.    

 The best-case scenario is no wall, dig back, slope it, remediate it, do our sampling and repair it. 

 Mr. Borowy asked if there were DEEP supervision on this proposal.   Mr. Natoli said the site is 

under a LEP.   I am the main person working on the site.   Under the regulations, the LEP acts as the 

DEEP.  DEEP would take his final verification report and either audit it or approve it.  That would include 

the remediation of the riverbank and all the other areas we need to do.   Essentially, it is done under 

DEEP because we have a remedial action plan in place with the DEEP.  But they don’t actually come out 

and supervise it.   They assigned it to a LEP. 

 Mr. Borowy suggested a fairly extensive site walk would be needed. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to table which Mr. Crown seconded.  Motion passed unanimously 

on a voice vote.   

 Site walk set for Saturday, February 22, 2020 at 9:00 am. 

 

Communications 

 Reports from Public, Press and Ex-Officio Members regarding items other than those scheduled 

for action. 

 None this evening. 

 

Conservation Issues/Unfinished Business/ Miscellaneous 

 None this evening. 
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Adjournment  

 Mr. Crown made a motion to adjourn.   Mr. Borowy seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a 

voice vote. 

 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:17 o’clock, p.m.) 


