
 
 
 

INLAND WETLANDS COMMISSION 
TUESDAY, July 11, 2023 

ZOOM Meeting 
 

A) Call to Order & Roll Call 
B) Appointment of Alternates 

 
 
  



 
 
 
 

Agenda Item C) a)  
Action on Minutes of Previous Meeting 

Minutes of June 13, 2023 
  















 
 
 
 

Agenda Item D)  
Citizens Comments on Agenda Items 

  



 
 
 
 

Agenda Item E) a) 1. Old Applications 
 

WAA23001, Hany Youssef, 274 Riverside Drive, 
(Assessor’s map 87, block 95, lot 39), construct a 13’ x 

50’ concrete pad for a refrigeration/freezer unit, 
stamped received 1/19/23, revised 2/1/2023 to include 
construction of 2 second floor decks: a 50’ x 13’ over 
proposed concrete slab and an 18’ x 36’ along entire 

width of the south side of the building, approval 
pending.  







 
 
 
 

Agenda Item E) a) 2. New Applications 
 

IWA23010, Thompson Business Park LLC, 0 & 0 
Reardon Road, (Assessor’s Map 65, block 100, lot 40 & 
40G), self-storage facilities with grading and stormwater 

discharges in 100-foot upland review area, stamped 
received 5/2/23, to be statutorily received 5/9/23.  



THOMPSON BUSINESS PARK, LLC

PROPOSED SELF STORAGE FACILITY

Killingly, Connecticut 06241
(860) 779-7299

P.O. Box 421
114 Westcott Road

www.killinglyengineering.com

BEFORE YOU DIG
CALL BEFORE YOU DIG

AT LEAST TWO FULL BUSINESS DAYS
BEFORE DIGGING OR DISTURBING EARTH

DIAL 811 OR 1-800-922-4455



Killingly, Connecticut 06241
(860) 779-7299

P.O. Box 421
114 Westcott Road

www.killinglyengineering.com

PREPARED FOR

PROPERTY SURVEY

THOMPSON

REARDON ROAD
THOMPSON, CONNECTICUT

BUSINESS PARK, LLC

SHOWING PARCEL MERGER



Killingly, Connecticut 06241
(860) 779-7299

P.O. Box 421
114 Westcott Road

www.killinglyengineering.com

PREPARED FOR

THOMPSON 

REARDON ROAD
THOMPSON, CONNECTICUT

BUSINESS PARK, LLC

PHASE 1 GRADING PLAN



Killingly, Connecticut 06241
(860) 779-7299

P.O. Box 421
114 Westcott Road

www.killinglyengineering.com

PREPARED FOR

THOMPSON 

REARDON ROAD
THOMPSON, CONNECTICUT

BUSINESS PARK, LLC

FINAL GRADING PLAN



PREPARED FOR

IMPROVEMENT LOCATION SURVEY

THOMPSON

REARDON ROAD
THOMPSON, CONNECTICUT

BUSINESS PARK, LLC

SEPTIC SYSTEM DESIGN PLAN No.1

Killingly, Connecticut 06241
(860) 779-7299

P.O. Box 421
114 Westcott Road

www.killinglyengineering.com



Killingly, Connecticut 06241
(860) 779-7299

P.O. Box 421
114 Westcott Road

www.killinglyengineering.com

PREPARED FOR

IMPROVEMENT LOCATION SURVEY

THOMPSON

REARDON ROAD
THOMPSON, CONNECTICUT

BUSINESS PARK, LLC

LAYOUT & LIGHTING PLAN



Killingly, Connecticut 06241
(860) 779-7299

P.O. Box 421
114 Westcott Road

www.killinglyengineering.com

PREPARED FOR

DETAIL SHEET

THOMPSON 

REARDON ROAD
THOMPSON, CONNECTICUT

BUSINESS PARK, LLC





  
General Information 

 

Name of Project Thompson Business Park, LLC KEA Tracking No. 22062 Inspection Date xx-xx-xx 

Inspector  Name, Title & 

Contact Information Normand Thibeault, Jr., P.E. 

Present Phase of Construction Phase 1 
Inspection Location (if multiple 

inspections are required, 

specify location where this 

inspection is being 

conducted) 

Provide Description 

Inspection Frequency  

Standard Frequency:      Weekly           within 24 hours of a 0.25” rain       

 

Increased Frequency:        Every 7 days and within 24 hours of a 0.25” rain (for areas of sites discharging to sediment or nutrient-impaired waters or to waters   

designated as Tier 2, Tier 2.5, or Tier 3)  

 

Reduced Frequency: 

-  Once per month (for stabilized areas) 

-  Once per month and within 24 hours of a 0.25” rain (for arid, semi-arid, or drought-stricken areas during seasonally dry periods or during drought)       

-  Once per month (for frozen conditions where earth-disturbing activities are being conducted) 

Was this inspection triggered by a 0.25” storm event?    Yes     No 

If yes, how did you determined whether a 0.25” storm event has occurred? 

  Rain gauge on site             Weather station representative of site. Specify weather station source:   Weather Underground – Mansfield Center 

 

 

Unsafe Conditions for Inspection 

Did you determine that any portion of your site was unsafe for inspection per CGP Part 4.1.5?    Yes     No 

If “yes”, complete the following: 

- Describe the conditions that prevented you from conducting the inspection in this location:   

 

 

 

 

- Location(s) where conditions were found:  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 



 
 

Condition and Effectiveness of Erosion and Sediment (E&S) Controls  

 
Type/Location of E&S Control 

[Add an additional sheet if 

necessary] 
 

Repairs or 

Other 

Maintenance 

Needed?* 

Corrective 

Action 

Required?* 

Date on Which 

Maintenance or 

Corrective Action First 

Identified? 

Notes  
  

 

1. Silt fence w/staked 

haybales at Lathrop Lane 

gate inspected have 

contained sedimentation 

 

2. Main Entry Water Crossing 

(northerly of 3rd hole 

green) 

3. 15th Hole fairway – western 

edge sediment barriers 

 

 

 

 

4. Construction access drive 

between laydown area 

and gas line easement. 

5. 7th Hole Fairway Hillside 

 

6. Construction access drive 

between laydown area 

and gas line easement. 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

9/13/2019 

 

 

 

 

N/A 

 

 

 

9/13/2019 

 

 

 

 

 

 

N/A 

 

 

N/A 

 

 

N/A 

 

 

Water bard functioning sufficiently.  1st row of silt fence/haybale barrier has 

contained sediment but sediment is more than half the height of the 

haybales; silt fence stakes are broken as well.  Temporary stakes were 

installed to reinforce the silt fence (photo 1) 

 

Stone check dams are in good condition; area is heavily vegetated.  No 

maintenance or repair necessary at this time (photo 2) 

 

 

Silt fences were down in several areas in the uppermost row from what 

appears to be concentrated flow and sediment buildup.  Stone berms 

adjacent to silt fence is in good condition.  Stone check dams in path from 

hole #16 to hole #15 are compromised from ATV activity.   No immediate 

concerns because 2nd thru 4th rows of silt fence and riprap berms are 

containing sediment but area should be monitored. (photos 3 - 5) 

 

Sediment fence is in good condition.  Area is heavily vegetated 

 

 

Slope is heavily vegetated and berms are in very good condition.  No 

sediment buildup behind berms. 

 

Very difficult area to access due to the 3’-5’ vegetation.  Sediment fence 

and stone check dams are in good condition. 

* Note: The permit differentiates between conditions requiring repairs and maintenance, and those requiring corrective action. The permit requires 

maintenance in order to keep controls in effective operating condition and requires repairs if controls are not operating as intended. Corrective actions are 

triggered only for specific, more serious conditions, which include: 1) A required stormwater control was never installed, was installed incorrectly, or not in 

accordance with the requirements in Part 2 and/or 3; 2) You become aware that the stormwater controls you have installed and are maintaining are not 

effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards or applicable requirements in Part 3.1; 3) One of the prohibited discharges in 

Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has occurred;  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 



  
Condition and Effectiveness of Pollution Prevention  

Type/Location of P2 Practices 

 [Add an additional sheet if 

necessary] 

Repairs or 

Other 

Maintenance 

Needed?* 

Corrective 

Action 

Required?* 

Date on Which 

Maintenance or 

Corrective Action 

First Identified? 

Notes  
 

 

 

1.   

 

 

2.   

 

 

3.   

 

 

4.   

 

 

5.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

Yes    No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

* Note:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

           

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

          

 

 



 
 

 
 

Stabilization of Exposed Soil  
 

Stabilization Area 
 

Stabilization Method 
  

Have You Initiated 

Stabilization? 

Notes 
 

 

1.  Construction access drive 

 

 

2.   

 

  

 

3.   

 

 

 

Water Bar at site entrance & 

silt fence/haybale barrier 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 YES                         NO    

 

 

 YES                         NO    

 

 

 

 YES                         NO    

If yes, provide date: 

 
 

 

Water bar is functioning, silt fence/haybale barrier needs 

repair. 

 

Recommend monitoring existing E&S controls.  ATV 

activity has compromised check dams along access 

from 16th fairway.   

 

 

 
 

 

Description of Discharges  
 

Was a stormwater discharge or other discharge occurring from any part of your site at the time of the inspection?    Yes     No 

If “yes”, provide the following information for each point of discharge: 

Discharge Location 

 

Observations 

1  Outlet at property line  Outlet intact with riprap.  6” pipe previously installed has been removed. 

2.  

 

 

 

Certification and Signature by Permittee  
(see reverse for instructions) 

 
“I certify that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified 

personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons 

directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware 

that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.” 

 

Signature of Permittee or  

“Duly Authorized Representative”:    ________________________________________________    Date:    
 

Printed Name and Affiliation:    ________________________________________________ 

 



  

  Photo 1: Silt fence/haybale barrier @Lathrop Lane 

  Photo 2:  Stone check dam at wetlands crossing, Hole #3 



 
 

  Photo 3:  Hole #15 upgradient E&S controls 

 Photo 4:  Hole #15 down gradient E&S controls 

 



  

     Photo 5:  Hole #15 ATV activity area 

  Photo 6:  7th Fairway stone check dam 



 
 
 

Suggested Special Condition for IWA23010: 
 
1. Within 90 days of the issuance of this permit and 
prior to the start of construction the permittee shall 
submit to the Inland Wetlands Commission for its review 
and written approval a Stormwater Inspection Report 
form for use during the construction of Self Storage 
Facilities and no earthmoving work is authorized until 
such Stormwater Inspection Report form is approved by 
this Commission.  



 
 
 
 

Agenda Item E) b) 1. New Applications 
 

IWA23014, Cheryl J. Popiac, 0 Thompson Road, 
(Assessor’s map 116, block 24, lot 6B), construct new 

single-family home, well and septic system with 
associated grading in wetland and upland review area, 

stamped received 6/28/23, to be statutorily received 
7/11/23.  
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FW: Popiak property - Lot 6B, Thompson Road - Thompson, CT

David Held <dheld@prorovinc.com>
Wed 6/28/2023 2:04 PM

To:Marla Butts <wetlands@thompsonct.org>

1 attachments (2 MB)
CCI04012021.pdf;

Hi Marla,
 
Here’s the wetland delineation “report” from Scott Stevens.
 
David J. Held, P.E., L.S.
Provost & Rovero, Inc.
57 East Main Street
P.O. Box 191
Plainfield, CT 06374
Phone (860) 230-0856
Cell (860) 234-3183
Fax (860) 230-0860
dheld@prorovinc.com
www.prorovinc.com
 
From: Scott Stevens [mailto:ssesinc@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 01, 2021 9:32 AM
To: Cheryl Popiak <cheryl_popiak@yahoo.com>; David Held <dheld@prorovinc.com>
Subject: Popiak property - Lot 6B, Thompson Road - Thompson, CT
 
Hi Cheryl & David,
 
Yesterday we inspected Lot 6B and re-flagged the wetlands on the site with pink colored survey
tape.  Remnants from several of my old 2014 blue wetland flags still remain on the property. 
See attached sketch map.  My wetland flag numbers are WF#1-7, 8-19 and 20-23.  We
delineated a small wetland area (WF#20-23) in a low swale where a shed was previously
located.  The swale contains transitional moderately well drained to somewhat poorly drained
soils supporting mostly upland vegetation.  Thanks, Scott
 
 
Scott D. Stevens, Registered Professional Soil Scientist
Soil Science And Environmental Services, Inc.
95 Silo Drive
Rocky Hill, CT  06067
(203) 272-7837 phone
www.ssesinc.net
 
 
 
On Friday, March 26, 2021, 11:56:49 AM EDT, Cheryl Popiak <cheryl_popiak@yahoo.com> wrote:
 
 
Hi, the shed was removed before I first saw the property.

mailto:dheld@prorovinc.com
http://www.ssesinc.net/
mailto:cheryl_popiak@yahoo.com




 
 
 
 

Agenda Item E) b) 2. New Applications 
 

WAA23015, Michael Vandi, 10 Green Lane, (Assessor’s 
map 143, block 17, lot 232), demolish existing house 

and construct new single-family home in 100-foot 
upland review area, stamped received 6/27/23, under 

review.  



Town of Thompson, CT June 28, 2023

Locus Map for 10 Greene Lane Applic ation WAA230 15

Property Information

Property ID 4758
Location 10 GREENE LN
Owner VANDI MICHAEL M

MAP FOR REFERENCE ONLY
NOT A LEGAL DOCUMENT

Town of Thompson, CT makes no claims and no warranties,
expressed or implied, concerning the validity or accuracy of
the GIS data presented on this map.

Geometry updated December 1, 2022
Data updated December 1, 2022

Print map scale is approximate.
Critical layout or measurement
activities should not be done using
this resource.

1" = 617.2121321796437 ft















 
 
 
 

Agenda Item E) c) Applications Received After Agenda 
was Published.  

 
None 

  



 
 
 
 

Agenda Item F) Permit Extensions / Changes - None 
  



 
 
 
 

Agenda Item G) a) Violations & Pending Enforcement 
Actions 

 
Notice of Permit Violation VIOL21036, Permit 

IWA20022, Marc Baer, 1227 Thompson Rd 
(Assessor’s map 116, block 24, lot 10), grades not 

as authorized in modified plan approved by the 
Commission on February 9, 2021 - status. 

  



 
 
 
 

Agenda Item G) b) Violations & Pending Enforcement 
Actions 

 
Notice of Violation VIOL23013, Wojiech, Sudyka, 

1574 Riverside Drive, (Assessor’s map 55, block 65, lot 
14), grading work exceeded scope of work authorized 

by Permit IWA 21028, issued 5/22/23 - status   



 
 
 
 

Agenda Item H) a) Other Business 
 

Amended Draft of Thompson Flood Damage Prevention 
Ordinance  



7/10/23, 2:38 PM Mail - Marla Butts - Outlook
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Re: Amended Draft of Thompson Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance, for your review

Marla Butts
Mon 6/26/2023 4:19 PM

To:Ifkovic, Diane <Diane.Ifkovic@ct.gov>
Cc:Paul Hopkins <assessor@thompsonct.org>;George Oneil <goneil3@thompsonct.org>;First Selectman
<firstselectman@thompsonct.org>;ZEO <ZEO@thompsonct.org>;Dibetitto, Stephanie
<stephanie.dibetitto@fema.dhs.gov>;Town Clerk <townclerk@thompsonct.org>;Sadie Carnes
<SCarnes@generalcode.com>;Planner <planner@thompsonct.org>

3 attachments (387 KB)
Chapter 124 - Zoning 8-2l.pdf; Draft with Redline (MPB 06-26-23) - Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance from Thompson Code
of Ordinances 01-10-2020 (1).docx; Draft no Markup (MPB 06-26-23) - Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance from Thompson
Code of Ordinances 01-10-2020 (1).pdf;

Hi Diane, 

I have several questions and concerns regarding the draft of the revised Thompson Flood Damage
Prevention Ordinance.  First, the Inland Wetlands Commission met on 6/13/23 to discuss the change in
appeal agency from the Conservation Commission to the Inland Wetlands Commission.  They raised the
following questions:

1. What is the total area (in sq. mi.) located within the new special flood hazard area in Thompson
(Thompson is 48.7 sq. mi. in size)?

2. Can FEMA provide the number of existing FEMA flood insurance accounts for structures in the
special flood hazard area, and if yes how many are there?

3. Can FEMA provide the number of structures that are currently insured through FEMA , and if yes
can FEMA provide a listing of those structures and associated addresses?

4. How can Thompson obtain digital shape files as Thompson would like to have Applied
Geographics use those shape files to create a FEMA special flood hazard layer for inclusion in the
Town’s GIS application known as MapGeo?

Second, while proofing Tyra's inclusion of your suggested edits, I came across some problems and have
some additional questions.  I've attached a PDF that shows no mark up and the Word file with tracked
changes from the version that Tyra sent you on 6/14/23 and to which you replied on the same day. In
your reply you made reference to several sections needing revision.   I note there is no Section 5.1.19
and Section 5.5.5. Floodway (did you mean 5.3.3?).  I checked 6.4 and made a minor edit.  I don't
understand what you were talking about re Section 7.0.  I restructured Section 7.5.3. CONDITIONS FOR
VARIANCES.  Do my revisions address your concerns?

Shouldn't there be a definition for "ASCE 24" found in Section 5.1.8.a?  I have no idea what "ASCE 24"
means or what it is.  The term "community" is used throughout the draft and for clarity I have added a
definition that "community" means the Town of Thompson. 

I've cleaned up the outlining, standardized fonts and removed excessive spacing and changed the red
font in the definition of the base flood elevation to redlining.  I've changed the phrase "registered
professional engineer or architect" to "professional engineer or architect licensed to practice in
Connecticut".  Professional engineers and architects are licensed, not registered in Connecticut and for
securing the quality of work their licensing should not be from out of state.
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https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AAMkADU0ODAwNjhmLWE5NzMtNGQxMC1hZGJiLTkzMjA3ZjE5MzAxMwBGAAAAAACJl%2FEzwAjfSbmQa… 1/7

Re: Amended Draft of Thompson Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance, for your review

Ifkovic, Diane <Diane.Ifkovic@ct.gov>
Tue 6/27/2023 8:44 PM

To:Marla Butts <wetlands@thompsonct.org>
Cc:Paul Hopkins <assessor@thompsonct.org>;George Oneil <goneil3@thompsonct.org>;First Selectman
<firstselectman@thompsonct.org>;ZEO <ZEO@thompsonct.org>;Dibetitto, Stephanie
<stephanie.dibetitto@fema.dhs.gov>;Town Clerk <townclerk@thompsonct.org>;Sadie Carnes
<SCarnes@generalcode.com>;Planner <planner@thompsonct.org>
Hi Marla,

Wow, this is alot to unpack.  Let's start with the 4 questions you posed.  The rest are regulation
clarifications or typos.  Let me go over the draft again with your comments and we can get it fixed.

1. What is the total area (in sq. mi.) located within the new special flood hazard area in Thompson
(Thompson is 48.7 sq. mi. in size)? 
FEMA estimates that 5.64 square miles comprise the 100-year floodplain (AE and A zones),
which is 11.6% of Thompson's total area in square miles.  The 500-year floodplain is 0.4 square
miles, or 0.82%.  The 500-year floodplain is not a regulated area unless there is a state funded
project in that location which requires state permits. 

2. Can FEMA provide the number of existing FEMA flood insurance accounts for structures in the
special flood hazard area, and if yes how many are there?  As of May 2, 2023, there are four (4 )
NFIP flood insurance policies in Thompson.  They are all for residential properties (single family
or 2-4 family).  One is in the 100-year floodplain (A or AE zone), three are outside the 100-year
floodplain (B, C, X zones).  Often property owners that are on the edge of the 100-year
floodplain but have experienced flooding in the past will buy a policy.  These 4 policies pay
$3,490 in premiums, with $1,092,000 insurance in force.  Since 1978, there have been 9 closed
paid flood losses in Thompson totaling $236,808.

Be advised that flood insurance is required as a condition of a mortgage or other home loan if
the structure is located in the floodplain.  If there is no loan, property owners often cancel the
insurance.  The low policy count does not represent the number of structures that are located in
the floodplain and should be maintaining insurance.  Also, your current mapping is very old and
do not show structures.  The new maps becoming effective in September will have aerial
photography.  Bank may have been making errors all these years by not requiring insurance. 
You may see the policy count jump up a bit in the fall as banks go over their portfolios again
with the new maps coming out and catching any old errors where they did not think the
structure was in the floodplain.  They will also catch any new structures mapped into the
floodplain.  

This Storymap tool from FEMA may help you compare existing to
proposed:  https://fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/StorytellingSwipe/index.html?
appid=72cc4e20361542a38a5583777376057a# 

    FEMA estimates that there are approximately 140 structures in      the 100-year floodplain on
the current flood maps.  Be advised     this can include accessory structures like sheds, garages. 
Your GIS    may give more accurate numbers.  FEMA estimates on the proposed     maps effective

https://fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/StorytellingSwipe/index.html?appid=72cc4e20361542a38a5583777376057a
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September 7, 2023 there will be 71 structures in the     100-year floodplain.  This represents a net
loss of 69 structures. 

3. Can FEMA provide the number of structures that are currently insured through FEMA , and if yes
can FEMA provide a listing of those structures and associated addresses? 4 flood insurance
policies currently as of May 2, 2023, see question #2 above.  I cannot provide the exact
addresses.  If Thompson would like to get a list of addresses they will have to sign and
Information Sharing Access Agreement (ISAA) with FEMA.  I can provide you the contact at the
FEMA Boston office to initiate this request.

5. How can Thompson obtain digital shape files as Thompson would like to have Applied
Geographics use those shape files to create a FEMA special flood hazard layer for inclusion in the
Town’s GIS application known as MapGeo?

 The geospatial data is available on the the FEMA Map Service Center
website, https://msc.fema.gov/portal/home.  Hit "Search All Products" in the middle of the page.  Select
Connecticut for State, Windham for County and Thomspon for Community, then hit "Search" .  Select “Pending
Product”, then  “FIRM database”, hit the download button on the right.

Diane S. Ifkovic
State of Connecticut
Department of Energy & Environmental Protection
79 Elm Street
Land & Water Resources Division, 3rd floor
Hartford, CT 06106
Phone:  (860) 424-3537
Email:  diane.ifkovic@ct.gov

https://msc.fema.gov/portal/home
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Re: Amended Draft of Thompson Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance, for your review

Ifkovic, Diane <Diane.Ifkovic@ct.gov>
Sun 7/9/2023 8:31 PM

To:Marla Butts <wetlands@thompsonct.org>
Cc:Paul Hopkins <assessor@thompsonct.org>;George Oneil <goneil3@thompsonct.org>;First Selectman
<firstselectman@thompsonct.org>;ZEO <ZEO@thompsonct.org>;Dibetitto, Stephanie
<stephanie.dibetitto@fema.dhs.gov>;Town Clerk <townclerk@thompsonct.org>;Sadie Carnes
<scarnes@generalcode.com>;Planner <planner@thompsonct.org>
Hi Marla,

First, thank you so much for going over the draft so carefully.  I provide the overall edits needed but
town officials do need to go over the edits very carefully, so I appreciate your attention on this.  Below I
go over your comments and questions.

You are correct there is no section 5.1.19, typo on my part, I meant 5.1.9.  On the draft sections 5.1.8
and 5.1.9 were jammed together and Tyra fixed this, separated the sections.

You are correct there is no Section 5.5.5 Floodways, I meant 5.3.3.  And Section 5.3.3 and Section 6 were
jammed together, Tyra fixed this and separated them.

Section 6.4, your edit is fine.

Section 7.5.3, your edit is fine.

ASCE 24 is the American Society of Civil Engineers publication Flood Resistant Design and Construction. 
This publication is mentioned in the State Building Code, your building official may have a copy, and that
is why I included it.  I was aiming for the regulations to match the building code requirements.  You can
just spell out the entire name of the publication.  Here is a link to a highlight of this
publication:  https://www.fema.gov/sites/default/files/2020-07/asce24-14_highlights_jan2015.pdf

If you want to include a definition for "Community" as the Town of Thompson that is fine.  Seems self-
evident but does no harm.

If you want to change the term "registered professional engineer/architect" to what you have listed that
is fine.  It is likely an antiquated term and I have had a few other towns change it also

Yes it should say Section 5.3.2 (a) - (h) or if you want to make it even simpler just say Section 5.3.2
Elevated Buildings.

4.3.1 g) and h) "Record Elevation" - FEMA simply wants you to maintain on file the elevation data of
structures built in the floodplain.  You can say "Obtain and maintain records" or something similar. 
Below is how it is shown in 44 CFR 60.3:

(5) Where base flood elevation data are utilized, within Zone A on the community's FHBM or FIRM:

(i) Obtain the elevation (in relation to mean sea level) of the lowest floor (including basement) of all new and

substantially improved structures, and

https://www.fema.gov/sites/default/files/2020-07/asce24-14_highlights_jan2015.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=91ea0adb5a418fc38fd76a3f33346be5&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:44:Chapter:I:Subchapter:B:Part:60:Subpart:A:60.3
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=4bd598922352a518bf8b6b9ab4f2834d&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:44:Chapter:I:Subchapter:B:Part:60:Subpart:A:60.3
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(ii) Obtain, if the structure has been floodproofed in accordance with paragraph (c)(3)(ii) of this section, the

elevation (in relation to mean sea level) to which the structure was floodproofed, and

(iii) Maintain a record of all such information with the official designated by the community under § 59.22 (a)

(9)(iii);

Section 6 Subdivision Proposals.  If you feel this is the responsibility of the Thompson P&Z Commission
then you can change it.  I think the language here is trying to stress that when a subdivision application
comes in staff (example Building Official) should be requiring BFE data.  But again if you feel it is the
responsibility of the P&Z then change it to whatever is most accurate in Thompson.

5.1.14 Compensatory Storage - The compensatory storage and equal conveyance requirements are state
requirements.  They are not FEMA requirements.  See this old newsletter article for
explanation:  https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/DEEP/water/flood_mgmt/torrent/summer2004pdf.pdf.   And
yes the language in sections 5.1.13 and 5.1.14 are meeting the requirements of the CGS 8-2l.  When any
town updates their flood regulations I have them add this language into the update.

diane

Diane S. Ifkovic
State of Connecticut
Department of Energy & Environmental Protection
79 Elm Street
Land & Water Resources Division, 3rd floor
Hartford, CT 06106
Phone:  (860) 424-3537
Email:  diane.ifkovic@ct.gov

https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=24029874f7508129fefc029bc877dc92&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:44:Chapter:I:Subchapter:B:Part:60:Subpart:A:60.3
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=24029874f7508129fefc029bc877dc92&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:44:Chapter:I:Subchapter:B:Part:60:Subpart:A:60.3
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=4bd598922352a518bf8b6b9ab4f2834d&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:44:Chapter:I:Subchapter:B:Part:60:Subpart:A:60.3
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/44/59.22
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/DEEP/water/flood_mgmt/torrent/summer2004pdf.pdf
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Agenda Item K, Correspondence 
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Agenda Item L, Signing of Mylars 
 

None 
  



 
 
 
 

Agenda Item M, Comments by Commissioners 
 

Agenda Item N, Adjournment 
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