
INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY 
OCTOBER 12, 2005 - 7:30 P.M. 

TOWN HALL ANNEX - COMMUNITY ROOM 2 
 
 
 

I. ROLL CALL 
  

Agency: Keeler, Scott, Sutphen, Williams, and Alternates Furlong and Ashworth 
Staff: Jones, Discordia 
 

     Scott opened the meeting at 7:30 p.m.  
 

II. PUBLIC HEARING 
 
  1. Obrey Resubdivision, Gold Star Highway (CT Route 184) (continuation) 
   

Scott Deledda of DiCesare Bentley Engineers represented the applicant and briefly reviewed 
the history of the project. He noted the revisions to the plan. A trapezoidal grass swale is 
proposed instead of the basin at the stormwater outlet. The stormceptor unit will be installed 
between the last catch basin and the outlet. It meets the DEP requirements for 80% removal of 
total suspended solids. A hay bale backed sediment fence has been added along the toe of the 
slope along the eastern side of the road. Jim Cowan, wetland scientist, has prepared a planting 
design for the edge of the intermittent watercourse. There will be removal of invasive species 
and protection of existing trees. He has also prepared a planting plan for the 2:1 vegetated slope 
on the east side of the new road where the grading is within the regulated area.  
 

A letter submitted to staff showed an exhibit of what a retaining wall would like in this area. 
There would be some clearing involved with the construction of a retaining wall. Mr. Deledda 
noted that the Town Engineer is not comfortable with a retaining wall at this location.  
 

James Cowan, a registered soil scientist and certified professional wetlands scientist addressed 
the Commission regarding the watercourse. Mr. Cowan explained that this is an intermittent 
watercourse and not a wetland and its primary purpose is to maintain flow. Mr. Cowan stated 
that the main wetland issue was the driveway crossing and to make sure the watercourse 
maintains proper flow. Mr. Cowan stated that the plantings would remain close to the clearing 
limits. He would like to get rid of the bittersweet that is choking the trees and to remove some 
invasive species and replant with natives. Mr. Cowan would like to plant as little as possible 
and protect as much of the natural, non-invasive species as he can. Mr. Cowan stated that this 
would provide a dense planting that will also discourage people from entering the wetland. He 
also suggested that the sun will now reach this area and any new plantings will reach 6 to 8 feet 
tall. They will use tree protection fencing while doing construction. There was concern from 
the Commission regarding flow from the yard into the watercourse area. Mr. Cowan pointed 
out the topography on the drawings to the Commission showing that water would not flow 
across the lawns, but it would flow down the lawns parallel to the watercourse. Mr. Cowan also 
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proposed seeding with a “no mow” North American grass mix that reaches 6 to 9 inches in 
height. 
 
Staff read the Conservation Commission’s recommendations. The Conservation Commission 
suggested that evergreens be planted on the border of the gravel operation to provide a buffer 
from dust and noise. They had no concern about the crossing. 
 

Staff supports the grassed swale concept at the stormwater outlet. The swale will be very 
shallow to limit clearing. Staff stated that she could not find any past permit where the agency 
had imposed a non-disturbance buffer on an intermittent watercourse. They had permitted the 
regrading of intermittent watercourses in the past. She noted that buffers help filter sediment 
and other pollutants before stormwater enters a watercourse. In this case, stormwater will flow 
parallel to the watercourse rather than into it. She suggested adding notes to the plan that notify 
future owners that any vegetation removal or regrading requires a permit. She also suggested 
placing language in the deeds for lots 7, 8 and 9 regarding the existence of an intermittent 
watercourse on the lots.  
 
Ashworth asked if the lot configurations were fixed and Mr. Deledda stated that they are. Staff 
noted that the lots have not yet been approved by the Planning Commission. Ashworth asked 
why lot 7 could not be reconfigured so the driveway didn’t run right up along the watercourse. 
Mr. Deledda stated that the grading needed would still cut into the buffer for the watercourse. 
 
Furlong asked if they could reconfigure this subdivision so they wouldn’t have to encroach on 
the wetlands buffer in order to construct the road. Mr. Deledda explained that the driveways 
would become steeper as the road moves away from the wetland. He said he had looked at 
lengthening the road to move the cul-de-sac bulb out of the regulated area, but that would 
require a wider pavement area, which would intrude on the regulated area. Mr. Deledda stated 
that they tried many different configurations.  
 
Sutphen asked if the Department of Transportation looked at the road where it intersects with 
Route 184. Mr. Deledda stated they had and had no concerns. Sutphen pointed out there may be 
other access points to this subdivision.  
 
Scott asked about shortening the road and curving it to the west to not encroach on the wetland 
buffer. Scott asked if they considered eliminating the sidewalk on one side. Mr. Deledda stated 
there wouldn’t be a gain, as they are required to grade the side of the roadway.  
 

Sutphen asked what would happen if landowners put grass clippings over their borders into the 
wetland buffer. Mr. Cowan stated that watercourses are pretty much self-cleaning and the worst 
case scenario would be that the landowners would flood themselves.  

 
David Kagen stated that most of the water for this intermittent watercourse is caused by paved 
swales from the Board of Education and the church on Flanders Road. There is a pipe that 
discharges water there as well.  
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Staff responded that the properties are uphill of this proposed subdivision and water has always 
run downhill regardless if it’s manmade or natural.  
 
Mr. Cowan stated that intermittent watercourses are always changing. For instance if a trees 
falls, then the course could be moved 20 feet or so until the tree decays and the water resumes 
to it’s original course.  
 
MOTION:  To close the public hearing for Obrey Resubdivision, Gold Star Highway, (CT 

Route 184). 
 
Motion made by Williams, seconded by Ashworth, so voted unanimously. 
 

II. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS – None. 
 
III. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF September 28, 2005 

 
  MOTION:    To approve the September 28, 2005 minutes. 
 

Motion made by Williams, seconded by Sutphen, so voted unanimously. 
 

IV. NEW APPLICATIONS – None. 
 

V. PENDING APPLICATIONS 
 

1. Obrey Resubdivision, Gold Star Highway (CT Route 184) 
 

Scott reviewed the information regarding the intermittent watercourse. He supports the 
landscaping plan for lot 6 and doesn’t think additional buffer is necessary. 
 
Furlong agreed. She stated that she is very concerned about allowing grading in the regulated 
area for road construction. She understands that the Town Engineer does not want a retaining 
wall supporting the road. She suggested allowing the 2:1 slope and requiring that all work be 
outside the regulated area. She is comfortable with the grassed swale at the stormwater outlet. 
 
Staff will prepare a motion for the next meeting. She asked Scott, Furlong and Williams to 
notify her if they cannot attend the October 26th meeting so that another agency member could 
have time to listen to the tape of the September 28th meeting. 
 
 

VI. NEW BUSINESS 
 

1. Report of Chair - None 
  

2. Report of Staff 
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Staff submitted rainfall data to the Commission requested by Furlong. Staff reported that she 
had inspected the Weber property located within the Mortimer Wright open space at Sutphen’s 
request. She found that trees had been cut on both the Town’s and Weber’s property. A deer 
blind has been set-up on the Weber Property and a culvert has been cleaned. There is no 
wetland violation and the Town Manager’s office is taking appropriate action. 
 

VIII.  ADJOURNMENT
 
 The meeting adjourned at 8:48 p.m. 


