TOWN OF NEWINGTON
CONSERVATION COMMISSION
May 17, 2022 - 7:00 P.M.
This meeting will be presented as a Zoom Webinar/Meeting
Information on how to attend will be posted on the Town website at:
https://www.newingtonct.gov/virtualmeetingschedule
AGENDA

I. CALL TO ORDER
II. ROLL CALL
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IV. ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES
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NEWINGTON CONSERVATION COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES (4-1922).PDF
V. PUBLIC HEARING
A. Application #2022-05: For Construction Of Single Family Homes In The Upland Review
Area At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant/Owner: AA
Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC Contact Alan Bongiovanni (Continued From April 19, 2022)
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359 CHURCHST WETLAND ASSESSMENT.5.10.2022 DRAFT.PDF
VI. NEW BUSINESS
A. None
VII. OLD BUSINESS
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CALL TO ORDER
Chainnan Sadil called the meeting to order at 7:07 p.m.

II.

ROLL CALL
Ben Ancona III (via Zoom)
John Bachand (via Zoom)
Bemadette Conway (via Zoom)
Alan Paskewich (via Zoom)
Andreas Sadil
JeffWagner
Also present:
Erik Hinckley, Inland Wetland Agent
Susan Gibbon, Recording Secretary
Renata Bertotti, Town Planner (Meeting Moderator)

Chairman Sadil: Point oforder, I will seat Bemadette Conway in Commissioner Casasanta's seat
this evening. IVToving on to Item 3, Public Participation ofNon-Agenda Items.Mr. Hinckley, is there
anyone on the phone?
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS
(each speaker limited to 2 minutes)
Chaimian Sadil: Mr. Hinckley, is there anyone on the phone? Each speaker is limited to two
minutes.
III.

Ms. Bertotti: There are several people in the room and no one has raised their hand to speak.
Chainnan Sadil: Ok, we shall proceed. Moving on to Acceptance ofMinutes, minutes from the
Newington Conservation Commission from March 15,2022.
IV.

ACCEPTANCE OF MDWTES
A.

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - NEWINGTON CONSERVATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES (3-15-22)

Chaimian Sadil: Are there any additions or corrections from the commission? I have none. Mr.
Wagner?
Coinmissioner Wagner: I have none.
Chaimian Sadil: Is anyone on the line wishing to speak?
Commissioner Conway: I make a motion to accept the minutes.
ChairmanSadil: IVIay I have second?
Con-unissioner Paskewich: I second. This is Coinmissioner Paskewich.
Chairman Sadil: So moved. All in favor?
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Commissioners: Aye.
Chaimian Sadil: Opposed? Abstentions? Minutes pass unanimously. Moving on to the Public
Hearing, Item A. Application #2022-04: For A Wetland Map Amendment At 359 Church Street And 321
Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan
Bongiovarmi. Mr. Hinckley, can you read the notice into the record.
Mr. Hinckley: I have to find it, I apologize. Notice ofPublic Hearing, Town ofNewington,
Conservation Cominission Regular Meeting, Tuesday, April 19, 2022. The Newington Conservation
Commission will hold a public hearing to consider the following: Application #2022-04: For A Wetland
IVIap Amendment At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA
Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovanni and Application.
V.

PUBLIC HEARING
A.

Application #2022-04: For A Wetland Map Amendment At 359 Church Sfa-eet And 321
Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact:
Alan Bongiovanni.

Chairman Sadil: Mr. Hinckley, can you read the notice into the record.
Mr. Hinckley: I have to find it, I apologize. Notice ofPublic Hearing, Town ofNewington,
Conservation Commission Regular Meeting, Tuesday, April 19, 2022. The Newington Conservation
Commission will hold a public hearing to consider the following: Application #2022-04: For A Wetland
Map Amendment At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA
Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovanni.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you Mr. Hinckley. Is the applicant present?
Alan Bongiovanni: Thank you Mr. Chairman. My name is Alan Bongiovanni, I'm a licensed
land surveyor in the state of Connecticut, with an office at 170 Pane Road. We have this application and a
companion application for a public hearing. Ifl could ask some consideration from the commission, our
soil scientist is not here yet and he assured me earlier today he'd be here on time, but he's still a little late.
Ifwe could possibly go to the second application, because the majority ofthe map amendment is his
expertise, his testimony, as to what he found on the site.
Chainnan Sadil: Do we need to vote on that, I will acquiesce for the applicant, but do we need to
vote on that?
Mr. Hinckley: You can change the agenda, sure.
Chainnan Sadil: May I have a motion to move Item 5B, ahead ofltem 5A.
Vice Chairman Wagner: I make the motion.
Chairman Sadil: Moved by Vice Chairman Wagner, may I have a second?
Commissioner Bachand: I second, this is John Bachand.
Chairman Sadil: Seconded by John Bachand. All in favor?
Commissioners: Aye.
Chaimian Sadil: Opposed? Please proceed. Please go right ahead.
Application #2022-05: For Construction Of Single Family Homes In The Upland Review
B.
Area At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA
Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovaimi.
Mi. Hinckley: I have to find it, I apologize. Notice ofPublic Hearing, Town ofNewington,
Conservation Commission Regular Meeting, Tuesday, April 19, 2022. The Newington Conservation
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Commission will hold a public hearing to consider the following: Application #2022-05: For
Constmction OfSingle Family Homes In The Upland Review Area At 359 Church Street And 321
Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan
Bongiovanni.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Thank you Mr. Chairman. Again for the record, my name is Alan
Bongiovanni, I'm a licensed land surveyor in the state of Connecticut, with an office at 170 Pane Road. I
have here with me tonight Joe Perugini, with Weston & Sampson, he's our civil engineer for the project
and in the audience is Tony Denorfia, principle with AA Denorfia Building and Development, LLC. I'm
going to share the screen now with audio andvisual. So the subject property, located on the east side of
Cedar Street, northerly ofthe Winslow Drive development, it's being accessed by a stub road, existing
Rock Hole Lane and we will extend the road into the subject property, about a thousand feet or so
temimating in the cul-de-sac. The proposed development has been before the planning and zoning
commission, it is r20 zoned land. We're proposing it as an r20 open space subdivision which allows us to
condense the lot sizes to the rl2 zoning requirements, but it allows us to preserve a lot ofthe sensitive and
significant areas ofthe site so we don't go too close to the wetlands and preserve a lot ofnice forested
land. Along the northerly side ofthe site is Rock Hole Brook, it flows from the east to the west and it
fa-averses our property at the northeast comer ofthe site and then along the westerly portion ofthe site.
The central section here is outside ofthe property on the neighboring property to the north.
Chairman Sadil; Maybe you can zoom injust a little bit more. Full screen mode please.
Mr. Bongiovanni: That's what I'm going to do next. So starting at the westem edge ofthe
property you'll see the squares and the purplish line, that defines the wetlands that David Lord, our soil
scientist, identified in the field, and we'll get into that in more detail during the other public hearing. But
that goes along this section ofthe property.. .I'm going to change plans here; the purple areas Qf the
wetland on the subject property is identified by soil type. Our proposal is to include almost all ofthat
wetland area as open space that will be deeded to the town throughout the central portion ofthe site and
the eastem portion ofthe site and it fronts on Culver Street. We are proposing on lots three, four and five
there will be some wetland and conservation easement on the rear ofthose lots. The property is going to
be serviced by MDC sewer and water, which runs in a trunk line along.. .it comes from the northwest into
the site and runs along the east west and comes out on Church Street. Our proposal is to have one impact
on the wetlands and that is a temporary impact in this area here, where we're going to cross a finger of
wetlands to service the site with the MDC sewer. It would cross from the existing sewer right ofway onto
the development portion ofthe site into the roadway and then after the constmction is done, it will be
restored to its original condition. The rest ofour proposal does not propose any work within the wetlands
or any disturbance in the wetland area.
Chairman Sadil: Aside from setting up that tmnk line Mr. Bongiovanni, that's the only.. .
Mr. Bongiovanni: That's the only disturbance, actual disturbance, within the wetlands, and as I
said, it's a temporary dist.irbance. All ofour services will be brought in from Rock Hole Lane with the
exception ofthe sewer, constmction access is proposed from Church Street, there's an existing curb cut
here and that's how all the site work will be done and the heavy equipment to install the utilities and the
roads.
Chairman Sadil: Now is there any flow in that particular site with would be disrupted when you
start to dig a trench, how many feet deep, is there any flow in that are that's going to cause to be...
Mr. Bongiovanni: No.
Chairman Sadil: It's not connected to the main water course there?
Mr. Bongiovanni: It's not connected to the brook. Let me show an aerial photograph. This is a
2016 aerial photograph. It shows the wetlands, it shows where our sewer line is going to cross the
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wetlands to come up to the proposed street. This area here, I believe, through my field visits and some
investigation with the MDC; this area of wetlands was actually created as a diversion for the water course
when the installed the tmnk line. There's actually two sewer lines in that easement, one is a force main
and one is a gravity line and when they were installing and crossing the brook in this location and the
northerly portion ofthe site, they created a diversion from this point, bypassing the constmction area, to
allow that to work without having to wony about dewatering. When their work was done they did
regrade part it, but I'll call it a diversion ditch, that was left in that area and I think that's the explanation
as to why there is a finger in that location.
Chairman Sadil: It's odd shaped; it's defmitely odd shaped.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Again, it's a basic single-family residential subdivision. I think we've taken
great care to minimize any impacts in the upland review areas. There are, you know, we have houses, lots
three and four, that are within the regulated area. Portions oflots two and five will be partially within the
upland review area. But as this is an open space subdivision, I think it gives the developer and the town a
good opportunity to create a development that gives the owner reasonable use ofthe property while being
in harmony with the environment. You know, at some point as land becomes more scarce, we need to
work with the environment and protect it as best we can and I think this application demonstrates that.
There areas where like lots three and four at the edge ofthe conservation easement we are proposing on
those three lots, we're actually putting a split rail fence to mark that area. All the perimeters ofthe
proposed opens space to the town ofNewington will also have posts with placards every 50 feet so that
it's defined as to where it is, people can see it when they're out in their yards and I think it will be well
protected in that aspect. Right now I'd like to tum it over to Mr. Perugini to talk a little bit about stonn
waters drainage, water quality, and then erosion and sediment conta-ol.
Joe Perugini: Good evening members ofthe commission, my name is Joe Perugini and I'm a
professional engineer with Weston & Sampson. I was responsible for the stonn water management
design as well as the erosion and sedimentation control measures design and review ofutilities. Early on
the project, before the design was undertaken, we met with the town engirieer to discuss our approach. We
had a concept ofthe subdivision, it really looks similar to the plan that you have before you, not a whole
lot has changed. We came to aconsensus on that approach and it's pretty consistent with that. The
development works with the land and the topography. It grades at a high point ofthe site near the Allston
Road cul-de-sac and generally, as you would expect, grades and slopes in a northerly, northwesterly
direction towards Rock Hole Brook. So the topography, the grading, the roadway profile works with the
land as much as possible. That has a benefit too ofbalancing the site as well so that is how the design
came about. Again, we had some successful meetings with the town engineer as we got closer to
permitting and through the planning, zoning process. So I thiak we've come to a sformwater management
design that has basically met with their acknowledgement. We're addressing a few final comments.
Chairman Sadil: Mr. Perugini, so what exactly, there is going to be sheet flow coming offthe
properties there, does that go directly to the brook or is that going to be put into that MDC sanitary sewer.
How's that going to work?
Mr. Bongiovanni: Ifl could Joe. So, a couple ofdifferent things here. Sanitary sewer is sanitary
sewer - gray water, human waste.
Chairman Sadil: Right.
Mr. Bongiovanni: It's not stonnwater, so...
Chairman Sadil: I meant stormwater, that is what I was trying to get at.
Mr. Bongiovanni: So our site is going to flow, as the drainage patters stay as proposed as they are
cunrently, they go from the south and drain to the north and northwest. We're proposing a stonn drainage
system within the roadway that's going to capture that surface runoffand through a pipe system come to
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an outlet in this location here. There is an existing stonn drain outlet that the town has the Rock Hole or
Winslow Drive development was built and it terminates at this location here. In working with the town
engineer he requested we make some improvements at the end ofthat pipe; we're actually going to pull it
away from the wetlands, three or four lengths ofpipe and create one level spreader that blends both the
new drainage and the existing drainage in that area.
Chairman Sadil: So the intent ofthat area is to percolate into the soil, is there going to be an
overfllow or how.. .what's the capacity ofthat system during a heavy rainfall, consistent rainfall.
Mr. Bongiovanni: So that system is designed as an energy dissipater and level spreader. We will
have pretreatment ofthe storm water quality before it gets to that point. It will flow over land to the
brook. This system was designed, and Joe can speak to this in a little more detail. Where we are in the
watershed we analyze the drains in two different ways. We analyze the drainage as a typical subdivision
where you provide detention to capfaire up to a 100 year storm event. We also analyzed this where we are
in the watershed and we're closer to the lower reaches ofthe watershed to see what the impacts were if
we were to allow the water to flow unimpeded.
Chairman Sadil: So that means ifits overcome by anyways it's going to go over land to that
westerly direction.
Mr. Bongiovanni: It's going to go over land to the brook. It's going to go overland to the water
course from our drainage outlet, level spreader in this direction and it's going to be captured in the brook.
Whether we had a detention basin there or the level spreader and energy dissipater, it's still going to go in
the same location. We took this approach and we analyzed this approach for two reasons. One, because of
Joe's expertise in his hydraulic section at Weston & Sampson, they felt this would be a good candidate
for allowing it to flow into the brook without detention. Secondly, when the Fister fann development was
done, that's in the same watershed, that same approach was done with the town engineer, who at that time
was Peter Arbor and he approved that approach. The reason we looked at that approach as you've got a
fairly large watershed, ifwe were to detain the water on the site and waited for the upper reaches ofthe
water to flow down here, they are going to compete and that would cause a higher level ofwater in the
watercourse and the brook. By allowing the lower reaches to flow before the upland or higher reaches of
the watershed come in, it provides less conflict and a lower storm event, ifnot a storm event, but it
provides for lower flows in the heart oflarger storm events.
Chairman Sadil: So when you're talking level spreader, it is going to be impeded by the time it
the
to
brook? Is that going to be clear to get there, is there going to be some erosion, how do you
gets
handle the transition from the level spreader until it gets to the brook area.
Mr. Bongiovanni: The level spreader is actually the energy dissipater and it is 60 to 80 feet in
width. Currently, you have an outfall in this location here with no level spreader. And over the 50 or 60
years that it's been there, it's survived very well with little to no erosion in that area. At the request ofthe
town engineer, we are going to bring it back and combine it into one level spreader so that it will further
reduce the velocity, less chance ofany erosion it the fiiture and it'll distribute those flows instead of
concentrated at the pipe outfall bur over about an 80-foot area so that it'll slow down and have less
chanceofany erosion.
Chainnan Sadil: So you're saying there's one akeady existing there already in that location.
Mr. Bongiovanni: We're going to improve that and combine that with this outfall.
Mr. Pemgini: I'd like to point out, we have designed scour holes so that is going to take the bulk
ofthe energy dissipation. They are large depressions and we design them in accordance with Connecticut
DOT procedural design criteria.
Chairman Sadil: Are those one through landscaping or are those actual physical devices that sit
in the ground.
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Mr. Pemgini: It's a physical device, it's a scour hole or plunge pool is the tenninology that we
designed based on the velocity and the characteristics ofthe peak flow coming out ofthat system. Design
flow detennines who large to make the scour holes; it's a little hard to see, but at each outlet we have a
scour hole. We have details in the plans for that and those are sized, even the stone size in the scour hole
is sized based on how much energy of flow is existing those pipes. You can kind of see the rectangular
area, that is about a one foot deep scour hole with a modified rip rap and we did the same for the existing
pipe outlet. Now that actually discharges right at the wetlands; we're removing a section ofpipe and
pulling it back away from the wetlands so that it lines up in the same general area as the proposed
discharge so that way we can connect the level spreader at a similar or consistent elevation. Both pipes
will outlet to theses scour holes; that's where most oftheenergy dissipation is going to happen and the
turbulent fllow, it's going to hit that hole.
Chairman Sadil: How deep is something like that?
Mr. Pemgini: It's about a foot deep.
Mr. Hinckley: Just for the commissioners, on sheets 16 to 23 there's details ofthose scour holes
as well as the level spreader so you can get a visual, a plan view and a side view so you can kind of get an
idea.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, thank you.
Mr. Pemgini: Yeah, there's detail on sheet 16 in the upper right hand comer. So it's the same
size scour hole for each. Probably the existing pipe flow, we use the same size, it's a little over designed
for it but in order to make it easier on the contractor, we made them the same material, the same size.
Once the flow leaves the scour hole it'll then pass through the level spreader which isjust converting
concentrated flow back to sheet flow. So the idea is its sheet flowing, it's less erosive on its way to the
wetlands and the whole goal is to prevent any erosion on its way to the wetlands.
Chainnan Sadil: So, before and after, the impact to the wetland itself- is it a neutral plan versus
what's being put into the wetland right now. I'm concemed about what's happening downstream and we
have more flow going downstream which may have an impact due to this development.
Mr. Bongiovanni: You're actually going to have the same flow pre and post. What's going to
happen is there's going to be a little increase in the rate ofnmoffbecause we're creating some impervious
area, but through the hydraulic analysis they were able to demonstrate and model the effects ofallowing
that to come through. There's less than a fraction ofacfs and a hundred year stomi difference in flow and
it's actually a reduction. The way we've designed this and proposed it as opposed to ifwe had normal
detention. In talking with the town engineer, and again Joe's hydraulic experts that model these
watersheds and do this, you know, there's experts in this, the surface level ofthe brook, ifyou will,is
immeasurable, it's not even a 100th ofa foot increase with any added water from this development. The
water already goes there now, there will be a slight increase in the rate ofgetting to it, but that's done
intentionally so that it doesn't compete with the upland flow during large events.
Commissioner Wagner: Ifyou look at the land it's a natural flow that way, so any rain
throughout, it's going that way anyway. So, no matter what, you'rejust slowing it down a little bit so it
sheets out and controls the flow at the end.
Mr. Pemgini: Yes and we look at the 100 year storm, that is the benchmark, that is the regulatory
level that we look at. That is the stonn that is evaluate for flood damage and the effects downstream and
that is the design storm that was very noticeable, that we again, it's not much ofa decrease, but there's a
slight reduction by having runofffrom the site leave before the peak ofthe entire watershed brook
coincides so it leaves the site and we end up having a slight reduction when you look at the entire
watershed and this piece of site incorporate into it.
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Chainnan Sadil: Will the scour holes and level spreaders require any maintenance over the years?
Is that self-maintaining or does that have to be mowed or what.
Mr. Bongiovanni: So they are rip rap, they're stone, they will require an inspection. This is
designed, this is going to be a town road, it's going to become town drainage and this open space will
become town land. So there will be a requirement to at least inspect it, probably annually or every other
year. As Joe describes some ofthe other measures we have, the chances or likelihood ofactually a lot of
debris or sediment occurring.. .
Joe: Yeah, the measures that we have in the system that are closer to the road are going to trap
and isolate that sediment before it ever gets to the output. We don't want there to be sediment depositing
in that level spreader scour hole. It's going to be trapped within a hydrodynamic separator; that's going to
be closer to the road, the edge ofthe road there. ..
Chairman Sadil: Can you zoom in on that Mr. Bongiovanni.
Commissioner Wagner: And that's going to go the vacuum system there, it's going to suck all
that stuffout, clear it all out.
Mr. Pemgini: That's right. It's like an enlarged manhole structure. Alan will point to it is location
just offthe edge ofthe road after that last manhole right there.
Mr. Bongiovanni: In that location there.
Mr. Perugini: So it's at the lowest end ofthe storm system. We have some deep catch basins and
at every catch basin that's the course sediment, the heavy stuff, there will be debris hoods on every outlet
pipe so any kind ofleaves, debris, exploadables that sort ofthing, those get trapped at the catch basin.
Again, easier to maintain by town staff. Then the real fine pollutants, the total suspended solids, those are
going to get trapped in that hydrodynamic separator. It's a unit, we call for a certain model ofa
manufacturer, but we also have, ifs there's a change, itstill has be a unit that's on the CT DOT approved
list. We like to have that note on the plans that ifthere is a substitution as long as it's a unit on the DOT
approved list we have a level ofcomfort that it's been tested and again through the process ofDOT
reviewing it. And again that list is published online. So that is where that is required to remove 80
percent oftotal suspended solids. We have submitte(l to the town engineer that actual umt, the
manufacturer designs it for us based on this site, it's not the detail we throw on the plans. We're required
by the manufacturer to come up with this unit, he pick a model, but he also hydraulically evaluates it and
we then provide those results to the town engineer and most ofthe time they do exceed 80 percent TSS
removal. From there, we talked about the roadway system. As Alan mentioned this is a traditional system
ofcatch basins picking up primarily the impervious mnoff; that's what we're really looking at to capture
that mnoffand ultimately that treatment. Roofrunoffwill be over land, over the grassed areas and that
promotes natural infiltration over land, but also the grass cover serves as filtration ofthat mnoffas well.
Like Alan mentioned, when we design these system, in our stormwater report, even on the plans, we
include an operation and maintenance plan. So that is for anything outside ofthe town right ofway, that is
to be maintained and what the route ofmaintenance is included in the plans and the stonmwater report. I'll
talk now about the erosion and sedimentation control measures while Alan pulls up that plan. This is a bit
ofa colored up version ofthe erosion and sedimentation control plan that's included in the plan set. These
measures are consistent with the Connecticut guidelines for sediment controls. We start with our
perimeter controls that are all, obviously, on the down gradient side ofthe site. We're using double
measures and that is what is required under the latest Coimecticut DEEP guidelines so that will include
silt fence backed with compost filter tubes. We also have those measure kind ofweaving around the
roadway area as well, as Alan is tracing along there. We understand that the road is going to go in first
and we like to have those measures shown on the plan that we'd like to pick them up as close the roadway
constmction. We know that the utilities, the drainage, the road base, that's going to go in first, get the
main infrastmcture in, but again, we have them around the perimeter. But within that area we look at the
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amount ofdisturbance, the area of disturbance, and once it gets above what silt fence and compost filter
tubes can handle we then design temporary sediment traps. There's one there, as Alan is tracing it, that is
picking up the disturbed kind ofbehind those homes along the southerly border. Then the other remaining
kind ofcentral disturbed area it'll all flow downhill into that low are in the northwest comer where we
talked about the discharge areas. That is where its picking up the largest disturbed area so we size the
traps according to the area ofdisturbance and that converts to a volume that we need to capture and treat.
So trap sizing is designed accordingly.
Chairman Sadil: So why.. .you think you got that much flow will go down that direction while
construction.
doing
you're
Mr. Bongiovaimi: Actually there's standards that the erosion and sediment control talks about
how many cubic yards for so many square feet or acres ofdisturbed area. As you'll hear in David's
presentation, we actually have very well drained soils, there may not be as much running to that sediment
trap but the design standard is for all types ofsoil. So it ifwas clay it would be the same size as it was a
sandpit.
Chairman Sadil: So at what point will that be removed? Last? That's quitea perimeter ofsilt
fence you said all the way around the perimeter. But when would that be removed, that very large
sediment trap?
Mr. Pemgini: That will be removed when we have confidence that a sufficient area ofgradient
has been stabilized. So ifthe roadway base is put in usually the base is considered semi impervious, less
likely for runoffto erode, but usually it stays pretty late into constmction and typically until you get some
kind ofvegetative cover.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Probably when the shoulders being seeded and the grass is established.
Mr. Pemgini: We have had projects where that trap can get reduced ifa portion ofthe area has
been stabilized. There's ways to adjust that as you go, but it's our safety net for the majority ofthe nmoff
coming offthe site and making sure that there is some protection in place. You see a lot ofsites that don't
use these and sediment controls get overwhelmed easily. These are measures that are going to go in right
at the beginning and stay as long as is necessary.
Chairman Sadil: I'm also concemed about the perimeter. It's going to take several years, it's a
several year project, it's going to take a while. During the winter time, heavy winds, snow, is there a plan
to keep that in place. Heaven forbid during inclement weather, there's quite a perimeter around there to
protect the wetlands.
Mr. Bongiovanni: There is and one ofthe ways Joe designed this in concert with MT. Donofio's
ifyou will, they're going to put the road and infrastructure in first. They're not going to
ofattack
plan
strip every square inch ofthe property and leave it exposed. They're going to put the road infrastructure
and require drainage; they're going to stabilize the shoulders before they start construction on the home
site. That's why we have, north ofthe road, this cordoned offwith silt fence. At some point when the
road is paved and its established on the shoulder, the silt fence is going to go away. The rear silt fence
will be installed and this silt fence will go away because now we are going to constmct the home sites.
Beyond local approval and what is required from this commission, the town engineer and planning and
zoning, this is also going to require a DEEP stonnwater permit. So that will also, some ofthe guidelines
that we use are to satisfy that in our next step.
Mr. Perugini: Yeah, to Alan's point, this plan that we're talking about that's included in the
drawings, the details, the notes. That's going to get formalized as part ofthat DEEP approval process into
a stormwater pollution control plan report. So we have to summarize it, detail it, we also talked about the
frequency ofinspections. So the state will review that report, you file it online, we also have to indicate,
again, according to their guidelines the frequency ofthe inspections. They're going to be routine or after a
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particular storm event ofhalfan inch or more. So right at the beginning, these measures get installed and
they have to be inspected by an outside inspector. It gets documented, they confirm that they've been
installed properly and then after every rain event, or weekly, these would get inspected. A report would
be made, the inspector would indicate whether a measure has to be replaced or repaired and again, it all
has to be documented. It is a state requirement. We always like to mention that on a project that exceed
five acres that even though the town approves it, we're then required to go to the state for a larger project
and it gets that oversight, that documentation, those inspections have to be done.
Mr. Bongiovanni: And the town also has requirements that we have to provide periodic reports to
them as follow up as far as the condition ofthe erosion sediment conta-ol measures and the site conditions.
Mr. Hinckley: They also have to post an ENS Bond prior to constmction and they have to
maintain that ENS during constmction.
Chairman Sadil: Ok. I want to see ifany ofthe commissioners have any questions for Mr.
Perugini. Commissioner Wagner, do you have anything?
Commissioner Wagner: I think you covered most of it.
Chairman Sadil: Ok. Commissioner Bachand, are you still online? I'll go to you first. Do you
have any questions for the applicant?
Commissioner Bachand: Yes I am, I just wasn't sure ifl should raise my questions now or when
we revisit it as Old Business. Since this is a public hearing, I'm not sure, you know, what I should do.
Chairman Sadil: This is a public hearing and you are free to speak. I want to talk about the
hydrology question first, ok, and then we can talk later about some other issues, ok. You're a hydrology
guy, so ask away.
Commissioner Bachand: Yeah, I visited the site today and to the point about whether that. . .what
are we officially gonna call that, I call it a peninsula ofwetland, but it's a finger shaped east west feature
there. I looked at the flags and they look good to me, except towards the far west end it seems to be a lot
ofponding water there, that I don't know ifit's on our map or not. I would suggest they maybe look at it
now after we've had a good rain. And as far as that little channel, it was flowing, ever slightly, but it was
flowing. Somehow its getting fed, eitherjust from the natural flow from the embankment or some is
spilling out ofthe brook you taiow further back east northeast. So there was slight movement in there.
I'mconcemed about that.. .ofspilling all ofthe water into the same area. I would like to ask Mr.
Bongiovanni ifhe knows offthe top ofhis head what the total amount ofimpervious ofthis project is and
roughly, ifanyone knows, how much is coming in already from the town system, how much we're
draining in there because I'm a little concemed you know about dumping it in the same relatively area
you know close proximity.
Mr. Bongiovanni: So, I don't have the number or volume ofimpervious area offthe top ofmy
head. I know that was part ofour drainage computations that was submitted to the town engineer. The
flow from the existing development, let me see ifl can take a look at an aerial photograph that might be a
little...
Commissioner Bachand: And roughly how many catch basins or.. .
Mr. Bongiovarmi: It's a fairly good area, it may be equivalent to or greater than the area that have
for the site, because, don't forget...
Commissioner Bachand: Winslow runs downhill pretty quickly too though, so I imagine we're
only catching...
Mr. Bongiovanni: Yeah, it does, but we're only capturing from the road to the south.
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Chairman Sadil: Newington Conservation Commission is back in session at 8:01. So where we
left off, Mr. Bachand had some questions for the applicant relative to hydrology and the amount of square
foot volume and the temporary trap.
Mr. Bongiovarmi: So, actually in this recess we had, we looked at the drainage computations.
There's about 2.4, 2.5 acres ofimpervious area our site and the total site is 15.6 acres. Actually we're
creating about 2.43 acres ofimpervious surface and that will increase the rate ofrunoffslightly towards
the brook upon a full build out situation.
Commissioner Bachand: You were saying Alan that only the area south ofthe road is going to
drain into this stonn management system.
Mr. Bongiovanni: That is correct.
Commissioner Bachand: What about the driveways and roofs on the front ofthe houses, at least
on the north side ofthe road.
Mr. Bongiovanni: So, on the north side ofthe road, you will get driveways to run towards the
road, so I stand corrected, you will get some front yard drainage towards the road, but the houses
themselves, the roof leaders will be doing to splash pads that this is very very welled drained soils in this
area. So a lot ofthat we would expect to percolate into the ground, but a majority ofthe improvement to
the land north ofthe road will sheet flow. Some will go into the ground or will sheet flow towards the
watercourse to the north.
Commissioner Bachand: I'lljust make one more comment Mi. Chairman about hydrology. We
heard that the town engineer requested these two system or these two to be either combined or to be close
to each other and I wouldjust be curious ifthat wasjust for convenience, because it doesn't. . .to me it
doesn't seem to make sense to concentrate the flow more than it needs to be. The one good thing is the
distance between the actual Rock Hole Brook and the discharge point is considerable so it has enough
time to slow down and spread out quite a bit there, but I still would question why we're putting it so close
together.
Mr. Bongiovanni: So, ifl could maybe clarify that a little bit. Right now you have an 18 inch
RCP that terminate on the property at the edge ofthe wetlands from the existing development to the
south. We're proposing a separate outlet for the new stonn drainage that is to the east ofthat and it's
about 70 or 80 feet apart. We're not truly combining them although we are creating one long level
spreader after they go through their energy dissipaters in their plunge pools. And that is, you might have
some additional flow from the existing development that would get spread out ofa bigger area after our
development drains. It's not tmly combining them, but you are going to have a lot oftwo level spreaders
together, itjust makes sense to design it and construct is as one unit.
Commissioner Bachand: Is thatjust out of convenience for maintenance or constmction?
Mr. Bongiovanni: Um.. .probably a little ofboth. You know, the town engineer, and we talked
about this at length, about making this improvement to the existing pipe and them combining it at a level
spreader to caphire both. There's probably a little bit ofboth as to why he had suggested that. It makes
engineering sense to do what he's done here and we're not going to increase the possibility or potential
for any erosion because we are annoring and protecting the existing as well as proposing it for the future,
for the new.
Commissioner Bachand: So I did see the existing today and there's a small plunge pool, you
know, ten by uh.. .eight by four or something, so after all those years it doesn't seem to cause too much
distress to the area. Just curious ifyou know what's the percentage ofwhat we're adding to this area with
the 2.5 acres, how much are we collecting, how much is that existing 18-inch pipe carrying. It's probably
not a question you could easily answer, but I'd be curious.
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Mr. Bongiovanni: It's not something that was part ofour required stonn drainage analysis.
Again, we had originally proposed to leave that on its own without any intervention by us or any
modification to it because it's functioned again for probably 50 or 60 years at least and with you know, no
noticeable signs oferosion or failure at the end ofthe pipe.
Commissioner Bachand: Ok, that's it for me for now.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you Commissioner Bachand. Commissioner Paskewich, do you have any
questions for the applicant relative to hydrology and drainage?
Commissioner Paskewich: No I do not. Thank you.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Conway.
Commissioner Conway: Yes, so I'm looking at the map that came in the mail and um it's.. .so I'm
to
going refer to that and I realize that we're not looking at the same one, but on site 1, 10, 11 and 12, it
looks like there's some encroachment and wetlands in and on those lots, as well as three, four and five.
Um, so that's something that concems me and I was wondering ifl could get a little more information on
those.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Certainly. So, you are referring to uh encroachment ofour either clearing or
improvements within the upland review area. We are proposing to do some work within the upland
review area on lots one, frwo, three, four and five and 10 and 11. Because it is good viable land for
development it is.. .first of all, north ofthe sewer right ofway which a lot ofthat area has been worked by
man over time, this actually, where this proposed development has taken place was a former farm field
that has been allowed to overgrow in recent decades. But we are proposing to work within the upland
review area. It is not a no build area, it is an area which this commission has the right to review and
approve what we do within that area, but it's not now, nor has it ever been viewed as a no build area.
Commissioner Conway: I have lost. . .I'm not able to hear.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Bachand, Commissioner Paskewich are you there?
Commissioner Bachand: I can still hear him, yes.
Commissioner Paskewich: Yes, I'm here, Commissioner Paskewich.
Commissioner Conway: I can hear, Ijust lost Mr. Bongiovamii's response for part ofhis answer.
Mr. Bongiovanni: I'll try and repeat what I had said. We are proposing work within the upland
review, and that's exactly what that is, it is in the upland review area. This commission has the authority
to review the work that we do between that wetland and that hundred foot area. It is not a no build area, it
never has been and it is, as far as I know today, it is not a no build area. We are going to be doing some
work, proposing to do some work upland ofthe sewer right ofway which for the most part this is a
former farm field that has been worked by man. Not in recent decades, but for many years before that and
we feel it's a reasonable use ofthe property. This development allows for, as an open space development,
allows us to dedicate almost six acres ofland, about 37, 38 percent ofthe total property to the town.to be
preserved as open space to protect the valuable resource that has the watercourse, the wetlands on the
area, the flood plains adjacent to the watercourse and this plan does that. It allows the owner to enjoy his
property, facilitated development, without any harm to the significant or sensitive areas ofthe site.
Commissioner Conway: Ok. Thank you.
Chairman Sadil: I just want to go to Commissioner Ancona real quick, do you have any
questions?
Commissioner Ancona: No I do not, I'm all set.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Commissioner Bachand, you have your hand up.
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Commissioner Bachand; Yes, um.. .could Mr. Bongiovanni uh highlight or does he have a slide
that uh depicts the upland review area on the map. I could see a very faint line, I had to stmggle to find it
in the printed map, but, so I know where it is myself, but I think it would be helpful ifwe could see that.
Mr. Bongiovarmi: I'm going to go back to this one here, I'm gonna zoom in on it. So, we're
looking at Lot No. 2 here, this red dashed line that cuts through the house, that's the 100 foot upland
review area. Ifyou lookjust north ofit in the open space area in the crosshatched, that purple line is our
wetlands, that this is the 100 foot parallel to that line. So, ifyou look at lot number one, we're reallyjust
clearing about at the edge ofthe regulated area. On lot number two we are taking liberty within that
regulated area, the same thing with lots three, four and five, a little bit oflot six, and then the rear ofnine,
ten and eleven.
Commissioner Bachand: Like I said, I know where it is now, but, um, I thiiik it would be helpful
for others to be able to see that. In the big picture it's still faint, it's hard to tell. It's quite a
comprehensive plan.
Chairman Sadil: Is there anything else Mr. Pemgini youwant to say as far as hydrology and
drainage. Does that conclude your presentation at this time?
Mr. Pemgini: I think so, we'll be here to answer any questions.
Chainnan Sadil: Ok, so I want to move on to other topics. So, um, as far as the property itself,
why was not actual environmental study done. We normally see that in prior to applications, we see
inventory ofwhat's on the property as far as species, plants, amphibians, what have you. I did not see one
on this application. I was wondering why that was the case.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Um.. .when we first walked the site, we walked it with David Lord, we looked
the
condition ofthe site and this is, there's no really, other than the watercourse, there's no really
at
unique features to this site that we felt warranted that type of investigation. It's not within the NDDB, the
Natural Diversity Database, there's not flags or nothing within close proximity to that. You know we
know there's birds and mammals that traverse the property. The first time I was out there, there was a
raccoon in the end ofthe storm drainage pipe. But they're native species to the area, nothing of
significant nature. For that matter the only invasive vegetation on the site to speak ofis that land that is
just adjacent to the houses on Winslow Drive to their rear yards. That would be removed when we go to
develop those lots. The remainder ofthe property is it's a nice hardwood forest, it's an open, you know,
tall canopy with probably some really dense coverage in the summer because there's no undergrowth in
that area.
Chairman Sadil: Yeah, I did walk the site. Thank you for allowing me to do that. I did see three
hawks nests in that high canopy and they are breeding there, um, they will probably have to leave that
area because they didn't want me there when I was walking around, they were cooing when I was there,
um, so I think there will be some environmental impact.
Mr. Bongiovanni: The impact that you are talking about to wildlife and species, um, especially if
it's in the tall canopy, those trees, for the most part, will remain on the site. But germane to this
commission, as a wetlands commission, I'm not sure that is part ofwhat this application is about.
Chairman Sadil: Well this is a conservation commission at the top.
Mr. Bongiovanni: I understand that.
Chairman Sadil: And, uh, that is ofconcem to me. There are deer going through there obviously,
that's probably going to encroach on those people's properties because they traversed. That is a major
water course going through there, uh, I would have liked to have seen some sort of environmental study
done. It is a verysensitive area and I think it would behoove us to have some sort of environmental study
done taking inventory ofwhat is on that property. I open that up to the commissioners such as myself.
Go ahead Commissioner Paskewich.
.
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Commissioner Paskewich: Yes, I did a site walk myselfyesterday. I spent about two hours
fa-aversing the property. As I entered from, uh, let me look at the map here, the Church Street stub, you're
going into a high bmsh area that's kind ofbuffered in, I immediately saw a trail with deer tracks and scat.
I walked in a bit, I could not go in any further than maybe 15 feet, it was that heavily shmbbed in. So I
went around to the right side where it was a little bit open towards the brook and I walked along the
perimeter ofthe brobk where the flood plain is, continued on that path and then I moved a little bit
towards the center which is where the forested area is and came upon quite a few timber that is red oak
and white oak andalso some swamp cottonwood that were significant in size, mature, but not
deteriorating. I did see, at some point, two red tailed hawks, a pair howling with anest, so there are hawks
nesting right now in that immediate area in the center where this development is going to be proceeding to
be excavated, homes built in. I continued along the center and I came upon that sewer manhole cover
where the sewer tmnk line is and the tail ofthe wetland was flagged about eight feet in width. I continued
along from the toe, it continued, oh, I didn't count steps, probably a few hundred feet at least, I didn't go
any further, kind oflike a hollow in there. And then up on the lefit, going toward the Rock Hole Lane stub
there, it's heavily shrubbed, but it's the same shrub that was in the beginning ofChurch Street where I
entered where the deer trail is. I walked up there and there's deer trail significantly which proceeds all the
way back to Church Street. Continued back down, the land is very um, it's like a valley in the center
where they're going to put this development in. But it's highland up on the Rock Hole stub area where
the deer is where I saw the trails where the deer are going to be proceeding and to continue to try to
proceed. But as I look at this map, this is where all the house are going to be placed. So we're going to
be losing all that habitat where the deer are moving back and forth over to Church Street. And as I know,
I cansee across from Church Street, there's a bridge there, there's more ofthis stream continuing all the
way to Young Farm and there's habitat on both side ofthat brook. So the deer are going to be lost, they
are going to lose their habitat completely on this side ofthe development. As far was the hawks, well I
don't think they like the noise ofexcavation or movement ofpower equipment or construction ofhouses
going on, they're going to have to move. So, I proceeded back and went along he lane ofthe brook. You
can't really drop down there very well unless you want to, you know, go into a steep gully, there's a lot
of, you know, um, flood plain area in there, so I continued along the brook area for a while and came back
up to the center where this housing development is going to be constmcted aad I looked around and I said
"boy, this is
going to be all lost" and the deer trails are right there, the scat is right there, it's continuing
all the way back to Church Street. So I was walking back to Church Street, I came upon like a hilly area,
like mounds of old, I don't want to call it a dump, but there were mounds of soil that had been there a
while that somebody had placed there, it wasn't like a natural area. So I walked up to the top ofthe
mounds and again, it was the heavily covered shrub area that the deer are using as a trail. As I come upon
he mound near that area that I couldn't go down into because it was so heavily covered with this shrub, I
saw a deer. It looked at me, it was fairly good size and probably about 200 pounds and it started walking
towards me and I was wondering why it is coming back toward me, he sees me, he was waming another
deer; the deer came out, larger than this one, they got together and they bolted and I didn't see where they
went, but the cover is so thick there, it's perfect habitat for them to be and they're going to lose that and
lose all that cover. So that's my story about my site walk.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Commissioner Wagner.
Commissioner Wagner: You did say you would donate a certain amount.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Yeah, about six acres.
Commissioner Wagner: Six acres, ok, and we can't touch the wetlands and you're only intmding
a little bit on the buffer, so the deer naturally will find a path around that and there's enough, you know,
forest and wetlands that they still have there, they still have a p.ath to go through Church Street, across
Church Street into the farm there. So you still have a natural path for them that you're preserving. And
hawks nest what, in the spring, but they don't usually nest, they'll nest for their youngins and then they
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abandon that nest once they get older. So it's just like a springtime thing. I don't know how you could
work around that or...
Mr. Bongiovarmi: In relation to the wildlife. Where ever in the state ofConnecticut you live,
there is wildlife living amongst the human population. In my own yard, on this piece ofproperty, on our
school property, ifyou look on Halloran Drive, I've seen more deer crossing Halloran Drive from behind
Wallace to get over to the neighborhoods towards New Britain Avenue. They're here, but we have to coexist with the wildlife and ifwe develop a piece ofproperty, those animals and birds and mammals will
find a way to survive. They may get pushed out ofan area, they may get directed to an area that is like the
open space that have here. One ofthe things that I hadn't heard anybody mention, I know the town's got
calls on this, there's deer on the property and the deer hunters know that, I'm surprised nobody's
mentioned that they saw deer stands on the property, because the neighbors have been hunting that for
years. One ofthe other things that has to be remembered and Commissioner Paskewich talked about the
thick areas, a lot ofthose thick areas are the invasive species in the fonner farm field. Those mounds,
those knolls, that was excess material that was pushed onto this property when they developed the section
ofRock Hole Lanejust south oflots 16 through 23 and that was done in the mid-80's. They pushed their
excess materials there and mounded it up. I think they thought at that point they were going to move
fonvard with the development, the owner at the time was unwilling to sell the property. Again, these are,
this is wildlife, but it's common to the area, it's common to every town...
Chairman Sadil: But I will say that the hawks, I was impressed with the hawks that was unique to
that site, it was heavy activity in that area and that's what caught my attention, I will say that for the
record. Deer are deer, I get the point yeah, but there is a sanctuary there for the hawks, three were three
hawks there with three nests, two nests and one nest was empty, but they were high up in the canopy.
They were screeching at me, that's what I noticed the most about that and I thought, you know, I feel bad
about that.
Mr. Bongiovanni: So I will offer this, the majority ofthat mature canopy, that really tall canopy,
is the area that we're preserving, it's down slope, it's a.. .some of it probably, especially adjacent to the
floodplain forest, the area that we're clearing there on the upper was former farm field, those trees aren't
more than probably 40 years old loofcing at the aerial photos in '96 you can see still see that a lot ofit is,
or '92 I believe, it is, I don't have it here, brush that where the field, the fallow fields are starting to get
overgrown. I believe there's adequate habitat for the hawks that are there, they're gonna ifit's a tree
they're nesting in a developed area, they're going to move to another area adjacent to it. We're going to
protect six acres here.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, um, Commissioner Wagner, do you have any more questions in that regard?
Commissioner Wagner: Ijust think the six acres is important to protect and that's reasonable
because it's a buildable zone and ifthey don't build 23 houses there, they're going to build something
there, as they can and I think it's generous to donate that part ofthe property.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Bachand, you have any questions in regards to the habitat.
Commissioner Bachand: Yes, thank you. Um, so, germane to our calling here and back to your
kind of environmental study, I would lean towards that myself, because I'm struggling
ofsome
point
with, and I agree with Mr. Bongiovaimi, you know it has to be a balance and we're trying balance
everything for everybody, um and also the owner ofthe property ofcourse. But I'mjust trying to
determine ifthe amount of encroachment that we have here is worth the five acres. I can't the
determination ofthe open spaces at five or six acres, but that space right now, it's, it's uh, I believe we
refer to is as a wetland or wooded uh overflow or whatever, right now you can't walk in any ofthat right
now. So, I'm sure in the summer it dries out enough where people could probably get in there, uh it's
quite wet right now so um, you taiow, that's my, the part I'm struggling with. Is that a fair trade off? The
generous amount ofopen space compared to the amount of encroachment into the regulated area which is
Page 14
Newington Conservation Commission Meeting Minutes (4-19-2022)

most primarily the upland review area. Because I'mjust worried about we're going to be on a collision
course with some ofthese homeowners when we, when their entire home is in regulated area. So, um,
we've seen it happen before. We know existing we have plenty ofneighborhoods where properties are
fully in the upland review area but we're talking about one that we're considering approving right now.
So, as far as your point Mr. Chairman, I kind ofwould lean towards your thinking on that.
Chaimian Sadil: Thank you. Um, Commissioner Conway.
Coinmissioner Conway: Yeah, uh listening to everything that is being explained, I agree on the
environmental impact study, uh, that's something that I would absolutely agree with.
Chainnan Sadil: Ok. Commissioner Paskewich. Was there something more that you wanted to
add?
Commissioner Paskewich: No, well, the open space that's being dedicated is not suitable for
building anyway. So, thank you for the open space, but it's not buildable. Um, I concur with the
chainnan on requesting an environmental study on this property.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: Um, yeah, I agree with the study and I want to go out there and look at it
again. Um, that's all I have to add.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Mr. Chairman, the applicant will have something prepared by the appropriate
professional in eh way ofinventory and impact for our next meeting.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you sir. Was there someone else chiming in there?
Commissioner Bachand; Mr. Chairman, yeah, John Bachand here. Ijust want to clarify that mine
is specific, my concem is more specific to the encroachment into the lots that have significant amount of
in that are significantly in the regulated area. And then I don't ifthis uh consultant or whatever will be
representing us or the applicant, I forget how that works um, but, um, just want to clarify that. My
concem. I didn't see the hawks, I'm interested to hear that they are there, but my concem was mostlyjust
looking at the map and seeing the uh the pretty significant encroachment ofsome ofthose lots into the
regulated areas.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. So Mr. Bongiovanni, you'll take that as an action when you talk to
consultant.
your
Mr. Bongiovanni: Yes.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, let's make sure to Commissioner Bachand's point.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Yes.
Chainnan Sadil: Ok. So I will let you decide who is appropriate in the field. I'm not going to
choose, but I think somebody that added that to inventory in the area. Some photos ofthe area oi
and
pick
think are appropriate here. Given the size ofthis development, I think that's fair to add that
documentation to the application.
Mr. Hinckley: So there are some public on the Une, I'm sure that they still wish to speak since
this is a public hearing.
Chairman Sadil: I think we're ready for that point.
Mr. Bertotti: Rachel Carrell, you can unmute yourself.
Rachel Carrell: Hi, I'm Rachel Carrell, I'm from 82 Winslow Drive, that's where I live and um
I'm actually relieved that people are bringing up the enviromnental issue because I've lived here for over
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20 years and I know that there are tons ofdeer, foxes, there's a bobcat, the coyotes, there's hawks, there's
several nests in there, there are at least three nests in there for hawks, so I'm glad that you guys have gone
through there and have seen all the wildlife that actually exists. And I also know that recently, since
people have been going in there, you know there's a deer that was found dead on Church Street so what's
happening already is the deer are getting scared and they're starting to exit and you know they're
potentially get hit by cars while they have a lovely place to live right now. And the other thing is um I
also know I mean I haven't seen the blue heron in there, but it flies over my, over my house up frequently,
so um that's a protected animal so I have some concems about where exactly he exists in there at some
point. Um so that's my main concem. I also just wanted to bring up the issue ofum snow removal and
were would all the snow kind of end up and would it all would flooding happen, that was my other issue,
but it's really about the animal and protecting them. Thank you.
JeffZelek: I got two items I want to point out. First is for the commission regarding the site walk.
I'm very happy that Chairman Sadil, Coinmissioner Bachand, Commissioner Paskewich and it sounds
like Commissioner Ancona may have also been out there. Very happy that you have gone out and done a
site visit you have a better appreciate for the site. Ijust would like to ask that other commissioners get out
there as well and to look for other wetland features. As we know, not all wetlands appear on our wetland
maps. There could be other features out there such as natural springs, intermittent water courses, vemal
pools, etc. To the point ofthe environmental impact study, ifyou didn't have that, you could vote on this
application as being incomplete. I don't think you shouldjust leave it up to Mr. Bongiovaimi to select the
expert that's going to do that study. I think you need a very good, professional environmental scientist to
do that study for you to give you a complete review and I think that should include vegetation as well. It
sounded like Commissioner Paskewich pointed out that there was some swamp cottonwood, which I
believeis an endangered species, so that also needs to be taken into consideration. All right, now for the
public. On April 13th, the zoning commission approved the subdivision plan for Church Street. They did
so without a wetlands permit having been issued or a report from the commission. According to
Connecticut general statute, that's illegal and it's also illegal according to our zoning regulations. If
there's any member ofthe public that want's to appeal the zoning decision, right now is your time,
because, as you can see, plainly wetlands has not rendered a decision on this project.
Andrew Melnick, 118 Winslow Drive: Good evening commissioners. Just wising to speak
tonight in opposition to this application. Very, very happy to hear the commissioner who took it upon
themselves to do a site walk. I feel like there's a vast amount ofwildlife in this area, along with the
wetlands. My property is directly abutting to this property. My backyard goes right down into this
property towards the brook. I'mjust. . J'm very concemed with the encroachment on the wetlands. Um,
we haven't gotten to it yet, but um, with the uh, the redraw ofthe wetlands, um, I kind ofwish that Mr.
Bongiovanni or the applicant could show and hopefully they will show uh in the other public hearing
about the uh changes where where the upland review zone is now, where they would like to change it to.
Um also un reinstating the fact the um you know the gift ofland to the town it's in my opinion
undeveloped, undevelopable land. Um I'm not an engineer you know but Ijust know that area in the back
is quite wet - summer storm, snow melt in the springtime that area is very wet. I don't know ifany ofthe
commissioners found with the rain we've had recently trouble traversing that property. So I just have
many, many concems about this development. Many ofwhich I am uh delighted to hear others who uh
share my concem who are on the commission. So I thank you for your time and consideration and that'll
do it for me for now.
Chaimian Sadil: Thank you.
Ms. Bertotti: Those are all the people with raised hands.
Mr. Hinckley: I have a couple of notices to read into the record.
Ms. Bertotti: I have another person on the line, 215, you can unmute yourself.
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Ron Adomo, 54 Alston Road. ..
Chairman Sadil: Did you get that name?Sir, what was that name for the record? What was your
name again for the record sir, so we can enter it into the record.
Ron Adomo, 54 Alston Road.
Chainnan Sadil: Thank you.
Mr. Adomo: You're welcome. As I was saying, speaking against the development ofthis area. I
happy with the participation ofthe commissioners, I think they should all individually, or together, walk
the property. It's a very unique property. Um, I also think that the town should appoint the consultant for
the environmental study and um as far as the wildlife, I've also seen, in addition to what everybody else is
saying, turkeys at various points and as they lady mentioned the blue heron. I did actially see it in the
brook last year on the west side of Church Street when the water was lower; it was hanging around there
for a while as I was on a walk on Church Sfa-eet. But um again you know I'm glad with the participation
of the commissioners and I thiiik you should appoint the consultant for the enviromnental study to make
sure that whole area is accessed. It's flooded right now which it likely is after this heavy rain that
everything should be looked at. Thank you.
Chairman Sadil: Anyone else on line?
Mr. Bertotti: Yes, Scott Carrell, you can unmute yourself.
Chairman Sadil: Scott can you hear us?
Mr. Canrell: Yes, can you hear me, it took a while for the unmute button to pop up.
Chairman Sadil: Yes.
Scott Carrell, 82 Winslow Drive: First of all I want to thank the commissioners for your site
walks, your questions and your concems. I think that is great. I for one, as many ofmy neighbors, have
felt this development was too big for the area it's going into and a lot ofthe concems have been pointed
out. Number one I appreciate that someone finally said that the donated property is unbuildable because
it always has seemed to be that way since the very first presentation. Um, number two, uh the lots on the
north side, now I'm not an engineer but I don't quite understand how the water from the front yard, from
the front ofthe house, will flow towards the road when basically, thanks for staking the road, from the
road down to the wetlands is a slope to the wetlands, so, but I don't understand grading so I could be
completely offthere. Once again, I always felt this development was too big. And ifthe development is
too big, I cannot possibly in my mind, common sense, understand how it can be good for the environment
in the natural habitat. Once again, thank you for doing your site walks, thank you for asking our
questions; please talk about your concems. I understand the owner has a right to develop, I know that very
well, but is this the absolute best plan for this site and the environment and natural habitat it's going to be
a part of. Thank you for letting me speak and for the job you're doing.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Anyone else online?
Ms. Bertotti: Not with raised hands at this point.
Chairman Sadil: Mr. Hinckley, you had some write in comments.
Mr. Hinckley: Yes. This petition was also sent to the TPZ coinmission. But on these particular
ones they hand wrote the conservation application, so I'm going to read those into the record. Letter
conceming petition 1222 and 1322, those are TPZ applications and they also hand wrote and the
conservation application 2022-04 and 2022-05. To M:s. Bertotti, town planner this letters explains our
opposition to the above noted petition due to safety concems. The plans currently have 23 houses being
built and according the developers study there will be 217 more cars on the streets of Stonehedge, Alston,
Winslow, and Rock Hole. This will impact traffic on all those streets and will also impact those on
Page 17
Newington Conservation Commission Meeting Minutes (4-19-2022)

Pickens too. Given the number ofhouses being built the number ofcars will likely surpass the 217 cars if
not initially then eventually. In order to reach Stonehedge, the cars will ah-eady be on Church Street.
There is no reason to have the cars leave Church Street and drive down several other roads to reach the
new development. Church Street can easily handle 217 more cars on our roads. Additionally, the plans
show that the entrance and exit for the constmction vehicles is on Church Street. Let's keep the residential
vehicles on Church Street too. This is a safety issue for all those living on Stonehedge, Alston, Pickens,
Winslow and those currently on Rock Hole. There are many people walking the neighborhood at all time
ofthe day and night. AS the neighborhood tums over more families will be moving in there will be more
children at risk too. Our roads, our small roads, can't safely accommodate 217 more cars. Additionally,
it is safer for the residents ofthe new development for the entrance to be on Church Street. Emergency
vehicles, police, fire and EMS will be able to get to those residents much quicker than having to travel
down Church Street then Stonehedge, Alston and Winslow having to ta-averse several comers and wasting
valuable time. Seconds count in emergencies and a quicker response can and will save lives and property.
The current residents and voters of Stonehedge, Alston, Pickens, Winslow and Rock Hole vastly
oufcaumber the potential residents ofthe new development. For safety reasons ofthe residents of
Stonehedge, Alston, Pickens, and Winslow and also for the future residents ofthe new development the
entrance and exit ofthe new development needs to be move from Rock Hole to Church Street. Please
share this with the town planning and zoning commission who will be voting on this petition. This was set
in by Rachel Carrell of 82 Winslow and Scott Carrell as well. There is an addendum to the letter Mr.
Carrell signed and is says p.s. the neighbors started this little letter campaign, I realized the mentioned
petition has been closed to the public but I hope these letters be read and it can be extended for all
petitions and applications this relates to. Thank you for your concem. Scott.
Chairman Sadil: Ok. Um, does the applicant have any parting comments?
Mr. Bongiovanni: Yeah, just real quick. Commissioners, for the public, as well as the record.
Commissioners expressed interest in having an assessment done ofthe enviromnental aspects ofthe piece
ofproperty. It is not a requirement ofthe Town ofNewington Inland Wetland Regulations to provide
this. It's not a requirement. Commissioners have asked and the applicant has so agreed to provide that
information. That is his purview to do that to answer the questions that you have. Someone from the
public alluded to the town selecting the expert to do this. Because it's not part ofyour requirements, I
don't know that that's appropriate. We will hire a professional that this commission and the town is
familiar with, with a sterling reputation and the expertise to identify the conditions on this property. That
is what we're proposing.
Chairman Sadil: I'm perfectly in line with that.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Thank you. Comments about grades. So we staked the center line ofthe road,
apparently the neighbor took liberty to go onto the property; permission was granted to the staffto do that
and the coinmission and not for the general public. But those grades are the center line road grades, they
are a horizontal alignment, they don't represent the elevation ofthe final design, so, um, I could see how
someone could be confused by the stakes that were there and not having the kaowledge that we do.
Coinmissioner Wagner: I have a quick question. So how it slopes down this way, are you going to
those houses a little bit or is itjust going to be built down.
up
grade
Mr. Bongiovanni: So on the north side ofthe road there is some increase in elevation. We will be
doing some filling to get the house elevation above the road.
Commissioner Wagner: And that would be.. .would help the drainage towards the road.
Mr. Bongiovanni: That's how the house drains towards the road, yes. One ofthe things we did in
desigmng this we worked our best to balance the site. There's a deficit ofa couple thousand yards of
material, some cutting and filing to make it happen and the cutting and filing ofthat couple thousand
yards is road based, pipe, bedding, things like that for the road. So it's fairly balanced, we're very careful
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to do that so we don't have an excess expense on the developers part; excess traffic, tmck traffic on the
roads, and utilizing the material there and fitting this to the topography ofthe ground so that it's the least
amount ofimpact in all situations. Snow removal, it's a public road, the same way snow is removed on
your roads will be removed on this road. That really I don't believe is a wetland issue and again the whole
fa-affic participation again is beyond this purview. So for the next meeting we'd be happy to provide
again, the expert report that you've requested.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. I think that this concludes this part ofthe presentation on this
application.
Mr. Hinckley: Youjust probably want a motion to leave it open until the next meeting.
Chairman Sadil: Do we have to vote on that?
Mr. Hinckley: You just go ahead.
Chairman Sadil: So, I make a motion to keep Application #2022-05: For Construction OfSingle
Family Homes In The Upland Review Area At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear),
Applicant And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovanni open to next
month's meeting. May I have a second?
Commissioner Wagner: I second.
Chairman Sadil: Second by Commissioner Wagner. All in favor? Do we have to call the roll on
this?
Mr. Hinckley: I can ifyou like or you canjust.. .
Chainnan Sadil: Let's go uh, let's call the roll. Make sure that everybody can hear us, ok.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Bachand.
Commissioner Bachand: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Paskewich.
Commissioner Paskewich: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Wagner.
Commissioner Wagner: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Conway.
Commissioner Conway: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Chairman Sadil.
Chairman Sadil: Yes. The vote is unanimous. Thank you. Ok. Shall we move back to
Application #2022-04: For A Wetland Map Amendment At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street
(Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovanni. This is for
the public hearing.
Mr. Hinckley: Notice ofPublic Hearing, Town ofNewington, Conservation Commission
Regular Meeting, Tuesday, April 19, 2022. The Newington Conservation Commission will hold a public
hearing to consider the following: Application #2022-04: For A Wetland Map Amendment At 359
Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC.,
Contact: Alan Bongiovanni.
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Mr. Bongiovanni: Thank you Mr. Chainnan, members ofthe commission, staff. For the record,
again my name is Alan Bongiovanni, I'm a licensed land surveyor in the state ofCoimecticut. I'm
representing AA Denorfia Building and Development LLC and the application before you. This is for a
wetland map amendment for the property on Church Sfa-eet, with frontage also on Rock Hole Lane. It is a
15.6 acre parcel ofland. By the town mapping there's 3.14 acres ofwetlands as identified and 4.84 acres
of regulated upland review area. Our soil scientist, David Lord, is here this evening, who flagged the
wetlands on the site and is calculator, his location ofthe wetlands allows to calculate the wetland area is
actually 2.59 acres and the upland review area is 4. 1 acres. With that I'm going to tum it over to David
since he is the expert in this. I have drawing on the screen that shows the perimeter ofthe property. The
purple area is the wetland that's highlighted that's based on Mr. Lord's identification in the field and then
the red line that starts on the left side ofthe screen and traverses in a northeasterly direction, the easterly,
then in a southeasterly direction, that is the limit to the town wetland for our official mapping.
David Lord: Good evening Mr. Chairman, members ofthe commission. For the record my name
is David Lord, I'm a professional soil scientist and environmental consultant. My company is Soil
Resource Consultants and I have an office in Meriden, Connecticut. By way of introduction because I
don't believe I've appeared before the members ofthis commission, I'll give youjust a quick background.
I have an undergraduate degree in nature environmental systems and I have a master's degree in soil
science. I've spent the last 44 years working with soils and wetlands in both the state oflllinois and the
state ofConnecticut. Since 1987 I've been a private consultant. Previously I was a member ofthe USDA
soil conservation service, the organization that actually did the mapping for the state of Connecticut, the
base map that people refer to and that's probably a good place to segue. That particular document was
published in 1955 and it was not done for purposes ofregulating or identifying inland wetlands; it was
ahnost 20 years prior to the establishment ofwetland regulations. It did not specifically identify soils on
an individual site. The smallest area that that identified is in excess ofthree acres in size, smaller than that
they did not break out individual soil types. What you are seeing on this drawing is an actual
representation ofwhat's physically on the ground. You have not lost wetland and placement ofthe
delineation flags on this property. You have a site specific delineation and representation ofwhat's
actually on the ground. So, I get this question asked all the time, well, there's more wetland on the site
now, there's less wetland on the site, that does not change in reality. The wetlands have always been
there, those wetlands have been forming since the last glaciation which was 10,000 plus years ago. Those
wetlands that we identify are generally ofthat age, they do not change. You can create them by lowering
topography, you can lose them by filing, but you do not create or you do not identify or change the
amount ofwetland on a particular property without doing some extensive work. By that I just want to
lead into how the process is done. In June oflast year, I placed 80 flags long what I believe to be the
actual boundary ofwetlands on this property. Each ofthose flags locations is the result ofa series of
borings that are done on site with a hand auger. It's notjust a visual representation, we actually do core
sampling, I mean myself. Core samples that identify characteristics that are identifiable in the state of
Connecticut as a wetland soil. Those core samples are done above what ultimately becomes the wetland
boundary and below what become the wetland boundary. So, it's a very scientific, thorough process and
you can see from the placement ofthe flags on this drawing, I try to not exceed 50 feet in dimension
unless there's an obvious boundary or an obvious change in wetland to upland configuration. Sometimes
they're much closer because a wetland can more in an irregular manner, but generally I try to keep a 25 to
50 foot separation distance between one flag and the next and...
Chaimian Sadil: Mr. Lord, ifl may intermpt. So on each one ofthese flags there was a boring.
How many flags are there versus borings taken?
Mr. Lord: There are 80 flags on the site and there were probably in excess of 200 borings done.
Chairman Sadil: Is there any documentation or photos done from those boring that you can
provide for the record.
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Mr. Lord: By photos you mean...
Chairman Sadil: When you pulled the auger out ofthe ground and you saw the soils, was there
any photograph for that.
Mr. Lord: Uh, no, but I can provide those. It's not generally done and presented because from a
practical standpoint ifl submit that as in effect a document into the record, you have to keep it in your
files and record, so it's generally asked ofme. What I can do is I can bring in photographs ofsoil borings
from this site that will show you the difference upland on a particular flag and wetlands on a particular
flag.
Chairman Sadil: Yeah, most particularly ifl can cut to the chase here in the right hand side there,
have
the orange shading and the red line there. That's a difference there, ok, like you mentioned as
you
far as the delta.
Mr. Lord: Yes.
Chairman Sadil: So, you don't have to do it for everyone but a sampling ofsome for evidence for
the record as substantiation that would be nice, not the whole 81, but just at the site, I appreciate it.
Mr. Lord: I'll take a sample in several areas ofthe site so that you can see...
Chairman Sadil: I appreciate that.
Mr. Lord: That upland soil boring and a wetland soil boring. And in general we look down to a
depth of20 inches or greater.
Chairman Sadil: Correct.
Mr. Lord: For those wetland carrying...
Chainnan Sadil: The redux soils, I think they're called redux soils.
Mr. Lord: Excellent, I think you've been through the ta-aining program.
Chairman Sadil: Like I said this is significant, I'm not doubting the conclusion here one iota. But
I'djust like to have [something] since it's a majorjob here a reduction I just want for the record, we have
substantiation for the record. That's all I'm asking.
Mr. Lord: Well, it's a reduction in the right hand side and an addition in the left hand side. So
that's why there's only a halfan acre ofsomething. Approximately a halfacre ofdifference between the
offlcial and my analysis.
Chaimian Sadil: Understood
Mr. Lord: That's what my drawing shows and that's not at all unusual to have a difference.
Because, again, the soil scientist that I was one at one time in my career,we tay to average 320 acres a
day in mapping. It's primarily done for agricultural purposes. This is the soiland what's its management
potential for agricultural use. In the realm that I do now for delineations for development purposes, I
generally do about 15, when I was younger 20 acres a day. So you can see the scale, 320 acres versus 10
acres, It's much greater density and focusing on the soils that we do for development purposes as opposed
to the soil survey.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Mr. Chairman, just a couple ofthings for the record. In the state of Connecticut
David, how are wetland soils defined.
Mr. Lord: Wetland soils are defined as poorly and very poorly drained flood plain or alluvial
soils. Those are the core categories. They generally have reference to proximity, seasonally orpersistent
close contact with the soil surface. Or in the case ofalluvial soils the water table is sometimes in play, but
it's also not really relevant. There's a place in Tunxis Meade Park in Fannington where the water table is
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30 feet down below what is considered an alluvial soil and it's still regulated as a wetland even though the
water table is that far down. So it's those categories ofsoils are what we define as wetlands in the state of
Connecticut and it is by soil type. The other category is watercourse, intermittent watercourses, were
mentioned in one ofthe comments, that is a characteristic ofwetlands where you have a pennanent
channel with banks, and this is all defined, some ofyou are probably familiar with the defmition,
permanent channel with banks and two or three secondary criteria, standing or flowing water not directly
related to a storm event, some ofthe surface water that may be on the site at present would not be
considered associated with a storm event. Last night's storm event left a lot ofwater on the surface.
You're looking for separation between a long-term storm event and the presence ofwater. And then
hydrophytic or wetland associated vegetation within the channel and evidence ofalluvial scour or
deposition. Those three secondary criteria you need two ofthem and at the begiiming you also need a
permanent channel with banks. Something that looks like a channel. It's got a bottom and it's got sides.
That's how we define it. It's talked about a little bit in section inland wetland soils, but that's the
character. On this particular site, and I'm tuming to the December 3, 2021 report which is part ofthe
application document and it's addressed to Mr. Bongiovanni. On page two ofthat identified through soils
and the presence of a watercourse. The soils are limerick and Sacco soils, those are within the purple
areas indicated on the map before you. Those area alluvial or riparian brook associated wetlands. They
have poorly to very poorly drained soil conditions and they are generally in close proximity to a stream or
a brook or a flowing stream ofwater.
Chairman Sadil: Mr. Lord, I have a question in that regard.
Mr. Lord: Sure.
Chairman Sadil: So, these three types ofsoils you mentioned here. You start watercourse,
limerick, Sacco does that comes they go away from the brook or how is that is it regional is itjust you
know like cake or ifyou will, how's that work.
Mr. Lord: They are part ofwhat's referred to as a family ofsoils. They are differentiated based
on their origin. What type of soil forming process addendum developed created made that soil type. They
change slightly over time or distance from the brook but it's not a tme progression from one soil to the
next soil to the next. In the uplands we do have a progression from moderately drained soils to well
drained soils to excessively drained soils. Those do go in elevation. These soils, just as an example, the
Sacco soils are very deep and very poorly drained; the limerick soils are deep and poorly drained; the
poorly drained, the water table is a little lower below the soil surface at a period oftime during the year.
The very poorly drained soils have water table which is ether at or in some cases above the soil surface
for a significant period oftime. So those soils formed under that degree ofsoil saturation long term over
a very long time.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, thank you.
Mr. Lord: There's also textural, a competent that is used to identify and classify soils. These are
both silty alluvial soils meaning that they were water deposited but they were in areas that maybe had a
slightly higher elevation so it's poorly drained rather than the lower which is very poorly drained. So
those are some ofthe factors that go into identifying a soil in a wetland as Sacco or in this case limerick.
There are number ofsoil those are the one that are found on this particular site. Ifyou move through
different sites throughout the state you get into a lot ofdifferent soli types that are wetland and additional
ones that are upland.
Chairman Sadil: Ok.
Mr. Lord: Non-wetland soils are, as you've already heard, very highly permeable, gravely sands
or fine sandy loams in the surface layer and stratified sands and gravels the subsurface layer. Means the
water, that rain that fall on the site has a tendency to soak in in a very quick distance from the point of
where it hits the ground rather than running off. Runoffrates are not high in these particular soils. Those
Page 22
Newington Conservation Commission Meeting Minutes (4-19-2022)

ofyou who walked around the site, you'll see there's not a lot ofrills or channels that have been cut
through in a generally northerly direction towards the brook on this site. That's a funetion ofthe soils and
the characteristics and the penneability ofthe soils. Water soaks in very well on these particular soils.
And lastly there's a generic tenn when soils have been disturbed and we can't identify the horizons within
the soil, the straight, the strata, or the layers ofthe soil, this is a taxonomic generalization for upland soils
and we have those in the entrance ways offthe existing cul-de-sac roads, there's also one in the area of
would be 14, 15 and 16 and also the mounds that are referred to offon the west side ofChurch Street
would be an example ofwhere disturbed soils would be located on this particular site. It's somewhere
that man has changed the physical characteristics and the horizonation ofthe soils ofthe point where we
can't classify it into a natural soil.
Commissioner Wagner: Ifyou don't classify does it count as upland or does it count as wetlands.
Mr. Lord: They are upland. The Aquent is the wetland version.
Commissioner Wagner: Ok.
Mr. Lord: Ifyou go into a disturbed wetland that's either been excavated or filled it is still
classifiable as a wetland. An example ofthat would be a natural wetland that has six inches offill over
the top ofit, it would be considered an Aquent because when you go down that 20 inches you still get
wetland characteristics.
Commissioner Wagner: Ok. Thank you.
Mr. Lord: I included a couple ofsketches and in this case the identification ofthe soil types
lost]
[audio
Commissioner Bachand: I think you went silent again guys.
Commissioner Wagner: Can you hear us now.
Commissioner Bachand; Yes, we can.
Mr. Lord: The only point I'm making with that is that the Branfordand the Manchester soils and
the disturbed upland soils is where the houses are going to go. The closer you move to the brook, which is
generally to the north or northeast, the south northwest, the first soil you will encounter will be the
Branford soil, that's a moderately well drained soil and it has a water table that is down about 24 inches
or so below the soil surface. You move farther up radiance closer to the south side ofthe proposed
roadway, you're definitely into the Manchester soils which have a very deep, 36 inch plus water table
condition. Move into the ground all the way down to the water table and the underlying water table is
moving towards the brook in this particular site. That's all I have to present at this point. Ifyou have any
questions further, I'll be happy to try and answer them.
Chairman Sadil: I am good, Commissioner Wagner?
Commissioner Wagner: I'm good.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Bachand do you have any questions for Mr. Lord? Commissioner
Bachand?
Commissioner Bachand: Can you hear me?
Chairman Sadil: Yes, we can.
Commissioner Bachand: So, I took a walk on the site a few weeks ago and then again today. Um
my first visit I was, I saw the flags especially in this fingerling uh wetland here and I was satisfied that it
looked like it was mapped according to what I observed with my casual observation. Today when I was
there I saw a considerable, and I mentioned this earlier, a surface body ofwater beyond that, so I'm
looking at the map and it would be behind lots, at least it appeared to me, I didn't have a map with me so I
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couldn't tell exactly, but it appears by what I'm looking at here that it would be behind lots six and seven
and maybe even up to eight, all the way up to that comer ofthe property. Um it looked like a fairly
significant surface body ofwater, I don't know ifqualifies ofyou know changing our outlook on this
wetland map, but um I would ask the soil scientist, I know he mentioned being there in June last year and
especially after this I don't' know ifit's a temporary ponding effect, but it almost appeared to me to be a
nexus between the brook itselfand this little swale here because there was actually movement in this body
ofwater. That's it for now.
Chainnan Sadil: M:r. Lord can you answer that, rebuttal please.
Mr. Lord: That area was extensively looked at behind lots six, seven and eight because ofthe
determinants ofwhat I classified as a wetland at flag, and I'll just go over the referencing number...
Commissioner Bachand: Thirty-four is pretty much your tip ofthat finger there.
Mr. Ford: Uh easterly offlag 34, the ground is significantly higher, it's also very flat to rolling, it
has slight depression areas in there. I looked at that area extensively. Ifyou were out on the site and
walked in that area you probably saw a number ofpink and black striped flags that were scattered
throughout that area. Those were described in my report are areas where I did soil boring and didn't find
wetland soils. I do that on a regular basis to confinn and document that tis did look at those areas. Those
areas generally have some disturbance, you've ah-eady heard on reference to that area being a bypass
channel when the sewer was put in. The stmcture ofthe soil, anytime you move the soil, you destroy
some ofthe intemal structure ofthe soil. It makes them compacted, they don't infiltrate as quickly as a
natural undisturbed soil. What you're seeing there is a reaction to that disturbance and settling ofthe soil
and likely at the time when the bypass excavated and dug. I did look at that area because I always look at
areas ofterminus ofa finger ofwetland and why they stop at that particular point on the landscape
because I know there's going to be a question about that kind ofarea and the area that's being talked
about is one ofthose that I did extensively look at. There may be some movement because of existing
ground topography where water is moving from a slightly higher area ofpooling and moving. The
presence ofpooled water does not in and ofitselfmake it a wetland soil. The water has to saturate the soil
for a minimum ofthree weeks during the growing season ofthe year. We're not even one week in to the
growing season ofthe year right now. For that area to be classifiable as a wetland it would have had to
have exta-emely long time saturation down to the water table so the soil that the soil characteristics the
hydrox geo morphology changes. All I'm saying is hydrology terminology sometimes slips through me.
For the poorly drained soil characteristics, the modeling to represent itself in the soil column, it takes a
very long time.
Commissioner Wagner: Basically the soil will tell ifthat was saturated more than three weeks
throughout the year.
Mr. Ford: For those colors to change from what is natural brown to reddish brown to the rust
colors or the gray colors, that's a minimum and usually it's a lot longer.
Commissioner Wagner: And you did not see that when you were there.
Mr. Ford: I did not see that within the.. .
Commissioner Wagner: Ok, so it'sjust a seasonal thing going through and the soil tells
everything basically.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Andjust as a side note. How many times have you driven down your
neighborhood and seen somebody's front lawn after a big storm event. It doesn't mean it's a wetland.
Commissioner Bachand: Ifl could continue.
Commissioner Wagner: The soil tells everything basically. You did the soil sample, it indicated
it wasn't wetland and that's what we are going offof.
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Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Bachand.
Commissioner Bachand; Yeah, so uh back to that same point. I'm being very careful not to
myselftry to clarify, classify it as a wetland, but I'mjust giving you my observations today and I asked
the soil scientist ifhe has seen it recently. I'd be curious about um it seems a significant body ofwater.
I'm perfectly aware that we get ponding in lawns and everything so I'm not, I'm being very careful not to
myselftry to classify this as a wetland or to change his uh mapping but I'd be curious to see what uh how
it looks in a few weeks from now or two weeks from now. And also um the uh the existence ofall this
skunk cabbage, I don't know the property name for it, I'm sure by itselfdoesn't mean it's a wetland but
it's quite significant in that whole area there, that whole plain is covered with this green leafy cabbage
stuff.
Mr. Lord: The use ofvegetation is only a secondary criteria for an intermittent watercourse. It
does not define the presence of wetland soils. Skunk cabbage is very commonly identifiable in a wetland,
but it does grow in non-wetland areas that have sufficient moisture for at least a period oftime during the
year. The presence ofthose models within the 20 inch are there whether it's a dry period, a wet period or
any time ofthe year. I flag wetlands 365 days a year, I can, I should say flag wetlands 365 days a year.
The only thing that prohibits me from doing it for my own personal is snow cover. The soil colors that
we look for are there within the soil, they don't go away in dry period and come back in wet periods. So
it is the true determination ofwetlands by soil type in the state of Connecticut.
Commissioner Wagner: So again, for the record, you took samples and it says it is not a wetland
by the soil sample.
Mr. Lord: Yes.
Commissioner Wagner; and the only way to be a wetland is ifit's indicated through the soil.
Mr.Lord: Right
Commissioner Wagner: And it didn't indicate in the soil.
Mr. Lord: Yes.
Commissioner Wagner: There we go.
Mr. Lord: And I will try to get you a representative photo with a couple of skunk cabbages if
they're there in the background to show that I was in the same sport that was referred to.
Commissioner Wagner: I appreciate that.
Commissioner Bachand: So just one more time I would ask the soil scientist ifhe has seen it
recently because I'm not talking about a wetland soil, I'm taUdng about a surface body ofwater that I
observed today.
Mr. Lord: No, I have not been out there today or any time recently.
Conunissioner Bachand: Do you think there's any benefit to you seeing it again?
Mr. Lord: I'm going to go out to the site and look at it, but know the characteristics I'm looking
for do not change over time. They are there whether it's wet, dry, or in befrween.
Chairman Sadil: Ok. Commissioner Paskewich, do you have any questions for Mr. Lord?
Commissioner Paskewich: Yes I do. Thaiik you Mr. Lord for your comprehensive explanation of
wetlands and _ in the last 40 years in consideration with USDA soil conservation service. I spent
some time as a volunteer so I can acknowledge that as you've been working with them. The question I
have is this. You mentioned a couple oftimes that wetlands don't change in their presence of
characterization so I'mjust curious about that fact. The total area ofwetlands by the town mapping is
recorded here as 145,524 square feet. Total area ofwetland identified by yourself, soil scientist, is
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113,119 square feet. The question is, maybe not for you to answer and maybe you no know the answer, or
Erik Hinckley our wetland staffperson knows, when was the town mapping done?
Mr. Lord: The soil survey for Hartford County was done in the early 50s and was published in
1955.
Commissioner Paskewich: So, for this particular site, the town mapping was done relatively at
that time.
Mr. Lord: I'm sorry, say that again.
Mr. Bongiovarmi: So the town mapping Commissioner Paskewich, the town mapping I believe
was created in the mid-70s around 1974 with the wetlands act of73.
Mr. Hinckley: The wetland map they used the old soil science map from the 50s. Some ofit was
enhanced with aerial photography at the time, but as you know, looking at aerial photography from the
early 70s you're going to get a lot of differences, you know, scalability issues.
Commissioner Paskewich: Ok, so what I'm hearing is that this was done primarily by aerial
not
by on the ground hydro soil sampling with an auger.
photos,
Mr. Lord: No. The soil survey, which is your base for the town's wetland map, was done by soil
scientists like myself, going over the land doing a very, very less intensive survey. Again, 320 acres a
day versus 15 to 20 acres a day amount of soil identification. This survey that was the basis for the town
map was compiled and published 20 years before inland wetlands came in as a regulation. So it was not a
document that was generated specifically to assist with the implementation ofthe wetland regulations.
Commissioner Wagner: I'd like to jump in here. So you're saying they're less...
Commissioner Paskewich: I'm not fmished.
Commissioner Wagner; Sorry, go ahead commissioner Paskewich.
Commissioner Paskewich: All right, so what I'm hearing is in the 70s this was determined by soil
scientists from USDA?
Mr. Lord: No. It was done in the early 50s and published in 1955 as the Hartford County Soil
Survey. The Soil Survey ofHartford County Connecticut. So you're talking about data that was done at a
less intensive means 20 years before regulations for wetlands came into state stahite.
Commissioner Paskewich: All right, let me refer to that statement. So you mentioned I believe
that it was done on a premise of 320 acres a day versus what you've done which is down to a scale of 1520 acres a day which is more specific. Is that correct?
Mr. Lord: Yes.
Mr. Bongiovanni: And actually ifl could correct Mr. Lord, he was there for two days, maybe not
eight hours a day, but I think he was there for seven one and seven the other, so he spend about 14 hours
on 15 acres ofland.
Mr. Lord: Yes.
Commissioner Paskewich: All right, well you've identified the difference now between the
square footage ofhow it was arrived at with the town mapping from the 50s regarding the acreage that
was done in a smaller instance by yourselfto make it more collectively specific. Thank you very much
Mr. Lord.
Mr. Lord: Yeah, you're welcome.
Chaimian Sadil: Commissioner Wagner would you like to chime in.
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Commissioner Wagner: Yeah, I just got to the point where you did way more extensive search,
like holes, to determine this new amendment versus what they did. They might have did a bore hole every
100 feet versus you doing it every...
Mr. Lord: Not even that.
Commissioner Wagner: And it wasn't even specific to what it would be ifyou, how you did it.
Mr. Lord: They would have walked through a site did a couple ofboring and then used whatever
aerial photography or base map they had.
Commissioner Wagner: And you did an extensive one by putting how many maps out, you
mapped it out more extensively.
Mr. Lord: Yeah.
Mr. Bongiovanni: One ofthe telltale signs too ofthe inaccuracy ofsome ofthe old mapping is
where it's not parallel with the contour and it goes perpendicular and you've got a wet area at the bottom
and it goes straight up the hill which is the situation we have on the west end ofthe site.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Conway, do you have any questions for Mr. Lord?
Commissioner Conway: No I don't.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Commissioner Ancona, we haven't heard from you. Do you have
any questions for Mr. Lord?
Commissioner Ancona: No, I do not.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, do we have any one in the public wishing to speak.
Mr. Hinckley: Um, yes, Mr. Zelek you can unmute yourself.
Mr. Zelek: Thank you, can you hear me?
Chairman Sadil: Yes.
Mr. Zelek: Ok. So, um, through the chairman, I wouldjust like to ask the soil scientist regarding
the soil survey that done. You know, as we know, the town maps are not entirely accurate and wetlands
can exist outside ofwhat we have on our current maps. Just curious ifyou surveyed the entire property.
You know I'm curious about areas like 12, 13, 14, 15,16,17,18,19, 20, 21, 22, where the propose to
build. Did you waUc those and see where you know there's any possible signs of other additional
wetlands, water courses, intermittent water courses or wet meadows.
Mr. Lord: Yes, I have walked the entire property looking for the features that you're talking about
in addition to wetland versus upland soils.
Mr. Zelek: Very good. Thank you.
Chairman Sadil: Anyone else on the line? From the public.
M:s. Bertotti: Yes, so who was just on?
Chairman Sadil: That as Jeffrey Zelek whojust spoke.
Ms. Bertotti: Um, Andrew Melnick you can unmute yourself.
Chairman Sadil: Name and address for the record please.
Andrew Melnick, 118 Winslow Drive, Newington: Um I guess my question is specific to um the
wetland purple highlighted areas I'm seeing that's running directly through lots three and four and
partially extending into lot five. What is the significance ofthat area and is that a cause for any concem
for building on those lots.
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Mr. Lord: From a qualitative standpoint it is a feature which drains generally to the west when it
has sufficient water in it. It has a relatively flat bottom. It's identifiable as a wetland by soil type, but I see
it as not having significance as far as the buildability oflots three, four and five because you are looking
at a feature that was created by excavation down to contact with the underlying water table, groundwater
table. For instance, it's not ofsimilar character to some ofthe natural wetland areas such as north oflot 2;
those are natural wetland soils which have a much thicker surface layer organic matter content. Ifyou
were looking to build in close proximity along the edge that could be an issue unless you took very proper
and extensive care in designing for that stmcture. But I see no reason why lots three, four and five could
not be uh more than adequately protected from causing any adverse impact to uh that finger ofwetland.
Mr. Melnick: Ok, and I have one more question, ifl might, about the uh encroachment into the
buffer zone. That line is not currently showed on the map that's being displayed but um there's a
significant un encroachment um uh in lots two, three, four and five to that, also to the roadway in the bend
where it comes from the existing shib road on Rock Hole um, I believe the 100 foot buffer goes through
the actual roadway surface. Um I'mjust wondering about the future, the future homeowners ofthe Rock
Hole subdivision um what kind ofencumbrance are they gonna fmd themselves being in ifthey wish to
place an accessory structure - gazebo, shed, uh possibly a pool. Are they goon have issues, are they gonna
need to uh go before the commission to get pemiission for that. Is that something that's going to be
allowed, something that's not going to be allowed? I'mjust wondering about uh you know those types of
issues that will arise uh once the subdivision has been uh been built out by the developer.
Chairman Sadil: Um, for situations like that, that is material removed from the upland review area
and that would require a permit that would come before the commission for approval. That's the way the
process would work. Correct me ifl'm wrong Mr. Hinckley.
Mr. Hinckley: That is actually stated on the plans, yeah, on sheet five, in that area, in the
conservation...
Chairman Sadil: Right.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Yeah, that's tme and then you know, uh to speak to that really quick Mr.
Melnick. Your neighbors to the west, ifthis map amendment is successful, we will relieve them ofa
burden because the wetland is right long the rear oftheir property and today they would have to go for a
wetlands penmit to do anything in their backyard. Ifthis mapping is accepted by this commission and the
amendment is made, that wetland would be moved away from where the purple is shown and they
wouldn't have that burden.
Chainnan Sadil: Thank you. Anyone else. Next member for the public.
Ms. Bertotti: No one with raised hands right now.
Chainnan Sadil: Ok, um, so what is the feeling from the commission? I have no further questions
for the applicant well for them now.
Commissioner Wagner: I have no further questions.
Chainnan Sadil: I would like to um, what does the rest ofthe commission online think?
Commissioner Bachand? Go ahead.
Commissioner Bachand: Um, am I allowed to speak now?
Chairman Sadil: Yes, you have the floor.
Commissioner Bachand: Um I do have one more question and again this is going back to my
observation oftoday. Um would an intermittent water course necessarily, must an intermittent water
course contain wetland soils. Because I uh fully tmst the research ofthe uh soil scientist that there's no
wetland soils there, but again, I'mjust going by what I observed today and when I look at this map I see
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that it was within the fonner wetland boundary. We know that a lot ofthat was just even flyover uh
mapping butjust to that question. Must uh intermittent watercourse contain a wetland soil?
Mr. Lord: The answer to that is no. The intermittent watercourse is based on the physical
characteristics which is described earlier. Existence ofa permanent channel with banks is two ofthe three
secondary criteria. Flowing or standing water, wetland vegetation or alluvial scour deposition. That is
something that I regularly look for when I waUc the entire area ofa site that I am asked to delineate. So I
can very defmitely say that this is the extent ofwetlands, the extent ofany intermittent water courses and
the finger that we've been talking about a little bit on lot three, in some places farther to the west, there
are sections that could be considered and intermittent water course but they are already defined by the
wetland boundary. So the area has been totally investigated for all features and resources that are
regulated by this commission.
Commissioner Bachand; Ok, ifl may continue Mr. Chairman.
Chainnan Sadil: Please do.
Commissioner Bachand; So, I think your alluding to uh whether we want to keep the the public
hearing open. I would lean toward it only because I hope that uh the soil scientist could get a chance to
you know take one more look at that before we decide. I was already, I was perfectly comfortable with
this three weeks ago when I looked it but again I can't get over this what what I observed today. And I'm
not making any accusations or claiming that it's a.. .it's a wetland or a watercourse, I'mjust going by
what I observed today. That's my feeling towards closing the hearing or keeping it open.
Chairman Sadil: Ok. Commissioner Paskewich what is your feeling?
Commissioner Paskewich: Well I feel that Mr. Lord here presented a very professional
evaluation ofthis property in which he worked on extensively in the hours he proceeded to take
samplings and indicated the types ofsoils that are on the site that are wetland soils and I'm satisfied with
that part. I didn't know we were going to be speaking about the public hearing. Is that part ofwhat you
are asking?
Chairman Sadil: Right, so basically we're asking, ifthere's no further questions, uh close the
public hearing, we'd go into our deliberation and we would vote this evening.
Commissioner Paskewich: This is not based just on uh his testimony.
Chairman Sadil: Yes, it sort ofis. We, for the rules, we have to get everything out in the open
before we can close. Mr. Bongiovanni.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Ifl may add. This is for the map amendment only, this is not for the wetlands
the development.
for
permit
Chainnan Sadil: Correct.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Not for the hearing we had previously.
Chainnan Sadil: Right. This is just for the map amendment based on the discussion we had with
M.T. Lord. It is just concurring on the new wetland mapping. Ok?
Commissioner Paskewich: I'm satisfied with what I heard at this point on this part ofit.
Chaimian Sadil: Ok. Commissioner Conway?
Commissioner Conway: I'm satisfied with what I've heard as well.
Chaimian Sadil: Thank you. Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: I'm satisfied too.
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Chainnan Sadil: Ok, the only outlier ifhe supplies that information, can he still provide that after
the fact, is that.. .that's not legal? Ok. Um. ..
Mr. Bongiovanni: WE can give it you as part ofthe other hearing.
Chairman Sadil: It's fine.
Mr. Bongiovanni: It materially won't make a difference.
Chairman Sadil: It won't. Ok. Thank you sir. Ok, so I think we have some votes here to close the
So, to that effect...
hearing.
public
Mr. Hinckley: You have to close the public hearing.. .
Chainnan Sadil: I make a motion to close the public hearing for Application #2022-04: For A
Wetland Map Amendment At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner:
AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovanni. May I have a second?
Commissioner Wagner: I second that. Commissioner Wagner.
Chairman Sadil: Second by Cojmmissioner Wagner. Please call the roll Erik.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Bachand.
Commissioner Bachand: I'm abstaining.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Paskewich.
Commissioner Paskewich: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Wagner.
Commissioner Wagner: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Conway.
Commissioner Conway: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: ChairmanSadil.
Chairman Sadil: Yes. OK, so the public hearing is closed. We had five yes and one abstention for
the record. So I guess at this point the applicant takes a break and we can vote.
Mr. Hinckley: No, that will come under Old Business. All the public hearings are done so new
we're moving on to New Business.
Chairman Sadil: Ok. Does anyone want to take five? We shall continue, Ijust don't want to
punish anybody.
Mr. Hinckley: Whatever you want to do.
Chairman Sadil: I'm going to take five.
Mr. Hinckley: We are in a five minute recess right now until 9:45.
Chairman Sadil: I'm calling back to order the Newington Conservation Commission meeting for
April 19th. Moving on the New Business. Extension ofPermit #2017-06 at 98 Carriage Hill Drive.
VI.

NEW BUSINESS
A.

Extension Of Permit #20 17-06 At 98 Carriage Hill Drive
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Chairman Sadil: Mr. Hinckley is the applicant present or are we going to do this. ..
Mr. Hinckley: I believe that Joanne is in the room, ifyou would like tojust make a briefrequest.
Joanne Breault: Hi, can you hear me?
Mr. Hinckley: Yes we can.
Ms. Breault: We arejust looking to request an extension ofthe permit that we applied for and was
approved five years ago.
Mr. Hinckley: This is the uh, for point ofreference, this is on Carriage Hill Drive. They applied
for it and received approval from the commissioner for an in-ground pool at that time. Theyjust haven't
had the time to start the project yet and theyjust getting.. .they want to make sure that they were able to
extend the permit.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, is the application in order per...
Mr. Hinckley: Yup. The application is on order and uh there's no significant um there's no
change at all to the plan.
Chairman Sadil: So this is the only extension, five more years and that's it. Doe the applicant
acquiesce that they will be fmished in five years. Because you are only allowed this one extension.
Ms. Breault: Yes, yes that's correct.
Mr. Hinckley: Ifnot you would have to apply for a new permit.
Chairman Sadil: For a new application, permit application.
Ms. Breault: Understood.
Chairman Sadil: I have not questions. Commissioner Wagner:
Commissioner Wagner: I have no questions.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Bachand?
Commissioner Bachand: I'm good.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Paskewich?
Commissioner Paskewich: I'm fine with it, good to go.
Chairmaii Sadil: Commissioner Conway?
Commissioner Conway: Yes.
Chairman Sadil: And Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: I'm good.
Chairman Sadil: All right, so um, we need our secretary. ..
Mr. Hinckley: So, basically again this willjust roll to Old Business.
Chairman Sadil: Oh, it will roll to Old Business, ok.
Mr. Hinckley: We still have another presentation.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, so that's fine, then we can move on to New Business, Item B. Application
#2022-06: For Construction Activities In The Upland Review Area At 165 Stamm Road, Applicant And
Contact: Mike Demaio, Owner: MRD Property Holdings, LLC.
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B.

Application #2022-06: For Constmction Activities In The Upland Review Area At 165
Stamm Road, Applicant And Contact: Mike Demaio, Owner: MRD Property Holdings,
LLC

Chairman Sadil: Is the applicant present?
Mr. Bongiovanni: The applicant is present. Thank you Mr. Chairman. For the record my name is
Alan Bongiovanni, I'm a licensed land surveyor in the state of Coimecticut and I'm representing City
Paving or the actual applicant of MRD Property Holdings, LLC in this application before you. The
property is on Stamm Road, it's on the west side ofStamm Road, about a third ofthe way down from
New Britain Avenue. It runs from Stamm Road all the way out to the west to which is Webster Brook
and the raih-oad tracks. The property has been used by Mr. Demaio and his company for decades, I think
30 plus years, as a paving contractor's yard. It's a fenced in property and he's looking to make
improvements on it. The reason we're here before you today is at the westem edge ofthe property there is
wetland, there's a watercourse that mns parallel the to the raih-oad tracks and there's a 100 foot regulated
area. All ofthe improvements are actually there. What we are proposing.. .so the only work we are
actually proposing in the regulated area is to control, construct a water quality basin. It's to clean the
water, polish the storm water runofffirom the site that cun-ently exists before it enters the watercourse.
He's proposing improvements to the site, actually constmcting a building that's shown here on the right
side ofthe plan with some associated paved parking and landscaping, but the remainder ofthe site is to
remain as it is a contractor storage yard. It is a base ofpavement millings that has become impervious
over the years of compaction and in order to accommodate this we need to address water quality. So
that's what we've done here, we've created a water quality basin where everything sheet flows to this area
and then we have details for a controlled outlet to filter the stonn water prior to going into the water
course. So in essence we're here to improve a wetland situation that exists today. That's the only work
we are proposing in that regulated area is to construct a water quality basin to pre-treat the stonnwater
runoffthat cun-ently leaves our site today.
Chainnan Sadil: Ok, so thanks. Question. The stockade fence. Is that going to come down before
you start working and you're going to put that back up when you're done?
Mr. Bongiovanni: Correct. They're going to remove the fence, and it's old, so they are going to
remove it, construct the base and then install a new fence in that location.
Chairman Sadil: Now the concrete blocks, wall I guess, is that going to be a barrier that you have
sanding or asphalt in that. ..
Mr. Bongipvanni: Process stone stockpiled in front ofthat, so when they go with the loader it
backs, it doesn't keep pushing the pile, it can load up against the solid wall and then keep it confined to
the one spot.
Chairman Sadil: Is there any chance that any erosion from that can seep undemeath there and get
into that control basin?
Mr. Bongiovanni: Um, so they don't handle top soil, dirt, things like that. This is a paving
contractor, they only used cmshed stone, processed stone, you know for material that they bring to the
site.
Chairman Sadil: Um any type ofmaintenance going to be done in that basin over time?
Mr. Bongiovanni: So there will be a gate, so that they can access that. It will require inspection,
that's part ofthe plan that we have the notation about when it will be inspected. It shouldn't require much
ofany uh maintenance over the years, but it is going to be inspected and if something occurs whether it's
a litter erosion or maybe there's some sort ofsediment that accumulates in it, there's provisions to have
that taken care of.
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Chairman Sadil: All right and the existing tree line, is there, is there existing tree line there. I
noticed those little squizzles there on the leflt, there's a tree line there.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Behind the fence. It's brush and growth and you know scmb trees, yeah, so
there is some clearing just to accommodate the grading that is necessary to build the water quality basin.
Chairman Sadil: All right. Do you have any questions Commissioner Wagner?
Commissioner Wagner: This is Stamm Road, is this a flood zone or did they handle that by...
Mr. Bongiovanni: It's shown on the plan...
Commissioner Wagner: They fixed the road so it doesn't flood as much.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Right now there's still problems there. I know that the engineering department
along with staffis working with the state to kind ofanalyze that thing. There's a whole flooding issue in
that whole Stamm Road area and other areas to the north. That really doesn't affect this. The flood zone
is at the rear portion ofthis property, it doesn't affect anything.
Commissioner Wagner: So the building doesn't need to be raised or anything like that.
Mr. Bongiovanni: no.
Chainnan Sadil: Commissioner Bachand do you have any questions for the applicant?
Commissioner Bachand: Uhjust to ask in general, is that part ofa you know requirement for the
it says proposed building, is there going to be a new building going up? Is this a requirement for that?
Mr. Bongiovarmi: Um the water quality basin is a requirement for that because we're proposing
the building and we're proposing site improvements, the town engineering staffthen through planning
and zoning department requires that we address storm water quality. Detention is not required because it
currently is an impervious surface, but there's nothing to trap sediments and silt or to remove nutrients
from the stormwater runoff.
Commissioner Bachand: All right, it looks good to me. Looks like an improvement. Thank you.
Chainnan Sadil: Commissioner Paskewich?
Commissioner Paskewich: Commissioner Bachand took my question, so I have no further
questions, thank you.
Chairman Sadil: All right. Commissioner Conway?
Commissioner Conway: I have nothing further.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Commissioner Ancona?
Commissioner Ancona: No questions.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Ok, so we'll table this until.. .
Mi. Hinckley: So you have, ifyou look at your last motion, you do have to determine whether
you're going to have.. .
Chairman Sadil: A public hearing, excuse me.
Mr. Hinckley: Will this requires a public hearing?
Chairman Sadil: So I don't think a public hearing is needed in my mind. Thank you. Anyone
else on the phone object? I'lljust do a general call. Any object ofnot having a public hearing for this?
Commissioner Bachand: John Bachand. I don't think it's necessary myself.
Chainnan Sadil: Commissioner Paskewich?
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Commissioner Paskewich: I don't believe it's concentrated towards a public hearing either.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Commissioner Conway?
Commissioner Conway: No on the public hearing.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: No on the hearing.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, thank you. So may I have a motion for Application #2022-06: For
Constmction Activities In The Upland Review Area At 165 Stamm Road, Applicant And Contact: Mike
Demaio, Owner: MRD Property Holdings, LLC that a public hearing is not required.
Acting Secretary Wagner: Motion Option 2.
Theproposed activity will have no signiflcant impact to the regulated area and will not require
a public hearing.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. May I have a second?
Commissioner Wagner: Commissioner Wagner seconds it.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you. Ok, you made the motion, so I need another second from someone
on the phone.
Commissioner Bachand: I'll second it. John Bachand.
Chairman Sadil: Seconded by Commissioner Bachand. Mr. Hinckley you want to call the roll?
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Bachand.
Commissioner Bachand: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Paskewich.
Commissioner Paskewich: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Wagner.
Commissioner Wagner: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Conway.
Commissioner Conway: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Chairman Sadil.
Chairman Sadil: Yes.
Mr. Bongiovanni: Thank you very much.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, so we have to move on to Old Business. Moving on to Item A. Application
#2022-03: To Remove And Replace An Existing 100' X 50' Sport Court In The Regulated Area,
Applicant: Royal Villas Condo Assoc., Contact: Heather Clinger.
VII.

OLD BUSINESS
A.

Application #2022-03: To Remove And Replace An Existing 100' X 50' Sport Court In The
Regulated Area, Applicant: Royal Villas Condo Assoc., Contact: Heather Clinger.
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Chairman Sadil: Is the applicant present?
Heather Clinger: Yes, good evening commissioners. My name is Heather Clinger, I'm the
president ofthe Royal Villas Condo association.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, um, I saw the revised map, it's in my pile somewhere. The only open item
that I had was to put in the erosion control, whatever that was going to be, around the sport court while
they take down that fence; and I guess they have to do some milling around the wetland boundaries on
there with the buffer. How do you want to handle that Mr. Hinckley, that was an open item from the last
meeting.
Mr. Hinckley: I showed the silt fence on the plan, ifyou'd like some additional thing I you know
I can add hay bales or a filter sock you know behind the silt fence as well ifthat's amenable to you, but
the silt fence is shown in there.
Chainnan Sadil: Ok. Um I have no fiirther questions on this application. Coinmissioner
Wagner?
Commissioner Wagner: No, I don't.
Chairman Sadil: All right. Coinmissioner Bachand?
Commissioner Bachand: I'm good.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Paskewich?
Commissioner Paskewich: No questions. Thank you.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Conway?
Commissioner Conway: No questions.
Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Ancona?
Commissioner Ancona: No questions.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, then in that case, are we ready, I need a motion to. . .for Application #202203: To Remove And Replace An Existing 100' X 50' Sport Court In The Regulated Area, at 30 West
Harford Road; Applicant: Royal Villas Condo Assoc., Contact: Heather Clinger.
Acting Secretary Wagner:
MOTION TO APPROVE
Move to approve Application 2022-03 with the 10 standard conditions.
Chairman Sadil: I don't think we have to recite them. ..
Mr. Hinckley: No, they're in the record.
Chairman Sadil: Ok. May I have a second?
Commissioner Paskewich: Second. Commissioner Paskewich.
Chairman Sadil: Seconded by Commissioner Paskewich. Final discussion. Mr. Hinckley, please
call the roll.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Bachand.
Commissioner Bachand: Yes.
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Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Paskewich.
Commissioner Paskewich: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Wagner.
Commissioner Wagner: Yes
Mi. Hinckley: Commissioner Conway.
Commissioner Conway: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Chairman Sadil.
Chairman Sadil: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Motion passes.
Chainnan Sadil: It's unanimous. Thank you Erik. All right, moving on to Item B. Extension Of
Permit #2017-06 At 98 Carriage Hill Drive.
B.

Extension Of Permit #2017-06 At 98 Carriage Hill Drive

Chairman Sadil: Is there any final discussion on this extension? Any comments, open comments
from commissioners?
Commissioner Wagner: I have none.
Chairman Sadil: Anybody on the phone want to discuss something on this one? Seeing none, I
need a motion on Application Extension OfPermit #2017-06 At 98 Carriage Hill Drive,
Applicant/Owner/Contact: Michael and Joanne Breault.
Acting Secretary Wagner:
MOTION TO APPROVE
Motion to approve the extension ofPermit #2017-06 for an additional five years. The new
expiration for the permit will now be May 16, 2026.
Chairman Sadil: May I have a second.
Commissioner Paskewich: Second. Commissioner Paskewich.
Chainnan Sadil: Seconded by Commissioner Paskewich. Final discussion.
Commissioner Conway: Yes, can I just say I saw a hand go up from the public.
Mr. Hinckley: This is not open to the public, there's no public...
Chainnan Sadil: We're not at public participation aaymore, so we're, so final discussion on the
extension ofPermit #2017-0[4] at 98 Carriage Hill Drive. Mr. Hinckley, please call the roll.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: Yes.
MT. Hinckley: Commissioner Bachand.
Coinmissioner Bachand: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Paskewich.
Commissioner Paskewich: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Wagner.
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Commissioner Wagner: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Coaway.
Commissioner Conway: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Chairman Sadil.
Chainnan Sadil: Yes. All right, now moving on to Item C ofOld Business. Application #202204: For A Wetland Map Amendment At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant
And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovanni.
C.

Application #2022-04: For A Wetland Map Amendment At 359 Church Street And 321
Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact:
Alan Bongiovanni.

Mr. Hinckley: You did close the public hearing. So you can take action.
Chairman Sadil: So, um, our deliberation. I have nothing more to add.
Commissioner Wagner: I have nothing more to add.
Chairman Sadil: Anyone on the phone? I'm hearing none. So, ready to vote uh on Application
#2022-04: For A Wetland Map Amendment At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Sta-eet (Rear),
Applicant And Owner: AA Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovamii.
MOTION TO APPROVE
Motion to approve Application #2022-04: For A Wetland Map Amendment based on the
evidence received and reviewed at a public hearing on April 19, 2022. The effective date for the
Wetland Map Amendment will be May 16, 2022.
Chairman Sadil: May I have a second.
Commissioner Ancona: I'll second. Commissioner Ancona.
Chairman Sadil: Seconded by Commissioner Ancona. Final discussion. Mr. Hinckley, please
call the roll.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Ancona.
Commissioner Ancona: Yes.
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Bachand.
Commissioner Bachand: Yes.
Mr. HincHey: Commissioner Paskewich.
Commissioner Paskewich: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Wagner.
Commissioner Wagner: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Commissioner Conway.
Commissioner Conway: Yes
Mr. Hinckley: Chairman Sadil.
Chairman Sadil. Yes. Motion passes unanimously.
Mr. Hinckley: Correct. The next one you don't have to take action on...
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D.

Application #2022-05: For Constmction Of Single Family Homes In The Upland Review
Area At 359 Church Street And 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Applicant And Owner: AA
Denorfia Bldg. & Dev., LLC., Contact: Alan Bongiovanni.

Chairman Sadil: Because the public hearing is open. Moving to the phone. Item VIII, Public
Participation on Non-Agenda Items.
VIII.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS
(each speaker limited to 2 minutes)
Chainnan Sadil:. Is there anyone on the phone waiting?
Ms. Bertotti: Mr. Zelek you can unmute yourself.
Jeff Zelek: Can you hear me?
Chairman Sadil: Yes.

Mr. Zelek: Very good. I do have some concems on the handling of the application that you just
heard for Carriage Hill Drive. The commission may not be aware, but your regulations Section 7.1
require an application form to be filled out by the applicant for any pennit whether it's new, a renewal or
an amendment. No application was submitted, I checked with Erik today and there was no application on
file with the town, and also because this was new business, um you also didn't vote to determine whether
a public hearing was required and then thirdly you moved this to old business on the same night which is
unusual. I believe that you're not supposed to vote on an application the same night, you're supposed to
allow a certain period ofdays to lapse to allow the public to protest or to petition for a public hearing.
Um, so I would like you to please Mr. Chairman, through you, address these concems. Thank you.
Chaimian Sadil: Ok. Moving on to Communications and Reports, Item A. Agent
Communications. Do you have anything?
Mr. Hinckley: Is there any more public participation before we move on?
Chairman Sadil: Oh, excuse me.
Ms. Bertotti: Uh, no there is no one.
Chairman Sadil: All right, thank you for that. You guys have got more endurance than me I
on to Item IX, Communications and Reports.
Continuing
guess.
IX.

COMMUNICATIONS AND REPORTS
A.

Agent Communications

Chairman Sadil: Mr. Hinckley.
Mr. Hinckley: Um, so, Communications and Reports. So, under Agent Approvals, last month
there was one approved for 19 Clifford Street for a deck in the URA. One at 72 Ridgeview Crossing for a
shed in the URA. Another one for a deck at 60 Pepperbush Lane in the URA and another agent approval
for 1872 Main Street for an above ground pool in the URA. Also, I was notified by not the HOA, but the
Company that's doing the treatment at the pond at Apple Hill, I think I mentioned that at a prior meeting
that we got the application they would be treating the pond at some point in the next couple ofmonths
and they are supposed to treat it in the middle ofthis month. I also received from the highway department
a general permit notification for work done at 145 Alumni Road, basically they were doing some clean up
and trimming ofthe area along the high school parking lot, a lot ofmaterial was chipped and they put in a
berm as has been done past practice every five years or so and then they replace it and that was originally
approved and suggested by the prior town engineer Mr. Arbur and the reasoning for it was to help fllter
that ran offthe processes parking lot and also to prevent dumping so people don'tjust back up and dump
tires in there. I believe the highway department pulled out in excess of 100 tires the last time they went in
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there to do this work. I know the berm is very tall, five or six feet tall, and some members ofthe public
have raised concems about it.
Chainnan Sadil: Um, just as a side note, I did visit the site. I like the berm. Littering is a problem
in that area, you know, I like the barrier. I know that wood chipping in the upland review is generally not
advisable or good custom, but I, in this particular case, I've got no issue. That's, as a barrier to keep that
wetlands, it's for the good overall, it's good to keep the upland review litter free from debris ofall sorts.
So, is there any action that we need to take on this? I don't know how anybody else feels on the phone.
Mr. Hinckley: It's just reporting. I also have you know the town engineer when I told him I had
some concems from the public, the town engineer did go out and he made a small report that I can read
into the record ifyou like and you guys can decide, ifl mean, typically work under the general permit has
been done in the past, you guys have issued the pennit and the reason for the permit is so the town
doesn't have to every time they have time to do work, they're ready to go and they don't have to run to us
to potentially get a permit etc.
Chairman Sadil: So what would the decision have to be as far as...
Mr. Hinckley: There's really no decision to have been made. I'mjust reporting it. Ifthere's
something you guys don't like and you want wood chips removed or something to that effect, I can
certainly pass that along to the highway department.
Chairman Sadil: Um, I, my personal opinion, I like things the way they are, I see no further
action, unless someone else feels otherwise.
Commissioner Wagner: I agree. I've been there.
Chairman Sadil: That's a very secluded area back there and everyone wants to give the heave ho
and you know I like that. Ifsomebody on the phone feels like they want to tour the area go by there,I
know Coinmissioner Bachand, have you been in that area frequently. ..
Commissioner Bachand; Yes I have. That's why I haven't;. J'd like to hear the letter that the
engineer wrote first before I make any and I do have other comments, so but ifwe could hear that letter if
no one is opposed to it.
Mr. Hinckley: That's fine, I can certainly read it.
Commissioner Bachand: Mr. Chairman are you ok with that?
Chairman Sadil: Yes sir.
Mr. Hinckley: This is from Town Engineer, Gary Fuerstenberg, sent on April 5th.
/ reviewed the Alumni Road site BOEproperty today and generapermit one. Thepurpose ofthe
wood chip berm is to enhance andprotect the wetlands, URA andparking area. The town ofNewington
removed approximately 200 tires and a load oflitter garbage debrisfrom the URA and the wetlands prior
to constructing a wood chip berm, at the edge oftheparking lot. The berm should reduce the dumping
which damages the URA and wetlands. Based onfield observations, the town ofNewington wetland map
appears to accurately represent the wetland area. Mr. Zelek observed the site during the wet season, a
time ofannual high water. No soil was disturbed that would require erosion controls. No tree stumps
were removed that would disturb thesoil. Wood chips are not considered an erodible material like sandy
soil and do not require erosion controls. The wood chip berm has settled toform a dense and stable mass.
It is unlikely that the water in the wetland would rise enough and have enough velocityfor the wood chips
to wash orfloat away. No wood chips were observed beyond the berm. The townofNewington highway
staffremoved a small amount ofwood chips at the HDP pipe outlet and the town ofNewington staffwill
inspect thepipe before and after large storm events as they do in critical drainage locations around town.
Ifthe commission would like an environmental assessment, I'd be more than happy toprepare a brief
statement.
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Chairman Sadil: OK. Commissioner Bachand.
Coimnissioner Bachand: Yeah, so there's two issues here. One is the benn which I really don't
have a big problem with, there was an existing one I think that you know it may be a little bigger than it
need to be, but that's not tfae problem. The problem is on the other side ofthe berm, which is clearly uh
appears at least I haven't measured it myself, but it clearly appears to be in the URA. It looks like that
there was a lot ofextra chips that they uh had to get rid ofand used that opportunity to level it out there,
but it looks like quite a bit offiling in some places. A steep embankment is easily observable, so if, I'll
just leave it up to um whoever wants to take another look there. But I think, I think that is a, is a separate
issue from the bemi. The berm to me, I agree it's not that bad and uh ifit helps to keep people out ofthere
which is does, it's quite an obstacle to climb over um, but it's what's on the other side ofthe berm that I
think is my concem anyway.
Chairman Sadil: Do any ofthe other coinmissioners on the line have a comment to make? I don't
see any raised hands so um, we're just going to table this then. Unless he want to make a IVIr.
Fuerstenberg wants to make a comment about the other side ofthe berm for the record.
Mr. Hinckley: Ifyou'd like that, I can certainly...
Chairman Sadil: Let's do that. For Commissioner Bachand, I'll acquiesce his request to have
something report back in next month's meeting on Communications and Reports for that.
Coinmissioner Bachand: We appreciate it. Thank you.
Mr. Hinckley: I also have to report to you that 3333 Berlin Tumpike, um those, the plans for the
map amendment permit and the regulated activity that were approved last year have been received by the
office, they're in house, they're ready for signature. However, the engineering department still has to do
their final review forsome other drainage comments and what not. Nothing on the wetland portion ofthe
plans have changed at all. So this isjust a requirement to satisfy condition three ofthe permit ofthe time
ofsignature. So, the plans are in house, they're ready, I'mjust reporting this. Once everything is signed
offon by the engineering and they've finished their review, they will be ready for signature by you, the
TPZ chainnan and everything. So, all the wetland comments have bene addressed and they are one and
are physically in my office on a set ofplans for final review.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, so we will advise on that.
Mr. Hinckley: Ok, so I can report back to the applicant that you're aware ofthis.
Chairman Sadil: Yup. Friday is usually my best day.
Mr. Hinckley: Right. They intend to have them complete.. .
Chairaian Sadil: How many sheets are there?
Mr. Hinckley: It's a fairly large set, it's beefy, probably 30 or so.
Chairman Sadil: 30? I thought it was going to be more.
Mr. Hinckley: Per set. It's all one set.
Chainnan Sadil: As long as I don't have too many sets.
Mr. Hinckley: So I believe that their target date is sometime in mid-June to have everything
complete with engineering and any other comments they have. So that's all I have for my reports.
Chairman Sadil: Ok, moving on to Item B. Town Council Liaisons Communications.
B.

Town Council Liaisons Communications

Chairman Sadil: Is Councilor Radda or Councilor Budrejko on the phone?
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Mr. Hinckley: I don't believe either one.
Chairman Sadil: Moving on to Item C. Pond Life Research and Education.
C.

Pond Life Research And Education

Chairman Sadil: Commissioner Paskewich do you have anything to report this month?
Commissioner Paskewich are you there?
Commissioner Paskewich: Sorry, I was muted. Yes. On Friday's ifanyone has the time in their
day, there's a program on NPR radio, it's called Science Friday, it's very infonnative, but alot ofit is on
topics that we speak of. The last one I listened to was regarding salamanders and frogs in Connecticut;
wetlands and breeding and such and how there is a decline ofsalamander and frogs due to forested habitat
being released from development and fragmentation. More specifics to that, one ofthe speakers was a
herpetologist by the name ofDennis Quinn. He's the proprietor for Dennis Quinn Ecological Studies and
he spoke on migration and spring migration to vemal pools and wetlands as well. It's very informative.
He's open for municipalities to utilize as well as environmentalists. Another speaker that was very
prominent, Mark Urban, he's the professor ofthe ecological department at UConn. He also spoke
regarding salamanders and frogs and impact by climate change in our warmer summers and how the
weather being warmer can increase diseases. So, I'lljust leave you with that. There's an NPR station on
Friday, about Science Friday ifanyone's interested and it does speak to our commission. That's what I
have to address tonight. Thank you.
Chairman Sadil: Thank you Commissioner Paskewich. Item X. Adjourmnent. May I have a
motion to adjoum?
X.

ADJOURNMENT

Motion to adjoum by Commissioner Bachand. Seconded by Commissioner Conway. The meeting
adjoumed at 10:16 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Susan Gibbon
Recording Clerk
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May 10, 2022
DRAFT

ATTN: Alan Bongiovanni
The Bongiovanni Group, Inc.
170 Pane Road – 2nd Floor
Newington, CT 06111

RE:

Wetland Assessment Report
Proposed “Rock Hole Brook Subdivision,”
359 Church Street and 321 Tremont Street, Newington, CT

Dear Mr. Bongiovanni:
In accordance with your request, Jennifer Beno, Biologist/Wetland Scientist, with Soil
Science and Environmental Services, Inc. (SSES) inspected the wetlands on the project site
on April 28, 2022. The project site consists of two lots which include 359 Church Street and
321 Tremont Street that total approximately 16 acres. The purpose of the inspection was to
observe the existing conditions (vegetation and wildlife) and primary functions associated
with the wetland and watercourse on the project site. We reviewed the plan sheets titled
”Rock Hole Brook Subdivision, 359 Church Street & 321 Tremont Street (Rear), Newington,
Connecticut,” dated 3-18-22 that were prepared by The Bongiovanni Group, Inc. in order to
determine potential impacts to wetlands and upland review areas.
General Site Description
The project site is located within a residential area in the southwestern portion of Newington
(Figure 1). The site is bordered by residential properties off Edward Street to the north, by
Church Street and residential properties to the east, by residences off Winslow and Allston
Road to the south, and by residential development off Tremont Street to the west. The
project site consists of wooded upland and a wooded wetland corridor associated with Rock
Hole Brook. The uplands on the property are dominated by areas of open woodland, areas
of dense scrub-shrub (brushy) growth in woodland, and a small, mowed area adjacent to
Church Street. The open wooded upland areas on the property provide dense canopy
cover and sparse to moderate shrub and herbaceous understory growth. The dominant
vegetation observed within the open wooded upland areas includes maples, oaks, cotton
wood, black cherry, tree of heaven, crab apple, multiflora rose, spicebush, Japanese

Proposed “Rock Hole Brook Subdivision,” 359 Church Street and 321 Tremont Street, Newington, CT
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Figure No. 1
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barberry, shrub honeysuckle, burning bush, field garlic, dogtooth violet, violets, grasses,
poison ivy, Jack-in-the-pulpit, garlic mustard, jewelweed, wild geranium, wild onions,
Japanese knotweed, bittersweet, grape, and poison ivy.
The areas of dense scrub-shrub (brushy) growth in woodland have moderate tree canopy
cover and dense to very dense shrub and herbaceous understory growth. These areas are
dominated by tatarian honeysuckle, raspberry, multiflora rose, olive, staghorn sumac,
Japanese barberry, silky and gray dogwoods, box elder, black cherry, bittersweet, grape,
violets, garlic mustard, jack-in-the-pulpit, self heal, thistle, and scattered daffodils.
A small, mowed area consisting of lawn grasses, self heal, goldenrod, English plantain,
dandelion, red clover, mugwort, common mullein, multiflora rose, raspberry, and bittersweet
exists along the eastern edge of the property with Church Street. See Figure 2 for the
approximate locations of the existing conditions observed during the inspections.
The upland areas on the site appear to have been highly disturbed by old excavation and
filling/dumping activities. In addition, numerous piles of old fill material consisting of
concrete, asphalt, large rocks, pipes, metal objects, and miscellaneous garbage debris,
including an old metal swing set, car parts, plastic pots, glass bottles, tires, roof shingles,
and an old blue tarp, were observed throughout the central and eastern portions of the
property. Piles of grass clippings and yard debris (leaves, branches) were observed in the
wooded upland along the southern property boundary. A sewer line passes through the
northern portion of the property.

Wooded upland – open understory (4/28/2022).
3
Soil Science And Environmental Services, Inc.

Proposed “Rock Hole Brook Subdivision,” 359 Church Street and 321 Tremont Street, Newington, CT

Wooded upland with area of dense scrub-shrub growth (4/28/2022).

Mowed area in eastern portion of site along Church Street (4/28/2022).
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Fill pile in eastern portion of site (4/28/2022).

Pile of grass clippings/yard debris along southern property boundary (4/28/2022).
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Figure 2 - Existing Conditions Map Provided by The Bongiovanni Group, Inc.
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Regulated Wetland and Watercourse Description
A wetland corridor associated with Rock Hole Brook was delineated by David Lord of Soil
Resource Consultants in June 2021 within the northern portion of the project site.
The wetland is dominated by a palustrine forested (wooded swamp) wetland. A small area
of palustrine emergent (shallow marsh) and palustrine scrub-shrub (shrub swamp) exists in
the northeastern portion of the site near Church Street and behind houses off Edward
Street. The small shallow marsh/shrub swamp community contains dense herbaceous
vegetation growth and moderately dense to sparse shrub growth dominated by red maple,
alder, silky dogwood, spicebush, multiflora rose, skunk cabbage, jewelweed, sedges,
Japanese knotweed, and bittersweet.
The majority of the wetland delineated on-site is dominated by a wooded swamp wetland
community. The tree canopy cover within the wooded wetland is dense and the shrub and
herbaceous understory growth is sparse to moderately dense. Vegetation within the
wooded swamp community is dominated by red maple, elm, pin oak, spicebush, alder,
multiflora rose, shrub honesuckle, Japanese barberry, arrowwood, burning bush, skunk
cabbage, dogtooth violet, jack-in-the-pulpit, soft rush, sedges, sensitive fern, manna grass,
tussock sedge, violet, false hellebore, wild geranium, and jewelweed.
A narrow band of wetland extends off the main wetland and watercourse corridor into the
central portion of the site. Up to 3-inches of standing water was observed within the narrow
wetland area. No amphibians, egg masses, or larvae were observed within the standing
water during the inspection.
Rock Hole Brook, a perennial watercourse, enters the site from the east under Church
Street. It is approximately 10- to 20-feet wide. Water flow along the watercourse channel is
in a westerly direction. Mallard ducks, a Canada goose, and a great blue heron were
observed utilizing the watercourse on the property during the inspection.
The primary functions associated with the wetland and watercourse corridor include
groundwater discharge, sediment and nutrient retention and removal, shoreline stabilization,
nutrient export, shoreline stabilization, wildlife habitat, and uniqueness. There is potential for
finfish habitat although none were observed during the inspection. No vernal pools were
observed on the project site. A Highway Methodology form with supporting documentation
(vegetation and wildlife lists) was completed for this wetland area and is included at the end
of this report.
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Rock Hole Brook near Church Street – note steep fill rip rap bank on left and right side (4/28/2022).

Small palustrine emergent and scrub-shrub wetland communities in northeast portion of site
(4/28/2022).
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Proposed “Rock Hole Brook Subdivision,” 359 Church Street and 321 Tremont Street, Newington, CT

Palustrine forested wetland and Rock Hole Brook in northern portion of site (4/28/2022).

Rock Hole Brook and palustrine forested wetland in western portion of site (4/28/2022).
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Low water flow from Rock Hole Lane storm water pipe at southern edge of wetland (4/28/2022).

Shallow water observed in narrow wetland band in central portion of the site (4/28/2022).
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Wildlife
Wildlife observed utilizing the project site during the April 28, 2022 inspection include deer
(tracks and scat), robin, goldfinch, mallard duck, Canada goose, great blue heron, mourning
dove, downy woodpecker, cardinal, and towhee. These species are common in CT. In
addition to the site inspection, SSES reviewed the December 2021 CT Department of
Energy and Environmental Protection (DEEP) Natural Diversity Data Base (NDDB) division
map available on-line for the site and immediate vicinity. The map indicates that no known
listed Federal and/or State listed Endangered, Threatened, or Special Concern Species
have been documented on or near the project site. See included map – Appendix II. No
State or Federal listed species were observed on the project site during the inspection.
Impacts to Regulated Wetlands and Watercourses
We reviewed the plan sheets titled, ”Rock Hole Brook Subdivision, 359 Church Street & 321
Tremont Street (Rear), Newington, Connecticut,” dated 3-18-22 that were prepared by The
Bongiovanni Group, Inc. in order to determine potential impacts to wetlands and upland
review areas.
The applicant is proposing a temporary direct impact to wetlands caused by the installation
of the sewer connection. According to The Bongiovanni Group, Inc., approximately 448
square feet (0.0103 acre) of the narrow wetland band in the central portion of the site will be
temporarily impacted for the installation of a pipe to connect to the existing sewer line in the
northern portion of the property. See Figure 3. The small wetland area proposed to be
disturbed was observed to have limited tree and shrub growth and contained up to 3-inches
of standing water during the inspection. The applicant is proposing to stockpile the wetland
soil and then replace it onto the disturbed wetland area once the sewer pipe installation has
been completed. According to The Bongiovanni Group, Inc. appropriate seed mixtures to be
spread over the restored impact area will be provided by others.
The storm water pipe point discharge to the southern wetland boundary from Rock Hole
Lane will be removed from the wetland edge. Approximately 35-feet of pipe also will be
removed from the upland review area. The applicant intends for the storm water to
discharge to a scour hole before passing over level spreader prior to entering the wetland.
Therefore, the water supply from Rock Hole Lane will continue to enter the wetland following
development while the potential for erosion in the wetland will be reduced by the scour hole
and level spreader. This activity will result in improved storm water quality entering the
southern portion of the wetland and will reduce the potential for erosion.
According to the plan sheets there will be impacts to the upland review areas. According to
The Bongiovanni Group, Inc., there will be approximately 1.6162 acre of disturbance to the
upland review area caused by clearing, grading, and activities associated with the
construction of the sewer connection, storm water treatment measures, and driveway, road,
and house construction. The proposed activities within the upland review area will result in
the removal of existing vegetation.
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Figure 3 – Proposed Temporary Disturbance Map Provided by The Bongiovanni Group, Inc.

A potential impact that could result from the upland review area clearing includes accidental
human intrusion into the wetlands, increased sunlight, and invasive species plant growth.
To reduce the potential for these impacts, SSES recommends that native, non-invasive
trees and shrubs be installed along the edge of clearing closest to the wetlands. The
plantings will supplement the remaining vegetation, will provide a natural screen protecting
the wetland areas, and will provide wildlife habitat.
According to The Bongiovanni Group, Inc., the water supply to the wetlands will remain the
same following development.
After inspecting the project site and reviewing the plan sheets, it is our professional opinion
that the proposed temporary wetland impact and activities within the regulated upland
review area will not have a significant adverse impact on the functions provided by the
wetlands as long as the project is developed in accordance with the reviewed plans, the
temporary wetland disturbance is restored successfully, buffer plantings are installed, and
the stormwater treatment and
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erosion and sedimentation control measures approved by the Town of Newington are
properly installed and maintained.
Recommendations
SSES recommends that native, non-invasive shrub and/or tree plantings be installed within
the upland review area along the edge of disturbance where clearing is closest to the
wetlands. The plantings would provide wildlife habitat and a natural screen.
SSES recommends that a visual demarcation be installed along the edge of the wetland
where development is close to the wetland boundary and where lots continue through the
wetland. Demarcation measures could include posts with placards, stonewalls, fences, and
strategically placed large boulders.
SSES recommends that all erosion and sedimentation control measures approved by the
Town be installed and maintained properly throughout the duration of the project.
SSES recommends that invasive species be removed from the wetland restoration area and
the upland review area planting sites for a period of five years. Invasive species were
observed on the property and likely will begin to colonize and out-compete the planted
native trees and shrubs if the planting areas are not maintained. An agent for the
applicant/property owner should conduct inspections during the early and late growing
season and any observed invasive species should be removed from the planting areas and
disposed of properly. Maintenance, such as cutting back volunteer species from around any
planted shrubs and trees, may be necessary until the planted vegetation can compete with
the volunteer species and are not over-topped and shaded.
Finally, SSES recommends that an inspection of the planting areas be conducted by a
biologist immediately following plant installation to document the placement and vigor of the
tree and shrub plantings. Additional inspections of the planting areas should be conducted
during the growing season for five subsequent years to ascertain survival rates, soil
stabilization, and invasive species maintenance. Copies of the reports documenting the
findings from the inspections should be provided to the Town of Newington Inland Wetlands
Commission. If the mortality rate of the plantings is greater than 15%, the plantings should
be replaced.
Respectfully submitted,
SOIL SCIENCE AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

Jennifer L. Beno
Biologist/Wetland Scientist
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Jennifer Beno, Biologist/Wetland Scientist
Ms. Beno is one of the partners at Soil Science And Environmental Services, Inc. She is the principal
Biologist/Wetland Scientist with the firm and has been with the company since 1994. She has a bachelor’s
degree in Zoology and is a member of the CT Association of Wetland Scientist and the Society of Wetland
Scientists. Ms. Beno has assisted in Federal and Tidal wetland delineations for the past 20 years. She
prepares a variety of reports including wetland assessments, wetland impact analyses, mitigation and planting
plans, and invasive species identification and control plans. Ms. Beno also conducts vernal pool inspections.
Her reports are submitted as supporting documentation for municipal, State and US Army Corps of Engineers
review.
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Appendix I: Highway Methodology Data Form and Supporting Documents1

1

US Army Corps of Engineers New England. The Highway Methodology Workbook Supplement, Wetland Functions
and Values: A Descriptive Approach. Brochure NAEEP-360-1-30a. September 1999.
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Table: WETLAND FUNCTION-VALUE EVALUATION FORM
Rock Hole Brook Wetland Corridor, 359 Church Street,
Wetland I.D.
Newington, CT
Total area of wetland
Adjacent land use:

Human made? No

Is wetland part of a wildlife corridor? Yes

Distance to nearest roadway or development

fill; road; residential lawn

Dominant wetland systems present

PFO/PEME/PSS

Is the wetland a separate hydraulic system?

No

How many tributaries contribute to the wetland? 1

Occurrence
Function/Value
Y
N
Groundwater Recharge/Discharge X
Floodflow Alteration
X
Fish and Shellfish Habitat
X
Sediment/Toxicant Retention
X
Nutrient Removal
X
Production Export
X
Sediment/Shoreline Stabilization
X
Wildlife Habitat
Recreation
Educational Scientific Value
Uniqueness/Heritage
Visual Quality/Aesthetics
ES Endangered Species Habitat

Or a “habitat island? No

X
X
X
X
X
X

Contiguous undeveloped buffer zone present

If not, where does the wetland lie in the drainage basin?
Wildlife & vegetation diversity/abundance (see attached)

No
Mid

Prepared by JLB Date 4/29/2022
Wetland Impact:
Type:
temp
Area +/- 448 square feet
Evaluation based on:
Office Y
Field Y
Corps manual wetland delineation
Completed? Y
N X

Rationale
Principal
(Reference #)* Function(s)/Value(s)
Comments
7,11,12,13,15
X Water quality designated as Class GA within the area of the project site.
2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,13,18
X Associated with watercourse. Areas of dense vegetation growth.
1,2,4,7,8,9,10,14,16,17 X Finfish likely present although none were observed.
1,2,4,5,7,8,9,10,16
X Fairly level wetland associated with Rock Hole Brook. Dense vegetation growth observed.
3,4,7, 8,9,10
X Fairly level wetland associated with Rock Hole Brook. Dense vegetation growth observed.
1,2,4,5,7,8,10,11
X Nutrients are exported via the perennial watercourse.
1,2,4,6,7,8,9,12,13,14, X Provides shoreline stabilization.
15
2,6,7,8,11,13,14,15,16, X Wetland dominated by wooded swamp and shallow marsh/shrub swamp communities
17,19
with areas of dense, diverse vegetation.
none
Private property.
none
Private property.
1,2,5,6,7,12,13,14,18,
X Wetland is in a developed area. Provides several functions.
22,27
1,2,3,6,11
Watercourse contrasts with adjacent residential development, road, and wooded upland.
none
None observed. CT DEEP Natural Diversity Data Base map indicates no known
listed species on/near the project area. See map dated December 2021. Appendix II.

Other
* REFER TO BACK UP LIST OF CONSIDERATIONS (FOLLOWING)
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Dominant Wetland Vegetation Inventory
(April 28, 2022)
Proposed “Rock Hole Brook Subdivision,”
359 Church Street and 321 Tremont Street, Newington, CT
Scientific Name

Common Name

Trees
Acer rubrum
Malus sp.
Quercus palustris
Salix babylonica
Ulmus rubra

red maple
crab apple
pin oak
weeping willow
elm

FAC
--------FACW
FACW
FAC

Saplings/Shrubs
Alder incana
Berberis thunbergii -I*
Cornus amomum
Euonymus alatus -I
Lindera benzoin
Lonicera tatarica -I
Rosa multiflora -I
Viburnum dentatum

alder
Japanese barberry
silky dogwood
burning bush
spicebush
shrub honeysuckle
multiflora rose
arrowwood

FACW
FACU
FACW
FACU
FACW
FACU
FACU
FACW

wild garlic
Jack-in-the-pulpit
sedges
tussock sedge
oriental bittersweet
trout lily
spotted geranium
manna grass
jewelweed
soft rush
sensitive fern
Japanese knotweed

FACU
FAC
FACW/OBL
OBL
UPL
FACU
FACU
OBL
FACW
OBL
FACW
FACU

multiflora rose
skunk cabbage
false hellebore
blue violet

FACU
OBL
FACW
FAC

poison ivy

FAC

Herbaceous
Allium vineale
Arisaema triphyllum
Carex sp.
Carex stricta
Celastrus orbiculatus -I
Erythronium americanum
Geranium maculatum
Glyceria striata
Impatiens capensis
Juncus effusus
Onoclea sensibilis
Polygonum cuspidatum
(Fallopia japonica) -I
Rosa multiflora -I
Symplocarpus foetidus
Veratrum viride
Viola sororia
Lianas
Toxicodendron radicans

Indicator
Status

I* considered to be an invasive species in CT
Indicator Status: From the “NWPL-National Wetland Plant List, Northcentral and Northeast 2016 Regional Wetland Plant List”
published by the US Army Corps of Engineers.
OBL: obligate wetland; almost always occur in wetland / FACW: facultative wetland; usually occur in wetland, but may occur in
non-wetland / FAC: occur in wetland and non-wetland / FACU: usually occur in non-wetland, but may occur in wetland /
UPL : almost never occur in wetland
Inventory includes the dominant species that were identified within the wetlands on the project site during the early
growing season inspection. This list is not all-inclusive
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Dominant Wildlife Inventory (April 28, 2021)
Proposed “Rock Hole Brook Subdivision,”
359 Church Street and 321 Tremont Street, Newington, CT
Anas platyrhynchos
Ardea herodias
Branta canadensis
Cardinalis cardinalis
Odocoileus virginianus
Picoides pubescens
Pipilo erythrophthalmus
Spinus tristis
Turdus migratorius
Zenaida macroura

mallard duck
great blue heron
Canada goose
northern cardinal
white-tailed deer (tracks and scat)
downy woodpecker
towhee
American goldfinch
American robin
mourning dove

Inventory includes those species that were observed during the April 2022 inspection and is not a
comprehensive list.
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Appendix II: Natural Diversity Data Base
December 2021 Map
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Portion of State of CT DEEP Natural Diversity Data Base Map, Newington, CT
Dated December 2021
Map indicates no known populations of Endangered, Threatened or Special Concern Species or significant natural
communities on or adjacent to the project site.

Project Area
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