GLASTONBURY CONSERVATION COMMISSION
(INLAND WETLANDS & WATERCOURSES AGENCY)
MEETING MINUTES OF THURSDAY, JUNE 25, 2026

The Glastonbury Conservation Commission (Inlands Wetlands & Watercourses Agency), along
with Ms. Suzanne Simone, Environmental Planner, in attendance held a Meeting via ZOOM video
conferencing.

ROLL CALL

Commission Members - Present
Anna Gault Galjan, Chair

Mark Temple, Vice-Chair

Kim McClain, Secretary

Brian Comerford

Brian Davis

Tony Patelunas

Commission Members - Excused
Louis Muratore

Chair Gault Galjan called the meeting to order at 6:30 P.M. and explained the public meeting
process to the applicants and members of the public.

I INLAND WETLANDS & WATERCOURSES AGENCY

1. Determination if wetland area enhancement at 2085 Manchester Road requires an Agency
permit or a Staff Permit — Rural Residence Zone - Kevin & Jessica Davila, owners

Ms. Simone recapped the application. She had met the property owners on-site and added that the
proposed trail was marked out. The proposal for cutting trees had been scaled back significantly.
The property owners will remove some of the bittersweet and grapevines, which will open up the
area and create a path. Less than 6 trees are proposed for removal. The property owners confirmed
the information. Ms. Simone spoke about the trees that will be removed, including an uprooted tree
in the upland review area. The scaled-back proposal allows for a staff-issued permit. Ms. Simone
had spoken with the applicants about the mugwort and Japanese knotweed, explaining that removal
would require a multi-year effort. The invasive plants are located near the edge of the lawn and the
woods. A staff-issued permit is appropriate and the applicants are being good stewards of the

property.

Vice-Chair Temple asked if any standing water was observed. Ms. Simone replied that she did not
see any from her vantage point and explained that the area was highly vegetated. Agency members
had no objections to a staff-issued permit. Ms. Gault Galjan asked if spraying the invasives would
need to be specified in the motion. Ms. Simone responded that there is no conservation easement
on the property and added that there are less restrictions. Secretary McClain noted that she
followed up with Shawn Dagle of The Glastonbury Citizen and explained that he is interested in
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writing an article about the property owners. The property owners thanked Ms. McClain and
expressed their interest in being featured in the paper. The property owners thanked the Agency.

2. Restoration Plan to correct the violations of the Conveyance of Development Rights and
Conservation Restrictions Agreement at 207 Keeney Street

Ms. Simone provided a recap and update on the proposed restoration plan. The information from
the last meeting was forwarded to the Town Attorney. No issues were found; the Agency can move
forward. The draft motion was displayed. Ms. Simone explained that the Town Attorney narrowed
down the timeframe for the restoration work and directed the Agency to item 7, which stipulates:
“The material (leaf rows, compost, stone) shall be removed from the site by August 31, 2026. The
restoration, including the application of the conservation seed mix, shall be completed by October
31, 2026.” Ms. Gault Galjan noted that she was not at the last meeting. Vice-Chair Temple has no
concerns and added that there was a thorough discussion at the last meeting. The Agency agreed to
proceed with the motion.

Motion by: Secretary McClain Seconded by: Vice-Chair Temple

MOVED, that the Conservation Commission / Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency reviewed
the 2018 Conveyance of Development Rights and Conservation Restrictions, the September 18,
2025 letter to Mr. Robert Howe (property owner) and Jonathan Luiz (Glastonbury town manager)
and the May 22, 2026 site inspection report and proposed restoration from Ian Cole and issues the
following Corrective Order:

1. The soil scientist shall mark the wetland boundary with pink and blue survey tape prior to the
commencement of work.

2. Install silt fence at the southern limits of the work area. A small area of controls may be needed
at the topographic relief point.

3. Remove all compost and soil stockpiles from the site. No earth material shall be deposited
anywhere on the property encumbered within the Conveyance of Development Rights and
Conservation Restrictions.

4. Ground conditions shall be left to match existing grades, eliminating ruts, ditches and other
uneven terrain where surface runoff could concentrate.

5. Collect and complete on-site soil testing to document the soil condition. Samples shall be sent
to UConn’s soil laboratory for analysis. The test results may suggest amending the soil in order
to facilitate the establishment of a high meadow. The directions on soil recommendations shall
be followed.

6. Upon removal of compost rows and soil, all bare soil shall be seeded with a New England
specific conservation seed mix to aid in establishing a self-sustaining tall meadow habitat:
https://newp.com/product/new-england-conservation-wildlife-mix/. The seed mix may be
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applied via hydroseeding. The Town may require the addition of tree whips to the restoration
area.

7. The material (leaf rows, compost, stone) shall be removed from the site by August 31, 2026.
The restoration, including the application of the conservation seed mix, shall be completed by
October 31, 2026.

8. Two additional follow up spray treatments based on consultation with the licensed applicator
and Ian Cole.

9. The landscape contractor and Ian Cole shall conduct a follow-up site assessment post removal,
to document the restoration completion and adherence to the restoration plan. The results of this
assessment shall be provided to the Town within 30 days of the site visit.

10. Ian Cole shall submit a written report to the Town certifying the restoration work is complete
and adheres to the restoration order.

Discussion: There was a brief discussion on tree whips, listed in condition 6 of the motion.
Result: Motion passed unanimously (6-0-0).

3. Application of John Robitaille for an inland wetlands & watercourses permit - stream
sediment removal — 269 Three Mile Road — Rural Residence Zone

Mr. John Robitaille introduced himself for the record and provided an overview of the application.
He explained that he would like to remove the sand and silt in the stream located on his property.
Mr. Robitaille shared several photos detailing the sediment and plant growth in the stream. A photo
taken a few years ago detailing the removal of sediment and plants in the stream was shown. Mr.
Robitaille noted that there is about 2 feet of sand in the streambed and explained that removing this
might help the trout return. He found a contractor that would remove the sediment and sand using a
machine with a vacuum. Some of the sand would be deposited in a sloped area to make the area
more even. The terrain on his property is uneven and drops off suddenly. He reiterated that the
sand would be used to make the slope area more even. The rest of the sand and silt would be taken
to the Glastonbury Town Garage on New London Turnpike or at the Bulky Waste Facility on Tryon
Street; Sand is accepted and the facility also takes gravel and crushed concrete.

Commissioner Comerford wanted to confirm that the sand would be deposited on the applicant’s
property. Mr. Robitaille explained that it is his property and spoke about having at least 10 feet.
Mr. Comerford asked when the photo detailing the clear stream was taken. Mr. Robitaille replied
that it was taken about 2-3 years ago, in the summer. The stream dries up around Labor Dayj; this is
the best time to do the work. Mr. Robitaille noted that, when the conditions are dry, there is about
1,000 cubic feet of sand. Removing the sand would allow for fish, frogs, and other wildlife to
return. Mr. Robitaille remarked that his neighbors prefer a clean stream.
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Mr. Temple asked if the runoff from the road was the source of the sand. Ms. Simone answered
that, looking at the maps, they found no large-scale developments; a source was not identified.
Commissioner Davis asked about the material lining the stream. Mr. Robitaille remarked that he
does not know for sure and explained that it could be cement or large stones. The Agency
continued to discuss the sand removal. Mr. Robitaille explained that the sand is about 2 feet deep.

Motion by: Secretary McClain Seconded by: Commissioner Comerford

That the Town of Glastonbury Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency, having considered the
factors pursuant to Sections 10 and 11 of the Town of Glastonbury Inland Wetlands and
Watercourses Regulations, Commissioners’ knowledge of the area, review of the written
information provided by the applicant and during the course of a public meeting finds the following:

That the current application is for sediment removal in a stream 269 Three Mile Road.

That the property contains watercourses, identified on town GIS.

That the proposed activity within the stream is not likely to have a negative impact.

That the Town of Glastonbury engineering department completed a review of the application
materials and provided comments on the use of the removed sediment.

b

MOVED, that the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency grants an inland wetlands and
watercourses permit to John Robitaille, for sediment removal in a stream, in accordance with
application submitted June 2, 2026 and in compliance with the following stipulations:

1. Permittee shall employ best management practices when removing sediment from the stream,
via vacuum. Work shall be limited to low flow conditions.

2. Permittee shall notify the Environmental Planner a minimum of 48 hours prior to
commencement of the activities covered under this permit.

3. Permittee shall comply with the comments from the town engineer’s memo dated June 16, 2026.
The sediment removed from the stream shall not be place within the Town’s right-of-way,
within 10 feet from the edge of either stream. Erosion controls may be required.

4. The scope of work and area of disturbance are limited to that shown on the above referenced
plan. The Environmental Planner is to be notified of any proposed changes to the approved site
plan, prior to conducting the work as additional permits may be required.

5. Lack of compliance with any stipulation of this permit shall constitute a violation of the permit
and the inland wetlands and watercourses regulations and the Town may initiate enforcement
action.

6. The permit is valid for 5 years from the date of issuance and shall expire on June 25, 2031.
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Discussion: Mr. Davis asked about the plans to prevent erosion. Mr. Robitaille responded that this
issue was brought up by the neighbors and explained that topsoil would be put in and it would also
be seeded to ensure stability. He does not want the sand getting back into the stream.

Result: Motion passed unanimously (6-0-0).

Ms. Simone will reach out to the property owner tomorrow. Mr. Davis remarked that it is a great
project. Mr. Robitaille invited Agency members to the site to look at the stream. There was a brief
discussion on trout and Roaring Brook.

4. Modification to the inland wetlands & watercourses permit issued to the Town of
Glastonbury to allow tree cutting in the Upland Review Area — 50 Nye Road — Planned
Employment Zone (review concurrent with CC review for tree cutting within the
conservation easement) — Patrick Boggs, Assistant Town Engineer & Greg Foran, Tree
Warden

Mr. Patrick Boggs, Assistant Town Engineer, introduced himself for the record. Mr. Greg Foran,
Tree Warden, introduced himself for the record. Mr. Boggs provided an overview of the plans. An
aerial view of the site and surrounding area was shown. The conservation easement was displayed.
Mr. Boggs explained that some of the trees pose a risk to the building and that the chart lists trees
that are compromised. A slide detailing the 33 numbered trees and proximity to the building was
shown. Tree 33 (20” Red Maple), tree 32 (28” Red Maple), and tree 31 (6” Elm) are about 10 feet
from the building. The slide detailed other trees located 25 feet, 50 feet, 60 feet, and 80 feet from
the building. Mr. Boggs directed the Agency to trees 16-22 (a mix of Catalpa, Maple, Birch, Black
Locust, Oak, and Maple) and explained that those trees are near the retaining wall area. Tree 6 (20”
Catalpa) near the end wall was also pointed out. Mr. Boggs noted that Mr. Foran would present on
the health of the trees.

Mr. Davis asked Mr. Boggs to reiterate why 31 trees have to be taken down. Mr. Boggs replied that
removing the trees would allow for the construction of the retaining wall and some of the trees are
too close to the building and pose a risk. Mr. Davis said that this project had come before the
Architectural and Site Design Review Committee (ASDRC) multiple times and he does not
remember any discussion about a retaining wall. Mr. Boggs explained that they are working with a
tough site and explained that the approach was to fit in as much parking as they could without
getting too close to the conservation easement.

Ms. Gault Galjan spoke about the procedures and expectations for applicants, developers, and
property owners, which include providing a detailed report from an arborist about the removal of
trees and the health of trees. She noted that this proposal calls for the removal of 33 trees from a
regulated area. Mr. Davis is also concerned about the number of trees and noted that many of the
trees are far from the building. The Agency discussed the retaining wall and the slope. Mr. Foran
explained that the trees selected for removal are predominately maple, and many with undeveloped
crowns. The trees behind the row slated for removal are healthy and can develop nicely. Tree
number 8, an elm, is prone to Dutch Elm Disease, and this tree would not survive pruning. Tree
number 4, a catalpa is a good native tree, but located near the parking area, is in poor condition, and
leaning. This tree poses a risk and it would be more expensive to remove it later.
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Ms. Gault Galjan explained that the Agency receives detailed reports and asked for an expanded
narrative on the condition of the trees. Ms. McClain remarked that this was approved a year ago
and asked for more details on the reasons for a permit modification. She also asked how many
parking spaces would be added. Mr. Boggs explained that cost was a big factor and added that
there was some poor planning. They should have had more discussions with the Agency. Ms.
McClain reiterated her question on the parking spaces. Mr. Davis said that the parking will not be
increased. Ms. McClain asked if the removal of 33 trees is for the retaining wall. Mr. Boggs
responded that the retaining wall is one factor. Another factor is the risk some of the trees pose to
the building; some of the trees are leaning and are not healthy.

Ms. Gault Galjan said that 33 trees are too many. She spoke about the application process with
developers and property owners and explained that they had not encountered a request like this.

Mr. Boggs explained that Ms. Simone had a similar critique and asked for a trimmed-down version
of the list. They have a shorter list with 16 trees slated for removal. Ms. McClain agreed with the
Chair’s comments. Mr. Boggs said that the list of 16 trees comes with the caveat of returning to the
Agency to possibly remove more trees.

Mr. Temple asked about the timeline and if construction had started. Mr. Boggs replied that the
project is under construction and explained that, once they have approval, they will proceed with the
retaining wall. Mr. Temple said that it would be helpful to have a site walk and have a tree expert
come out and explain which trees are dangerous and too close to the building. The Agency
discussed the list that has 16 trees slated for removal. There was no consensus on how to proceed.
Mr. Foran spoke about the risk of some of the trees falling on cars. Ms. McClain spoke about
consistency and explained that the Town should be treated just like any developer or property
owner. Several Agency members agreed. There was discussion on scheduling a site visit, the
timeline, and the July 16" meeting. The Agency spoke about the parking lot being 60 percent full
most of the year and fully parked only during meetings that occur four times a year. The Agency
discussed the problems with over-parked sites.

Mr. Boggs said that the contractors can work on other projects if approval is delayed. Ms. Gault
Galjan asked for more information prior to the site walk. She asked the applicants to expand the
narrative in the condition column. The Agency agreed that the information should be provided in
writing as well as at the site visit. Mr. Davis asked the applicants to provide photographs of the
trees slated for removal. Ms. McClain agreed. Ms. Simone discussed the timeline, the next steps,
and the July 16" meeting. Agency members reiterated their points about an expanded narrative
about the trees in writing. Ms. Simone will conduct a Doodle poll and send out information on the
site visit. Mr. Davis asked if the site was an active construction site. Mr. Boggs suggested
Commissioners wear boots and explained that the site is in rough shape. He will get back to the
Agency with more information.

II. CONSERVATION COMMISSION

1. Request to cut trees in a conservation easement — 50 Nye Road — Planned Employment
Zone (reviewed concurrent with IWWA permit modification request) — Patrick Boggs
Braun, Assistant Town Engineer & Greg Foran, Tree Warden
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2. Application for Recommendation to the Town Plan & Zoning Commission for a one-lot
subdivision at 765 Matson Hill Road — Jonathan Szcurek, Megson, Heagle & Friend - Lou
Ethier, applicant

Mr. Jonathan Sczurek introduced himself for the record. He noted that Kelsey Ethier is in
attendance. An aerial photo of the site and surrounding area was shown. The lot is located in the
Rural Residence Zone and measures 3.86 acres. Mr. Sczurek spoke about the Greenwald
Subdivision that was approved in 1997 and explained that lot 1 was removed due to the septic
system’s close proximity to the ledge area. The old subdivision plans were displayed. The lot was
purchased two years ago and the existing conservation easement was part of the original
subdivision. A site map detailing the new proposal was shown. Mr. Sczurek explained that
additional soil testing was conducted in 2024. Groundwater monitoring was conducted in early
2025. Suitable septic areas were found for primary and reserve septic systems. Mr. Sczurek spoke
about the drainage system and the rain gardens. The test pits confirm the soil conditions. Mr.
Sczurek spoke about the in-situ infiltrometer testing that was done and added that the proposal
complies with the regulations. Engineering reviewed the proposal and found no issues. Mr.
Sczurek explained that the work would take place outside of the regulated areas.

Mr. Comerford said that he appreciates the distance of the house from the conservation easement.
Mr. Temple asked for more details on the rain garden capturing the runoff. Mr. Sczurek replied
that, usually, the runoff from last 10 feet is directed by other catch basins. Mr. Temple clarified that
his question was about the water quality volume. Mr. Sczurek explained that the stormwater plans
would convey the runoff and treat the water quality volume. He directed the Commission to the
plans. Mr. Temple brought up erosion concerns. Mr. Sczurek explained that they did not expect
any erosion and referenced the plans. They would adhere to the Community Development
standards. The Commission continued to discuss the proposal. Mr. Davis asked Ms. Simone if she
was comfortable with the application moving forward. Ms. Simone replied yes.

Motion by: Secretary McClain Seconded by: Commissioner Comerford

MOVED, that the Conservation Commission recommends to the Town Plan & Zoning Commission
approval of a one lot subdivision for 765 Matson Hill Road, in accordance with plans entitled “765
Matson Hill Road, Greenwald Subdivision Section II, Prepared for Louis Ethier, Glastonbury CT,
Dated April 8, 2026, Revised May 28, 2026, 7 sheets and in compliance with the following
stipulations:

1. Permittee is responsible for the proper installation and consistent monitoring of the sediment
and erosion controls and stabilization measures. Permittee or designee shall inspect the
sediment and erosion controls and stabilization measures a minimum of once a week and within
24 hours prior to a forecasted rain event, and within 24 hours of the end of a weather event
producing a rainfall amount of 0.5 inch or greater, to be conducted throughout the construction
phase and until the site is vegetatively stabilized. Necessary repairs shall be conducted within
48 hours of inspection.
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2. The construction entrance shall be maintained in a condition which will prevent tracking or
flowing of sediment onto the public road. Maintenance is required and shall include
vacuuming, top dressing with additional stone or replacement of stone as conditions demand.

3. The locations of the proposed rain gardens shall be protected with hi-visibility fencing,
restricting access to vehicles and equipment in order to prevent the compaction of soil in these
drainage areas.

4. Area of disturbance is limited to that shown on the approved plan.
5. The Construction Sequence shall be stringently adhered to.
6. Prior to requesting a building permit:

a. The plot plan required for building permit application shall contain and comply with these
conditions of approval. Deviation from the approved plan design, including limits of
clearing and erosion controls, shall require review and approval from the Office of
Community Development Staff and the Chairman of the Town Plan and Zoning
Commission, who are hereby authorized to approve or deny the alternative.

b. Provide a current CT DEEP NDDB review with best management practices for species
protection, which are also to be incorporated into the submitted plan set and construction
sequence and shall be adhered to during work activities covered under land use permits.

c. The surveyor shall provide written notification to the Office of Community Development
confirming that the surveyed clearing limit is accurate and consistent with the approved
plans.

7. Prior to requesting a certificate of occupancy:

a. The conservation easement posts and markers shall be installed, per direction of the
Environmental Planner.

b. The engineer of record shall provide written certification to the Office of Community
Development confirming that the drainage systems are installed according to the approved
plans. The certification is to include any site modifications completed in the field not shown
on the approved plan.

c. The private stormwater management systems shall be recorded on the land records, as
directed by the Office of Community Development.

Result: Motion passed unanimously (6-0-0).
I1. RECEIVED APPLICATIONS SCHEDULED FOR FUTURE MEETINGS

Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Agency
6-lot Orchard Heights Homes Subdivision — 460 Matson Hill Road - Francis P. & Karin E. Duggan,
applicants
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Conservation Commission

1. Gutt Farm EIS review

2. 621 Goodale Hill Road recommendation regarding a Section 6.8 Rear Lot Special Permit —
Travis Granato & Kristina Zumpano, applicants

The Commission discussed the applications and timeline.

III. COMMENTS BY CITIZENS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS — None

IV.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES - Minutes of the Regular Meeting of June 11, 2026

The minutes were approved as presented (4-0-2), with Commissioners Gault Galjan and Davis
choosing to abstain, as they were not at the last meeting.

V. OTHER BUSINESS
a. Chairman’s Report
The Commission briefly discussed bobcat sightings.
b. Commissioner’s Report None
c¢. Environmental Planner’s Report

Ms. Simone provided an update on the Great Pond Preserve Stewardship Committee meeting that
took place on June 17, 2026.

V. ADJOURNMENT

With no other business to discuss, Chair Gault Galjan adjourned the meeting at 8:04 P.M.

Respectfully Submitted,

Nadya Yuskaev
Nadya Yuskaev
Recording Secretary
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