Town of Woodbury

Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Agency

281 Main Street South
Woodbury, CT 06798

203.263.3467 = www.woodburyct.org

MINUTES — AUGUST 25, 2025

REGULAR MEETING
7:30 P.M. - Senior/Community Center - 265 Main St. South
MEMBERS PRESENT: MEMBERS ABSENT:
Earl Gillette, Alternate Don Richards
Andy Gumkowski, Alternate
Marty Newell

Timothy Pabst, Alternate
Kyle Turoczi, Vice Chair
Mary Tyrrell, Chair
Ernest Werner

NOTED OTHERS PRESENT: Vince LaFontan, Megan Miller, Edward & Kathy Masiulis, Eliot Stulen, Chris McLaughlin, |
Kyle Haines, Ms. Qendresa, Atty. Pilicy and Matt Lindell

OPENING OF MEETING

Call to Order — Chair. Tyrrell convened the meeting at 7:31 p.m.

Seating of Members / Alternates — Seated were Regular Members Newell, Turoczi, Tyrrell, Werner and Alternate
Gillette

Conflict of Interest Reminder (CGS §8-11 & Woodbury Town Charter Section 901)

NEW / MODIFIFED APPLICATIONS

24-1W-0019-A1 — Carmel Hill Road / Map 58, Lots 1 & 1B / 05-100 District / Flanders Nature Center and Land
Trust, Inc. — Marzahl Refuge Stream Project / Permit Modification of 24-1W-0019 responding to Agency: Add
restorative plantings on both sides of stream and address cutting logs into sections and dispersal in uplands
outside upland review area.

Member Turoczi recused himself and Alternate Pabst was seated.

Vince LaFontan was present along with Megan Miller of Civill. A proposal has been submitted after having done a
thorough study of the area. It was explained that maintenance was done last year in the location of the walking
bridge. After the work was completed, there were concerns expressed by the Agency with regards to the stream
bank area.

Megan Miller distributed photos of the site taken in November of 2024 and then additional ones taken in July of
this year. Civill also consulted with Andy Green a professional engineer who is also a member of the Pomperaug
River Watershed Coalition for recommendations. After reviewing the site after eight months, the area has been
naturally restored. Water has taken out the fines, larger rocks have been moved naturally and the river restored in
this area.

The proposed plan includes plantings as well as cutting up some trees that have been piled and dispersing them
into the upland review area. No new materials were brought in. The planting plan should restore the area back to
its natural condition.
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Chair. Tyrrell expressed concerns over the protection of the trout breeding areas and if there were enough areas
low enough for the trout to move through. Ms. Miller stated that trying to increase the depth or create areas
could create more issues. With more storm events, it is believed that more natural restoration will take place.
There is also established tree canopy in the area.

Chair. Tyrrell will visit the site and had no further problems with the proposed restoration plan.

Member Newell noted there has been a vast improvement evidenced in the photos. It was confirmed that the logs
do not have tops they are just stacked up on the site.

Members had no additional questions. This is being considered an addition to the previous approval. A draft
motion was requested for the next meeting.

Mr. LaFontan indicated that they will be planting later in the fall when it is more suitable.

Member Turoczi returned to the meeting and was seated. Alternate Pabst was unseated.

25-1W-0031 — 418 Flanders Road / Map 94, Lot 23 / 0S-100 District / Edward J. and Kathy Margaret Masiulis /
Within 150-Foot Upland Review Area of East Meadow Brook: Install two propane tanks on concrete pads.
Edward and Kathy Masiulis were present for the discussion. Chair. Tyrrell reminded the Agency that this was
introduced at the previous meeting. The site plan was viewed. There are two propane tanks being proposed on a
concrete pad next to the house, within the setback to a named brook.

Members felt this was fairly straight forward and requested a draft motion for the next meeting.

Member Turoczi recused himself and Alternate Pabst was seated.

25-1W-0032 — 21 Weekeepeemee Road / Map 39, Lot 30 / OS-60 District / Eliot F. Stulen and Margaret D. Adams

/ Within an Upland Review Area: Reconstruct stone retaining wall in existing location and install mitigative
plantings on hillside below to control long term erosion.

Eliot Stulen was present for the discussion. The application is to reconstruct an existing historic retaining wall in
part which is collapsing at the rear of the property. The wall is located in the upland review area. Part of the wall
is still intact and that section will remain, they are just fixing the portion of the wall that has collapsed. Photos of
the site were reviewed.

The work is to prevent erosion at the back of the house, provide safe access to the rear of the house and to
prevent undermining the historic foundation of the house. It is proposed to replace the wall in kind in a dry laid
stone wall construction.

Mr. Stulen explained that the work had already started, he misinterpreted Regulation 4.1 (maintenance of existing
landscaping). All work done to date has been done from above the wall. No machinery or material has been
allowed to go down the hillside. The scope of work is to remove and reuse the materials from the collapsed wall
and deposit it into the upper lawn further away from the wetlands.

Silt fences were installed along the lower swale area as well as a soil stockpile.
A planting plan had been suggested by the Land Use Enforcement Officer to stabilize the area below the retaining

wall. Earthtones has been retained and assisted with the appropriate plantings and schedule provided on the
plans submitted.

Copies of documents and meeting audio are available at the Land Use Office
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Chair. Tyrrell noted that what prompted the inspection was her viewing of the equipment on site, she questioned
how the stone wall would be constructed.

Soil is to be removed to provide a flat landing for crushed stone which the wall gets constructed on top of. The
wall slopes back and at its base is about 3-4 ft. wide. No filter fabric is used and it will be dry laid to allow water to
fiow.

Nothing is proposed in the sluiceway, just the plantings on the hillside below and a foot path of stone and gravel to
be able to navigate the hillside to the rest of the property. Mr. Stulen is aware of the flood plain and the wetlands
on the property, the entire property is in the upland review area.

The gutter system noted during the meeting is under an existing permit and tying into existing drainage.
A draft motion was requested for the next meeting.

Member Turoczi returned to the meeting and was seated. At this time Chair. Tyrrell recused herself from the next
item and Alternate Pabst remained seated.

25-1W-0033 — 10 Main Street North / Map 105, Lot 81 / MSD District / Localmotion LLC / Within an Upland

Review Area: Install 50-gallon dry well at rear of structure.

Chris McLaughlin of Groundworks New England LLC was present for the discussion. They were contracted to

provide drainage work in the basement of the property. Limitations of the property were noted; there is just

about 5 ft. from the building to the property line. The issue being where they can send the water. There is an
existing concrete outlet pipe approximately 39 ft. away that they would have liked to discharge the water to.

A pop up yard well was originally proposed. The feedback from the Land Use Office was that they should not be
discharging the water onto a neighboring property. A 50-gallon dry well is now proposed. On drier days, the dry
well can handle the water that is getting into the basement. Additionally they will install a full perimeter drainage
system, discharging into the 5- gallon dry well on the property. This will be hand dug, no heavy machinery. There
is a mere 5 ft. to the property.

It was confirmed that soil testing had not been done and it was questioned how they knew if it would infiltrate.
Members expressed concerns that a drywell next to a foundation is not favorable, the water will just go back into
the basement. Mr. McLaughlin explained that during higher rain events, water is going to get there regardless,
they are looking to protect the building during the light rains. They believe this will be an improvement as it won’t
be standing inside the basement.

Members felt there would be no wetland impact but felt that what was proposed may not work.

If the volume of water was known they could pump it up to a rain barrel, which would also eventually overflow.
The restrictions of the property boundaries are an issue with many of their options.

A draft motion was requested for the next meeting.

Chair. Tyrrell returned to the meeting and was seated. Alternate Pabst was unseated.

Copies of documents and meeting audio are available at the Land Use Office
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25-1W-0013-A1 — 61 Westwood Road / Map 38, Lot 38-2 / 0S-100 District / Kyle and Anna Haines / Permit
Modification of 25-IW-0013 by applicant: Eliminate approved mitigative rain garden and instead install at the
end of the roof drain pipe an energy velocity dissipator (stone outlet).

Kyle Haines was present for the discussion. Plans were submitted with the proposed changes.

Mr. Haines explained the challenge of space to install the rain garden due to the slope to the neighbor’s property.
This would require building up a berm on the property edge which is not ideal. He is also looking to preserve an
existing maple tree and noted that planting the raingarden under the tree was also not ideal. It was suggested to
him that they change to a rip rap culvert in the same area as the rain garden.

Gutter outlets would discharge into the culvert and just beyond is the existing dry stream bed. It was explained
that the gutters on the previous structure (of similar size) drained out into the lawn and into the streambed. The
area would not need to be excavated as it pitches down to the dry stream bed currently. It s just putting the rip
rap in the existing swale area to slow the water before going into the dry streambed.

Plans were reviewed by the Agency. It was discussed that the water is already directed to the neighbor’s property.
It will still be going to the existing pipe to the planned dissipator and then out to the dry streambed which is also
rocks. The dry streambed runs through his neighbor’s property and then across the street.

Members understood that the drainage/streambed has been existing. A draft motion was requested for the next
meeting.

PENDING APPLICATIONS / DELIBERATIONS

25-1W-0029 — 614 Main Street South / Map 102, Lot 25 / MQ District / Dollar General, Mark Cipriano /
Remediation: Restore “exclusionary” fencing.

Ms. Qendresa of Stone Arch who subcontracted the fence company, was present for the discussion.

Ms. Qendresa reviewed the plans to attach the Animex fence to the chain link fence with ties.

The Agency requested the following:
e The Animex fence should be double sided (all) white,
e [t should be hand shoveled and keyed into the ground (no additional soil required); and
¢ It should be attached to the chain link fence with stainless steel ties.

A draft motion was requested for the next meeting.

25-1W-0030 ~ Clubhouse Drive / Map 48, Lot 8A / 0S-60 District / Woodlake, Inc., Pilicy & Ryan (agent) / Within
an Upland Review Area: Make permanent as property management office temporary office trailer.

Atty. Pilicy was present for the discussion. Chair. Tyrrell noted that in their previous approval motion they included
all the wetland protection conditions. To go from something that was temporary to permanent does not
necessarily change that. There is no impact and no proposed activity.

A draft motion was requested for the next meeting.

ENFORCEMENT & WETLANDS UPDATE

e  24-1W-0034 — 300 Minortown Road / Map 10, Lot 9, 0S-60 District / Douglas W. & Kimberly Lindell
Open permit issued for driveway associated with new single-family dwelling.

Matt Lindell was present for the discussion. A letter from his engineer was distributed along with a letter
from his Attorney to the Land Use Office regarding cancellation of the proposed site walk.

Copies of documents and meeting audio are available at the Land Use Office
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Mr. Lindell felt that it was inappropriate to have the public on their property. He did not have issue with
the Agency coming onto the property.

Chair. Tyrrell felt as a board they should see the same things together at the same time to view things in
the same condition. She has spoken with the Town Attorney; it has to be a public meeting if the board
goes together. Due to Freedom of Information, if the Agency goes on a site walk as a quorum, it is
considered a public meeting and requires the ability for the public to attend

Mr. Lindell was adamant that he was not willing to have a public meeting. Some members had no issue
with going two at a time along with the engineer. Chair. Tyrrell indicated that the Agency customarily
does site walks as a group.

Trespassing has been an ongoing issue for Mr. Lindell and he is unwilling to invite the public onto his
property.

Chair. Tyrrell indicated that the Town Attorney stated that the Agency could schedule a site walk as a
meeting and that he would talk to their attorney if necessary. Planner Agresta noted that the code allows
the Agency, with reasonable notice, to walk the property. It is the Freedom of Information Act that
triggers the requirement to open it to the public.

Members tried to encourage Mr. Lindell to allow the site walk to take place as a whole.

It was discussed that a complaint had been made, Mr. Lindell feeling that there should have been a record
of that information.

The Agency based their need for a site walk on inspection photos taken by the Land Use Enforcement
Officer. The Agency had viewed the photos and had questions as to whether or not the approved plans
had been followed. Mr. Lindell understood this and welcomed the Agency but would not condone the
public access.

Members viewed the inspection photos in question along with Mr. Lindell's explanation of them. Planner
Agresta indicated an area before the first wetland crossing that did not appear as part of the plan. The
driveway width was questioned. There was not much shoulder work in the plans, it appears wider.

Leoking at photos is sometimes unclear. It was acknowledged that some measures are logically being
taken during site work. Clearing limits may have been misconstrued by some, however, they were fairly
wide and the trees were marked. Additional water controls have been added.

it was noted that the conduit has not been installed, three crossings have been marked to be done, basins
have been sculpted out and staked by the engineer and outlets not completed. A wetland up the
driveway was questioned and stated to be untouched.

The contractor was dealing with water situations as they arose, these alterations to the plan should have
been made known to the Agency.

It was confirmed that the existing mulch will remain for erosion control. Alternate Pabst noted it is

shredded, not chipped and is a good stabilizer. 1t was confirmed that the planting plan was just around
the basins.

Copies of documents and meeting audio are available at the Land Use Office
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The Agency requested the Town Attorney contact the applicant’s attorney with regards to walking the site
as a whole. Mr. Lindell reiterating that he would like to accommodate the Agency but wants to protect
their privacy.

e  25-ENF-IW01 — 330 Minortown Road / Map 10, Lot 7B-2 / OS-60 / Erjan & Lori Hoxha

Unauthorized filling, grading, excavating, alterations and installation of a building foundation.
The item is still on the agenda, until the applicant implements the approval, it is still a violation. The
Chair. felt that the property owners should have been present. The Land Use Enforcement Officer
indicated that the owners were advised that their presence was not needed at this meeting. The
application was approved at the last meeting; they are responsible for following the conditions of
approval.

e  23-ENF-0002 — 197 Minortown Road / Map 25, Lot 2A-2 / 0S-60 District / Michelle Fusco
Unauthorized driveway installation. Planner Agresta reminded there was a permit approval, they have
not acted on it, but they still have time.

e  24-ENF-IW04 —544 Old Sherman Hill Road / Map 2, Lot 5 / 0S-80 / Nicholas Bennett
Unauthorized activities. It was reminded that at the last meeting Mr. Bennett was given until September
8, 2025 to update the Agency.

e  23-ENF-IW05 —57 Lake Road / Map 77, Lot 3 & 7 / OS-60 / Robert Taggett
Unauthorized driveway installation. The application was denied at the last meeting. This item should be
sent to the Town Attorney to move the enforcement forward.

e  23-ENF-IW06 — 13 Edward Avenue / Map 77, Lot 4-26, 27 & 2 / 0S-60 / Robert J. Taggett

Unauthorized driveway installation. (See 23-ENF-IW05 comment noted above)

ADMINISTRATIVE

Regular Meeting Minutes — 08/11/25
Page 3 - 4" paragraph to read: “The Agency felt that the proposed black color of the exclusionary fencing would be
inappropriate...”

MOTION:

To approve the minutes of the August 11, 2025 meeting as amended.
Made by TUROCZI, Seconded by NEWELL

Vote: 5-0-0 — APPROVED - Motion Passed

Aye Gillette, Newell, Turoczi, Tyrrell, Werner
Nay None
Abstain None

Regulation Review — DRAFT Forest Practices Regulations

Members discussed the option of not including Forestry Regulations in their code and let the state forester
oversee this. The Agency would still be required to review the work for any wetland impacts. It was noted that
this is for commercial timbering and as such there would not be many applications for this.

MOTION:
To decline to regulate Timber Foresting practices.

Made by NEWELL, Seconded by WERNER

Aye Gillette, Newell, Turoczi, Tyrrell, Werner
Nay None

Copies of documents and meeting audio are available at the Land Use Office
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Abstain None

CORRESPONDENCE — Noted were two memos from Planner Agresta, one regarding new training requirements for
the Agency and the other updating the Agency on the progress of the wetland GIS layers. At this time members
were shown the new wetlands layers on the GIS, Planner Agresta noting these are just additional tools for
residents.

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR - Alternate Gillette questioned whether water trucks can withdraw from rivers.
ADJOURNMENT

MOTION:
To adjourn the meeting at 9:28 PM.
Made by Member Newell with no objections.

Respectfully Submitted,
Anne Firlings

Anne Firlings, Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Agency Clerk

RECEIVED & FILED

Copies of documents and meeting audio are available at the Land Use Office



