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CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

INLAND WETLAND & WATERCOURSES AGENCY  

REGULAR MEETING 

 THURSDAY, AUGUST 6, 2020 

On Line/Via WebEx & telephone 

7:00 pm    

  

 

MINUTES   

 

 

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

via WebEx teleconference and telephone, James Sullivan, Chair, called the meeting to order at 7:01 

o’clock, p.m.  with the following participating: 

 Commissioners:  Chris Borowy, Matthew Bunko, David Byrne, Greg Ali 

 Alternates: Robert Ives 

 Ex-Officio:  David Lavallee, Ass’t Town Planner 

      Absent: Bethany Soluri & William Kowaleski, Commissioners    

   Jessica Smith, Alternate  

 The Chair seated Alternate Commissioner Ives for Commissioner Solury.  A quorum was 

determined.         

 The Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was waived. 

 

James Sullivan, Chair, presiding: 

 

4. Approval of Minutes – Regular Meeting of July 2, 2020 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve the Minutes from the July 2, 2020 meeting as presented.   

Mr. Bunko seconded the motion.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 

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

 None this evening. 
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6. Inland Wetland/FF Applications 

 

 A. Information/Action - IW#1281, application of Louis Gianacopolos seeking to cross and 

mitigate a new of wetlands currently under shallow fill for access to a new garage in a non-wetland area.  

Property located at 924 Old Turnpike Road. 

 Mr. Lavallee recapped that some of the members went on site.  When the house was built, the 

wetland line wasn’t showing where it is shown now.   The second or third owner, Mr. Gianacopolos 

came in and wanted to do an oversized garage in the back.  I looked at the maps and said that looks 

pretty wet.   We did hire a soil scientist who went out, found a narrow band that went through.   He’d 

like to cross a section of it, but it had been filled so there is a slight amount of fill over the top of it.  The 

soils report reflects that. 

 He wants to cross a narrow section of it similar to a crossing we did in town with some stone so 

the water will flow through.  And, the wetland soil is below there, but he will be able to go back and 

forth to cross it.  

 If he needs some mitigation in the form of plantings, we can certainly ask for that within the 

wetland.  There was a small amount of wood chips that should be taken to allow the interaction of the 

surface water with the soil. That is historic fill, as well. 

 The Chair advised he went and looked at it and it was pretty shallow.  I thought it would be 

much more obvious.  It’s just kind of a minor grade there.   I personally don’t have any concerns.  Again, 

it just would be the stones over the wetlands and it’s going to be a dirt road or path? 

 Mr. Lavallee said it would be a slightly improved crossing.  The ground is solid enough on each 

side.  He’s not going to be going across it every day to get to the barn.  I believe it is for a motor home 

and he’ll only cross when he needs to take it out.  Mostly just for storage back there. 

 Mr. Borowy seconded the thought that the property is technically already disturbed, given the 

fill and the piping.  It Is not pristine wetlands.  I would encourage we support the application as given. 

 Mr. Bunko said he walked the property, as well.  It seems as though the area where the garage 

was going to be built was in the back of the house where it was pretty dry.  It seemed like the only place 

where there would be a concern is just the path.  With the stone, that’s well thought through. 

 Mr. Lavallee noted there would be fabric underneath the stone which would stop it from 

migrating through the stone and losing the stone. 

 Mr. Lavallee suggested stipulations:  No less than 12 native shrubs in the form of highbush 

blueberry, highbush cranberry or elderberry.  Typical native plantings.   I could work with the applicant 

on that. 

 The Chair said that would distinguish and protect the wetlands. 

 Mr. Lavallee said he was not responsible for the fill, but he is now disturbing another portion of 

its square footage wise where we should see mitigation for it. 
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 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve IW 1281 as presented with the stipulations as voiced by 

staff.   Mr. Ali seconded.     Motion passed 6 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

7. Communications 

 A. Report from Public, Press and Ex-Officio Members regarding items other than those 

scheduled for action. 

 Nothing this evening. 

 

 

8. Conservation Issues/Unfinished Business/Miscellaneous 

 - Extension Request – IW#1116 - Hillcrest Homes, LLC 

 Mr. Lavallee reported this is a project off of Meriden Waterbury Road approved in 2007.   It is at 

least 75% built out.  There have been occasion erosion control issues up there just given the scale of the 

project.   It was a court settlement on the PZC side.  There is a lot of open area. 

 With this request, I would recommend that you stipulate that an independent E & S Report be 

done every other week from a licensed engineering company just to keep an eye on it.  We have 

requested it in the past and it kind of fell by the wayside.   It’s not unusual to ask for.   We did it on the 

Target site as that was a big open area as well.  It was beneficial to the town and the resources. 

 Mr. Lavallee explained this is a 5-year extension request.  There is only a year left and this would 

be retroactive.  There was state litigation in favor of the developer that allowed certain extensions, but 

they never asked for this in the past four years.  So, they have an additional year left. 

 Mr. Borowy made a motion to approve as stipulated by Mr. Lavallee.  Mr. Ali seconded.  Motion 

passed 6 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

 - Jurisdictional Ruling - 1011 West Center Street Temporary Greenhouse 

 Mr. Lavallee advised this is for an agricultural use, an agricultural building, which is allowed on 

wetlands.  Certain things are allowed and some aren’t.  They, in this case, are not doing any fill around 

the area of the temporary greenhouse and they are putting it on stone.  There is a short section of 

roadway that will be put in, but that would have to be within the confines of the roadway footprint.  No 

fill up to it.  In this case, it is a very flat area, an existing field already disturbed and they could farm it 

today if they wanted to.  In believe they do hay it.    

 They’re asking for a ruling that they don’t need the permit, which in my opinion they don’t, 

because it’s covered as an exemption under the farmland statutes.  

 There is floodplain in the area, but it is a flow through, so the bottom is up and any flood waters 

would go under it and just flow right through the bottom. 



Conservation Commission – August 6, 2020 
 

4 
 

 The Chair added the roadway would be allowed, too. Mr. Lavallee said it has to be specifically 

for a farming route. 

 The Chair asked for a motion to approve the jurisdictional ruling or the greenhouse. 

 Mr. Bunko so moved the motion.   Mr. Ives seconded.   Motion passed unanimously on a voice 

vote. 

  

 - Mr. Lavallee said that with this last tropical storm, the town has an emergency 

management plan in place and as part of that any open land or subdivision or developments, 

commercial developments, the town has to go around and make sure that adequate erosion controls 

are in place with no loose debris on the sites.   All the developers in town were very cooperative and 

responded right away.  We didn’t have any issues.  Certainly, we didn’t have a lot of rain, but they were 

prepared for it.  Just so you as a commission knows there are safeguards in place for those situations. 

 

9. Adjournment 

 Mr. Borowy so moved the motion for adjournment.   Mr. Byrne seconded.  Motion passed 

unanimously on a voice vote. 

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


