LYME CONSERVATION COMMISSION

INLAND WETLANDS and WATERCOURSE AGENCY 

August 22, 2012

7:30 p.m.

The Lyme Inland Wetlands Agency held a regular meeting on 

Wednesday, August 22, 2012 at 7:30 p.m., Lyme Town Hall, 480 Hamburg Road, Lyme, CT
MEMBERS PRESENT  Paul Armond Chairman, Ben Kegley, Beverly Crowther, Patrick Crowley, Priscilla Hammond, Sue Hessel(alternate seated for regular member Roger Dill), Bernie Gigliotti ZEO, and Patsy Turner Secretary.
MEMBERS PRESENT ON 8/12 SITE WALK:  Crowther and Crowley 
REGULAR MEETING
Armond: Items #3 through #6 on the agenda will not be seen at this meeting, there is a handout to review. 
Preliminary discussion of construction of a boat dock on the property of Andrew Barker on Hamburg Cove, 86-2 Joshuatown Road (formally the Bourne property). 

Present at the meeting were Jim Bajek and Cat Young representing the applicant.
Bajek: The property has been surveyed and the proposed access to the dock is this commission’s purview. 

Crowley: The area is sloped and the proposed trail will curve down to prevent erosion. The area will be created completed new and the dead trees will be removed. 
Bajek: There are no plans to remove any live trees, but some laurel will be removed. 

Gigliotti: Crowther suggested while on the site walk that photographs should be taken before the project starts. 

Crowley: The removal of the trees should be done with care as to not disrupt the hillside. 
Armond: The area where the trees will be dragged up the hill will be the same area as the proposed access. There seems to not be any issues.

Gigliotti: From wetlands purview there does not seem to be any issues; the zoning commission has a few issues with the application. 

Armond: A formal application will be seen next month (September 19th).  
Preliminary discussion of repair and reconstruction of a boat dock on the property of James A. Duncan on Joshua Creek, 33-2 Joshua Lane (formally the Pickering property). 

Gigliotti: Keith Neilson could not be present this evening.  There is an existing dock on the property since 1960 which is in need of repair; the DEEP is requiring the dock size to meet regulation of 80 square feet. A plan has been developed to meet the requirement but would be more disruptive to the area than repairing the existing dock.  Neilson is looking for feedback from the commission to present to the DEEP.  

Crowther: The positioning of the new dock area would affect the aquatic vegetation.

Gigliotti: The plan shows the repair to the existing dock and a proposal for a new dock. 

Armond: The commission can send a message to the DEEP the repair and reduction of the existing dock would be the prudent way to go.   
Armond entertained a motion to recommend the dock be kept in its original footprint and repaired opposed to creating further disturbance in the marsh. The motion was moved by Hammond, seconded by Crowley, and was passed by all members present. 
Gigliotti: The Planning and Zoning Commission viewed this information this week and would also prefer the rebuilding of the existing dock. 
Justin McCarthy, 86 Bill Hill Road, Tax Map25 Lot 45; an application for removal of brush and trees around their manmade pond.

Present at the meeting were Lisa and Justin McCarthy. 
L. McCarthy: The pond is manmade and is surrounded by a grass walkway; the goal is to clean up around the pond and trim overhanging trees and remove died limbs.  

Crowther: The applicants want to thin along the edge of the pond. 

Crowley: The proposed activity is reasonable and the pond is used as a fire well by the Fire Department. 

Crowther: The applicants should be very clear to what the plan is for the buffer area of the pond.

L. McCarthy: There are two culverts at the end of the pond which go under the grass area into the wetlands. 

J. McCarthy: Backhoes will not be used; the brush will be taken out by hand. The cleanup will be over an extended time. 

Gigliotti: If the soil is not disrupted than soil fabric is not necessary. 

Crowther: The type of trimming which is being proposed should not cause erosion of the buffer area. 

Armond entertained a motion to approve the application as presented. The motion was moved by Crowley, seconded by Hessel, and was passed unanimously. 
Michael and Judith Reddy, 60 Brush Hill Road, Tax Map 12 Lot 64; an application for use of herbicide to kill pond lily in their pond. 

Gigliotti: Cutting of brush will be part of this application, also. 
Present at the meeting were Michael and Judith Reddy.

Armond questioned the applicants as to what the goal is for the pond.

J. Reddy: The State has already approved this information for the herbicide. The goal is to remove the water lilies because approximately a third of the pond is being overtaken. 

Armond: What is the depth of the pond?

M. Reddy: The area near the spillway is approximately 10 to 15 feet. 

Armond: Water lilies do not grow in deep water. Aquapro is the herbicide approved by the State. Killing pond lilies with an herbicide will kill every type of plant in the pond and the pond will look like pea soup because the nutrients will be released into the water. 

M. Reddy: The alternative to using an herbicide is to dredge the pond, but the area cannot be accessed because it is overgrown.   
Armond: Rogers Lake committee has been harvesting and matting the vegetation.  If there is outflow from a pond the herbicide will kill plants downstream. A ponds natural progression is to become a field; an herbicide application is the worst thing for a pond. 

Crowther: Pond lilies can only survive in swallow water.
M. Reddy: The removal of the lilies can be revisited.

Armond: Rogers Lake Association has rejected the idea of herbicides; they are doing mechanical harvesting. 

J. Reddy: The pond can be dredged. The water lilies are spreading and are creating a mat of vegetation. 
Gigliotti to Reddy: Discuss the area where the brush will be trimmed and that may allow access for equipment.

J. Reddy: There was access near the bridge at one time; maybe that area could be cleaned up. 
Crowther: There is a nice natural buffer around the lake but there is an area which has become overgrown. 

J. Reddy: There are three areas that need attention; cedar trees growing in a cluster, shrubs are out of control and bittersweet is near the bridge. The beavers are not helping out in the correct areas. 

Armond: The activities on the land areas seem reasonable.

Crowther: The buffer is very important to the lake; the trimming should be very selective. 

J. Reddy: The goal in this cleanup is to cut some of the cedar trees and trim back the brush and thin around the bridge to gain access. 

Crowther: The buffer is meant to hold the land around the lake and is a habitat for wildlife. 

Armond: Will a professional be hired for this project?

J. Reddy: This work will be done by us; the project will be done over some time. 

Hessel: Can we suggest if a professional is brought in the plan will need to be revisited by the commission?

M. Reddy: A helper does come over to assist with the large items but will be closely monitored.

Armond: The commission’s concern is when someone is hired to cleanup an area the result is a clear-cut area; clear-cut is not what the commission likes to see around the water’s edge. 

M. Reddy: The option of the mechanical removal of the pond lilies will be revisited. 

Armond entertained a motion for approval of the shore activities but not permitting the use of Aquapro for treatment of the water lilies. The motion was moved by Hammond, seconded by Crowley, and was passed unanimously. 

Armond: The Roger’s Lake Association can be contacted for information on removal of the water lilies; the plants are limited to water depth. All ponds and lakes are trying to become fields.  
M. Reddy: We have seen the reduction of waterfowls that visit the lake. 

Armond: If your pond is healthy it should be left alone; herbicides will alter the balance of the water and the result would look like pea soup. 
OLD BUSINESS
Prowell property

Gigliotti: A letter was sent to Keith Neilson concerning the Prowell property (approval was given last year for a dock); the document before the commission shows what was approved and what the DEEP wanted for changes to the dock plan. The new design of the dock is less intrusive than the original; the letter stated to go forward with the alternative plan.  

Lonnegren
Gigliotti: A packet was received from Attorney Dave Royston, the proposed agreement on the Lonnegren case; there are two documents included in the packet for the commission to review and will be discussed next month.

Platner       
Gigliotti: Nothing came in from Platner’s attorney.
NEW BUSINESS
High tide line
Gigliotti: The legislators have passed a new definition of the high tide line, CJL, Coastal Jurisdiction Line which goes into effect October 1st. The document before the commission was created by a surveyor to be used in the interim. The commission should review the information because we will have to deal with the difference in the tide line location in the near future. 

Phragmites control 
Gigliotti: The Nature Conservancy will be doing a phragmites control in Lords Cove and Selden Creek. 

Armond: A rectified phragmites swamp in Old Saybrook can be viewed off of exit 1 off of route 9; the cattails are growing back and you can almost see to the river.
APPROVAL OF OUTSTANDING MINUTES
Armond entertained a motion to approved the minutes of the July 2012 meeting, Hammond moved the motion, Crowther seconded the motion, and the minutes were accepted with two abstention.

Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 8:38 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Patsy Turner, Secretary
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