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Funding Sources 
 

Funding Source 
 

Description 
 

Reference 
EPA Environmental 
Education Grants 

The Grants Program sponsored by EPA’s 
Office of Environmental Education (OEE), 
Office of External Affairs and Environmental 
Education, supports environmental education 
projects that enhance the public’s awareness, 
knowledge, and skills to help people make 
informed decisions that affect environmental 
quality. 

https://www.epa.gov/education 

EPA Five Star 
Restoration Grant 
Program 

The Five Star Restoration Program brings 
together students, conservation corps, other 
youth groups, citizen groups, corporations, 
landowners and government agencies to 
provide environmental education and 
training through projects that restore 
wetlands and streams. The program provides 
challenge grants, technical support and 
opportunities for information exchange to 
enable community-based restoration 
projects. 

https://www.epa.gov/wetlands 

USFWS North 
American Wetlands 
Conservation Act 
(NAWCA) 

NAWCA provides matching grants to 
organizations and individuals who have 
developed partnerships to carry out wetlands 
conservation projects in the United States, 
Canada, and Mexico for the benefit of 
wetlands-associated migratory birds and 
other wildlife. 

https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-
american-wetland-conservation-act/how-to-
apply-for-a-nawca-grant.php 

https://bit.ly/2HvRUKs 

NRCS Wildlife Habitat 
Incentives Program 
(WHIP) 

For creation, enhancement, maintenance of 
wildlife habitat; for privately owned lands. 

https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/ 
detail/null/?cid=nrcs141p2_024540 

https://bit.ly/2khEqLw 

EPA Section 319 Grant 
Program 

CT DEEP administers a grant program with 
EPA Clean Water Act Section 319 funds to 
effectively and efficiently address nonpoint 
source pollution are available to 
municipalities, nonprofit environmental 
organizations, regional water 
authorities/planning agencies, and watershed 

https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?q=325
594 
 
https://bit.ly/2lZesNg 

https://www.epa.gov/education
https://www.epa.gov/wetlands
https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-american-wetland-conservation-act/how-to-apply-for-a-nawca-grant.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-american-wetland-conservation-act/how-to-apply-for-a-nawca-grant.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-american-wetland-conservation-act/how-to-apply-for-a-nawca-grant.php
https://bit.ly/2HvRUKs
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/
https://bit.ly/2khEqLw
https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?q=325594
https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?q=325594
https://bit.ly/2lZesNg
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associations. 

 
Funding Source 

 
Description 

 
Reference 

Connecticut Lakes 
Grant Program 

Provides matching grants for lake 
restoration projects to municipalities, 
lake authorities, and lake taxing districts 
at lakes that are available to the general 
public for recreation. Funds for the Lakes 
Grand Program are made available 
through authorizations of the State 
Legislature and allocated by the State 
Bond Commission. The Lakes Grant 
Program requires a 25% match for studies 
and a 50% match for implementation of 
control measures. When funding is 
available for the Lakes Grant Program, 
notification is provided to every 
municipality in Connecticut and to groups 
who have previously inquired about 
funding for lake management projects. 

https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2687
&q=322344&deepNav_GID=1511 
 
https://bit.ly/2lYqqHi 

 

CT DEEP Urban 
Forestry Grant 
Programs 

America the Beautiful Urban Forestry 
Grants:  Grants of up to $12,000 are 
available to assist municipalities and non-
profits in local urban forestry efforts. 

Urban Forestry Outreach Grant:  Grants 
for non-profit organizations in urbanized 
areas to foster outreach in these areas. 

https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2697
&q=322872&deepNav_GID=1631#Grants 

https://bit.ly/2lVFlSx 

NFWF Five Star and 
Urban Waters 
Restoration Grant 
Program 

The Five Star and Urban Water’s 
Restoration Program seeks to develop 
nation-wide community stewardship of 
local natural resources, preserving these 
resources for future generations and 
enhancing habitat for local wildlife. 
Projects seek to address water quality 
issues in priority watersheds, such as 
erosion due to unstable streambanks, 
pollution from stormwater runoff, and 
degraded shorelines caused by 
development. The program focuses on 
the stewardship and restoration of 
coastal, wetland and riparian ecosystems 
across the country. 

http://www.nfwf.org/fivestar/Pages/home.aspx 
 
https://bit.ly/IEaLTK 

 

https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2687&q=322344&deepNav_GID=1511
https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2687&q=322344&deepNav_GID=1511
https://bit.ly/2lYqqHi
https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2697&q=322872&deepNav_GID=1631#Grants
https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2697&q=322872&deepNav_GID=1631#Grants
https://bit.ly/2lVFlSx
http://www.nfwf.org/fivestar/Pages/home.aspx
https://bit.ly/IEaLTK


Still River Watershed Action Plan
Appendix B

 Public Participation and Outreach



Still River Partner 
Meetings:

Sign-In Sheets

Appendix B: Public Participation and Outreach



























Still River Partner 
Meetings:
Agendas

Appendix B: Public Participation and Outreach



 
    SSTTIILLLL   RRII VVEE RR   WWAATT EE RRSSHHEE DD   PPLLAANN  
 

PARTNERS MEETING 
3/26/2015 

DANBURY CITY HALL, ROOM 3C 
155 DEER HILL AVENUE ~ DANBURY, CT  

1:00 PM 
  

AGENDA 
1) Welcome and introductions  

  
2) Planning process overview  
 GOAL:  Outline planning process and near-term planning steps 

 Goals and planning process - Mike Jastremski, HVA 
 Status of CWA Section 319 Grant Funding- Susan Peterson, CT-DEEP 

 
3) This group’s role in planning process  
 GOAL: Work together to further define role of Still River Partners group 

 
4) Collecting and analyzing existing information  
 GOAL:  Develop initial list of data and docs for watershed inventory 

 USGS ongoing research - Jon Morrison, USGS 
 CTDEEP water quality monitoring- Susan Peterson, CT-DEEP 
 Municipal water quality monitoring- Ryan Boggan- Danbury 

               Ray Sullivan- Brookfield 
               George Benson- Newtown 

5) Collecting new information 
GOAL:  Brief partners on plans for work in the field to collect additional data 
and get feedback  
 Sean Hayden, NWCT Conservation District 
 Mike Jastremski, HVA 

 
6) Consultant selection 
 GOALS:  Further define role of consultant; identify consultant selection sub-
 committee  
 
7) Public/community outreach  

GOAL:  Identify outreach strategies for first six months of planning process 
 
8) Upcoming funding opportunities 
 GOAL:  Alert partners to potential funding to support work related to Still River 
 watershed management and planning 
 
9) Next meeting  
  GOAL: Set next quarterly meeting  



 

    SSTTIILLLL   RRII VVEE RR   WWAATT EE RRSSHHEE DD   PPLLAANN  
 

PARTNERS MEETING 
6/23/2015 

DANBURY CITY HALL, ROOM 3C 
155 DEER HILL AVENUE ~ DANBURY, CT  

1:00 PM 
  

AGENDA 
 

1) Welcome and introductions  
 

2) Public Outreach strategies 
 
a. Website demo 

 Mike W. Smith, Still River Alliance Commission of Danbury 
 Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
b. River Smart 

 Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 
 

c. Underserved Populations- Urban Waters Learning Network 
 Wilkins Lugo, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
3) DRAFT Watershed Inventory review and discussion 

 Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 
 

4) Stream corridor/subwatershed assessment Quality Assurance Project 
Plan update 

 Susan Peterson, CTDEEP 
 

5) Water quality monitoring 
 Rebekah White, Friends of the Lake 

 
6) Municipal/non-profit outreach: Still River Watershed Plan circuit ride 

 Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 
 

7) Other Business 
 

8) September meeting 
 

 

Note: A photographer will be joining us at some point during the meeting to take a few 

pictures of the Partners with our funders- we’ll take a short break for that. 



SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING 
3/22/2016 

DANBURY CITY HALL, ROOM 3C 
155 DEER HILL AVENUE ~ DANBURY, CT  

1:00 PM 
  

TENTATIVE AGENDA 
 

1) Welcome and introductions; 
 

2) Brief overview of Watershed-Based Planning process and our progress to 
date; 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 
 

3) Source Water Planning; 
- Marc Cohen, Atlantic States Rural Water and Wastewater Association  

 
4) Watershed Inventory and Synthesis of Existing Information; 

- Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 
- Jessica Leonard, Antioch University 
- Marc Cohen, Atlantic States Rural Water and Wastewater Association  

 
5) WestCOG LiDAR data update; 

- Carl Zimmerman, Western CT Council of Governments 
- Mike Towle, Western CT Council of Governments 

 
6) Field Assessments; 

- Ryan Williams, Housatonic Valley Association 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
7) Looking ahead: Existing Conditions Report and Public Outreach, Vision 

Statement and Goals, Implementation Strategy; 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
8) www.stillriverwatershed.org;  

- Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 
 
9) MS4 Stormwater Planning and the Still River Watershed Plan; 

- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 
- Susan Peterson, CT-DEEP 

 
10) Still River Youth Stewardship Program 

- Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 
 
11) Source to Sound 



SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING 
6/22/2016 

DANBURY CITY HALL, ROOM 3C 
155 DEER HILL AVENUE ~ DANBURY, CT  

10:00 AM 
  

AGENDA 
 

1) Welcome and introductions 
 

2) Municipal Updates 
 
3) Overview of new MS4 General Permit (effective July 2017) 

- Chris Stone, Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection 
 

4) Discussion: Connecting the Dots between the Watershed-Based Planning 
Process and MS4 
- Chris Stone, Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
5) Mapping Directly Connected Impervious Area (DCIA): WestCOG/HVA pilot 

project 
- Carl Zimmerman, Western CT Council of Governments 
- Mike Towle, Western CT Council of Governments 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
6) CT DEEP Integrated Water Quality Management 

- Susan Peterson, Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection 
 
7) Watershed Inventory, Synthesis and Field Work Update 

- Jess Leonard, Antioch University New England 
- Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
8) Still River Watershed Youth Stewardship Program Update 

- Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 
 
 



 

 

SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING 
1/10/2017 

BROOKFIELD CRAFT CENTER 
286 WISCONSIER ROAD, BROOKFIELD, CT 

1:00 PM 
  

AGENDA 
 

1) Welcome and introductions 
 

2) Partner Updates 
 

3) Watershed Planning Process Update 
- Mike Jastremski, HVA 

 
4) Review of Watershed Field Work 

- Savannah Judge, HVA 
- Ryan Williams, HVA 

 
5) Project Identification for Urban Waters Grant/Still River Watershed 

Connections 
- Zac Raslan, HVA 
- Mike Jastremski, HVA 

 
6) MS4 Update/Bethel Mapping Pilot 

- Carl Zimmerman, WestCOG 
 
7) Pending and Upcoming Grant Opportunities 

- CT-DEEP Recreational Trails: Jessica Leonard, Antioch New England 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 

SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING 
3/1/2018 

BROOKFIELD CRAFT CENTER 
286 WISCONSIER ROAD, BROOKFIELD, CT 

1:00 PM 
  

AGENDA 
 
 
 

1) Welcome and introductions 
 

2) Partner Updates 
 

3) Watershed Planning Process Update 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
4) Still River Watershed Connections Update 

- Courteny Morehouse, Housatonic Valley Association 
 

5)  Pollution Trackdown Assessments 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
6) Recreation Sub-Committee 
 -     Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 
 
7) Existing Conditions Report Feedback and Next Steps 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 

    SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

 
WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  

11/07/2018 
DANBURY MUSEUM 

43 MAIN ST. DANBURY, CT 06810 
12:00 PM (LUNCH PROVIDED) 

  

 
 

AGENDA 
The main purpose of today’s meeting is to agree on elements of the Vision 
and Goals for the Still River Watershed Management Plan.  

 
Welcome and introductions 
 

1) Partner Updates 
 

2) Watershed Planning Process Update 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
3) Existing Conditions Report Summary 

- Courteny Morehouse, Housatonic Valley Association 
 

4) Vision & Goals Workshop 
 

5) Recreational Trails Committee  
- Courteny Morehouse, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
6) Conclusion 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 

    SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

 
 
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  
12/18/2018 

BROOKFIELD CRAFT CENTER 
286 WHISCONIER RD 

BROOKFIELD, CT 06804  
2PM 

 
 
 

AGENDA 
The main purpose of today’s meeting is to finalize the Vision and Goals for 
the Still River Watershed Management Plan.  

 
Welcome and introductions 
 

1) Partner Updates 
 

2) Watershed Planning Process Update 
- Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
3) Vision & Goals Workshop 

- See handouts for Draft Vision and Goals 
 

4) Conclusion & Next Steps 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 

    SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

 
 
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  
2/21/2018 

BROOKFIELD CRAFT CENTER 
286 WHISCONIER RD 

BROOKFIELD, CT 06804  
RIVER ROOM 

1PM 

 
 

AGENDA 
The main purpose of today’s meeting is to generate objectives for the Still 
River Watershed Management Plan.  

 
Welcome and introductions 
 

1) Partner Updates 
 

2) Watershed Planning Process Update – Implementation Strategy 
- Housatonic Valley Association 

 
3) Finalize Vision & Goals 

- See vision and goals handout 
 

4) Objectives Workshop 
- See objectives handouts 

 
5) Conclusion & Next Steps 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 

    SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

 
 
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  
4/23/2019 

BROOKFIELD WATER POLLUTION CONTROL AUTHORITY 
53A COMMERCE RD, UNIT 1 

BROOKFIELD, CT 06804  
CONFERENCE ROOM 

1PM 

 
 

AGENDA 
 
Meeting Goal: Priority rank stormwater retrofit projects.    

 
Welcome and introductions 
 

1) Partner Updates 
 

2) Watershed Planning Process Update – Implementation Strategy 
- Housatonic Valley Association 

 
3) Presentation & Ranking of Potential Project Sites  

- See project packets 
 

4) Conclusion & Next Steps 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  
7/10/2019 

BROOKFIELD WATER POLLUTION CONTROL AUTHORITY 
53A COMMERCE RD, UNIT 1 

BROOKFIELD, CT 06804  
CONFERENCE ROOM 

2PM 

AGENDA 

Meeting Goal: Still River Action Plan General Review.  

Welcome and introductions 

1) Partner Updates

2) Watershed Planning Process Update – Implementation Strategy
- Housatonic Valley Association 

3) Still River Action Plan Review
- Housatonic Valley Association 

4) Conclusion & Next Steps



Still River Partner 
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    SSTTIILLLL   RRII VVEE RR   WWAATT EE RRSSHHEE DD   PPLLAANN  

PARTNERS MEETING 
3/26/2015 

DANBURY CITY HALL, ROOM 3C 
155 DEER HILL AVENUE ~ DANBURY, CT 

1:00 PM 

MEETING NOTES 

Attendees:  Ray Sullivan, Town of Brookfield; Sean Haydon, Northwest 
Conservation District; Mike Zarba, Town of New Milford; Dennis Elpern, City of 
Danbury; George Benson, Town of Newtown; Ed Siergiej, Still River Alliance 
Commission; Michael T. Smith, Still River Alliance Commission and Angry Beavers; 
Rebekah White, Friends of the Lake; Michael W. Smith, Still River Alliance 
Commission; Dennis Regan, HVA; Harry Rosvally, Danbury Public Schools; Elaine 
LaBella, HVA; Kitsey Snow, Town of Ridgefield; David Hannon, Western CT Council 
of Governments; Marcia Wilkins, Sierra Club Connecticut; Jon Morrison, USGS CT 
Water Science Center; Ryan Williams, HVA; Ryan Boggan, City of Danbury; Mike 
Jastremski, HVA; Susan Peterson, CT-DEEP 

Planning process overview: 
After a brief welcome and introductions, Mike Jastremski outlined the scope of work 
and watershed planning process and how the Still River plan must address nine 
criteria required by the EPA.  Two handouts were distributed (attached). 

Susan Peterson discussed how the Clean Water Act, Section 319 funding program is 
administered.  The program’s goal is to address and implement projects that remedy 
water quality impairments.  Watershed plans, which must include nine required 
elements and six steps, are the roadmaps to address impairments.  The Still River 
project contract should be done in a month.  No work can be charged to the 319 
grant until the contract is signed.  She also discussed what constitutes a match for 
the 319 funding.  Once the watershed plan is in place the towns can apply for 319 
funding for implementation funding.   

Still River Partnership: 
Mike Jastremski led a discussion of the group’s role in the planning process. 
Elements discussed included: 

• Working together to craft a mission statement and set overarching goals
based on existing information and new information; 
• Members serving as connections between towns/organizations and the
planning process; 
• Developing the request for proposals for consultant(s);
• Helping select consultant(s); and
• Selection of priority projects and programs

Susan Peterson outlined current measures protecting the Still River: 



• Improvements to the Danbury wastewater treatment facility; 
• DEEP will be working with towns to lower phosphorus in discharges; 
• Smaller towns will now be required to meet MS4 standards; and 
• DEEP is updating the MS4 general permit. 

Because the EPA defines stormwater that has been captured by a stormwater 
collection system as a point-source discharge under the MS4 program, this planning 
process must address stormwater before it reaches the collection system.  
 
A numbers of members shared ideas for the group to consider.  Among the 
suggestions were: 

• Reach out to the Danbury Fair Mall to examine its stormwater system; 
• Develop a strategy to encourage large commercial properties to become 
engaged with the watershed planning process; 
• Show the sub basins on the Still River watershed map; and 
• Look for ways to help reduce impervious surface in parking areas, such as 
the grass pavers in the Westfarms Mall overflow parking area. 

 
Collecting and analyzing existing information 
Mike Jastremski spoke briefly about the need to aggregate and assess existing 
information relevant to watershed management as an early step in the planning 
process. 
 
Jon Morrison from USGS talked about the current data collection for the Still River.  
The USGS has been collecting instant and daily streamflow from the Still River 
stream gauging station, precipitation data and water quality data.  The data show 
that the total nitrogen levels in the Still River have been dropping since 1992.  Total 
dissolved copper and zinc has also declined since 1992.  Most recent water quality 
sampling shows increased turbidity.  The river channel in flux and sediment 
occasionally buries the sampling device. Mr. Morrison distributed handouts showing 
some of the trends he discussed graphically; they are attached.   
 
Susan Peterson described the DEEP water quality monitoring and assessment.  The 
DEEP staff monitor each basin on a five-year cycle, taking biological, chemical and 
physical data.  Their report also incorporates volunteer macroinvertebrate sampling 
as well as data from the Fisheries Division.  If the waterbody does not meet state 
water quality standards and cannot fully support aquatic life and recreational use it 
is listed as impaired and the DEEP has to fix the causes of the impairments.  In 2010 
the DEEP developed a Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) for indicator bacteria in 
the Still River.   
 
Representatives from Brookfield, Newtown and Danbury gave updates on municipal 
water quality monitoring:   
 
Ryan Boggan, from Danbury Health Department, explained how his department 
tests the beaches at Kenosia and Candlewood Lakes using the Connecticut 
Department of Health (DPH) protocol.  Before the summer his department does a 
survey of the beach areas to identify any new pollution sources and take pre-season 
samples.  Danbury previously completed a Still River Watershed Plan in 1989.   
 



Ray Sullivan from Brookfield Health Department discussed Brookfield’s efforts to 
protect public water supplies and to extend sewer lines.  The Department is working 
with businesses to encourage to hook up to municipal water and sewer services.  
The Town is also studying tributary streams to identify water quality problems, 
particularly bacteria.   
 
George Benson, from Newtown Land Use Department talked about Newtown’s nine-
year monitoring program.  Town staff do riverwalks to identify pipe locations and 
identify other sources of pollution.  The Town also has macroinvertebrate sampling 
reports. 
 
Collecting new information 
Mike Jastremski outlined plans to collect new information about the river, including 
a field assessment of 40 impaired stream miles as well as adjacent upland areas. Mr. 
Jastremski referenced a map put together by HVA showing impaired stream 
reaches; it is attached.  A Quality Assurance Project Plan, or QAPP, must be 
completed and approved before fieldwork may begin.  The stream corridor and 
upland assessments will be conducted using an EPA-approved protocol and will 
result in a report to guide further investigations.  Sean Hayden of the Northwest 
Conservation District spoke briefly about his experience using the Center for 
Watershed Protection’s Unified Stream Assessment for similar projects, and spoke 
to the suitability of this protocol to urban watersheds. 
 
Consultant Selection 
Mike Jastremski asked the committee to help further define role of the consultant 
and asked the members to form a consultant selection sub-committee.  The group 
will determine the skill set the consultant should have and define the tasks to be 
done. Concern was expressed by some members about the potential for a consultant 
to draw down grant funds very rapidly; it was agreed that the sub-committee 
needed to develop a very specific set of tasks  
 
Public Outreach 
Public outreach is an important component of the project. Mike Jastremski 
explained that outreach would be conducted at two key times during the planning 
process at minimum- when the draft Existing Conditions Report is completed, and 
when the draft Watershed Plan is completed. Further outreach will be necessary, 
but is not currently funded through CWA Sec. 319. HVA will be developing an 
outreach strategy this spring and seeking additional funding. Rebekah White 
suggested that the schools could become involved, particularly volunteering or 
course credit work.  Outreach to businesses is also important.   
 
The next committee meeting will be scheduled for June. A conference call may be 
scheduled before June if necessary.   

 
  



 
    SSTTIILLLL   RRII VVEE RR   WWAATT EE RRSSHHEE DD   PPLLAANN  
 

PARTNERS MEETING 
6/23/2015 

DANBURY CITY HALL, ROOM 3C 
155 DEER HILL AVENUE ~ DANBURY, CT  

1:00 PM 

 
 

ATTENDANCE  
 Mike Cunningham – Land Trust of Danbury  
 James Ferlow – Town of New Milford   
 Susan Peterson – CT DEEP  
 George Benson – Town of Newtown  
 Rebekah White – Friends of the Lake  
 Mike Towle – WestCOG  
 Marcia Wilkins – Sierra Club  
 Katherine Daniel – Town of Brookfield  
 Jonathan Chew – WestCOG  
 Dennis Elpern – City of Danbury  
 Mike Jastremski – Housatonic Valley Association  
 Savannah Judge – Housatonic Valley Association  
 Wilkins Lugo – Housatonic Valley Association  
 Cole Baldino – Housatonic Valley Association  

  

 
 

ACTION ITEMS: 
 

All partners: Review website and send feedback to Mike Smith (stillriveralliance@gmail.com) 
and Mike Jastremski (MJ.HVA@outlook.com); Also please link to Watershed Plan page from 
your organization’s page if possible: 
(http://stillriveralliance.wix.com/stillriverwatershed#!watershed-plan/cxfw)  
All partners: Review Still River Watershed Fact Sheet and River Smart materials and send 
comments to Mike Jastremski (MJ.HVA@outlook.com); 
All partners: Review draft watershed inventory, note any missing items, send list of items to add 
to Mike Jastremski (MJ.HVA@outlook.com) 
 
 

MEETING NOTES: 
 
 

1) Public Outreach strategies 
 
a. Website demo 

 Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 
 

mailto:stillriveralliance@gmail.com
http://stillriveralliance.wix.com/stillriverwatershed#!watershed-plan/cxfw
mailto:MJ.HVA@outlook.com


 Getting and internet home for the watershed plan is essential as we 
begin public outreach 

 Need a place to send people who are interested in more information 
and getting involved. 
 

 5 Main Categories: 
- Greenway: Photos, links, history, maps. 
- Recreation: Conditions, USGS, fishing, paddling, forums. 
- Watershed Plan: Sign up, Facebook page feed, River Smart, watershed 

summit, partners, links to web, sponsors specific to watershed plan, 
documents 

- Get Involved: Still river stewards, how to join/volunteer, Still River 
Alliance events and commission, blog. 

- Events: Still River Alliance Commission. 

 Is there specific information people would like to see that isn’t there? 
 

 - RSS Feed: live, automated updates, news stories, publicity- 
o Which feeds would be appropriate for our page? 
o How can we filter out irrelevant stuff, ensure we have relevant 

stuff esp. local info?  
- Google Analytics: How many people visit the website, what they use.  
- What does this website look like on a mobile phone? Does it need  
   format tweaking? Today most people use their mobile phone as the  
   primary viewing source, strive for mobile site first, web second.  
  - Concept of creating a web community- a place for communication 
rather than just static info 
 

 Can people link to site from their site? 
 

b. River Smart 
 Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
 River Smart is an outreach program developed by several partners for 

the Aspetuck and Pomperaug watersheds 
 

 HVA currently working to expand it throughout the Housatonic 
Watershed 

 
 Primary target to date- streamside landowners. 

  -  Provides landowners with a set of set of clear, achievable actions  
     that individuals and families can take to reduce their personal   
     pollution contributions. 
  -  People are encouraged to sign the River Smart Pledge to put some 
     of those actions into practice. 

 Benefits of River Smart:  
- Lots of resources have been developed- website, postcards, fact 

sheets and flyers, etc. – a number of those were distributed at the 
meeting including a new fact sheet about the Still River and the 



watershed plan that integrates River Smart- partners should review 
 

- Easily identified brand that indicates an individual, household or 
business is committed to taking meaningful steps to reduce their 
contribution to water pollution problems (acting RiverSmart) 

- Can help MS4 communities meet obligations for public education 
under MS4 permit.  

- River Smart materials can easily be modified to include local 
partners and specific info about local watersheds and 
communities 

 
 HVA will conduct River Smart outreach to all landowners within .1 

miles of impaired reaches- roughly 3000 households  
- Initial mailing encouraging people to sign up (self-select as 

interested in the river and water quality), and then neighborhood-
scale gatherings to talk about River Smart and the watershed plan. 
Could follow up with neighborhood-scale stewardship events like 
a river cleanup or buffer restoration.  

 
 Comment made that River Smart is designed for the individual property 

owner. Can we redesign another aspect for commercial land owners which 
seem to be a majority of abutting property owners along the river? 
- Allow companies to display a river smart sign outside their agency, 

this starts discussion. 
- Important to be wary of creating a tool for “greenwashing” 
- New Milford, Brookfield and Danbury have mostly large scale 

industrial stream side owners.  
- How would the pledge differ for commercial compared to residential? 
- Shift focus to storm water management and riparian buffer for 

example. 
 Is there  monitoring/follow up process? 

- Make a contest out of it? 
- Develop a catalog of local examples of River Smart 

properties/practices. 
o River Smart ambassadors and local “project corps” to install 

things like rain gardens  
o Get organized groups to spread awareness or implement it into 

their projects (Boy & Girl Scouts?). 
o Recognition day for land owners who succeed, tours? 
o Target landscapers, nurseries, landscape architects to become 

River Smart. 
o Can college landscape architect students use the River Smart 

aspect in their thesis/final project? 
o UConn is pushing for projects that are more real world 

applicable 

 
c. Underserved Populations- Urban Waters Learning Network 



 Wilkins Lugo, Housatonic Valley Association 
 

 Wilkins is here with HVA under a Sorenson Fellowship from Brandeis 
U. 
- Sorenson Fellowship Mission: To put social justice into action. 

Wilkins is doing this through developing outreach strategies for to 
underserved communities along the Still River and its tribs. 

 Issues in SRW: Language and social barriers 
- Spanish, Portuguese, and Chinese are primary languages.  
- Subsistence fishing vs. sport fishing.  
- Cultural practice and religion. 

 Underserved population outreach strategy status:  
- Wilkins has made connections with the Urban Waters Learning 

Network- this will be an important resource moving forward 
- We are compiling a list of community groups, churches, etc. that may 

be able to help us connect with the underserved 
- Once list is developed, we’ll conduct outreach including bringing 

presentation about the river and the watershed plan to interested local 
groups 

 Can partners help us: 
- Understand which populations we should be focusing on in their 

community? 
- Connect with community groups in their area who work with 

underserved populations?  
 Partner suggestions:  

- WestCOG  has information on underserved populations through their 
transportation planning work  

- Contact Environmental Justice staff at CT DEEP  

2) DRAFT Watershed Inventory review and discussion 
 Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
 HVA summer River Stewards have pulled together an initial list of plans, 

regulations, studies and data sources that are or may be relevant to 
watershed management 
- Also a separate list of spatial data we will use to begin building a GIS 

database for the watershed- more work to be done on this before it’s 
sent out for review- stay tuned 

 Key component of EPA Watershed Plan element #1 “Identify Causes and 
Sources of Pollution” 

 Next step is partner review of initial list- especially important for partners 
to tell us what we’re missing from their community 

 Once we’ve agreed that we’ve cataloged everything, next step is to dig in, 
extract relevant information and synthesize. 
- What level of analysis is necessary to meet EPA requirements? 

 Partner suggestion: 
- Be sure to look at lakes in the watershed 



- Several docs that are missing were noted- please include these in your 
list as discussed 

 
 
 
 

3) Stream corridor/subwatershed assessment Quality Assurance Project 
Plan update 

 Susan Peterson, CTDEEP 
 

 Draft QAPP submitted to DEEP and EPA for review 6/3/15 
 Still being reviewed – A time consuming process 
 DEEP to return to HVA with comments- advise making changes and re-

submitting to EPA. 

4) Water quality monitoring 
 Rebekah White, Friends of the Lake 
 FotL is developing a WQ monitoring program under funding received 

from Royal Bank of Canada. 
 Additional funding request from NFWF Urban Waters Grant Program 

still under review- expect to hear this month  
 Draft QAPP in progress 
 Highlights: 

- 15 sites, volunteer based. 
- Monitor from April until October 30th (correspond with permits) 

o Every 2 weeks. 
- Buy a device instead of multiple kits to reduce time and spending and 

disposable kits. 
- YSI device 
- Meters are quicker and more reliable.  
- Newtown has devices that they can lend 

Testing for P, N, bacteria, DO, temperature, conductivity, oxygen 
redox potential, pH, and turbidity. 

- The sites are about 2 miles apart. 
- Looking for hotspots to target sources. 
- Test at different times, flows, temps ect.. 
- Key for tracking implementation.  

 3 grants in play (UW, RBC) 
 What sort of variability do you have when testing? 

 

5) Municipal/non-profit outreach: Still River Watershed Plan circuit ride 
 Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 
 HVA has received a grant from First Light that includes funding for a sort 

of Watershed Plan road show  



 Another way of getting information to community groups and 
municipalities 

Recommendations from Partners: 
 Go to other peoples meetings! 

- Who should we be targeting? (Municipal boards) 
- Lions and rotary clubs, chamber of commerce. 
- A lot of these groups have monthly meetings. 

 Invite the people you want to convince, not just friends. 
 Give specific information 

- Allowing them to become fully on board and not back out when the 
details are given later. 

- Economic development vs. environmental sustainability.  
 What should you talk about, you have to make them care! Give tours of 

basins, hear differing opinions. 
- Scare them – heavy into the problem. 
- What do you like about the river, how do you feel? 

 We are at the study stage – we think we know, but need evidence.  
 Can partners help facilitate these meetings in their community? 

6) Other Business 
 Westcog Remote Sensing Data: 

- 3 inch resolution spectra data of land use and land cover. 
- LIDAR data. 
- Many applications that will be relevant to the watershed plan 
- Contact Mike Towle if interested (mtowle@westcog.org) 

7) September meeting 
 Doodle poll seems to be working well- we will issue another in late 

August 
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SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING 
3/22/2016 

DANBURY CITY HALL, ROOM 3C 
155 DEER HILL AVENUE ~ DANBURY, CT 

1:00 PM – 3:00 PM  
  
 

ATTENDANCE 
 Carl Zimmerman – WestCOG 
 Sharon Calitro – City of Danbury 
 Paul Avery – Brookfield Health Department 
 Susan Peterson – CT DEEP 
 Timothy Nolan – City of Danbury 
 Marc Cohen – Atlantic States Rural Water and Wastewater Association 
 Alice Dew – Brookfield Wetlands Conservation Commission 
 Rebekah White – Friends of the Lake 
 Ryan Boggan – City of Danbury 
 Kitsey Snow – Ridgefield Conservation Commission 
 Dr. Ray Sullivan – Brookfield Health Department 
 Mike Zarba – New Milford Public Works 
 Jessica Leonard – Antioch University New England 
 James Ferlow – Town of New Milford 
 Nelson Malwitz – Brookfield WPCA 
 Jon Morrison – USGS 
 Seth Lerman – NRCS 
 Carol Donzella – NRCS 
 Maribeth Chassey – Weantinoge Heritage Land Trust 
 Nick Kaplanis – City of Danbury 
 George Benson – Town of Newtown 
 Ed Siergiej – Still River Commission City of Danbury 
 Joseph Dobbins – Danbury Youth Services 
 Liz deLambert – Brookfield Open Space Legacy 
 Marcia Wilkins – Sierra Club 
 Ryan Williams – Housatonic Valley Association 
 Mike Jastremski – Housatonic Valley Association 
 Savannah Judge – Housatonic Valley Association 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

ACTION ITEMS: 
 
All partners:  

 Review website and send feedback to Savannah Judge (sjudge.hva@gmail.com); we 
are especially looking for content to populate the Fishing, Paddling and Parks/Trails 
pages. 

 Like the Facebook page (Still River Watershed) 
 Share the website URL (www.stillriverwatershed.org) on your town or 

organization’s website if possible 

 Review latest copy of watershed inventory at stillriverwatershed.org and send 
suggestions for additional resources to Savannah Judge (sjudge.hva@gmail.com) 

 
 

 

MEETING NOTES: 
 

1) Brief overview of Watershed-Based Planning process and our progress to date 
(see PowerPoint) 
Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 Planning Process Goals:  
1. Develop a framework for collaboration 
2. Gather and synthesize existing science and planning 
3. Educate the public 
4. Identify projects and programs to address water quality, flood damage 

prevention, recreation enhancement, etc. 
5. Create a 9-Elements Watershed-Based plan (which will serve as a tool for 

future fundraising/grant writing) 
 Planning Process: 

1. Build partnerships: Recap of Still River Summit and Partners meetings 
2. Existing Conditions Report (ECR): Will consist of the watershed inventory 

and synthesis of existing information and new information collected in 
the field – this is what we are working towards as of this meeting. A draft 
will be put out for stakeholder and public comment 

3. Develop Vision and Goals based on the ECR that will guide the remainder 
of the planning and implementation process 

4. Develop implementation strategy: develop a list of potential projects to 
reduce pollution (construction and non-construction programs), 
prioritize projects, and develop implementation strategies 

5. Draft and finalize Watershed Plan: Draft Plan = ECR + Vision and Goals + 
Implementation strategy; will solicit stakeholder and public comments, 
which will be used to finalize the Plan. 

 
 
 

mailto:sjudge.hva@gmail.com
http://www.stillriverwatershed.org/
mailto:sjudge.hva@gmail.com


 

 
 

2) Watershed Inventory and Synthesis of Existing Information (see PowerPoint and 
attached Inventory) 
Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 
Jessica Leonard, Antioch University 
Marc Cohen, Atlantic States Rural Water and Wastewater Association  
 Key updates to inventory document since last Partner’s meeting:  

o New format 
o First stage of document synthesis process is established and underway 
o Continuing to accept additional items from the Partners (e-mail them to 

sjudge.hva@gmail.com)  
 General goals: 

o Compile relevant items in one location 
o Flag key information for the ECR based on planning focus areas 

 Steps: 
o When a document comes to us, we add it into the inventory based on where it 

relates to geographically, and based on topic (see Table: Data typically used for 
watershed characterization) 

o Marc and Jess have been working off of  Google Docs version of the Inventory to 
tag items based on planning focus areas: water quality, recreation enhancement, 
flood damage prevention and habitat restoration/protection 

o Flag relevant page numbers and copy relevant text into an associated Google Doc 
 Next Steps: 

o Finish tagging/flagging 
o Examine remaining items 
o Synthesize findings into a report for incorporating into the ECR 

 
 
3) WestCOG GIS data update (see PowerPoint) 

Carl Zimmerman, Western CT Council of Governments 
 4 band 3” pixels (extremely detailed): Good for examining land cover data and 

completing desktop assessments 
 LiDAR is an elevation dataset with 1” vertical accuracy 

o Has measurements from ground, tops of trees, rooftops, etc. 
o Red corresponds with higher elevations 

 DEM: raster products 
o Nice, clean product 
o CAD-compatible (useful for hydraulic analyses) 
o Can be used to evaluate the flow of water on a site-scale, i.e. an area as small 

as a yard or a parking lot 
 SEM: tells you where the surface is (e.g. tree or building) 
 Planimetrics 

o Completed for southern 8 towns in the COG 
o There is a 90% chance WestCOG will be able to get this done within a year for 

the northern 10 towns as well 
 Examples of derived or modeled data: 

mailto:sjudge.hva@gmail.com


 

 
 

o Land cover classification, such as impervious cover analysis at the parcel 
level (relevant for water flow/quality monitoring) 

o Water modeling 
o Stream buffer land use analysis 
o Forest fragmentation analysis 
o Contiguous areas study (in Fairfield County) – “The smallest connection for 

the biggest block” 
Questions: 
 Is this WestCog-wide? WestCOG has data for the southern towns now (email 

czimmerman@westcog.org for more information), and will ultimately be WestCOG-
wide 

 Is DEM for surface water only? Yes, the model does not have an infiltration 
component. Data can be used to model surface flows at a plaza parking lot to model 
where water is supposed to go and compare to where it is going (reality v. 
engineering) 

 How do we obtain this data? Eventually it will be public domain; WestCOG is waiting 
for quality control before going public. However, if you are interested in this data 
for research purposes, contact Carl to obtain data for in-house use only. 
 
 

4) Field Assessments (see PowerPoint) 
Ryan Williams, Housatonic Valley Association 
Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 HVA will be assessing 40 miles of streams in the Still River Watershed, which 
has been divided up into 12 subwatersheds: Padanaram Brook, Boggs Pond 
Brook, Miry Brook, Sympaug Brook, East Swamp Brook, Upper/Lower Limekiln 
Brook (broken into two because of its size), and five segments of the Still River 
main stem. 

 Original plan was to survey all impaired reaches in the watershed, but these 
may not always be the best choices (some reaches are buried and therefore 
inaccessible, others are in the middle of large wetlands, etc.; these conditions 
are not conducive to supporting restoration projects). To identify other survey 
reaches, we’ll look at: impervious surfaces, public open space and land trust 
properties. 

 Assessments will be completed using the Unified Stream Assessment (USA) 
developed by the Center for Watershed Protection (CWP). HVA staff has been 
trained and an EPA-approved Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) is in place. 

 HVA will map and document impacts including stormwater outfalls (also 
collecting water samples and testing for ammonia nitrogen at suspicious 
outfalls), severe erosion, impacted buffers, utilities in the stream corridor, trash 
and debris, road/stream crossings, channel modification, and miscellaneous 
impacts. 

 Ultimately HVA will create an interactive mapping tool showing impacts 
throughout the watershed that can be manipulated to show data of interest. 

mailto:czimmerman@westcog.org


 

 
 

o See PowerPoint for additional detail on data that will be collected and 
expected outputs. 

 Next steps: looking at upland sources of pollution using the Unified 
Subwatershed and Site Reconnaissance (USSR) protocol. 

 
 

5) Looking ahead: Existing Conditions Report and Public Outreach, Vision 
Statement and Goals, Implementation Strategy (see PowerPoint) 
Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 

 Draft ECR will have a major public outreach component. HVA will develop 
materials for a lay-audience, including: graphics-rich executive summary of the 
ECR, a multi-media presentation, handouts, and interactive opportunities 
including Story Maps at stillriverwatershed.org as well as on the Facebook page 
(Still River Watershed); materials will be translated into Spanish and 
Portuguese, the two most widely spoken languages in the watershed besides 
English. 

o Goal: have draft ECR ready for public rollout by late fall of 2016 
 Still River Watershed Partners will develop vision and goals for the watershed 

plan based on the final ECR 
 
 

6) www.stillriverwatershed.org 
Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 

 Changes since last Partner’s meeting: 
o New URL (www.stillriverwatershed.org), separate from the Still River 

Alliance Commission 
o New layout with pages dedicated to watershed management as well as 

recreation: fishing, paddling, and parks/trails. Designed to engage people 
in the watershed based on what activities they’re interested in. 

o The most recent version of the Inventory document will be posted to the 
website on the Inventory page. 

 Feedback from Partners: 
o Add accidental sewage leak information 
o Change Candlewood Lake photo 

 
 
7) MS4 Stormwater Planning and the Still River Watershed Plan 

Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 
Susan Peterson, CT-DEEP 

 HVA would like to provide the towns with resources to assist with MS4 
compliance.  

 Chris Stone from CT-DEEP Stormwater Section to speak to this topic at the next 
Partner’s meeting. 

 There is a map on the DEEP website with links to factsheets about each 
municipality. 

www.stillriverwatershed.org
http://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2719&q=567336&deepNav_GID=1654


 

 
 

 Lots of connections between MS4 compliance and the Watershed Plan and 
fieldwork 

 
 

8) Still River Youth Stewardship Program (see factsheet for more information) 
Savannah Judge, Housatonic Valley Association 
Joseph Dobbins, Danbury Youth Employment Services 
Ed Siergiej, Still River Alliance Commission of Danbury 

 HVA has partnered with Danbury Public Schools, Danbury Youth Employment 
Services, the Still River Alliance Commission, the Town of Brookield, and others 
to start a new initiative called the Still River Youth Stewardship Program. 

 Program is designed to connect young people with restoration projects in the 
watershed (e.g. buffer plantings, wetland restoration, invasive species 
management), provide job skills in environmental science, and create a new 
pathway for watershed plan outreach. 

 The purpose of the program is to improve water quality and build awareness 
about the Watershed Plan by giving young people personal opportunities to 
engage with the watershed, gain valuable job skills in the field of conservation, 
and become local ambassadors in their communities. 

 The Program will be divided into 3 field seasons: in the spring and fall, we will 
be working with Danbury High School and the Alternative Center for Excellence, 
respectively, and in the summer we’ll be working with Danbury Youth 
Employment Services. There will also be a big outreach component; ultimate 
goals are to educate youth ambassadors and build awareness about and support 
for the watershed plan. 

 With the help of our partners and supporters, HVA submitted a grant proposal 
to the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation’s Urban Waters Grant Program and 
is pursuing smaller, more local grants in the interim. 

 Restoration projects identified for 2016 include the Still River Greenway in 
Danbury and Brookfield and Lake Kenosia Beach. 

 The idea is to get the program infrastructure in place this year in anticipation of 
the restoration projects that will be identified through the watershed planning 
process. 

 
9) Source to Sound (see flier for more information) 

Mike Jastremski, Housatonic Valley Association 
 HVA is celebrating its 75th anniversary this year; to celebrate, HVA is organizing 

a Source to Sound paddle trip along the Housatonic and its tributaries, from its 
headwaters in western Massachusetts down to Long Island Sound. 

 Register online if you’d like to paddle for an afternoon or for the whole trip. 



STILL RIVER WATERSHED PARTNERS 
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING 
6/22/2016 

DANBURY CITY HALL, ROOM 3C 
155 DEER HILL AVENUE ~ DANBURY, CT 

10:00 AM – 1:00 PM  
 

ATTENDANCE 
 

● Marcia Wilkins – Sierra Club/Brookfield Open Space Legacy 
● James Ferlow – Town of New Milford 
● Tom Altermatt – City of Danbury 
● George Benson – Town of Newtown 
● Jessica Leonard – Antioch University New England 
● Seth Lerman – NRCS  
● Carol Donzella – NRCS  
● Susan Peterson – CT-DEEP 
● Mike Towle – WestCOG  
● Soumya Sudhake – WestCOG  
● Carl Zimmerman – WestCOG  
● Maribeth Chassey – Weantinoge Heritage Land Trust 
● Rebekah White – Friends of the Lake 
● Chris Stone – CT-DEEP  
● Karen Allen – CT-DEEP  
● Devon Tyrell – CT-DEEP 
● Mike Jastremski – HVA  
● Caroline Hilli – HVA  
● Brian Saccardi – HVA  
● Savannah Judge – HVA  

 
 

ACTION ITEMS: 
All partners: 

 Review new MS4 permit (effective July 2017): go to 
http://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2721&q=558562&deepNav_GID=
1654 

 

MEETING NOTES: 
 
1) Municipal Updates and Questions 

 Question (New Milford): Will the new LIDAR function in real time? 
Answer (WestCOG):  

http://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2721&q=558562&deepNav_GID=1654
http://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2721&q=558562&deepNav_GID=1654


o Derived data shot in 2015 has 1m pixels; vertical accuracy is 0.1 feet 
and horizontal accuracy is 2-5 cm. Carl Zimmerman can send level 2 
specs if desired 

 Newtown Update: 
o Just started a trout habitat assessment on Deep Brook through a 

private, $40,000 grant from an anonymous donor (able to start on this 
weekend) 

o Cole Baldino started the project last semester and has been 
coordinating  

o Trying to reintroduce/bring back trout 
o Volunteers are welcome 

 
 
2) MS4 Permit 101: Rain Happens! (See PowerPoint) 

Chris Stone, CT-DEEP Stormwater Section 
 
 The new permit builds on the existing permit 
 What are the major issues in the state that we need to address and focus on 

in the new permit? 
o Impervious cover 

1) Urban Areas (UAs): a measure of densely populated areas  
2) Dense development usually correlates with more impervious 

cover 
o Long Island Sound 

1) There is a TMDL for the Sound  
2) Everything (including the Still River and the Housatonic River) 

drains to the Sound 
o Impaired Waters 

1) EPA is placing more focus on impaired waters 
2) 80% of impairments in CT are related to phosphorous, 

nitrogen or bacteria (other sources include PCBs, copper, etc.) 
 How did we go about updating the permit? 

o Started with the current permit and began looking at what other 
states and agencies are doing, including MA, NH, NY, NJ and the EPA 
(every state was in a similar situation) 

o Primary issues: 
1) 303d (impaired waters) 
2) UA (urban areas) 
3) IC (impervious cover) 
4) DCIA (directly connected impervious areas): this is a new term 

in the permit and is where LIDAR will come into effect 
5) “Priority areas”  

o Illicit discharges 
1) One of the 6 minimum control measures in the permit 
2) EPA saw this was where people needed the most help  



3) Investigating illicit discharges is a labor-intensive process 
(involves popping manhole covers, etc.) 

4) The new permit gives the illusion of adding new requirements, 
but it mostly just provides better guidance/better descriptions 
of the requirements compared to the original permit (e.g. the 
current permit devotes one page to IDDE, whereas the new 
permit contains an entire appendix) 

 Who is covered by the new permit? 
o Any town with UAs  

1) The old permit determined UAs based on the 2000 census, in 
which 130 towns contained UAs and 19 towns qualified for 
waivers. There were only 113 permits due to a 
misunderstanding of municipal naming conventions (e.g. the 
Town of Groton vs. the City of Groton, and the Town of 
Stonington v. the Borough of Stonington) 

2) The new permit is based on the new 2010 census, in which 138 
towns have UAs (121 towns total) 

o The word “municipal” in the term “MS4”is actually a misnomer; the 
permit covers not just municipalities, but also federal institutions, 
DOT, etc. 

o UAs don’t follow census blocks 
o Originally, the state planned to cover every town in the state 

(including those that didn’t include UAs), because virtually every town 
in CT has impaired waters & impervious areas.  

 Six minimum control measures: The minimum control measures represent 
the core of the program. Every town or institution has to develop a 
stormwater management plan that addresses these measures and BMPs to 
implement them. There is a good deal of autonomy in how you can 
implement your program. 

o A key phrase in the permit is “maximum extent practicable” (MEP), i.e. 
do as much as you can with the resources that you have. 
Recommended that everyone take a look at the definition of MEP in 
the permit  

o The six minimum control measures are: 
1) Public education and Outreach  

 Detailed description in the permit 
 In one example, when DOT was cleaning out catch basins they 

found that people were putting bags of pet waste into storm 
drains 

 Target different audiences  
 Value of Partnerships: MS4 towns can partner with qualifying 

local programs (QLD) such as watershed associations, etc., who 
can organize clean up events, seminars, etc. Does not cost you a 
dime; just have to submit a report 



o You can solicit partnerships (e.g. if you have fliers to 
educate businesses, distribute them through the 
Chamber of Commerce)   

o PSA’s, radio, TV, billboards, door hangers, social media, 
town website 

o Need to consider different audiences 
o Summarize your efforts in your annual report  
o Targeted focus for specific impairments (see permit for 

more details)  
2) Public involvement/participation 

 Publish notice annually, via web, email, newsletter, etc. 
(doesn’t have to meet staff public notice requirements) 

 Make initial stormwater management plan & annual reports 
available on web & in hard copy at the town hall or library and 
provide a 30-day comment period  

3) IDDE 
 One of the hardest control measures (personnel-intensive) 
 Good news: existing permits should already have a lot of this 

stuff done and COGs and watershed associations can help  
 Every town has to develop a written protocol  

 Implement in priority areas  
 Citizen reporting  
 See protocol in Appendix B of the permit  
 Record actions in annual report 
 Establish legal authority  
 Map all outfalls and prioritize/rank for screening. 

Towns need to update outfall maps (been 12 yrs since 
1st permit)  

 The IDDE protocol is only part of permit not required to 
be done in 5 years (i.e. it goes beyond the term of the 
program)   

4) Construction 
 One of the easiest control measures; CT has had this in place 

for decades (construction has already been monitored through 
Erosion and Sediment Control regulations)  

 This permit req’s towns to update their land use regs.  
 Interdepartmental coordination (e.g. one town, 2 depts 

registered)  
 Site review & inspection  
 Public involvement  
 State permit notification: if project area is over 5 acres, towns 

should provide notification of state requirements 
  5) Post-Construction  

 After machinery is done and people live there 
 LID/ runoff reduction 



o Retain the WQ volume= the runoff from the first 
inch of rain  

o A lot of towns already have LID measures in their 
planning and zoning regulations; remove barriers to 
LID in current land sue regulations (e.g. curb 
requirement, etc) 

o Need to ensure long term maintenance for basins 
and treatment devices; we can’t have abandoned 
structures 

o Map DCIA to find out what’s out there 
 If IC is above 11%, water quality has been 

shown to be significantly reduced 
 New flight able to provide high resolution 

and MS4 needs to groundtruth it (LIDAR is 
not perfect)  

 Still consider it disconnected if it meets the 1” 
retention requirement 

 -we’ll get the basemap for you 
-COGs/watershed associations can do 
groundtruthing 

 5) Pollution prevention/good housekeeping  
 Employee training (Some people believe twice the fertilizer 

is twice as good) 
 Retrofit program  

o Reduce DCIA 1%  
o 1st 3 years: mapping, groundtruthing. After that, 

start disconnecting through retrofit programs and 
redevelopment projects 

o Permit provides a 5-year look back, so any projects 
(redevelopment projects with LID) can count. 

o Property Maintenance (parks, vehicles, dog parks, 
leaf management - not leaf pick up)  

o Some places have even higher goals, e.g. Chesapeake 
goal is to disconnect 20% of DCIA in 5 years  

o Street Sweeping: once a year in priority areas (same 
as current permit) program for rest of town   

o Catch basin cleaning  
o Snow management 
o Sampling  

 Sampling program reduced to focus on 
impaired waters P, N, bacteria  

 Outfall discharge testing 
 Permit gives indicators (not rules) to identify 

outfalls and look at upland land use 
 



 Annual Report 
o Developing a template 
o Steps: 

1) Read the permit 
2) Read your stormwater management plan (SMP): Every one has 

to update their plan for the new permit  
3) Tell us what you said you would do (for each BMP) 
4) Tell us what you actually did 
5) If there’s a difference between the two, explain why and how 

will you fix it? (You can leave completed BMPs in each 
subsequent reports) 

 Permit Timeline: 
o Current permit- comply until next July, but should be starting to gear 

up for the new one (COGs/watershed associations can help you figure 
out your niche) 

 Grants: can’t get $ to do MS4 things you are required to do anyway; however 
organizations & COG’s can get $  

 CT Conference of Municipalities is using a software that allows towns to fill 
out annual reports online 

 New permit becomes effective 7/1/17 
 Existing resources: 

o QLP’s (environmental groups, civic/business organizations)  
o CT-DEEP website 
o CT-DEEP is close to getting funding for a partnership with NEMO that 

would allow UCONN to be a major outreach arm of DEEP (e.g. by 
hiring a circuit rider to help towns with their program) and statewide 
mapping 

o Encourage coalitions and utilities- ways to come up with new $  
 Central Massachusetts Stormwater coalition is a great example 

of resource sharing (NH, NYS have coalitions, too) 
 Chris highly encourages questions call, email 
 
Questions/Comments: 
 Discussion between WestCOG and CT-DEEP regarding the data being used 

for DCIA mapping 
o WestCOG: The 2012 data flight CT-DEEP is out of data and relies on a 

raster; i.e. it won’t have impervious cover tags that would allow 
people to differentiate rooftops, driveways, etc. This is critical because 
the permit system depends on DCIA tracking. Could purchase 
attribute data for 2016 flight. Another issue is watershed definition 
scale; would need finer scale watershed definitions to look at 
DCIA/drainage areas 

o CT-DEEP: Focusing on the 2012 data because of the 5-year look back 
allowance. Will talk to their GIS people. 



 Question (WestCOG): How will the annual report requirement be enforced? 
E.g. what if a town isn’t able to submit an annual report for some reason? 
Answer (CT-DEEP): 

o Penalties are the LAST resort. If a town is showing a good faith effort, 
CT-DEEP won’t come down on them 

o Karen does a lot of MS4 inspections; towns have several weeks notice 
to compile their paperwork. She sits down with each town to go 
through their paperwork (e.g. minimum control measures, discuss 
what’s going on in their town, challenges/successes, etc.) 

o Report cards  for AR’s to let people know if they’re doing it right  
  
 
3) Discussion: Connecting the Dots between the Watershed-Based Planning 

Process and MS4 (see factsheet) 
 

 Looking at ways the watershed plan can compliment MS4 requirements 
1) Public Education and Outreach  

a. Website: not a lot of traffic so far; towns can link it to their MS4 
b. Mailings  
c. CT-DEEP suggestion: HVA should reach out to towns to find about 

what is being done  
2) IDDE 

a. Outfall mapping/ammonia nitrogen (dry weather sampling only)  
i. CT-DEEP suggestion: take a close look at protocol in the 

permit Appendix to prioritize outfalls (so we can get 
biggest bang for buck) 

ii. All impaired reaches as of 2012 (40 miles). Impaired 
reaches are a priority for MS4 

iii. If it is impaired but not in the MS4, its not part of the 
permit. 

3) DCIA Mapping 
a. Chris: satellite shows where impervious areas are; that’s where 

groundtruthing comes in  
b. Identifies what’s 11% IA or greater (a broad brush for such a local 

phenomenon) 
4) Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping  

a. Retrofits in watershed-based planning/recommendations for 
projects 

b. More funding flexibility for non-MS4’s 
c. MS4 could get a grant before July to do retrofits because it’s not an 

existing requirement yet; if you already have funding, it doesn’t go 
away once it becomes a requirement 

d. Resource sharing theme 
e. Don’t forget about the institutions 

 



 
4) Mapping Directly Connected Impervious Area (DCIA): WestCOG/HVA pilot 
project 

 WestCOG to provide high resolution mapping and modeling  
 HVA would do groundtruthing  
 Probably in Bethel 
 Will keep in touch as project develops  
 Part of HVA field work is going to include upland assessments  

 
5) CT-DEEP Integrated Water Quality Management (see fact sheets) 

 Eliminate pollution source 
 TMDL vision: how do we coordinate with other programs? 
 Look at other programs in the agency 
 See map: restoration screening potential tool  
 Social layer, too 
 Ran all basins in the state through this tool 
 Currently out for public comment due next week 
 Basins in need of restoration vs. protection  
 Map could be revised as part of the public comment period (until June 30) 
 Uses federal HUC system 

 
 
6) Watershed Inventory, Synthesis and Field Work Update 

 HVA has assessed 10.35 miles of stream across three towns (Newtown, 
Bethel and Danbury) so far, including Limekiln Brook, Dibble Brook, East 
Swamp Brook, and sections of Miry Brook and Padanaram Brook 

 Sending out mailings to streamside landowners to notify them 
 Jessica Leonard continuing to tag documents in the watershed inventory 

based on watershed plan focus areas and extracting relevant information 
that will support a narrative for the Existing Conditions Report. 

 
7) Still River Watershed Youth Stewardship Program Update 

 This spring, HVA partnered with the Northwest Conservation District and the 
Town of Brookfield to arrange two field trips for Danbury High School 
students to work on wetland planting sites at the Still River Greenway in 
Brookfield (see Facebook page, Still River Watershed, for photos and details) 

 This summer, we have a crew of four young men (ages 14-17) that will be 
working on restoration projects and job skills development at the Still River 
Greenway in Danbury. If any partners have expertise they would like to 
share, please contact Savannah Judge (sjudge.hva@gmail.com) 

 
   
 

 
 



STILL RIVER WATERSHED PARTNERS 
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING 
1/10/2017 

BROOKFIELD CRAFT CENTER, RIVER ROOM 
286 Whisconier Rd, Brookfield, CT 06804 

1:00 PM – 2:30 PM  
 

ATTENDANCE 
 

 James Ferlow – Wetlands, Town of New Milford 
 Liz & Don DeLambert – Brookfield Open Space Legacy 
 Jerry Reckart – Candlewood Valley Trout Unlimited (CVTU) 
 Seamus McKeon – New Milford River Trail 
 Joe Zipparo – Still River Alliance Commission of Danbury 
 Ed Siergiej – Still River Alliance Commission of Danbury 
 Harry Rosvally – Danbury Public Schools 
 Joseph Dobbins – Danbury Youth Services 
 Susan Peterson – CT-DEEP 
 Tom Altermatt – Engineer, City of Danbury 
 Jessica Leonard – Antioch University New England 
 Bill Devlin – Local historian 
 Marc Cohen – Atlantic States Rural Water and Wastewater Association 
 Ryan Boggan – Health Department, City of Danbury 
 Carl Zimmerman – Western Connecticut Council of Governments (WestCOG) 
 Mike Jastremski – Housatonic Valley Association (HVA) 
 Zac Raslan – Housatonic Valley Association (HVA) 
 Savannah Judge – Housatonic Valley Association (HVA) 
 Ryan Williams – Housatonic Valley Association 

 

ACTION ITEMS: 
 

MEETING NOTES: 
 
1) Partner Updates 

 New Milford: Working on getting a handle on the MS4 requirements, and 
moving forward with collecting baseline watershed data 

 Brookfield Open Space Legacy: The Still River Greenway in Brookfield, from 
the police station to the Four Corners, was completed this year 

 Candlewood Valley Trout Unlimited: CVTU does mainly cold water 
conservation; while the Still River Watershed is generally new to the CVTU as 
an organization, Jerry Reckart has been a long-time resident of Brookfield 
and recognizes the Still River’s potential 



 New Milford Bike____: Focused on moving south with the bicycle trail; need to 
secure easements for the bike trail to pass through New Milford. Currently 
working on a riverfront section of the trail at Youngs Field, which has 
included invasive plant management and adding a path. Recently engaged 
with an engineer to work on the lower part of the trail. The long-term vision 
is to connect the New Milford section to where the Still River meets the 
Housatonic.  

 Still River Alliance Commission of Danbury: Busy/productive year. Worked 
with HVA on summer stewardship program (Still River Watershed 
Connections), where crew did conservation work along the Still River 
Greenway in Danbury including invasive species management, garbage 
clean-ups, etc. The Alliance provided funding for a crew leader. Also 
revegetated the beach at Lake Kenosia. Annual events that happened this 
year were Clean City Danbury in the spring and Still River Environmental 
Education Day with Danbury Public Schools.  

 Danbury Public Schools: Seniors from Danbury High School did a planting in 
the spring and students from the Alternative Center for Excellence (ACE) in 
the fall  

 City of Danbury Engineering: Learning more about the MS4 requirements 
and working with the Army Corps of Engineers on a project in the Still River. 
Filed the City’s annual MS4 report and are continuing to locate outfalls along 
the river to add to our maps 

 City of Danbury Department of Health: Working with Ed Siergiej, who does 
fieldwork, at the Greenway and at Lake Kenosia 

 Bill Devlin: Helping HVA with Existing Conditions Report 
 WestCOG: High resolution mapping with data to support 
 Marc Cohen: Working with HVA to look at data/history to help draft Existing 

Conditions Report. Does source water protection; there are approximately 
30-40 public drinking water supplies in the Still River watershed. Also 
working in Sharon, where they are dealing with a road salt contamination 
issue. 
 

 
2) Watershed Planning Context (see handout: “Watershed-Based Plan for the 

Still River”) 
Mike Jastremski, HVA 
 To put this meeting’s agenda in the context of the watershed planning 

process 
 We are synthesizing planning and research, plus the field data we are 

collecting, and combining that information into a draft Existing Conditions 
Report for the watershed; we plan to have this complete by the spring for the 
public and other stakeholders to look at. 

 We will incporate that feedback, then develop a vision and goals through the 
Partners group that will serve as a basis for the rest of the planning process 



 Next we will move on to an implementation strategy, which will involve 
identifying specific projects to increase water quality, improve recreation 
and access to open space, improve flood protection and improve habitat 
conservation and restoration. 

 We will sort and prioritize projects and programs, make recommendations 
and roll it all up into a draft watershed plan which we will work with 
municipalities to adopt 

 Currently we are finishing field work 
 Question (Still River Alliance Commission): Will invasive species be a focus? 

Answer: Yes 
  

 
 
3) Review of Watershed Field Work (see PowerPoint) 

Ryan Williams, HVA 
Savannah Judge, HVA 
 HVA has been busy with field work in the Still River watershed. We have 

been using a protocol called the Unified Stream Assessment (USA) developed 
by the Center for Watershed Protection. We have been completing this work 
with the help of volunteers and interns. 

 We have a target of assessing 43 stream miles in the Still River watershed. 
These are streams classified as impaired by CT-DEEP; these waters are 
impaired due to high levels of E. coli, largely due to stormwater runoff. To 
date, we have assessed 21 miles in the field, and 4 miles that were deemed 
inaccessible via desktop assessment (i.e. impassable wetlands, stream 
through the airport, etc.), for a total of 25 miles (58% of the total 43 miles). 
We have assessed 61 stream reaches so far. Throughout this fieldwork, we 
are looking at 8 specific impacts (stormwater outfalls, trash, impacted 
buffers, eroding banks, channel modification, utilities, stream crossings, misc. 
features), as well as overall stream reach assessment. 

 Summary of Results to Date: 
o Stormwater outfalls: We have documented 205 storm water outfalls, 

17 of which we have tested for ammonia-nitrogen. Outfalls are the 
most common impact. We only conduct field work after there has 
been at least 24 hours of dry weather following any rain event of 0.10” 
or more.  This dry-weather protocol allows us to look for outfall 
discharge (when there shouldn’t be any, as it is not wet out). 

o Impacted Buffers: Another one of the most common impacts we see, 
impacted buffers are when stream banks lack vegetation, which leads 
to erosion.  It is common to find people mowing their grass right up to 
stream bank. We document impacted buffers that are 100 feet long or 
greater. We have documented 2 miles of impacted buffers at 46 
different sites so far. 

o Trash and Debris: We only document trash when there is a large 
accumulation. So far we have documented 11 trash and debris sites, 



which include: large garbage patches stuck on woody debris; lawn 
trimmings dumped into the river; and small, illegal streamside dumps 

o Miscellaneous Features: these are features that don’t fit any other 
category. We also use this field to document designated and 
undesignated river access sites. We have documented 14 river access 
sites and 26 other miscellaneous impacts 

o Stream Crossings: We have documented 138. We assess stream 
crossings using a protocol developed by the North Atlantic Aquatic 
Connectivity Collaborative (NAACC) instead of USA because HVA is 
using this protocol in other towns across the Housatonic River 
watershed. NAACC is a regional effort from Maine to Virginia, and all 
the data are publicly available through an interactive online database 
(can be found at streamcontinuity.org) 

o Utilities in the Stream Corridor: This category typically covers water 
and sewer pipes or conduits for electrical wires that cross the stream 
(does not include things like power lines, but rather utilities that 
could pose a threat to water quality). We have seen 14 of these. 

o Severe Erosion: Erosion is common, but we only document the most 
severe cases. We have documented 8 sites so far. Erosion is also 
captured in the overall reach assessment form 

o Channel Modification: Areas where the stream has been channelized 
using walls, etc. Channel modification is much more common in more 
developed areas.  Although only a handful of sites have been 
documented, many have these have covered a large proportion of an 
entire reach. We have 8 instances of channel modification 

 Next Steps: 
o Complete stream assessments in the winter/spring of 2017 
o Incorporate findings into the Existing Conditions Report 
o Utilize data in site selection analysis for future implementation 

projects 
 
 

4) Project Identification for Urban Waters Grant/Still River Watershed 
Connections (See PowerPoint: “Restoration Site Identification and 
Prioritization”) 
Zac Raslan, HVA 
 
 GIS model to synthesize all the data collected in the field so far so that it 

might be used as a launching point for identifying potential projects and 
programs that will best achieve our water quality goals, as well as have 
additional benefits for recreation enhancement, flood damage prevention 
and habitat restoration.  

 A more proximate goal is to identify specific projects for the 2017 Still River 
Watershed Connections program, which we will include in a proposal to the 
Five Star/Urban Waters Grant Program. 



 The data that went into the model include stormwater outfalls, impacted 
buffers, river access sites, trash and debris, and the overall reach assessment. 
Within each of these categories, we selected data fields that were most 
informative for selecting sites that would be suitable for restoration projects 
for high school students through Still River Watershed Connections, 
specifically clean up potential (for trash and debris), retrofit potential (for 
stormwater outfalls), restoration potential (for impacted buffers) and overall 
reach accessiblility. Other existing data include tax parcels, census block data 
(population density) and parcel ownership 

 Potential restoration sites can be displayed by the density of total impacts 
per parcel, as well as by the density of individual impacts such as stormwater 
outfalls, etc. 

 We are focusing our efforts on state, municipal and land trust parcels for ease 
of access for potential restoration projects 

 Next Steps: Our ultimate goal for this analysis is to be able to identify projects 
with high water quality benefit that also accomplish other objectives, 
including recreation/open space improvemnets, flood damage prevention 
and habitat restoration 

 We encourage community involvement in efforts to create the data that 
drives our environmental restoration models.  

 
Questions/Discussion: 
 HVA originally planned to look and land use impacts in upland areas with 

suspected problems. We are working with CT-DEEP to shift the upland 
assessment phase of the project to coincide with the implementation phase 
of the watershed plan instead of incorporating it into the Existing Conditions 
Report as was originally planned. WestCOG has extremely good upland data 
now, including a tree canopy layer that can allow us to identify which 
streams intersect with the best tree canopy for applications such as trout 
habitat conservation.  

 WestCOG noted that while HVA has identified problematic sites in the 
watershed, it would also be valuable to look at doing projects downstream of 
the highest quality stream reaches. Right now HVA is focusing on impaired 
areas, but conserving high quality reaches will be important was we develop 
an implementation strategy for the watershed plan. 

 
5) MS4 Update/Bethel Mapping Pilot Project (see handout) 

Carl Zimmerman, WestCOG 
 WestCOG mapping portal online; looking for suggestions 
 Working on a pilot project with HVA in Bethel. WestCOG is providing the 

impervious cover data and HVA is providing the locations of outfalls.  
 WestCOG talked to Doug Ardnt (Director of Public Works in Bethel) about 

doing an entire MS4 project with the town. 



 Very few municipalities in the state have gotten to the stage that we are at; 
this effort in Bethel represents a test project for the whole region, and 
WestCOG will be providing a template for municipalities. 

 In the spring, WestCOG will tie in field work to map impervious cover that is 
directly linked to streams 

 There is hardly any baseline data in the watershed 
 We have impervious cover data for the southern 8 towns 
 Detailed planimetrics and complete site-level analysis. This analysis yielded 

735,000 building footprints, and also includes telephone poles, etc. 
 Data are available through the map portal 
 Currently working with the state to acquire statewide imagery for 2016, 

which should be available in 2-3 months. 
 1-meter land cover 
 

6) Pending and Upcoming Grant Opportunities (see PowerPoint) 
 HVA submitted a grant proposal on December 15, 2016 to the CT-DEEP 

Recreational Trails Grant Program to create an action plan for the Still River 
Greenway and Water Trail. This would encompass routes for hiking, biking, 
paddling, fishing, etc. and was a partnership between HVA and the City of 
Danbury, Town of Brookfield, Town of New Milford, WestCOG, Brookfield 
Open Space Legacy, Angy Beavers Paddling Club, Candlewood Valley Trout 
Unlimited, and Weantinoge Heritage Land Trust 

 The vision is to complete 11 miles of continuous multi-use trail fron Danbury 
to the Housatonic River in New Milford, building off of the great work that 
has been put in by groups across the watershed at completed sections of 
trail, including the Still River Greenway in Danbury and the Still River 
Greenway in Brookfield. Municipalities include Danbury, Brookfield and New 
Milford. The Action Plan would build on work that was started through the 
2007 Still River Report, which discussed several potential routes for 
connecting various sections of Greenway, including easement acquisition and 
cost estimates. 

 The goal is to integrate this project with the Still River Watershed 
Management Plan by identifying projects that achieve both water quality and 
recreational enhancement goals. It would allow us to expand the range of 
possible funding sources for both projects, and would involve creating a Still 
River Recreational Trails Committee through the Partners group. 

 The selection process can take 6 months or more, but we could hear back as 
early as February (next month). 

 
 
Closing Thoughts/Announcements: 
 HVA will be submitting an application to the Urban Waters grant program 

again this year; deadline is January 31, so we will be reaching out to Partners 
involved over the coming days regarding letters of support, etc. 
 



 

 

SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING MINUTES 
3/1/2018 

BROOKFIELD CRAFT CENTER 
286 WISCONSIER ROAD, BROOKFIELD, CT 

1:00 PM – 3:30 PM 
 

IN ATTENDANCE:  
Mike Jastremski, HVA 
Courteny Morehouse, HVA 
Seamus McKeon, Housatonic River Trail 
Ray Sullivan, Brookfield Health Dept. 
George Benson, Newtown Planning 
Tom Altermatt, Danbury Engineering 
Dan Petrovich, Danbury Engineering 
Alice Dew, Brookfield Land Use 
Nelson Malwitz, Brookfield WPCD 
Mary Ellen Lemay, H2H Regional Conservation Partnership 
Liz deLambert, Bosli – Brookfield Open Space Legacy 
Carrie Davis, Weantinoge Heritage Land Trust 
Rebekah White, Friends of the Lake 
Harry Rosvally, Danbury Public Schools 
Joseph Mead, City of Danbury Health Dept.  
Guy Holzer, USGS 
John Morrison, USGS 
Susan Peterson, CT DEEP (Water) 
Mark Cohen, ASRWWA 
Bill Devlin, Danbury 
James Ferlow, New Milford Wetlands 
Ed Siergeij, Still River Alliance Commission 
 
1) Welcome and introductions 

 
2) Partner Updates 

 Still River Alliance Commission – Lots of activity at the Still River Greenway- 
river clean-up for Clean City Danbury Day, Connections Crew at Still River 
Greenway in summer, and Still River Day environmental education event in the 
fall. 

 New Milford Wetlands – Kayak ramp built at Erickson Rd., two ramps and 
portage around falls planned for Harrybrooke Park  

 ASRWWA – Working on a safe water report for Bethel 
 CT DEEP – Talked about 319 funding for this watershed plan, the report as well 

as smaller funding projects such as the reconstructed wetland in Brookfield. 
 USGS – Long-term study at Brookfield gaging station. Reports are being put 

together that show results for turbidity (as a proxy for Phosphorus) and 



 

 

conductivity in the Still River. Dramatic increases in chloride concentrations 
have been noted. Should go in ECR  

 Danbury Health Dept. – Danbury ramping up and preparing to meet MS4 permit 
requirements, looking at illicit discharge detection and elimination 

 Danbury Public Schools – Still River Day and focus on environmental education 
in the Still  

 Friends of the Lake – Continuing to monitor nutrient levels in Lake Lillinonah on 
which the Still River has a big impact. New development of Water Chesnut in the 
lake that they suspect is coming down from Still River.  

 Weantinoge – Connections work planned at Still River Preserve - invasives 
removal around rare plants identified 

 Bosli – Excited about the work that’s being done and is working to connect 
Brookfield through the river 

 H2H – Working on Co-occurrence Map that will map sections with high 
conservation value. Could get integrated into ECR. Should be done this month 

 Brookfield WPCD – Working on updating sewers built in 1950s, about 120 
houses, that feed into the Still River 

 Brookfield Land Use – Working on MS4 permit prep including sediment basin 
retrofits, and rewriting land use  

 Danbury Engineering – MS4 work including mapping drainage system & 
catchment areas 

 Newtown Planning – Doing sampling on two of the tributaries of the Still River 
as well as other bodies of water not part of the Still River drainage basin 

 Brookfield DPH – Study of E. coli & Phosphorous in tributaries 
o Housatonic River Trail – Connecting trail north to south from 

Gaylordsville to the Greenway in Brookfield. Funding is a challenge but 
working with property owners and corp. lands such as Kimberly 
 

3) Watershed Planning Process Update 
Mike Jastremski, HVA – Just finished up the ECR which the partners will have 
6 weeks to review and provide feedback. This will help build the vision and 
goals for the watershed plan that will lead to implementation in two forms. 
1) Construction Projects and 2) Non-construction programs 
 

4) Still River Watershed Connections Update 
Courteny Morehouse, HVA – Overview of Connections program including last 
year’s accomplishments project partners and this year’s project sites which 
are: 

 Buffer planting around impounded pond at Bennett Park 
 Invasives management, trail maintenance and rare plants 

preservation at Still River Preserve 
 Japanese knotweed and buffer planting at Still River Greenway 
 Canoe portage around falls at Harrybrooke Park 
 Still River Day in the fall at Still River Greenway 

James Ferlow warned to stay clear of owner of empty building at 1 Gallows Rd.  



 Suggestion to connect with West Conn professors Dr. Pinou and Mitch
Wegner, Jane Gooddall Roots and Shoots (Ed Siergeij has contact to
provide)

5) Pollution Trackdown Assessments
 Mike Jastremski, HVA – HVA received 319 funding to revisit suspicious

outfalls flagged in the Unified Stream Assessment and do water quality
testing to trackdown illicit discharge.

 Discussed overlap with MS4 permit work and how these could aid towns in
their MS4 requirements, will continue conversation with towns about
overlap.

6) Recreation Sub-Committee
 Mike Jastremski, HVA – Due to the unique needs of recreation, its proposed

that a subcommittee form to work on enhancing recreation in the watershed
including signage, increased access to the river, and outreach. Partners
agreed this would be a good idea.

 Susan Peterson talked about a river trail map from a paddling group
sponsored by RCND, might have focused on the Housatonic but perhaps
mapped the Still River. Would be worth tracking down and integrating into
the ECR.

 Ed Siergeij talked about redoing the signs at Still River Greenway and offered
support for standardizing the signs for the Still River Greenway. Harry
Rosvally added that the focus to the Greenway signs has been education.

 Mentioned an opportunity to recognize Still River recreation on Nat’l Trails
day, 1st Saturday in June.

 There was general support for a Recreation Sub-Committee moving forward.

7) Existing Conditions Report Feedback and Next Steps
 Mike Jastremski, HVA – Outlined how the report was put together. Report is

in 2 sections, the first summarizes over 250 reference materials. The second
is on the ground field assessments using Unified Stream Assessment protocol
developed by the Center for Watershed Protection. We’re looking for
feedback in the next 6 weeks about the narrative of the first section and any
improvements. What is missing from Part 2 are the photos of all the impact
forms.

 Following partners review, HVA will update the report with the feedback and
release it for public review and comment.

 USGS suggested integrating the new information they’re collecting on
Chloride which seems to directly line up from road salting changes in
municipalities in 2006. Chloride has spiked over the last 10 years.

 Update Table of Contents to match page
 Courteny will send around a Word version of the narrative for partners to

review and leave comments in directly along with instructions as to how to
best leave feedback and the inventory of references that we used.

 Ed talked about Lake Kenosia water quality studies around nutrients and
calcium, could be integrated into the ECR.



 

 

SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING MINUTES 
11/07/2018 

DANBURY MUSEUM & HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
43 MAIN STREET; DANBURY, CT 06810 

12:00 – 2:00 PM 
 

IN ATTENDANCE:  
Mike Jastremski, HVA 
Courteny Morehouse, HVA 
Lindsay Keener-Eck, HVA 
Mary Ellen Lemay, H2H Regional Conservation Partnership 
Carrie Davis, Weantinoge Heritage Land Trust 
Rebekah White, Friends of the Lake – Lake Lillinonah 
Susan Peterson, CT DEEP 
Ed Siergeij, Still River Alliance Commission 
Nelson Malwitz, Brookfield WPCA 
Kelsey Breman, Brookfield WPCA 
Sandra Cox, Housatonic Valley Paddle Club 
Mary Knox, Brookfield Parks & Rec 
Bill Devlin, HVA Volunteer 
Marcia Wilkins, Sierra Club & BOSLI 
Jaime Bastian, WestCOG 
Joseph Mead, Danbury Health Dept. 
Dr. Ray Sullivan, Brookfield Health Dept. 
Nick Kaplanis, Danbury Parks and Rec. 
 
1) Welcome and introductions 

 
2) Partner Updates 

 HVA- Courteny updated the group on the work that the Connections crew 
did this summer 

 Ed Siergeij (Still River Alliance Commission)- Continuing to partner with 
HVA on Connections and they also recently ran an Environmental Education 
Day for Danbury elementary schools 

 Sierra Club- Forming a Land Monitoring committee 
 Bill (HVA volunteer)- He is part of a group in New Milford that monitors for 

water chestnut (an invasive species), some found in Harrybrooke Park in 
the Still 

 Town of Brookfield Parks & Rec- Appointed an ad hoc committee to look 
into expanding the Greenway trails. Working with New Milford 

 Brookfield WPCA- Recently there was a public hearing regarding collecting 
and disposing of sewage along a stretch of shoreline (to reduce phosphorus 
to seven pounds a day and to get sewer into that neighborhood) 

 Kelsey, also from Brookfield WPCA- Collecting Phosphorus samples related 
to the issue above 



 

 

 Weantinogue Land Trust- Partnered with Connections this summer, 
focusing on monitoring easements and implementing grants (i.e., related to 
trail improvements); they received a $10,000 matching grant for 
maintenance on historic barns on Smirsky Farm 

 Brookfield Health Department- Pleased to hear the Brookfield Shore 
Commission update, as they have studied Dean Road in the past and found 
contamination; Brookfield sewer records are online now and they are being 
more aggressive with property owners who are lax about pumping; he also 
mentioned problems with blue green algae (they are monitoring) 

 Housatonic Valley Paddle Club- Happy to be back in the fold and attending 
Still River meetings 

 City of Danbury Health Dept.- Still figuring out how the new MS4 regulations 
affect them; they have a recent grant that involves some trails in Danbury 

 West COG- They are assisting towns with MS4 permitting and wetland 
management and are getting more involved with H2H initiatives 

 DEEP- Working with two other organizations that are working on 
watershed based plans 

 H2H- They recently mapped areas of highest conservation value and divided 
the landscape into focus areas, for smaller group focus; Portions of the Still 
River are in Focal Area 10 and the first meeting for that area is tonight 

 
3) Watershed Planning Process Update 

Mike Jastremski, HVA – The partners and HVA is about three years into this 
planning process. The ECR was finished in the spring and Courteny has been 
conducting a circuit ride around to each of our partner towns. The next step is 
formulating the Vision and Goals and developing implementation strategies, 
which HVA has already begun to do, to some extent. Next year, HVA will start 
water quality monitoring and pollution trackdown in the Still River. 

 
4) Existing Conditions Report Summary 

Courteny Morehouse, HVA –  Courteny gave a sample presentation of the ECR 
that has been presented to towns throughout the watershed. She gave a brief 
overview of the flooding, recreation, and water quality of the Still River 
including the four TMDLs that currently apply. She explained that this circuit 
ride provides the towns with an opportunity to learn about the watershed plan, 
provide feedback on the ECR and let HVA know of any town priorities for 
restoration. 
There was a brief discussion on impervious surfaces and the work that WestCOG 
has done mapping tree cover (in order to identify potential planting areas) 

 
5)  Vision and Goals Workshop 

Things that are missing from the Vision and Goals worksheet: Education and 
Outreach. 
 
1. Water quality and public health: 

a. Meet the TMDLs 
b. Reduce contaminants 
c. Establish buffers and conserve existing buffers 



 

 

d. Best Management Practices for border properties 
e. Low Impact Development  
f. Work with wetlands commissions 
g. Take a policy focus: draft resolutions that could be rolled out in each 

town (mandates for LID, etc.) 
h. Overlap with MS4 goals (with a focus on point and nonpoint source 

pollution 
i. Water quality monitoring program 
j. Draft “sensitive watershed overlay district” 
k. River should meet bathing water standards (because of swimmers) 
l. Address emergency discharges 

2. Species and habitat: 
a. Sustainable development 
b. Invasive species removal – CIFWG working on aquatic invasives 
c. Ongoing monitoring of rare plant and animal areas (NDDB) 
d. Restoring in-stream habitat connectivity 
e. Education around invasives vs. natives  
f. Strategic land protection – regionally – encourage land conservation, 

partnership with land trusts & CRP 
3. Recreation: 

a. Remove all obstructions/blockages from river 
b. Motorway/canoe/kayak access 
c. Connect the Greenway to sidewalks in developed areas  
d. Extend Greenway and connect towns 
e. Better advertising & outreach for the Greenway in Danbury and 

recreation in general 
f. Updated paddle guide or signage 
g. Coordinate with Chamber of Commerces 
h. Fishing access 

4. Flood resiliency: 
a. Focus on green infrastructure 
b. Connection between river blockages/debris and flooding 
c. Target areas that would benefit the most from flood control 
d. Eliminate discharge from wastewater treatment plants during high 

waters 
e. Disconnect DCIA and reduce %IC where possible 
f. Update septic systems (also goes in water quality) 

5. Collaboration: 
a. Keep Still River Partnership going 
b. Collaborating on grant applications 
c. Sharing data and resources 
d. Sharing Best Management Practices and designs 
e. Strategically identifying and prioritizing land conservation areas 
f. Working with wetland commissions 
g. A part-time Still River Watershed Management staff person  

6. Capacity-building: 
a. Can be incorporated into each of these other goals 

7. Education and Outreach: 



 

 

a. Focus on invasive species removal 
b. Partner with school environmental programs – Connections expansion 
c. DEEP fisheries has a great program 
d. Publish a newspaper article in the Spring on the Still River planning 
e. Link to the Still River website from town websites 
f. Make sure that the residents within this region know about the Still River 

and about the watershed plan 
g. Cross pollinate on social media and e-newsletters 
h. Work with West Conn to get students involved 

 
6) Recreational Trails Committee 

HVA recently applied for a grant to put together an Action Plan for completing 
the Greenway and water trail, and to put together a committee to specifically 
work on recreation planning. 

 
7) Conclusions 

Next steps: HVA will come up with a list of elements that will go into the vision 
and goals, and will have drafts by the December meeting. 
 
 



 

 

    SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  MINUTES 
12/18/2018 

BROOKFIELD CRAFT CENTER 
286 WHISCONIER RD. BROOKFIELD, CT 06804  

2PM – 4PM 

 
IN ATTENDANCE: 
Lindsay Larson, HVA 
Courteny Morehouse, HVA 
James Ferlow, New Milford Inland Wetlands 
Mike Zarba, New Milford Public Works 
Louise Washer, Norwalk River Watershed 
Jay Annis, Brookfield Greenway 
Mary Knox, Brookfield Parks and Rec.  
Kelsey Brennan, Brookfield WPCA 
Nelson Malwitz, Brookfield WPCA 
Ray Sullivan, Brookfield Health Dept. 
Rebekah White, Friends of the Lake 
Carrie Davis, Weantinoge 
Marcia Wilkins, Sierra Club & BOSLI 
Cynthia Robinowitz, Northwest Conservation District 
Joseph Mead, Danbury Health – Environmental Compliance 
David McCollum, Bethel Inland Wetlands Agent  
Susan Peterson, CT DEEP 

 
AGENDA 

 
1) Welcome and introductions 

 
2) Partner Updates 

 HVA is hiring for Connections Summer Crew Leader and releasing an RFP for 
engineering firms to partner with us on watershed plan implementation 

 Brookfield Health Dept. – testing Lake Lillinonah for blue-green algae, 
looking into mosquito control methods to curb West Nile virus, working with 
WPCA on water testing of sewer lines, looking into the impacts of chlorides 
from road salts on plumbing 

 Bethel Inland Wetlands – worked with HVA at Bennett Memorial Park doing 
a riparian buffer along Limekiln Brook, developing new conservation 
development plan for the town 



 

 

 Friends of Lake Lillinonah – working on invasive aquatics management and 
cyanobacteria in the Lake 

 Weantinoge – wrapping up 3 grants; Smirksy farm - 1772 grant, trail 
improvement on Mt Tom preserve - CCF, Bear Hill protection just received 
more land under easement 

 DEEP –dam removal, finishing up watershed plan for the Pomperaug, looking 
at whether there will be changes with the new governor, some new positions 
were created 

 NW Conservation District – provide technical services to towns around 
stormwater, conservation planning, and outreach to residents, monitoring 
restoration planting near dam removal in Watertown, tailoring an LID 
manual for Woodbury to use with other towns 

 Sierra Club – looking for grants to mitigate dairy farm impacts 
 New Milford Inland Wetlands  - working on new MS4 permit, aquifer 

protection regulations and water quality 
 Norwalk Watershed Assoc.  – At meeting to learn from what we’re doing. 

Working on a pollinator pathway in 14 towns including Still River towns 
Danbury, Bethel, and Newtown 

 Brookfield Parks & Rec & Greenway – Phase 2 of Still River Greenway is 
underway, trying to find the best route north, working on easement issues 
and starting a marketing campaign 

 Brookfield WPCA – study of influence of septic systems on soil and water, 
efforts to put one neighborhood (100+ properties) on sewer 

 
3) Watershed Planning Process Update 

 Finished with Public draft of the ECR and awaiting DEEP’s comments to 
integrate. We went around to towns to introduce the watershed plan to 
selectmen and residents and give them a summary of the ECR. We’re now at 
the Vision and Goals portion of the process. Vision and Goals will lead to 
Objectives – more granular deliverables. This will set the context for the 
implementation plan which we’re starting to work on concurrently.  

 
4) Vision & Goals Workshop 

 Partners workshopped the language and specificity of the vision and 
goals – see attached Draft Vision and Goals_v2 

 
5) Conclusion & Next Steps 

 Courteny will send version 2 of the Vision & Goals along with meeting 
minutes for all to review. Encourage any and all partners to look over 
and make comments or edits as needed. Finalize at the next meeting and 
move toward Objectives.  

 Next meeting will be mid- Feb and Courteny will send out a Doodle poll 
to find a time.  

 
 
 
 

 



 

 

    SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  MINUTES 
2/21/2019 

BROOKFIELD CRAFT CENTER 
286 WHISCONIER RD. BROOKFIELD, CT 06804  

1PM –2:30PM 
 

IN ATTENDANCE: 
Lindsay Larson, HVA 
Courteny Morehouse, HVA 
Michael Jastremski, HVA 
William Devlin, HVA Volunteer and Danbury Historian 
James Ferlow, New Milford Inland Wetlands 
Julie Bailey, New Milford Riverfront Revitalization Commission 
Seamus McKeon, New Milford Bike and Trail Commission 
Michael Grouver, New Milford Rails Trails Association 
Nelson Malwitz, Brookfield WPCA 
Dr. Ray Sullivan, Brookfield Health Dept. 
Joseph Mead, Danbury Health – Environmental Compliance 
Carrie Davis, Weantinoge  
Sandra Cox, Housatonic Valley Paddle Club 
Cynthia Robinowitz, Northwest Conservation District 
Jamie Bastian, Western Council of Governments 
Susan Peterson, CT DEEP 

 
AGENDA 

 
1) Welcome and introductions 

 
2) Partner Updates 

 WestCOG – Working on MS4 support for their towns by providing them data 
and maps. Hiring a seasonal person to map outfalls and catch basins.   

 Weantinoge – Creating a capital investment plan for all preserves and trails 
including Still River Preserve with its invasive plant problem. Could add 
river access to infrastructure.  

 NM Bike & Trails Commission – Moving ahead with trail plans starting at 
Gaylordsville and working south toward downtown NM. Hired a consultant, 
Milone and McBroom, who completed routing study that was then presented 
to the public. Based on public feedback are now exploring an alternate route 
that follows the west side of the Housatonic. Also just received a state grant 
for an engineering study on a section of trail.  

 HVA – Did not receive the CT Rec Trails grant but we were at the top of the 
cut and should be able to apply again next year. On track to install a boat 
launch and portage at Harrybrooke Park this summer. In the Connections 
program HVA is still looking for a Summer Crew Leader and we just put in a 
grant to partner with WestConn and Danbury public schools to expand into 



 

 

the Aquatic Science class at the high school. This brings a possible 250 kids 
into the program and reaches a more under-resourced community. 

 Brookfield Health Dept. – Affected by rising well levels. Working to deal with 
run-off which could become a larger problem in the future, esp. chloride. 

 CT DEEP – New round of 319 grand funding is open, applications due April 3. 
DEEP is trying to track salt levels as well, communicating with USGS. Doing a 
lot of cutting in Wildlife Management Areas because of disease, insects and 
storm damage. If people are doing their own tree clearing near a river, the 
fisheries program has developed a guide on proper clearing near streams. 

 Danbury Health Dept. – Working on MS4 regulations. Interested in water 
quality monitoring, looking for contaminants, tracking down catch 
basins/illicit discharges. Some discussion followed about specifics in 
regulation and policy power that comes with the MS4 permit. DEEP hired 
CLEAR (UCONN) to help towns makes sense of their MS4 responsibilities. 

 BWPCA – Finished a study looking at 105 homes with low septic systems 
near the Still. Found high levels of phosphorous and E. coli in brooks feeding 
the Still. Most residents were supportive of solutions, some were ambivalent, 
and some were resistant with concern for costs. Notably no one cited 
environmental reasons for resisting the project. BWPCA is talking with DEEP 
about how to use 319 funding to address. This project should be 
incorporated into the watershed plan. 

 NWCD – Trying to combine access to 319 funding to do a project with HVA.  
 

3) Watershed Planning Process Update 
 Working on identifying implementation projects. HVA has been visiting sites 

that were identified in the Unified Stream Assessments and through GIS data 
to determine possible restoration and stormwater retrofit projects. Courteny 
walked through what these site assessments look like and the process of 
choosing a site. HVA has been meeting with towns to see which projects are 
most viable and will bring the list of final projects to the next partners 
meeting for ranking.  

 Looking at writing these projects as well as programs into the 
implementation plan. 

 
4) Finalize Vision and Goals 

 There were a couple of questions about goals but no changes. Vision and 
goals were approved. 

 
5) Objectives 

 In a projected word doc, partners brought up idea objectives and projects 
or programs to address water quality while Courteny captured what was 
proposed.  
 

6) Conclusion and Next Steps 
 Courteny will follow up with people to get more ideas for proposed 

objectives and have a draft by next meeting in April.  
 Call to partners to send any ideas they want to see in the plan.  

 



 

 

    SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  
 

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  MINUTES 
4/23/2019 

BROOKFIELD WATER POLLUTION CONTROL AUTHORITY 
53A COMMERCIAL RD. UNIT 1 BROOKFIELD, CT 06804  

1PM –2:30PM 
 

IN ATTENDANCE: 
Courteny Morehouse, HVA 
Michael Jastremski, HVA 
William Devlin, HVA Volunteer and Regional Historian 
Julie Bailey, New Milford Riverfront Revitalization Commission 
Nelson Malwitz, Brookfield WPCA 
John Siclari, Brookfield WPCA 
Marcia Wilkins, Sierra Club & BOSLI 
Rebekah White, Friends of the Lake 
Susan Peterson, CT DEEP 
 
ON CONFERENCE CALL: 
Lou Memoli, BOSLI 
David McCollum, Bethel Inland Wetlands 

 
AGENDA 

 
1) Welcome and introductions 

 
2) Partner Updates 

 Friends of the Lake – Focusing efforts on removing water chestnut from 
areas of Lake Lillinonah, the Housatonic, and the mouth of the Still River 

 Sierra Club – Working on issues in the Skantic River. Gathering water quality 
data. 

 CT DEEP – Closed a round of 319 applications. Received 22 applications 
asking for $3M. CT DEEP is awarding $1M.  

 BWPCA – Submitted two grants, one to 319 and the other to Long Island 
Sound Futures Fund, to fund study of septic systems on Dean Rd. properties 
to determine nutrient loading into the Still.  

 Bethel Inland Wetlands – Doing public outreach for the POCD and working 
on categorization. Part of this will involve the public priorities of the Still 
River. POCD should be finalized late this year, 2019.  

 BOSLI – Collaborating with HVA for June 1st CT Trails Day. Also focusing 
more efforts on pollinator pathway in the Still River. This program is being 
used by H2H and other land trusts regionally to encourage the planting of 
pollinator shrubs in a corridor for migration and habitat connectivity.  

 HVA – Intro to H2H for those who aren’t familiar. H2H is a regional 
conservation partnership of land trust and conservation group from the 
Hudson to the Housatonic Rivers. They have divided the region into smaller 
focus areas. The first active Focus Area includes portions of the Still. They 



 

 

have identified areas with high conservation value and need in the 
Danbury/Bethel/Newtown/Redding area and are going after grants 
collectively to fund land protection of these areas, which are the headwaters 
of the Still.  

 HVA – Hired a summer crew leader for Connections summer crew. Working 
with Danbury High School and Newtown High School this spring on cleanup 
and a riparian buffer planting around Lake Kenosia. Bringing in Bill Devlin to 
speak to the history as well as water quality. Looking for more projects that 
the Connections crew can work on. Simple restoration work like invasives 
removal, riparian buffer planting and maintenance.  Let Courteny Morehouse 
know via email. courtenymorehouse.hva@gmail.com 
 

3) Watershed Planning Process Update 
 Starting on the Implementation Plan. We’ve identified a number of 

stormwater retrofit projects as well as other projects throughout the Still. All 
these will go in the implementation plan along with the ECR, Vision and 
Goals and Objectives to create the draft Implementation Plan. This then goes 
out to SRP and the public for review and comments which informs the final 
Implementation Plan. All this will be finished by mid-summer. We are 
holding off on finalizing Objectives today and will be sending out a draft of 
those soon.  

 
4) Presentation & Ranking of Potential Project Sites 

 HVA used a protocol developed by the Center for Watershed Protection for 
Streets and Storm Drain assessments and in some cases a Hotspot Inspection 
for those areas that may present a higher risk of pollutant loading to 
evaluate locations of potential stormwater retrofits.  

 We then narrowed the list of sites further through conversations with towns. 
HVA was able to sit down with Bethel, New Milford, and Brookfield but 
haven’t met with Danbury yet, thus the list of projects are higher than the 
other towns on the “Full” list for Danbury.  

 Note that there are no stormwater retrofits in the New Milford because all 
the properties HVA assessed were already disconnected and there weren’t 
any connected impervious surfaces with viable partnerships at this time. 
There will still be projects in this town but not the stormwater retrofits that 
we’re looking at today.  

 Courteny then presented on each of the project locations outlining the 
dynamics of the sites, where stormwater goes, the amount of impervious 
cover and other potential pollutants. All of which is included in the summary 
pages attached to each packet. The packets also include aerial photos with 
proposed retrofit sites, approximate stormwater flow lines, and other noted 
impacts.  

 HVA asked the Still River Partners to rank the top 10 projects from 1-10, 1 – 
highest priority, 10 – lowest. The top 4 ranked projects will go to the 
consultant applicants that HVA has received to get a more detailed cost 
estimate and proposal in order to choose which consultant to hire. The same 
4 projects will then be moved forward with secured funding to “shovel-
ready” design phase and permits in place.  
 



 

 

5) Conclusion and Next Steps 
 HVA is asking each partner to email us their rankings by Friday next week 

and will follow up with an email asking folks to do so.  
 They will also be following up with an email of draft Objectives to be 

workshopped at the next Still River Partners meeting in June.  



SSTTIILLLL  RRIIVVEERR  WWAATTEERRSSHHEEDD  PPAARRTTNNEERRSS  

WATERSHED PLAN PARTNERS MEETING  MINUTES 
7/9/2019 

BROOKFIELD WATER POLLUTION CONTROL AUTHORITY 
53A COMMERCIAL RD. UNIT 1 BROOKFIELD, CT 06804  

2PM –3:30PM 

IN ATTENDANCE: 
Courteny Morehouse, HVA 
Michael Jastremski, HVA 
Max Kelly, HVA Intern 
Eric Troutwein, HVA Intern 
Alice Dew, Brookfield Land Use 
William Devlin, HVA Volunteer and Regional Historian 
Mike Zarba, New Milford Public Works 
Joe Mead, Danbury Health Dept.  
Kristi McPadden, Brookfield WPCA 
Cynthia Rabinowitz, NW Conservation District 
Chad Schroeder, WestCOG 
Kendra Beaver, WestCOG 
Carrie Davis, Weantinoge Land Trust 
Keith Beaver, Didona Associates 
Rebekah White, Friends of the Lake 
Susan Peterson, CT DEEP 

ON CONFERENCE CALL: 
Lou Memoli, BOSLI 
David McCollum, Bethel Inland Wetlands 
Nelson Malwitz, Brookfield WPCA 

AGENDA 

Welcome and introductions 

1) Partner Updates
 Brookfield Land Use – Met with HVA and Didona Associates to talk about the

project at Brookfield Public Works facility and invasives management using
the summer Connections crew to remove barberry along the Brookfield
Greenway

 Bill Devlin – Ongoing efforts to remove water chestnut at Harrybrooke park
will continue this summer with Connections crew.

 New Milford Inland Wetlands – Focusing on habitat enhancements within
the Still watershed. Plans to remove woody debris that allow
kayaking/recreation in the river.

 New Milford Public Works – Working with HVA to map outfalls for MS4
compliance throughout the town including portions of the Still River
watershed.



 Danbury Health Dept. – Working through MS4 requirements for the City.
Meeting with Danbury Chamber of Commerce to present on the Greenway
and do outreach. Would love to have Still River planning be a part of this
presentation.

 Brookfield WPCA – Waiting to hear about 319 grant funding to the Dean Rd.
Septics Project application submitted last month. Received money from
Clean Water Fund to address nutrients in Candlewood Lake.

 Northwest Conservation District – Exploring ways to plug into the watershed
plan. Ongoing conversations to collaborate on stormwater mitigation
projects utilizing county and statewide funds received through 319.

 CT DEEP – Funder of HVA for Still River Watershed Planning. Finished
reviewing the draft ECR.

 WestCOG – Brought on two Sustainable CT fellows, Kendra and Chad, to help
regional municipalities with Sustainable CT eligible projects, outreach and
certification.

 Weantinoge – Working on annual inspection of preserve properties. Brought
interns to help with trail maintenance, trail maps, invasive removal and
general stewardship of preserves.

 Didona Associates – Contracted to help with stormwater site conceptual
designs by HVA as part of this plan. Halfway through conceptual plans and
site visits for the top 10 sites ranked last meeting.

 HVA – Planned river access project at Harrybrooke Park to portage around
the falls to begin mid-August. Working with the town of New Milford to
complete outfall mapping and pollution reduction in accordance with MS4
permit. Also wrapping up contract for ambient water quality monitoring
program to start next April. Summer Connections crew started last week
with our high school youth. They are focusing on habitat restoration
throughout the watershed including much of it along the Still River
Greenway.

 Friends of the Lake (Lillinonah) – Focus has been on getting rid of water
chestnuts. Few small patches remain. Trying to breed weebles to control
milfoil has been difficult.

 Bethel Wetlands – Working on POCD for 2019 to wrap up toward end of this
year. Met with HVA and Didona to discuss stormwater retrofits at public
works garage, Bethel Fire Dept., Rourke Field and Workspace Academy.

 Brookfield Open Space Legacy – Focusing on terrestrial and floodplain
impact in conjunction with invasives. Recently launched the pollinator
pathways initiative to increase pollinators and biodiversity in Brookfield.

2) Watershed Planning Process Update – Implementation Strategy
We are now at the action plan – implementation strategy portion of watershed
planning having completed the existing conditions report, vision and goals. We
have a draft Action plan that we will present shortly. This meeting to focus on
what’s in the action plan, how it’s organized, and go over any missing elements
that need to be included.

3) Still River Action Plan Review
Two main questions to answer: 1) Is the Action Plan organized in a useful way?
2) What needs to be added?



Suggestions from the group: 
 Add Highlighted projects for Still River Greenway and Water Trail
 Add highlighted project for Eagle Road retention basin (follow-up with

Joe Mead to provide details)
 Add highlighted project for Brookfield Bioretention basin (follow-up with

NWCD for details)
 Change Dean Rd. from “proposed” to “underway”
 Create section that outlines where the EPA can find each of the 9

elements in relation to specific objectives
 Create a table with standards, milestones to be completed and a date

planned for completion, as well as a way to measure if the plan is
working.

 Add a section for chloride and salt management to the General BMP
section. Look at manuals from WestConn, UConn, USGS, and New
Hampshire.

 Add section about agricultural impacts that include farmland soils,
suggested BMPs, small farm BMPs. Note that New Milford has
agriculturally zoned land that could be actively farmed so even though
the watershed is mostly urban this might be helpful. Include info on
equestrian farms (which is an issue in Litchfield)

 Update Outreach/Education section to include:
o NM Sustainable CT efforts
o Expansion of Connections into other youth services programs
o Expansion into other schools (Brookfield AP science teacher

looking for projects)
 Change Municipal Stormwater to Municipal Properties Management –

include specific areas of improvement in this section, break out section of
Parks that address landscape management and habitat restoration.

 Outline estimated load reductions per recommended BMPs
 Create Load Reductions section that builds of TMDL to estimate load

reductions.

4) Conclusion and Next Steps
 Courteny will follow up in the next two weeks to ask partners to look over

specific sections relevant to them for review and feedback as well as connect
on the various projects brought up here. Please take the time to review the
plan as it goes forward so it can serve your needs.



Public Meetings: 
Meeting Agendas

Appendix B: Public Participation and Outreach
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Clifford J. Hurgin Municipal Center, 1 School Street
Bethel, Connecticut 06801 Telephone: ( 203) 794-8501

Matthew S. Knickerbocker, First Selectman
Richard C. Straiton, Selectman

Paul R. S: atkowski, Selectman

NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETING

Tuesday, October 16, 2018
7: 00 p. m.

CJH Municipal Center— Meeting Room " A"

AGENDA

Call to order/Pledge of Allegiance

Approval of Regular Meeting Minutes from Tuesday, October 2, 2018, Joint Meeting
October 3, 2018 and Special Meeting Tuesday, October 9, 2018

New Business:

Appointment of Poet Laureate- Cortney Davis

Watershed Plan Presentation

Consideration of waiving bid process of new fire truck

Old Business:

C

Ctpr siilerain cE>   alth Department Fees
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Ridgefield Conservation Commission 
Town of Ridgefield 

 
 
 
 

November 5, 2018    Town Hall Annex, 66 Prospect Street 
7:30 p.m.   First Floor Conference Room 
 

 CONSERVATION COMMISSION AGENDA 
 

1)  Approval of Minutes 
October 22, 2018 Meeting 

  
2) Open Space 
 Still River Watershed Plan Presentation 
 Lake Windwing 
 
3)  Aquarion – Proposed diversion of Norwalk River 
 
4)  Planning & Zoning Commission, Inland Wetlands Board 
 a) Meetings for Attendance 
  Nov 7       Baker      (84 Gov/62 PR – Public Hearing) 
  Nov 13    ??            (Winter Club – Public Hearing, if needed) 
  Nov 20    Bishop/Pilch  (84 Gov/62 PR – Public Hearing, if needed) 
  Nov 27    Snow               (Winter Club –Public Hearing, if needed) 
  Dec 4      Brewster/Cronin  (23 Catoonah – Public Hearing) 
  Dec 12    Kace/Levine (Winter Club – Public Hearing, if needed) 
  Dec 18    Pilch/Baker (28 Great Hill – Public Hearing) 
 
 b)  New Business 
  18 Hayes Lane 
  23 Catoonah 
  28 Great Hill – Comments (due 11/12) 
  84 Governor/62 Prospect Ridge – Revised Comments (Due Nov. 7) 
   
 c) Report on P&Z/IWB Meetings 
  Oct. 23 – Amendment 4.5 (Cronin/Kace) 
  Oct. 30 – Winter Club (Beckenstein) 
    
5)  Chairman’s Remarks 
  2019 Meeting Schedule 
   
NEXT RCC MEETING WILL BE:  November 19, 2018  
 

 
NOTE:  Anyone requiring special accommodations due to disability please contact the 
Conservation Office at (203) 431-2713. 
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TOWN OF NEW MILFORD 

Roger Sherman Town Hall 
10 Main Street 

New Milford, Connecticut 06776 
Telephone 860-355-6010 • Fax 860-355-6002 

Off ice of the Mayor 
Pete Bass 

TO: Noreen H. Prichard, Town Clerk 

FROM: Pete Bass, Mayor 

CC: Town Council Members 
Department Heads 
Matt Grimes, Town Attorney 
Randy DiBella, Town Attorney 
Dianne Litdefield, Executive Secretary 
Stephanie Barksdale, Recording Secretary 

Date: September 21,2018 ^ 

***REVISED*** 
Regular Town Council Meeting - September 24,2018, 

7:00 p.m., E. Paul Martin Meeting Room, Town Hall, Second Floor 

LULi t 

o 
Q 
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AGENDA 
All items are for discussion and possible action unless otherwise noted 

1. Pledge of Allegiance and Moment of Silence 

2. Public Comment — All persons who wish to speak must sign up before the meeting starts. 
Comments must be addressed to the Town Coundl Initial comments are limited to 5 minutes. 
If a member of the public would like to speak in excess of the 5 minutes he or she may request 
to do so and time may be set aside at the end of the agenda for that individual to speak for an 
additional 5 minutes. 

3. Mayoral Certificate of Achievement -
• New Milford Youth Baseball 
• New Milford Youth Softball Managers 

4. Mayor's Remarks 
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Public Meetings:
Meeting Minutes 

Appendix B: Public Participation and Outreach



BOARD OF SELECTMEN
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Clifford J. Hurgin Municipal Center, 1 School Street

Bethel, Connecticut 06801 Telephone: ( 203) 794- 8501

Matthew S. Knickerbocker, First Selectman

Richard C. Straiton, Selectman

Paul R. S: atkowski, Selectman

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING

Tuesday, October 16, 2018 rrlr-r)    -

07: 00 p. m.
C.11- 1 Municipal Center— Meeting Room " A"     r-r/--N,

Present:     First Selectman Matthew Knickerbocker,  Selectman Richard Straiton,

Selectman Paul Szatkowski and Town Counsel Martin Lawlor.

First Selectman Knickerbocker called the meeting to order at 7: 18 p. m.

Approval of Regular Meeting Minutes from Tuesday,  October 2,  2018,  Joint

Meeting October 3, 2018 and Special Meeting Tuesday, October 9, 2018
Selectman Straiton made a motion, which was seconded by Selectman Szatkowski to
approve the minutes of Regular Meeting, Tuesday, October 2, 2018.  Vote, all in favor,

motion approved unanimously.

Selectman Straiton made a motion, which was seconded by Selectman Szatkowski to
approve the minutes of Joint Meeting, Wednesday, October 3, 2018.  Vote, all in favor,

motion approved unanimously.

Selectman Straiton made a motion, which was seconded by Selectman Szatkowski to
approve the minutes of Special Meeting, Tuesday, October 9, 2018.  Vote yes- Selectman

Straiton and Selectman Szatkowski,  First Selectman Knickerbocker abstained from

voting.  Motion approved.

Appointment of Poet Laureate- Cortney Davis
First Selectman Knickerbocker read a letter from Bethel Arts naming Cortney Davis as
the first Poet Laureate and introduced her at the meeting.  First Selectman Knickerbocker

made a motion, which was seconded by Selectman Szatkowski to appoint Cortney Davis
as Poet Laureate.  Vote, all in favor, motion approved unanimously.



First Selectman Knickerbocker requested the Consideration of waiving bid process of
new fire truck be moved on the agenda as the next item

Consideration of waiving bid process of new fire truck
The Bethel Fire Department presented information to the Board of Selectmen on the

national buying group HGACBuy that is recognized by the State of Connecticut.  They
proposed waiving the bidding process and joining this buying group.  Discussion ensued.

First Selectman Knickerbocker made a motion,  which was seconded by Selectman
Szatkowski to authorize the Board of Selectmen or appointed designee to join the buying
group HGACBuy.  Vote, all in favor, motion approved unanimously.

Watershed Plan Presentation:

Courteny Morehouse with Housatonic Valley Association explained they have

collaborated with towns including Bethel on an EPA approved watershed plan for the
Still River. As part of this process she shared prepared drafts of existing conditions and
reports on the health of the watershed along with the progress plans for the watershed
plan.

Consideration of Health Department Fees:

First Selectman Knickerbocker shared proposed Health Department fees that had been

shared at the public hearing on September 18, 2018.   Discussion ensued.   Selectman

Straiton made a motion, which was seconded by First Selectman Knickerbocker that line
224.4; Non-Profit, Temporary Food Service Application would be charged $ 25. 00.  Vote,

all in favor, motion approved unanimously.
First Selectman Knickerbocker made a motion,  which was seconded by Selectman
Straiton to approve the Health Department Fee Schedule — 2 Year Phase Restaurants

Only with line item 224.4 changed to $ 25. 00. ( see attachment)  Vote, all in favor, motion

approved unanimously.

Since there was no other business on tonight' s agenda,  Selectman Straiton made a

motion, which was seconded by Selectman Szatkowski to adjourn the meeting at 8: 10
p.m.  Vote, all in favor, motion approved unanimously.

Respectfully submitted

A    .

11Q10W.

DionneDionne Craig, Recording Secretary



2 Yr Phase In Restaurants Only

Town of Bethel,  CT

Board of Selectmen - Oct.  16,  2018

Schedule A - Health Dept. Fee Proposals
prop.

Function/Category Curr.  New Total 1, 2019

Wells
200 Well Permits 50 125 100

200. 1 Abandonment Well Permit 50 65 65

Septic

201 New residential 100 200 200

202 Enlargement, residential 30 100 75

203 Repair, residential 50 200 100

204 New commercial 150 300 300

205 Enlargement, commercial 100 300 300

206 Repair, commercial 100 300 250

207 Englargement Plan Review/B100a 35 175 175

207. 1 Lic Installer/Other Repair plan review 150 150 150

207.2 Lic Installer/Other B100a plan review 100 100 100

208 Lot test, new& repair 50 125 125

209 Subdivision testing per lot 50 125 125

209. 1 Subdivision testing per lot up to 2000g/day
1

175 175 175

g P       > 2000g/day209.2 Subdivision testln er lot> 2000 / da 225 225 225

210 Subdivision plan review/ lot line revision 75 175 175

210. 1 Individual commercial plan/ project review 75 175 175

210.2 Residential plan review 50 150 100

210.3 Other technical review 50 150 150

210.4 Additional review 25 75 75

210.5 Water Treatment Wastewater applic/plan rev 75 75 50

Property File Reviews

211 Review documentifiles,tech eval, prov lett 50 100 100

Restaurants

212. 1 New/change owner, Class I license 100 175 138 175

212.2 New/change owner, Class II license 100 350 225 350

212. 3 New/change owner, Class III license 100 350 225 350

212.4 New/change owner, Class IV license 100 1 375 238 375

213. 1 Class I yearly license 100 175 138 175

213.2 Class II yearly license 100 350 225 350

213.3 Class III yearly license 100 350 225 350

213.4 Class IV yearly license 100 375 238 375

214 Temporary license 25 65 45 65

214. 1 Seasonal license 100 130 115 130

215 Reinspection 50 75 63 75

223. 1 Class I plan review 75 150 113 150

223. 2 Class II plan review 75 200 138 200

223. 3 Class III plan review 75 300 188 300

223.4 Class IV plan review 75 300 188 300

224 Revised plan review 50 100 75 100

TH1\ Home$\wendy\Desktop\Dionne\ BOS\New BHD Fee Schedules



2 Yr Phase In Restaurants Only

224. 1 License application/ renewal late fee 50 75 63 75

224. 2   * Temp Fd applic late fee 25 25 13 25

224. 3   ** QFO Demonstration Knowledge Course/ test 220 220 110 220

224. 3   ** Fee for Translation- QFO Course/Test 50 50 25 50

224.4   *** Non- Profit Temp Food Sery applic 40 40 40 40

Exclude Religious Organizations

Child Care Ctr/Nursery School/Group Homes

216 Annual/bi- annual inspection/certificate 50 100 100

216. 1 Child Care Center Plan Rev/Revisions Applic 15 75 75

Plan Reviews for Land Use

220 Engr/Develop Plan Rev/ project technical rev 75 150 150

Well/Septic Properties with Building Activity Applic Rev*
222    * Inter renovation/addition/accessory applic 25 70 70

222. 1   * Shed and above ground pools 10 50 50

Nail Salons Review and Inspections

226. 1 Nail Salons applic/plan rev 100 100 100

226. 1 Nail Salons Yearly Inspection 75 75 75

Public Pool Inspection

Applic p .225 Pool A lic PIaNPro osal Rev 100 100 100

225. 1 Inspection and/or Reinspection 75 75 75

225.2 Re- Inspection Fee for Code Violat/Re-Opening 75 75 75

Administrative Fee for Applications/Plan reviews - involvinu work done w/o permits

227    * AdminFeeforApplic/planreviewfor*210.5, * 222, *222. 1 223. 1- 223,4activities

Twice the orig applic fee

TH1\ Home$\wendy\ Desktop\ Dionne\ BOS\ New BHD Fee Schedules
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APPROVED MINUTES 

Ridgefield Conservation Commission 
Town Hall Annex, 66 Prospect Street 

Ridgefield, CT 06877 
(203) 431-2713 ● conservation@ridgefieldct.org 

 
November 5, 2018 

 
 
A meeting of the Ridgefield Conservation Commission was held at the Town Hall Annex, 66 Prospect Street, 
Ridgefield, Connecticut 06877 on Monday, November 5, 2018 at 7:30 p.m.  
 
Present: Susan Baker  Carroll Brewster Jim Coyle Dave Cronin  
  Jack Kace  Daniel C. Levine Alan Pilch Kitsey Snow 
  
Absent: Eric Beckenstein, Tim Bishop and Ben Oko  
 
Mr. Coyle chaired the meeting, Ms. Snow took the minutes. 
 
 
1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 
The minutes of the October 22, 2018 meeting were reviewed.  
 
UPON motion duly made, seconded and carried, it was RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting of October 
22, 2018 are approved and ordered filed in the minute books of the Commission and the Town Hall. 
 
 
2. OPEN SPACE 
 
 Still River Watershed Plan Presentation – Courteny Morehouse, the Conservation Projects Manager for 
the Still River Watershed Plan, shared background information on the history of the river and highlights of the 
recently completed study of river water quality, which is now online (stillriverwatershed.com).  Non-point source 
pollution is the largest contributor to poor water quality in the river, which needs to reduce E. coli by (on average) 
70% to be compliant.  The implementation plan is scheduled to be completed by next September.  Courteny 
requested we review the report and provide comments in the next two weeks 
(courtenymorehouse.hva@gmail.com).   
 
 Lake Windwing – Mr. Coyle shared info from the previous week’s meeting with Dennis DiPinto (Parks & 
Rec director).  It was agreed that the RCC would offer to contribute to re-hiring Tremson Inc to re-cut the autumn 
olive on the area behind the ball fields, and Parks and Rec agreed to mow it twice a year to contain the regrowth.  
Mr. Coyle will write Mr. DiPinto a letter to spell out our offer and their commitment.  Mr. Cronin will provide an 
aerial picture showing the area to be cleared. 
 
UPON motion duly made, seconded and unanimously carried, it was RESOLVED to approve up to $3000 to 
contribute to the Tremson hiring. 
 
 
3.  AQUARION – Proposed diversion of Norwalk River.  Aquarion has notified the NRWA of their intent to divert 
1 million gals/day from Wilton section of NRWA to provide water to Ridgefield and lower Fairfield County.  There 
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is a concern on the part of the NRWA that Aquarion has not suggested conservation measures before resorting 
to the diversion.  NRWA will attend a hearing on this issue this week. 
 
 
4. PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION, INLAND WETLANDS BOARD 
       a) Meetings for Attendance 
  Nov 7      – Baker                  (84 Governor/62 Prospect Ridge - Public Hearing) 
  Nov 13   – ??                        (Winter Club Public Hearing, if needed) 
  Nov 20   – Bishop/Pilch        (84 Gov/62 PR – Public Hearing, if needed) 
  Nov 27   – Snow               (Winter Club- Public Hearing, if needed) 
  Dec 4      – Brewster/Cronin (23 Catoonah – Public Hearing) 
  Dec 12   – Kace/Levine       (Winter Club – Public Hearing, if needed) 
  Dec 18   – Pilch/Baker  (28 Great Hill – Public Hearing) 
 
 b) New and Continued Business  
   
  18 Hayes Lane  – The RCC was not provided info on this application.  It is a remediation.  Mr. 
Kace reported on the application.  Ms. Lake should obtain copy of the approval. 
 
  23 Catoonah - On agenda for Dec. 4th;  Mr. Pilch will review and provide comments. 
 
  28 Great Hill - Mr. Pilch delivered comments to Ms. Mucchetti and will send them to Mr. Baldelli 
and the RCC members. 
 
  84 Governor/62 Prospect Ridge - Ms. Baker will attend (along with any other available 
members). 
 
 c) Report on P&Z/IWB Meetings  
 
  Oct. 23  –  Amendment 4.5 . - It was approved, but Mr. Kace asked how much fill the IW Agent 
can approve without a hearing.  Mr. Coyle will follow up. 
 
  Oct. 30 – Winter Club - Mr. Beckenstein was not in attendance to report. 
  
 
5. CHAIRMAN’S REMARKS  

• 2019 Meeting Calendar – Approved. 
 

• Budget is due in mid-December—Mr. Coyle asked for possible capital and operating budget items. 
   

• Mr. Cronin will invite the scout who completed the Casey Lane Bridge to attend a meeting. 
 

• Ms. Snow attended the Rivers Alliance Conference—one of the suggestions to towns from the 
conference was that each town develop a Drought Plan.  Greenwich has one but most towns do not.  Mr. 
Coyle will see if there is interest in pursuing this (from the BOS). 
 

• There was discussion on re-visiting possible future open space properties. 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
Upon motion duly made, seconded and unanimously carried, the meeting was adjourned at  
9:05 pm. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
Kitsey Snow 



















































































































(Note: These Minutes are draft until approved at the next regularly scheduled meeting of the 
Town Council) 

NEW MILFORD TOWN COUNCIL 
REGULAR MEETING 

MINUTES 
September 24,2018 

Present: Mayor Peter Bass 
Katy Francis 
Doug Skelly 
Walter Bayer 
Lisa Hida 
Mike Nahom 
Peter Mullen 

Also Present: Matt Grimes, Town Attorney 
Mike Zarba, Director of Public Works 
Bob Hanna. Recjxling Center Coordinator 
Tammy Reardon, Grants and Compliance Specialist 

The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p m by Mayor Bass. 

1. Pledge of Allegiance and Moment of Silence 
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Public Comment — All persons who wish to speak must sign up before the meeting starts. 
Comments must be addressed to the Town Council. Initial comments are limited to 5 minutes. 
If a member of the public would like to speak in excess of the 5 minutes he or she may request 
to do so and time may be set aside at the end of the agenda for that individual to speak for an 
additional 5 minutes. 

Leah Gill, a New Milford resident said she appreciated the Dakota Partners interest in developing 
the East Street property as it could be a boon to the community. She said they have a good rccord 
and noted they received an award for the historic preservation of the Barton project. 

Christopher Augine, a Great Brook Road, N e w Milford resident, spoke about the proposal by the 
individuals to join the property that the town owns as a "paper" road. He said the individuals are 
looking to discontinue the old town road which has not been maintained in 40 years. He said the 
other residents on the street are opposed to this plan. They feel that this will lead to more than just 
abandoning the road. 

Robert DeMichele, a Great Brook Road, N e w Milford resident asked why the "paper" road needed 
to be removed. He said what are the plans of the two individuals asking to have this done. 

Andrea DeMichele, a Great Brook Road N e w Milford resident said she is concerned with the pickup 
trucks with fill that they will destroy the road again. She also asked who is liable if there is another 
accident since the guardrail has been taken down. She noted people buy and sell their house as a cul-
de-sac and said if a through road is constructed this would hurt the property values. 

TOWN COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING MINUTES, September 24 .2018 Page J of 14 





















































































































Still River Watershed Action Plan

Appendix C
Still River Watershed Background Maps
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100-Suncook loamy fine sand

102-Pootatuck fine sandy loam

103-Rippowam fine sandy loam

105-Hadley silt loam

106-Winooski silt loam

107-Limerick and Lim soils

108-Saco silt loam

109-Fluvaquents-Udifluvents complex, frequently flooded

12-Raypol silt loam

13-Walpole sandy loam

14-Fredon silt loam

15-Scarboro muck

17-Timakwa and Natchaug soils

18-Catden and Freetown soils

2-Ridgebury fine sandy loam

21A-Ninigret and Tisbury soils, 0 to 5 percent slopes

221A-Ninigret-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent slopes

229B-Agawam-Urban land complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes

229C-Agawam-Urban land complex, 8 to 15 percent slopes

22A-Hero gravelly loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

232B-Haven-Urban land complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes

234B-Merrimac-Urban land complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes

238C-Hinckley-Urban land complex, 3 to 15 percent slopes

245B-Woodbridge-Urban land complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes

245C-Woodbridge-Urban land complex, 8 to 15 percent slopes

250B-Sutton-Urban land complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes

260B-Charlton-Urban land complex, 3 to 8 percent slopes

260C-Charlton-Urban land complex, 8 to 15 percent slopes

260D-Charlton-Urban land complex, 15 to 25 percent slopes

273C-Urban land-Charlton-Chatfield complex, rocky, 3 to 15 percent slopes

273E-Urban land-Charlton-Chatfield complex, rocky, 15 to 45 percent slopes

275C-Urban land-Chatfield complex, rocky, 3 to 15 percent slopes

275E-Urban land-Chatfield-Rock outcrop complex, 15 to 45 percent slopes

284B-Paxton-Urban land complex, 3 to 8 percent slopes

284C-Paxton-Urban land complex, 8 to 15 percent slopes

284D-Paxton-Urban land complex, 15 to 25 percent slopes

290B-Stockbridge-Urban land complex, 3 to 8 percent slopes

290C-Stockbridge-Urban land complex, 8 to 15 percent slopes

29A-Agawam fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

29B-Agawam fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

29C-Agawam fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

3-Ridgebury, Leicester, and Whitman soils, extremely stony

302-Dumps

303-Pits, quarries

305-Udorthents-Pits complex, gravelly

306-Udorthents-Urban land complex

307-Urban land

308-Udorthents, smoothed

31A-Copake fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

31B-Copake fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

31C-Copake gravelly loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

32A-Haven and Enfield soils, 0 to 3 percent slopes

32B-Haven and Enfield soils, 3 to 8 percent slopes

32C-Haven and Enfield soils, 8 to 15 percent slopes

34A-Merrimac sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

34B-Merrimac sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

34C-Merrimac sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

36A-Windsor loamy sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes

36B-Windsor loamy sand, 3 to 8 percent slopes

38A-Hinckley gravelly sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

38C-Hinckley gravelly sandy loam, 3 to 15 percent slopes

38E-Hinckley gravelly sandy loam, 15 to 45 percent slopes

39C-Groton gravelly sandy loam, 3 to 15 percent slopes

39E-Groton gravelly sandy loam, 15 to 45 percent slopes

4-Leicester fine sandy loam

45A-Woodbridge fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

45B-Woodbridge fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

45C-Woodbridge fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

46B-Woodbridge fine sandy loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes, very stony

46C-Woodbridge fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes, very stony

47C-Woodbridge fine sandy loam, 2 to 15 percent slopes, extremely stony

48B-Georgia and Amenia silt loams, 2 to 8 percent slopes

48C-Georgia and Amenia silt loams, 8 to 15 percent slopes

49B-Georgia and Amenia silt loams, 3 to 8 percent slopes, very stony

49C-Georgia and Amenia silt loams, 8 to 15 percent slopes, very stony

50B-Sutton fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

51B-Sutton fine sandy loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes, very stony

52C-Sutton fine sandy loam, 2 to 15 percent slopes, extremely stony

58C-Gloucester gravelly sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes, very stony

60B-Canton and Charlton soils, 3 to 8 percent slopes

60C-Canton and Charlton soils, 8 to 15 percent slopes

60D-Canton and Charlton soils, 15 to 25 percent slopes

61B-Canton and Charlton soils, 3 to 8 percent slopes, very stony

61C-Canton and Charlton soils, 8 to 15 percent slopes, very stony

62C-Canton and Charlton soils, 3 to 15 percent slopes, extremely stony

62D-Canton and Charlton soils, 15 to 35 percent slopes, extremely stony

64C-Cheshire fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes, very stony

73C-Charlton-Chatfield complex, 3 to 15 percent slopes, very rocky

73E-Charlton-Chatfield complex, 15 to 45 percent slopes, very rocky

75C-Hollis-Chatfield-Rock outcrop complex, 3 to 15 percent slopes

75E-Hollis-Chatfield-Rock outcrop complex, 15 to 45 percent slopes

76E-Rock outcrop-Hollis complex, 3 to 45 percent slopes

76F-Rock outcrop-Hollis complex, 45 to 60 percent slopes

80C-Bernardston silt loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

84B-Paxton and Montauk fine sandy loams, 3 to 8 percent slopes

84C-Paxton and Montauk fine sandy loams, 8 to 15 percent slopes

84D-Paxton and Montauk fine sandy loams, 15 to 25 percent slopes

85B-Paxton and Montauk fine sandy loams, 3 to 8 percent slopes, very stony

85C-Paxton and Montauk fine sandy loams, 8 to 15 percent slopes, very stony

86C-Paxton and Montauk fine sandy loams, 3 to 15 percent slopes, extremely stony

86D-Paxton and Montauk fine sandy loams, 15 to 35 percent slopes, extremely stony

90B-Stockbridge loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

90C-Stockbridge loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

90D-Stockbridge loam, 15 to 25 percent slopes

91C-Stockbridge loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes, very stony

91D-Stockbridge loam, 15 to 35 percent slopes, very stony

92B-Nellis fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

92C-Nellis fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

94C-Farmington-Nellis complex, 3 to 15 percent slopes, very rocky

94E-Farmington-Nellis complex, 15 to 35 percent slopes, very rocky

95C-Farmington-Rock outcrop complex, 3 to 15 percent slopes

95E-Farmington-Rock outcrop complex, 15 to 45 percent slopes

W-Water

Still River Watershed Soils Legend 
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Surficial Aquifer Potential Map of Connecticut
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DISCUSSION
Coarse-grained glacial deposits have the greatest potential to both store and transmit 
water. The locations and thickness of these aquifers are of utmost importance for water 
management. Coarse-grained deposits of thicknesses greater than 50’ are considered to 
have the greatest long term potential ground water yields, particularly where they occur 
near large rivers and streams. Where coarse-grained deposits have a water saturated 
thickness of 10’ or greater, moderate to very large ground water yields of 50-2000 
gallons per minute have been documented. The saturated thickness of these deposits has 
not been mapped statewide. Therefore, the overall thickness of these deposits may be 
used as a proxy for saturated thickness in that, given equal recharge, a greater coarse 
grained deposit thickness would have a higher potential of containing a greater volume of 
saturated material.  
 
Detailed mapping of the surficial materials thickness at 1:24,000 scale is available for 
only 15% of the State. A wealth of historic hydrogeologic data is available for major 
watersheds of the State from the USGS Water Resources Bulletins (1968-1975). 
Generalized thickness estimates for coarse-grained deposits were assigned by geologic 
region for volume calculations conducted at 1:250,000 scale by DiGiacomo-Cohen and 
Quarrier (1992). Nevertheless, the most useful statewide compilation of surficial 
materials thickness became available recently as an element of the Quaternary Geologic 
Map of Connecticut and Long Island Sound Basin (Stone et al, 1998; 2005).  
 
The compilation of surficial aquifer potential presented here is suitable for statewide and 
regional environmental planning, however there are several mapping enhancements that 
may be explored. These include evaluation of additional sources of information relative 
to potential yields and saturated thickness of surficial aquifers. Additional work regarding 
the nature and impact of bedrock fractures relative to regional ground water flow may 
reveal a systematic effect on the quantity of available ground water to surficial aquifers. 
Additional work toward detailed surficial thickness estimates would refine current 
surficial aquifer potential mapping units. Also, consideration of known water quality 
threats of both natural and man-made origins would further support assessments of 
potential surficial aquifer use for water supply. 

Connecticut citizens rely on a readily available water supply, derived from both surface 
and ground water sources. Ground water occurs in the pore spaces of unconsolidated 
materials overlying the bedrock, and within bedrock fracture systems. Any geologic 
formations (sediment or rock) capable of yielding a sufficient quantity of ground water to 
wells are called aquifers.  
 
The amount of ground water available from an aquifer depends on many factors, 
including: the physical properties of the aquifer (how permeable and well-connected the 
pore spaces or fractures are), the size and composition of the watershed, climate, 
connection to surface water bodies, the amount of runoff due to impervious surfaces, and 
other water uses in the basin. In general, coarse-grained surficial aquifers (unconsolidated 
sediments overlying bedrock) have more, better connected pore spaces and are more 
productive than bedrock aquifers. 
 
Surface water reservoirs and surficial aquifers serve most of Connecticut’s urban areas.   
Bedrock aquifers have smaller to more moderate yields, but are also an important source 
of ground water, particularly in the upland areas of Eastern and Western Connecticut, 
away from urban population centers.  
 
The Surficial Aquifer Potential Map delineates areas considered to have the greatest 
potential for ground water yield. The thicker and coarser-grained deposits have higher 
potential for water supply development. The most productive surficial aquifers in 
Connecticut are sand and gravel deposits originating from glacial meltwaters. These 
deposits are mapped where they occur at the surface and where they occur beneath fine- 
grained deposits.  The map shows total estimated surficial deposit thickness. This 
includes the combined thickness of fine and coarse-grained portions of the surficial 
aquifer for units designated as such. Other glacial meltwater deposits are shown on the 
map to display the full extent of the surficial aquifers, but these fine-grained deposits 
have significantly lower potential yields. The white areas of the map are areas of till and 
shallow rock. Till is generally a thin, very poorly sorted glacial deposit with low potential 
yields. Potential bedrock yields were not included in this compilation. 
 
The surficial aquifer potential areas are mapped based upon their geologic features, 
without regard to possible natural or man-made water quality issues that may exist. For 
example, coastal and estuarine aquifers may have naturally impaired water quality due to 
unacceptable levels of salinity. In some urbanized or industrialized areas, chemical 
contamination may impair ground water quality. Water quality was not considered in 
constructing this map, but would be critical in determining if the potential aquifer is 
viable as a water supply. 

EXPLANATION

All information compiled for this map is available as digital data from the Connecticut 
Department of Environmental Protection. http://ct.gov/dep 

SURFICIAL  AQUIFER  POTENTIAL
Thicker coarse-grained deposits have a higher potential yield.

Thicknesses are mapped for the entire surficial deposit. 

Surficial Materials from 1:24,000 scale digital data published by the U.S. Geological 
Survey and the Connecticut Geological and Natural History Survey, State of Connecticut, 
Department of Environmental Protection (Stone et al 1992). Compiled by the Connecticut 
Geological and Natural History Survey, Department of Environmental Protection, 1995.  
 
Glacial deposit Thickness from 1:125,000 scale digital data published by the U.S. 
Geological Survey and the Connecticut Geological and Natural History Survey, State of 
Connecticut, Department of Environmental Protection (Stone et al 1998). Compiled by 
the Connecticut Geological and Natural History Survey, State of Connecticut,Department 
of Environmental Protection in cooperation with the U.S. Geological Survey, 2000. 
 
Surface Elevations from 1:100,000 scale digital data published by the Long Island 
Sound Resource Center, a partnership between the State of Connecticut, Department of 
Environmental Protection and the University of Connecticut. Compiled by the U.S. 
Geological Survey, National Mapping Program, 2004 
 
Roads from 1:100,000 scale digital data published by the State of Connecticut 
Department of Environmental Protection and the University of Connecticut Center for 
Geographic Information and Analysis. Compiled by the U.S. Department of Commerce, 
U.S. Census Bureau, Geography Division, 2003.  
 
CT Political Boundary from 1:24,000 scale digital data edited and published by The 
State of Connecticut, Department of Environmental Protection. Compiled by the U.S. 
Geological Survey, National Mapping Program, 1994.  
 
Towns from 1:125,000 scale digital data edited and published by The State of 
Connecticut, Department of Environmental Protection. Compiled by the U.S. Geological 
Survey, National Mapping Program, 1986.  

 
Regional Drainage Basins from 1:24,000 scale digital data compiled and edited by The 
State of Connecticut, Department of Environmental Protection and the U.S. Geological 
Survey, Connecticut Office, 1978-1988. Published by the Connecticut Department of 
Environmental Protection 1988. 
 
Water from 1:24,000 scale digital data edited and published by The State of Connecticut, 
Department of Environmental Protection. Compiled by the U.S. Geological Survey, 
National Mapping Program, 1999.  
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Aquifer Textures from Surficial Materials
Surficial materials textures (Stone et al, 1992) used to 
compile map units of the Surficial Aquifer Potential Map
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SURFICIAL  AQUIFER  POTENTIAL  MAP  PARTICLE  SIZE  DIAMETER  DEFINITIONS 
(Stone et al 1992, modified from Wentworth, 1922)

The Surficial Aquifer Potential Map was prepared by the Connecticut Geological Survey 
at the request of the Water Protection and Land Reuse Bureau of the Department of 
Environmental Protection. A statewide view of surficial aquifer resources is necessary to 
facilitate proactive aquifer protection and water supply planning. Previous statewide 
groundwater availability (Meade 1978) and ground water yields mapping (Mazzaferro 
1986) provided excellent planning documents at the time of publication. The compilation 
presented here incorporates geologic mapping and interpretations of Stone et al (1992; 
1998; 2005) unavailable in the earlier treatments. Notably, the Surficial Materials Map of 
Connecticut (Stone et al 1992), used in this compilation, provides detailed 1:24,000 scale 
mapping which delineates larger and more numerous areas of coarse-grained deposits 
than previously known.  
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