
INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 
AUGUST 15, 2007 - 7:30 P.M. 

TOWN HALL ANNEX - COMMUNITY ROOM 1 
 

I. ROLL CALL 
 

Agency: Scott, Sutphen, Block 
Alternates: Ashworth, Furlong 
Staff:  Jones, Discordia 
 
Chairman Scott called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM 

 
 Ashworth stated for the record that he listened to the tapes of the last public hearing for Mystic 

Woods. 
 

II. PUBLIC HEARING
 

1. Mystic Woods, 0 Flanders Road 
 
Attorney Harry Heller submitted an agenda to the Agency of the items he would like to cover 
during the meeting. He addressed the concerns with the structural design of the site. He stated 
that this site will not have an adverse reaction to the slopes on this site. He introduced a letter 
from the Greater Mystic Chamber of Commerce in support of the application. He read a letter 
from Bonnie Pollard Johnson in support of the proposed application.  
 
George Logan addressed the viability of wetland area 4.  
 
Attorney Heller stated they amended their application prior to the July hearing to incorporate a 
request to install sidewalks along the westerly side of Flanders Road. The sidewalks will not 
have any direct impact on wetland area 11. The sidewalk will be pitched therefore there will 
not be any runoff that will affect wetland area 11.  
 
Furlong asked if there would be a snow shelf on the sidewalk and Attorney Heller stated there 
would be. 
 
Attorney Heller addressed the stormwater treatment train and how it will work over time. He 
stated that Dr. Roseen was not able to be here tonight. 
 
The attorney for Groton Open Space Association (GOSA) objected to Attorney Heller speaking 
for Dr. Roseen and asked that the hearing be kept open. Attorney Heller explained the 
consequences of not meeting the statutory time frame for this application.  
 
Furlong stated that the technology for the stormwater basins looks very good but it sounds like 
an experiment as Dr. Roseen has only been testing this stormwater gravel wetlands for three 
years now. She stated that Dr. Roseen’s site is a 9 acre parking lot which is much different than 
a 45 acre development. Furlong stated there was no evidence that this stormwater treatment 
train would continue to be effective in 6 to 8 years. 
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Attorney Heller stated that all the roof top surfaces are infiltrated. The water does not go into 
gravel wetlands. Drainage to the gravel wetlands will be from roadway and sidewalks and it 
would only total about 9 acres. He stated they have 4 separate gravel wetland systems, not one 
as in the experiment of Dr. Roseen’s at the University of New Hampshire. 
 
Attorney Heller stated that the Agency hired Mr. Snarski to evaluate this system. He stated that 
it was under Mr. Snarski’s direction to incorporate 4 submerged gravel systems and to contact 
Dr. Roseen.  
 
Attorney Heller stated that all stormwater drainage systems need to be maintained to run 
effectively in the long term. He stated they have submitted a maintenance program for the 
submerged gravel wetlands. A reserve fund will be established as part of the homeowners 
association to provide the maintenance to these systems as required over time.  
 
Attorney Heller addressed impacts to wetland 11 and the elimination of buildings 1-6. Attorney 
Heller stated that the original proposal had 241 buildings and the revised application now has 
211 units. He stated that the units upland from wetland 11 had been eliminated.  
 
George Logan stated that this site plan will not have an adverse effect on wetland area 11. He 
stated they have redesigned the area adjacent to wetland 11 to specifically not impact this 
wetland and any amphibians using the wetland. 
 
Scott Smyers, a herpetologist, reviewed his site investigation. He explained to the Agency how 
the construction and proposed site will not interfere with any amphibian breeding and 
migration on this site.  
 
Furlong was concerned with heavy construction trucks using the road and affecting wetland 11. 
Specifically, she was concerned with airborne sediment. Mr. Smyers stated there are sediment 
erosion control plans to isolate any disruption. 
 
Michael Ericson, civil engineer with DTC addressed the Agency. He explained the sediment 
erosion control plans for this application. 
 
Sutphen asked for elaboration on how they are going to clear cut trees. Mr. Smyers stated the 
trees would be cut in construction phases not all at once.  
 
Attorney Heller addressed the impact of high intensity storm events on submerged gravel 
wetlands. 
 
The Attorney for GOSA objected to Attorney Heller speaking for Dr. Roseen. Chairman Scott 
stated the Agency has noted the objection. 
 
George Logan addressed the criteria utilized in and purpose of Pollutant Loading Analysis. 
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Michael Ericson stated that the outlet structure for basin C-1 is level and not pitched. He stated 
that snow piling will not be done near wetlands and they will use three parts sand to one part 
salt on the roads on this site. 
 
Attorney Heller stated that over 70 test holes had been excavated on the site to address the 
global stability and water management issues. As a result of these test holes the level of 
bedrock does not conflict with the development of this site. Attorney Heller stated therefore 
blasting was highly unlikely. 
 
Michael Ericson stated the erosion and sediment control plan is in compliance with 2002 
guidelines. 
 
Steve Trinkaus of Trinkaus Engineering presented an alternative site plan to the Agency. He 
pointed out wetland areas 8 and 11 and believed they were the highest level of wetlands. Mr. 
Trinkhaus stated he believed there should be a buffer of trees between this project and existing 
homes. He noted the areas that he feels are suitable for development and for stormwater basins. 
 
Attorney Heller pointed out the flaws in Mr. Trinkaus’s alternative site plan. Attorney Heller 
stated that the plan that Mr. Trinkaus submitted was developed by DTC Engineers and not 
Trinkaus Engineers even though the plans were stamped with his engineering seal. Attorney 
Heller stated that the state has indicated that it is unlikely that the state would allow an entrance 
and exit on to Route 1 as depicted on Mr. Trinkaus’s plan 
 
Attorney Heller read a letter from Lorelei Mitchell into the record.  
 
Furlong thought it was reasonable to ask the developer to acquire more land for this site in 
order to limit wetland impacts. She noted that the developer has already acquired several 
properties. Attorney Heller stated that the Connecticut appellate court has determined that a 
wetland agency cannot require that additional property be obtained by an applicant. 
 
Chairman Scott opened the hearing for public comments. 
 
Attorney Frank Cochran was sitting in for Attorney Peter Cooper who is representing GOSA. 
He submitted closing comments to the Agency.  
 
Steve Trinkaus stated that site development should work with the land not against it. 
 
Penny Sharpe stated there will be impact to the amphibians migrating to the vernal pools in 
wetland 11. 
 
Patricia Olivier of 75 Hemlock Road read a letter for the record. 
 
Anna Sullivan of 81 Flanders Road read a letter and submitted it for the record. 
 
Lloyd Hutchins of 21 Stonecrest Road addressed the Agency. He stated there were 
inconsistencies in the slope analysis report.  
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Sue Sutherland of 32 Neptune Drive in Groton read a letter and submitted it for the record. 
 
Jim O’Donnel of 16 Brook Street in Noank read a letter into the record. 
 
Wendy McFarland of 48 Bel Aire Drive does not like this application and encourages the 
Agency to deny it. 
 
George Logan addressed the interveners concerns about salt and its potential effect on 
amphibians. 
 
Staff distributed articles submitted for Agency members review. She read letters from Richard 
Snarski and Ronald Strand. Staff stated that the Flanders Road sewer study suggests that a 
sewer pump station would not be needed near this site. She recommended that the erosion 
control plan for the project be certified by an erosion control specialist once all land use 
approvals are obtained. She also recommended bonding to cover the sampling and monitoring 
programs detailed in the application. 
 
MOTION: To close the public hearing for Mystic Woods, 0 Flanders Road.  
 
Motion made by Sutphen, seconded by Block, so voted unanimously. 
 

III. PENDING APPLICATIONS
 

1. Mystic Woods, 0 Flanders Road 
 
The public hearing was closed.  

  
IV. NEW BUSINESS 

 
1. Report of Chair - None 
 
2. Report of Staff - None 

 
V. ADJOURNMENT 

 
The meeting adjourned at 11:30 PM. 
    

  
________________________  
Eunice Sutphen, Secretary 
Inland Wetlands Agency 
 
 
Prepared by Sheila Discordia, Office Assistant II 


