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Enforce
ment 
Action 
No. 

Open Space 
Parcel # 

Complaina
nt Contact 

Violator 
Contact Description Actions Taken to Date Actions to be Done 

2021-1 E19-0030 
Craig Hobbs, 

143 Wilton 
Road West 

Judd Zusel, 
25 

Tanglewood 
Court 

Dumping of landscape waste, 
sticks, plants on open space 

 
Mowing of open space 

 
 

Inspection by CEO on June 14th and 15th 

 

NOV was issued w/b 7/12/21 
NOV was revised.  

Revised NOV was distributed.  
Mr. Zusel submitted a planting plan to 

CEO and enforcement subcommittee as 
an alternative feature for permanent 

demarcation of boundary between 25 
Tanglewood and the open space parcel. 

Feature will consist of evergreens 
(privacy screen) planted on Mr. Zusels 
property. CEO approved the plans as a 
permanent demarcating feature. This 
would be an acceptable resolution. 

RCC provided Mr. Zusel with a deadline 
(October) to implement this feature. CEO 
will inspect the fully implemented feature 

prior to the deadline. 

2021-2 F07-0143 
26 Rustic 

Road 
Shirley 

30 Rustic 
Road 

Peter Dunlop 
golfchef@opt

online.net 

Dumping of large segments of 
a cut tree on Open Space 

Inspection May 18th 
 

Completed work occurred in the right of 
way belonging to the lake association. 

No further action 
 
 

mailto:conservation@ridgefieldct.org


2021-3 F07-0143 
26 Rustic 

Road 
Shirley 

34 Rustic 
Felicia Clem 

Feliciaclem55
5@aol.com 
2034382362 

Filling, grading, removal of 
vegetation, construction of a 

dock within wetlands and open 
space 

Inspection May 18th 
 

Wetlands Violation has been issued 
She is planning to show up to July 8 IWB 

meeting 
NOPV was issued w/b 7/12/21 

 
IWB Discussed Violations 8/26 

 
Ms. Clem has removed furniture and 

vehicles/boats from the Town property. 
 

Bob Jewell is representing the violator.  
In regards to wetlands violations relating 

to grading and filling of wetlands, Mr. 
Jewell has stated modifications to the 
land preceded her ownership of the 

property (2006). The IWB agreed not to 
pursue the violation of filling and grading 

in a wetland. The board requests that 
mowing and other maintenance cease 

and let natural vegetative growth 
succeed. 

 Ms. Clem will apply for a wetlands 
permit for placement of the dock, but 

they will need to get permission from the 
town prior. Bob Jewell will meet with the 
board of selectmen to figure out land use 

policy for their property. Mr. Jewell 
conceded she does not have exclusive 
access easement for the property. She 

would also like to keep the fireplace 
there. Mr. Jewell said he could “check in” 
at every meeting until the violation was 

resolved. 
 

Mr. Jewell will attend next board of 
selectmen meeting to discuss the 

property and access easement rights. 
 

Ms. Clem or Bob Jewell has heard from 
the CEO and Jack Kace that we would 
like him to attend the RCC meeting to 

discuss. 
Jack Kace during the meeting said he 

would forward any property/deed 
information he received to Town counsel, 

Dave Grogins. 

2021-4 
D13-0048, 

D13-0047 on  
Casey Lane 

needed 

39 Ketcham 
Rd 

Jeanne 
Bodner 

 

Unauthorized creation of a trail 
on open space around Marjoy 

pond  
Complaint received Inspection needed 

mailto:Feliciaclem555@aol.com
mailto:Feliciaclem555@aol.com


2021-5 F11-0099 
Dawn Lane Jean Linville 

 

Dumping Complaint received Inspection needed 

2021-6 
F13-0037, 9 

Norrans Ridge 
Drive 

Dave Cronin 

66 Norrans 
Ridge 

Robert Logan 
Jr 

Dumping Completed inspection 
Photo log generated 

Notice will be sent out to all homeowners 
that are across from the open space to 

make them aware that dumping is 
occurring and ask them to notify their 
landscapers this is in violation of the 
town’s open space use ordinance. 

2021-7 125 Norrans 
Ridge Dave Cronin 

125 Norrans 
Ridge 

STEPHEN J 
Giorgio 

Dumping of Lawn Debris Completed inspection 
Photo log generated Inspection reported needed 

2021-8 C03-0071 

Kitsey Snow. 
62 

Canterbury 
Lane. 203 
748 7898 

C03-072 & 
C03-073 

Mowing of Open Space 40 ft 
over the boundary the newly 

developed properties on 
Canterbury Lane 

Visited site took pictures from roadway. 
Unauthorized mowing and cutting likely. 

Photolog generated. 
 

A notice of probable violation was issued 
in early August. 

 
CEO Performed a site inspection with 

tree warden Steve Lavatori. Walked on 
the town property and took pictures. It 

appears the area had been brush mowed 
and some smaller trees had been 

removed. 
Much of the mowed vegetation was 

multiflora rose. 
 It appeared regrowth in the area mostly 

consisted of sensitive fern. 
 

CEO Spoke with Dave Unger. He had 
spoken with the tree warden Steve 

Lavatori. Steve told the homeowners 
they could remove some trees along the 
line which included some autumn olive 
and multiflora rose. There was multifora 
rose which they wanted to remove and it 

was mowed as well. 
 
 
 

I requested Dave Unger attend the next 
RCC meeting. RCC should request the 

mowing to cease and perhaps some 
permanent demarcation be placed along 

the border. 



2021-9 E19-0030 

Judd Zusel, 
25 

Tanglewood 
Court 

Craig Hobbs, 
143 Wilton 
Road West 

Cutting limbs and herbaceous 
vegetation on open space 

Received complaint and pictures, will 
follow up after we resolve violation at 

Zusel 
Inspection needed 

 



















Riffle Bio Assessment Program Summary 
 
Program Overview: 
https://portal.ct.gov/DEEP/Water/Inland-Water-Monitoring/Riffle-Bioassessment-by-Volunteers-RBV 
 
Types of Volunteers needed: 

• Field Team Leaders – for each sampling event that we do in the Fall, we need one trained leader 
to oversee the event.  These folks would need to attend a training event on August 28th in 
Ridgefield.  Each trained leader would then be in charge of managing one sampling event (with 
untrained volunteers).  So far: 

o Roberta 
o Ben Oko 
o Carolyn Davis carolyn.davis1124@gmail.com 
o Kristin Quell-Garguilo k_quell@yahoo.com 

 
• Sampling Volunteers – these are folks who want to participate in doing the actual sampling but 

might not want to be ‘in charge’.  For these folks, we will run a 1 or 2 hour training event over 
Zoom a few days before the planned sampling trip. Then we’d meet at the designated stream 
and take the samples.  ~ 2 hrs. at the stream.  So far: 

o Yanni (fynjjj@gmail.com) 
o  

Sampling timing: dates TBD but will be between end-Sept through end-Oct 

Sampling Protocol: 

- Working within an area of stream of about 50 feet, volunteers pick out 6 spots to sample – these 
spots are called kick-stops. 

- At each kick-stop, volunteers  set up a net perpendicular  to  the  current and follow these steps: 
o identify  all cobble  size rocks  (approximately  tennis ball  sized  or larger)  located 

within  a  18 in x  14 in. ‘sampling zone’  in  front  of  the  net.   These rocks are placed 
inside  the  net  and hand scrubbed to dislodge  any attached organisms;   

o once  scrubbed  cobble  sized  rocks  are placed  to  the side  outside  of  the sampling 
zone.  Next,  the  volunteer  stands  adjacent  to  the  net,  so  as  not  to 
block  stream  flow  into the  net, and  uses  the  heel  of  their  foot  to 
vigorously  ‘kick’  the  sampling  zone  for  1  minute.      

o Upon completion of the  ‘kick’, the net  is carefully  removed  from  the 
stream  so  as  not  to  lose  any portion of  the  sample,  and 
then  the  process  is  repeated  at  a  second kick stop  location.   

o The  contents  of  the  two kick  stops  are  carried to the  stream  bank  and emptied 
into a  sorting tray.    

o This  entire  process  is  repeated  two  more times,  with 
the  contents  of  kicks  three  and four  emptied into  a  second sorting  tray, 
and  the  contents  of  kicks  five  and six emptied into  a  third sorting tray.     

- Each  tray  is sorted  streamside  by volunteers  using  forceps and  plastic  spoons.   Sorting 
entails  volunteers reviewing  each  tray, and 
removing  any  organisms  observed.  Removed  organisms  are  grouped by  similar appearance 
into  an  ice cube  tray.  Sorting is  continued  until  volunteers  are  unable  to identify any 
additional  ‘types’  of  organisms in  the sub-sample.    

https://portal.ct.gov/DEEP/Water/Inland-Water-Monitoring/Riffle-Bioassessment-by-Volunteers-RBV
mailto:carolyn.davis1124@gmail.com
mailto:fynjjj@gmail.com


- Once sorting  is complete,  volunteers use  a guide  to identify the  organisms to the best of their 
ability.  Each bug  ‘type’  found is  marked off  by the  volunteer  on a  datasheet. 

- After  sorting and identification are  complete,  the 
Field  Team  Leader  oversees  the  preservation  of representative specimens. They are labeled 
and we send them in to DEEP. 

 

Stream Selection - State-required Stream Criteria: 
• high  gradient,  wadeable streams with  an  upstream  catchment  area  smaller than  15.0  square 

miles. 
• that  are  believed  to  be characterized by high water  quality 
• *Ideal  Sites  are  headwater  streams  thought  to  be high  quality  but  which  have  not  been  

monitored or  assessed by  DEEP  within  the  past two  years. 
• Monitoring  stations must  be characterized  by  sufficient  riffle  habitat to  complete six  kick-stops  

within  a  contiguous  100m  stretch  of  stream.   
• Stations  are  to be  free  from  any obvious  or known sources  of  impairment  including  but  not  

limited  to industrial  discharges.    
• Exceptions  to  these site requirements are  made  by  the  Project Manager  to  support  large  group  

training  activities and  participation of  educational  groups as  needed 
• Monitoring  is conducted  during periods  of  typical  flow;  periods  of  extreme  low  flow  or  

extreme  high flow  are  avoided due  to  data  quality  and safety concerns.    
• Monitoring within  48 hours  of  heavy  precipitation  is  avoided. 
• Samples will  not  be collected  from  stream  segments listed  on the  303(d)  list  of  impaired  

waters  or  from  any  water  body otherwise  known or  believed  to be characterized  by  
insufficient  habitat  or  poor  water  quality  conditions. 

• collect samples  from  locations  in  the  stream that  are  most  likely  to  have remained  wetted 
throughout  the  year  (i.e. avoid edges,  sand/gravel  bars, etc.). 

 
 
Sampling Locations 
 
Legend:  
Open Space location 
Site of sampling 2010  
 

• Titicus River (where enters Sherwood Refuge) 41.3286583, -73.5218167  CONFIRMED SUITABLE 
o Note: this was the only site of the 4 from 2010 that was tagged as high water quality 

 
 



• Ridgefield Brook (Route 35 near old pierce road) 41.3158056, -73.47925 NOT ELIGIBLE AS LISTED 
AS IMPAIRED (see appendix) 
 

 
 

• Miry Brook (through Hemlock Hills). Sampling spot near entrance to Wooster School  
CONFIRMED SUITABLE 

 
 

• Norwalk River (Route 7 & South Stonehenge Road)  41.31006111, -73.46909722 NOT ELIGIBLE 
AS LISTED AS IMPAIRED (see appendix)   Could sample this after it splits off and runs through 
Aldrich Park to see if its quality improves going through the Park?  

  
 

• Stream that runs through Casey Lane into Marjoy Pond (and then to Titicus) Need to confirm 



 
 

• East Branch Silvermine (where it goes through Spectacle Swamp) Need to confirm 

 
 
 

• Cooper Pond Brook (confluence at Branchville RR)  41.2676778, -73.4422444 NOT ELIGIBLE as 
listed as impaired (see APPENDIX) 

 
 
 
 
 
  



APPENDIX A – IMPAIRED WATERBODIES IN RIDGEFIELD 
 
 
From DEEP list of impaired waterbodies 
 
Appendix A1 .  Connecticut  305b  Assessment  Results  for  Rivers  and  Streams 
 
Chrome-
extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/viewer.html?pdfurl=https%3A%2F%2Fportal.ct.gov%2F-
%2Fmedia%2FDEEP%2Fwater%2Fwater_quality_management%2F305b%2F2020%2F2020IWQRAppendi
xA1.pdf&clen=1891735 

 
 

 
 
CT7300-00_05 Norwalk River from Little Pond down to Cooper Brook 
 
 
 
CT7300-02_01  Taylors Pond to Norwalk River 

 
 



 
CT7300-07_01 & CT7300-07_02 --- Cooper Pond Brook 

 
 

 
 
 
CT7300-00_04 Norwalk River between above spot down to Factory Pond 
 

 
 
 



APPENDIX B – detailed description of sampling 
 
The start  of  the sampling  reach  is determined  by  the  Field  Team  Leader  based  upon best  available  
habitat and flow  conditions  within  the  intended  monitoring station  (i.e. stream  reach).   Working 
upstream, volunteers  conduct  a  series  of  six kick stops.  At  each  kick stop,  the  net  is  placed  firmly 
against  the substrate  with  the  opening  facing  upstream  and perpendicular  to  the  current.  
Volunteers  first  identify  all cobble  size substrate  (approximately  tennis ball  sized  or larger)  located 
within  the  18 in x  14 in. ‘sampling zone’  in  front  of  the  net.   This cobble sized  substrate is  placed 
inside  the  net  and hand scrubbed to dislodge  any attached organisms;  once  scrubbed  cobble  sized  
rocks  are placed  to  the side  outside  of  the sampling zone.  Next,  the  volunteer  stands  adjacent  to  
the  net,  so  as  not  to block  stream  flow  into the  net, and  uses  the  heel  of  their  foot  to vigorously  
‘kick’  the  sampling  zone  for  1  minute.     Upon completion of the  ‘kick’, the net  is carefully  removed  
from  the stream  so  as  not  to  lose  any portion of  the  sample,  and then  the  process  is  repeated  at  
a  second kick stop  location.  The  contents  of  the  two kick  stops  are  carried to the  stream  bank  
and emptied into a  sorting tray.   This  entire  process  is  repeated  two  more times,  with the  contents  
of  kicks  three  and four  emptied into  a  second sorting  tray, and  the  contents  of  kicks  five  and six 
emptied into  a  third sorting tray.    Each  tray  is sorted  streamside  by volunteers  using  forceps and  
plastic  spoons.   Sorting entails  volunteers reviewing  each  tray, and removing  any  organisms  
observed.  Removed  organisms  are  grouped by  similar appearance into  an  ice cube  tray.  Sorting is  
continued  until  volunteers  are  unable  to identify any additional  ‘types’  of  organisms in  the sub-
sample.   Once sorting  is complete,  volunteers use  the RBV Sorting Guide  (Appendix  D), RBV  Field 
Identification  Cards  (Appendix  E),  and  the RBV  reference collection  to identify the  organisms.   
Accurate volunteer  identifications  are not  required  however,  as official  taxa identifications are  made 
by CT DEEP staff  (or  certified  taxonomist)  based  upon  the content  of  the  voucher  vial;  see below.).   
Each macroinvertebrate  ‘type’  found is  marked off  by the  volunteer  on the  RBV  datasheet  
(Appendix  B). After  sorting and identification are  complete,  the Field  Team  Leader  oversees  the  
preservation  of representative specimens of  each  macroinvertebrate  type identified  in  the sample  
(i.e. a  ‘voucher’)  for taxonomic  verification.    (The preserved  voucher  serves as evidence  of  the 
presence of  a  given  RBV organism  at  the  monitoring  station at  the  time  of  volunteer  monitoring.)   
Vouchers  contain  2-3 representative organisms of  each  type  of  macroinvertebrate observed  in  the  
sample.   Suitable  voucher containers  include  smooth-sided,  clear,  plastic  or  glass  containers with  
sealable  lid.   A  label  (Appendix  H) containing the  station  identification number,  stream  name  and 
location description, date,  and  last  name of sampler,  is  completed  in pencil  and placed  inside  the  
voucher  container.  The  container  is  then  preserved by  filling  with  isopropyl  or  ethyl  alcohol,  and  
sealed  for  storage  and eventual  transport  (along with  station photographs  and  field  datasheet)  to  
CTDEEP.   (Volunteers  are required  to  complete field  data package materials,  including  the  datasheet  
and voucher  label, in  pencil  as  the  voucher  preservative  will  dissolve the  ink of  most  standard 
pens  and  markers.)   Remaining  organisms  in the  sample are returned  to  the stream.   (If  present, 
crayfish and freshwater  mussels  are  not  preserved but  rather are  photographed, noted on  the  field  
datasheet,  and  then  released.) 
At  the  conclusion of  the  monitoring  season,  site  photographs  are reviewed  to  ensure  collection  
occurred at suitable  locations  and under  suitable  flow  conditions 
Each Local  RBV  Program  Coordinator  will  submit  a  field  data  report  package  to the  Project  
Manager  at the  conclusion of  the  RBV  season and  no later  than December  15th.   The  field  data 
report  package will include  sampling  collection  records  (e.g.  RBV  field  data sheets,  digital  site  
condition photographs)  and  a preserved  macroinvertebrate voucher  for  each  site  monitored  by  the  
local RBV  Program. 
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