
TOWN OF CORNWALL 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE 

Board of Selectmen 

Minutes for meeting held on: 

Tuesday, July 16th, 2024 

Hybrid – In Person at Cornwall Library 

& Remotely Via Zoom 
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Present  Selectmen Others 

☒ Gordon Ridgway, First Selectman Jane Hall, Administrative Assistant 

☒  Rocco Botto Press 

☒ Jennifer Markow 
12 - Total Attendees 

 

Call to Order 7:33 pm 

Approval of 

Minutes 

Minutes from 7/2/2024 

 

Motion:   

Rocco Botto - Made motion to approve the minutes from 7/2/2024 

Gordon Ridgway - Seconded the motion   

Discussion – none   

Motion passed unanimously   

 

Communications / 

Announcements 

Rocco Botto shared the following: 

• Bears are out and about in Northwest Connecticut – home break ins in Cornwall 

First Selectman Gordon Ridgway shared the following: 

• Thank you to the Cornwall Library for opening the doors as the cooling center for town 

• Rummage sale is this weekend – appreciation to the dozens of volunteers who make 

that happen 

• Weather update – 35 years ago the famous tornado came through town – be on look out 

for popup thunderstorms 

• Drill with state of CT on hurricanes at end of the month 

Additions to the 

Agenda 

 

Motion:   

Gordon Ridgway - Made motion to approve add repairs to Cornwall Bridge Firehouse, Cream 

Hill Lake health report, Bear update, budget transfer, and Invasives to the agenda 

Jennifer Markow - Seconded the motion   

Discussion – none   

Motion passed unanimously   

 

1. MSW / HRRA 

First Selectman Gordon Ridgway shared the following: 

• History of Cornwall MSW (Municipal Solid Waste) Recap of meeting with Counsil of 

Governments  last week – presentation from HRRA (Housatonic Resource Recovery Agency) on 

MSW, composting, food scrap drop off, recycling efforts, education. COG will be voting on July 

26th whether to pursue joining HRRA 

• Speaking with, Ted Larson at the Transfer Station, he is in favor of keeping a municipal aspect to 

this and not privatizing our waste services  

2. 

 

Town Hall roof & gutters 

First Selectman Gordon Ridgway shared the following: 

• We have leaks in the Town Hall which has caused issues with the plaster. Will be working with 

building inspector to get a specification together to replaces shingles on roof and redo the gutters. 
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3. 

 

 

STEAP grant – Cornwall Business, Façade, and Site Work 

First Selectman Gordon Ridgway shared the following: 

• Small Town Economic Assistance Program (STEAP) grant amount that he state is willing to give 

towns has been increased to 10 million dollars.  

• Attended a meeting for a project group called Placeholders in Cornwall Bridge – the group is 

looking to get a unified design and some work done in Cornwall Bridge 

Discussion ensued on a recap on the history and use of STEAP grants in Cornwall, TRIP grant for 

crosswalk, needs for Cornwall Bridge traffic control. 

4. West Cornwall Wastewater Project 

First Selectman Gordon Ridgway shared the following: 

• We got permission from HUD to proceed on the design work, that will be starting up over the 

summer  

5. Composting 

First Selectman Gordon Ridgway invited Heidi Cunnick, Conservation Commission to speak on 

composting and the following was shared: 

• The Conservation Commission is here to support whatever is needed to move forward to get 

composting in town – interim solution, possibly mirror what Falls Village and Sharon are using 

• Check with HRRA on what a next step would be for composting as they have successful 

composting programs with other towns 

• Interest in our whole 21 town regions to get on site composting starting 

Addition 

#1 

Repairs to Cornwall Bridge Firehouse 

Dick Sears, President of Cornwall Volunteer Fire Department presented a request and quotes for 

remediation of the Cornwall Bridge Firehouse (attached)  

 

Motion:   

Gordon Ridgway - Made motion to proceed with remediation of the Cornwall Bridge Firehouse 

Rocco Botto - Seconded the motion   

Discussion – History of building and needs for improvement of land and building   

Motion passed unanimously   

 

Addition 

#2 

Cream Hill Lake health report 

Heidi Cunnick, Conservation Commission, shared the findings of the recent mapping and survey of Cream 

Hill Lake done by the State Department Aquatics Invasive Species at no cost.  

Discussion ensued on monitoring the lake and boat use. 

Addition 

#3 

Bear Update 

First Selectman Gordon Ridgway shared the following: 

• Bear break in at local transfer stations recently - Bears have visited at least 3 properties in town 

this week, broke into houses, cars, trucks, did substantial damage – Spoke with Maria Horn on 

getting something accomplished for bear population management  

• If people have encounters with bears, you should document it and can also attend a legislation 

session to share experience 

Addition 

#4 

Budget Transfer 

First Selectman Gordon Ridgway reviewed the proposed budget transfers totaling $53,283: 

 From To Amount 

1 Contingency Hammond Beach $8,800 

2 Contingency DPW: Vehicle Maintenance $8,500 

3 Contingency Land Use: ZEO and clerk hours $7,600 

4 Contingency Registrar of Voters $3,380 

5 Contingency Probate Court $480 

6 Contingency Municipal Agent for Aging $103 

7 Board of Education Social Services $6,650 

8 Board of Education Public Safety $10,000 

9 CEDC / Debt Sv Town Office Contracted $7,770 
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Motion:   

Gordon Ridgway - Made motion to that we do these 9 budget transfers and send them off to the Board of 

Finance 

Rocco Botto - Seconded the motion   

Discussion – none   

Motion passed unanimously   

 

Addition 

#5 

Invasives 

The Board of Selectmen received Invasives report (attached) from Conservation Commission at meeting. 

A recap of the report was presented by Heidi Cunnick. 

Discussion ensued on the invasives in town and a management plan. 

6. Public Comment 

none 

 Adjournment: 8:35 pm 

 

Respectfully Submitted: Jane Hall, Administrative Assistant 
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Report Summary  
Invasive plants disrupt ecosystems, threaten biodiversity, and incur economic costs, making them 

harmful to both natural environments and human well-being. This report identifies three species  as 

priority invasives in Cornwall, which should be addressed by the Town leadership in collaboration with 

the Cornwall Conservation Commission (CCC) and other town groups and individuals: 

1. Japanese knotweed 

2. Phragmites 

3. Asian bittersweet 

Second-tier invasive species include Garlic mustard, Barberry, Burning bush, Multiflora rose, Japanese 

honeysuckle and Common mugwort, which should be largely addressed by the volunteer efforts of 

town residents and landowners. 

Key recommendations: 

1. Follow the USDA recommended practice of “Early Detection and Rapid Response (EDRR)” to 

identify and remove small patches of invasives before they proliferate. 

2. Apply mapping to identify the problem extent and enable prioritization of work. 

3. Identify the mechanisms and points of origination by and from which the species are spread 

and make efforts to stop the spread from those initial sites. For example, invasive species can 

be spread by town road equipment when mowing or gravelling. 

4. Understand the plants’ biology to be able to use best practices in controlling the spread. 

5. Treat the invasives using species-specific timing and methods including, but not limited to, 

mechanical means; pulling, mowing, cutting, excavating, and chemical means; herbicide. 

6. Dispose of plant debris appropriately to avoid further spread. 

7. Pursue biocontrols (the use of living organisms like insects and fungi to attack invasive plants) 

as they become available.   

8. Encourage restoration of land areas with native seed mix and/or plantings as appropriate. 

9. Educate and work with private landowners to address invasives on their property. (Note that 

some landowners may not be willing to have herbicides applied on their properties and no 

eradication with chemicals will be undertaken on private property without approval by 

landowners).  

10. Write an annual action plan for the BoS for the top priority species and for townspeople’s 

effort. (Responsibility of the CCC) 

11. Make efforts to control/eradicate priority invasive species when they occur on Town property. 
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Introduction 
This Invasive Plant Report  is presented by the Cornwall Conservation Commission in order to 

“address the proliferation of invasive species”, as outlined in the Town of Cornwall Plan of 

Conservation & Development 2020. Our goal is to build a consensus approach on invasive plants, to 

enable town leadership to prioritize work and to minimize the cost of invasive eradication efforts. 

This policy is a “ living” document. Even as this is written, scientific research is ongoing and 

there are new control methods on the horizon that will be incorporated as deemed appropriate.  
Invasive plants are detrimental because they: 

Outcompete native species: Invasive plants grow rapidly and often outcompete native plants for 

resources such as sunlight, water, and nutrients, disrupting the balance of ecosystems. 

Reduce biodiversity: By displacing native plants, invasive species reduce biodiversity, which can lead to 

negative cascading effects on other organisms dependent on those plants for food and habitat. 

Alter habitats: Invasive plants can alter habitats by changing soil composition, shading out other 

vegetation, and even changing the availability of water, ultimately affecting the structure and function 

of ecosystems. 

Impose economic costs: Invasive plants can damage agricultural crops, reduce land value, increase 

management costs for landowners, and require expensive eradication efforts by governments and 

conservation organizations. 

Invasive Species: “A Little Science, a Little Cornwall” 
In Cornwall, to date, little or no mapping or quantification of invasive species has been 

completed. However, anecdotal evidence from longtime residents suggests that over the past three 

decades Cornwall has seen an explosion of invasive species. The most pernicious invasive plants in the 

Cornwall landscape have gone from either very low levels or non-existent to landscape-scale invasions. 

This policy adopts a realistic approach; while it is virtually impossible to achieve complete eradication 

on a widespread, landscape-scale, controlling invasive species on a smaller scale can and should be 

accomplished.  

The incursions of invasive species into Cornwall have often occurred by our own actions. 

Barberry and multiflora rose, planted in gardens from the 1920’s onward as ornamentals, have escaped 

into our woodlands. Bittersweet and Phragmites continue to be spread by ornamental wreaths and 

arrangements that are tossed into the landscape after use.  Of  current concern is the potential 

unintentional movement of invasives, by the Town Crew’s equipment. 

 Over the past half-century, scientists have disagreed about the damage caused by invasive 

plant species. In recent years, however, there is growing consensus on the need for invasive plant 

control1 (Hulme and Simberloff, 2020). Researchers generally agree that, on balance, invasive plant 

species negatively impact the ecosystems they invade (Simberloff, 2011; Kumar Rai, P., & Singh, J. S., 
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2020). Further, research on invasive species suggests their impacts are accelerating at an increasing 

rate (Pysek et al., 2020}.  

In Cornwall, invasives in our fields, forests, and wetlands decrease the richness and abundance 

of our native species, replacing them with species less able to deliver ecosystem services. In more 

Cornwallian words, we can recognize that when Phragmites crowd into our wetlands we lose views 

over cattail marshes that bring  a sense of beauty and connection to nature. Japanese knotweed is 

being studied for its impact on stream and river flow. In a study of New Jersey rivers, Japanese 

knotweed was found to reduce streamflow by an average of 8% during summer months (Galster, J. C., 

& Vanderklein, D., 2023). In Cornwallian terms, this decrease during potentially dry summer months 

could make the difference in whether a well runs dry, or whether or not amphibians’ eggs remain 

viable. Because invasives replace native species, there is an associated loss of food sources for 

pollinators and birds, resulting in an overall decrease in biodiversity. 

An informal survey of literature on the Web of Science (the major database of peer reviewed 

science literature and a gold standard in rigorous scientific research), reveals there is no single solution 

or approach for invasive plant species. Treatment for any single invasive species depends on many 

parameters including; the species of concern, where it has invaded, the extent of the invasion, and the 

available treatment options.  

 

 

Mapping 
Mapping the top three invasive plant species should be performed on an ongoing basis. The 

CCC is preparing maps which show the invasive patches that are visible from town roads (invasives on 

state roads, state property or on private property may not appear on these maps). These maps can be 

supplemented and strengthened with the help of Cornwallians willing to contribute invasive locations 

on their own property to a centralized GIS manager (currently Heidi Cunnick).  Maps should record the 

location, species, and size of infestation;  treatment or management methods and dates; and 

restoration efforts that have been undertaken. 

 The following map is a draft that shows the mapping so far of Japanese knotweed (shown in 

blue dots) and Phragmites (shown in pink dots).  
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Which Species to Control and by Whom? 
Recognizing the need to balance the negative impacts of invasive species with the costs 

associated with eradication efforts, the CCC considers the following species as having the highest 

negative ecological impact in Cornwall:  

 

1. Japanese knotweed (JK)  (Reynoutria japonica)  
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2. Bittersweet  (Celastrus orbiculatus) also called Asian bittersweet 

3. Phragmites  (Phragmites australis) also called Common reed 

 

 The CCC recommends the Town of Cornwall work to control  these top three invasive species 

when they occur on Town property. We make this recommendation because invasives on Town 

properties, especially roadsides, can spread to adjacent landowners’ properties if not  controlled. 

However, Phragmites control is so challenging that the Commission suggests limited control efforts on 

patches , in the hope that a bio-control may be available in the coming decade.  

While there are many invasives that exist within the boundaries of Cornwall, the following are 

also prevalent and are considered second tier species:  

 

Garlic mustard  (Aliaria petiolata)  

Barberry (Berberis thunbergii)  

Burning bush (Euonymus alatus) also called Winged Euonymus 

Multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora)  

Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera Japonica) 

Common mugwort (Artemisia vulgaris L.)  

 

The CCC recommends that second tier species be addressed largely by landowners and 

volunteers and will provide educational materials and links to resources to support these efforts. 

We endorse the USDA recommended practice of “Early Detection and Rapid Response (EDRR)”: 

 

 Early Detection and Rapid Response (EDRR)  is a coordinated set of actions to 

find and eradicate new and emerging invasive species in a specific location before they 

can spread and cause harm. It is one of the most cost-effective and ecologically viable 

methods for controlling invasive species and is well worth the effort to protect natural 

and agricultural resources. Early interventions are more likely to be successful, while 

long-term management typically has higher association costs.”  - USDA 

 

The CCC will provide an annual action plan to the BoS for the top three priority 

species. 

Invasive Removal - a Species-specific Approach  
Generally,  research suggests that the greatest inroads into decreasing populations may be 

achieved by focusing on the control of a particular species’ biological processes: the timing and method 

of reproduction, survival and growth (Ramula et al., 2008). Currently, promising controls are being 

researched and developed. Biocontrols are the use of living organisms like insects and fungi to attack 

invasive plants. For example, Purple Loosestrife has been successfully controlled by this method, 

specifically by the release of several predatory insect species.  Biocontrols are approved only after 

thorough research and testing to avoid negative long-term impacts, and it may be years or possibly 

decades before biocontrols for our local invasive species are available. The CCC will continue to monitor 

all available treatments and recommend the most current and appropriate methods. 
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We advocate for an integrated control method; where possible and effective, we first advocate 

mechanical control (such as pulling, mowing, cutting and excavating).  Where mechanical control 

cannot realistically be applied, chemical control (use of herbicides) may be necessary. 

We recommend the timing and methods of work be determined using the Connecticut 

Invasive Plant Management Calendar provided by the CT Invasive Plant Working Group (CIPWG). 

 

 

 

 

Restoration 
Simply removing an invasive species often does not result in a consequent reestablishment of 

native species. If the invasion has resulted from environmental degradation, additional measures need 

to be taken (Collings et al., 2023).  The United Nations has declared 2021–2030 to be the “Decade of 

Ecosystem Restoration” (Eisele and Hwang, 2019). Priorities of the initiative include mitigating  the loss 

of biodiversity and land degradation, and sustainably-managing nitrogen to improve water quality. 

Wetland restoration is integral to these efforts. (Kettenring, 2020). Restoration using seeds, grasses, 

forbs (flowering species that don’t have woody parts), shrubs and/or trees to provide a new seed bank 

has become a widely recommended practice providing benefits for biodiversity (cite). 

 

The Commission  recommends that post-removal, native seed be sown and/or plantings be 

installed to aid site restoration until such time as the area is overtaken by adjacent native species. Such 
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work needs to be done in collaboration with experts in landscape design and installation and would be 

funding-dependent. The CCC intends to research and apply for grant funding to support eradication 

and restoration efforts.  

Table 1. Competitive Native Plants to Replace Invasives 
 

Grasses / Grass-like  

Name Sun/Shade Soil Moisture  Attributes 

Switchgrass 

Panicum 
virgatum 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist, 
wet 

Deep root systems, stabilizer of soils. Can occur 
in both fresh and brackish marshes. Considered 
aggressive for small home gardens.  

Wool rush 

Scirpus cyperinus 

sun clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Grows in tough clumps -- great for ditches and 
wet areas, will spread. Good for rain gardens and 
ditches. Host for Dion skipper and Eyed brown 
butterflies. 

Northern sea 
oats 

Chasmanthium 
latifolium 

part shade clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Self-seeds readily by attractive seed heads. Will 
handle some shade. 

Perennials 

Name Sun/Shade Soil Moisture  Attributes 

Boneset 

Eupatorium 
perfoliatum 

sun, part 
shade, 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Floodplains and ditches - huge pollinator 
attractor! Interesting coarse texture in the 
landscape. Good for conservation and rain 
gardens as well. 

Blue mistflower 

Conoclinium 
coelestinum 

sun, part 
shade, 
shade 

clay, 
loam 

dry, 
moist, 
wet 

Belongs to mint family - will wander if allowed. 
Great for meadows, damp woods. Vibrant violet 
flower. Not deer resistant 

Sensitive fern 

Onoclea sensibilis 

sun, part 
shade, 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Spreads by underground runners - good 
groundcover, but will range. Deer resistant. 

Golden ragwort 

Packera aurea 

sun, part 
shade, 
shade 

loam moist, 
wet 

Boasts a long bloom time. Can be aggressive - 
prefers wetland/moist bottomland areas. 
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Cutleaf 
coneflower 

Rudbeckia 
laciniata 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Tall, herbal uses. Will spread in wet areas and 
ditches. Tolerates acid soils. 

Lyre-leaf sage 

Salvia lyrata 

sun, part 
shade 

loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist 

Great groundcover - will self-seed freely. Can 
handle deep shade, prefers sun. Will bloom twice 
(spring and fall) if deadheaded. 

Canadian 
goldenrod 

Solidago 
canadensis 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, wet Seen commonly in fields, roadsides, fallow spots. 
Good late-season source of nectar/pollen. 

Mountain mint 

Pycnanthemum 
spp. 

sun, part 
shade 

depends 
on 
species 

depends 
on 
species 

Great for pollinators - P. incanum will handle 
shade, but most prefer sun. 

Canadian 
germander 

Teucrium 
canadense 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist Plants spread by rhizomes and prefer moist soils. 
Makes great cut flower and ground cover. 

Bee balms 

Monarda spp 

sun, part 
shade 

depends 
on 
species 

depends 
on 
species 

Showy flowers. Belongs to the mint family. Great 
for pollinators. 

Common 
milkweed 

Asclepias syriaca 

sun loam, 
sand 

dry Once established, will build colonies of milkweed. 
Can tolerate the tough soil found on the 
shoulders of roadways. 

White 
snakeroot 

Ageratina 
altissima 

sun, part 
shade, 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist 

A tough plant that prefers basic soil types. 

Annuals 

Name Sun/Shade Soil Moisture Attributes 

Orange 
jewelweed 

Impatiens 
capensis 

part 
shade, 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Annual that competes well in areas populated by 
Japanese stiltgrass. Prefers moist bottomlands 
with shade. 

Shrubs 
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Name Sun/Shade Soil Moisture Attributes 

Groundsel 

Baccharis 
halimifolia 

sun clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist, 
wet 

Dominates ditches and shoreline sites - tolerates 
flooding and salinity, alkaline sites. 

Elderberry 

Sambucus 
canadensis 

sun, part 
shade, 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Edible berries (human & wildlife), suckers, prefers 
alkaline soil, best in swamps. 

Summersweet 

Clethra alnifolia 

part 
shade, 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Very fragrant flowers- tolerates some salinity, 
suckers freely 

Trees 

Name Sun/Shade Soil Moisture Attributes 

Sweetgum 

Liquidambar 
styraciflua 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Wetland tree - can dominate wetland areas. 
Seeds contain shikimic acid (medicines) 

Loblolly pine 

Pinus taeda 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist, 
wet 

Evergreen, winter cover, food for wildlife, acidic 
conditions. Early successional. 

Eastern red 
cedar 

Juniperus 
virginiana 

sun clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist 

Fruit supports over 50 bird species - self-seeds 
readily. Alternate host for Cedar-Apple rust. 

Boxelder 

Acer negundo 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

moist, 
wet 

Grows in lowlands next to rivers or waterways. 
Tolerates a variety of soils. Wood is considered 
brittle. 

Vines 

Name Sun/Shade Soil Moisture Attributes 

Virginia creeper 

Pathenocissus 
quinquefolia 

sun, part 
shade, 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist, 
wet 

Bank stabilizer - can be used as groundcover. 
Trim to control as needed. Great fall color. 

Trumpet vine 

Campsis radicans 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist 

Very thick vines - try to keep off trees to avoid 
dragging or breaking branches. 
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Native 
honeysuckle 

Lonicera 
sempervirens 

sun, part 
shade 

clay, 
loam, 
sand 

dry, 
moist 

Flowers a long time, attractive color. Very 
beneficial for wildlife. Grows less wildly than the 
Japanese species. Needs a vertical surface or 
trellis. 

 

Priority Species Control 
For each species, we first summarize a recommended approach for large versus small 

infestations, then below these brief recommendations are the scientific literature from which these 

recommendations are developed.  What follows is a synthesis of the best scientific support for control 

of these invasives that we could find.  

Japanese knotweed Control 

Smaller infestations: CCC Recommends Knotweed be addressed by grubbing (see below) when 
infestations are small.   
Larger infestations: Cut or mow stalks in May/June, July/August, September/October, allowing 
regrowth between cuts. After the final cut, spray knotweed with ROUNDUP (glyphosate or wetland-
approved versions of the same). Established stands of Japanese knotweed are difficult to eradicate 
even with repeated glyphosate treatments. Adequate control is usually not possible unless the entire 
stand of knotweed is treated (otherwise, it will re-invade via creeping rootstocks from untreated 
areas). However, glyphosate treatments weaken the plant and prevent it from dominating a site. 
Repeated treatments are necessary, preferably with injection. Note that while Triclopyr may be a more 
effective herbicide for this plant, it also may have more serious ecological impacts .   
Disposal: Pile on site and monitor for regrowth. The area must be observed for several years to ensure 
re-sprouting does not occur.  Plant material should not be removed from the site because this action 
risks further spreading. 
Restoration: Restoration should be done after 3 years of control by planting strong natives like grey 
dogwood. 
 

 

 

Japanese knotweed - additional information 
Grubbing: 

This method is appropriate for very small populations or in environmentally sensitive areas where 
herbicides cannot be used. Using a digging tool, remove the entire plant including all roots and runners. 
Care must be taken not to spread rhizome fragments. Juvenile plants can be hand-pulled depending on 
soil conditions and root development. Any portions of the root system not removed will potentially re-
sprout. All plant parts, including mature fruit, should be bagged and disposed of in the trash to prevent 

Formatted: Font: (Default) Calibri

Formatted: Font: (Default) Calibri
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re-establishment. 
                                                       
Cutting: 
Repeated cutting may be effective in eliminating Japanese knotweed, but this strategy must be 
conducted for several years to obtain success. Cut the knotweed close to the ground at least 3 times a 
year. Cutting stems over time results in a significant reduction of rhizomatous reserves. Manual control 
is labor intensive, but where populations are small and isolated or in environmentally sensitive areas, it 
may be a good option. 
Both mechanical and herbicidal control methods require continued treatment to prevent re-
establishment of knotweed. Reintroducing native plants as competitors may be an alternative to 
continued treatment. However, more research needs to be done on which native species might be 
effective competitors and how they should be reintroduced. 
                                                                                                                                                       
Herbicides: 
Triclopyr will kill the top growth within a few days, but Japanese knotweed may re-sprout following 
treatment. Residual effects on emergence and growth the following year are variable. 
Glyphosate applied in spring or early summer may stunt or yellow growth, but knotweed will generally 
recover and continue growing. Glyphosate treatments in late summer or early fall are much more 
effective in preventing regrowth of Japanese knotweed the following year as the plant moves the 
chemical downward to the root zone in the fall. 

 

Phragmites Control 

 

Smaller Phragmites Stands: Small new incursions should be addressed asap with mowing and black 

tarp-plastic covering that be left in place for a year. 

Larger Phragmites stands  should be cut and painted with herbicide in the spring (see calendar), while 

larger patches should be considered for excavation and/or herbicide work. Based on the literature the 

CCC recommends using a wetland-approved glyphosate for this work.  

Disposal: material should remain at the site. Seed heads should be bagged and/or covered with black 

plastic.  Site should be monitored. 

 

 

 

 

Phragmites - additional information 

“The most effective means of Phragmites mechanical control is a combination of cutting or 
mowing (usually in the spring) and covering stubble with plastic (for one growing season). 
However, there are limitations to this application; it is usually applied to small areas, as it is 



14 
 

labor-intensive (Dawson and Hallows 1983; Boone et al. 1988; Marks et al. 1994; Kiviat 2006; 
Willcox 2013).” 
 
“Excavation provides complete Phragmites control and is likely the only landscape-scale option 
for mechanical removal,  but requires disproportionately greater costs in both time and 
resources. Land managers have successfully restored Phragmites-dominated dredge spoil sites 
to highly valued salt marshes in New England (Moore et al. 2009). In such cases, excavation to 
elevations at or below mean high water (i.e. coupling removal with restoration of hydrology) 
results in daily tidal flooding, increased salinity and sulfide, and resulted in restoration of native 
plant communities and associated faunal species in Connecticut and New Hampshire (Moore et 
al. 2009).” 
 
“Controlled comparative studies have found that imazapyr is more effective than glyphosate in 
controlling Phragmites (Kay 1995; Getsinger et al. 2006; Derr 2008b; Mozdzer et al. 2008), but 
not without serious negative consequences to native plants including recolonization following 
the death of Phragmites (Mozdzer et al. 2008). The only studies that reported glyphosate 
exhibiting a greater impact on Phragmites under field conditions were two that used higher 
concentrations than recommended by the manufacturer (30 % in study vs. ,6 %recommended) 
and were not comparable to the rate of imazapyr used (5%) (Back and Holomuzki 2008; Back et 
al. 2012) (Fig. 4). Other studies have demonstrated that there is no need to use glyphosate in 
concentrations higher than those listed on the product label (Cheshier et al. 2012), and label 
instructions should not be exceeded due to potential negative consequences on flora and 
fauna. Land managers have noted that wetlands are slower to recover when imazapyr is used 
when compared with glyphosate herbicides (Mozdzer et al. 2008), which may be attributed to 
greater persistence in the soil.” 

 

Bittersweet Control  

Small vines and patches: Bittersweet’s deep roots makes pulling impractical for large plants. Manual 
removal is most effective when an infestation is detected early and seedlings are about 12” or less. 
Hand-pulling is recommended but the vine and all roots must be removed. Pulling large plants 
stimulates roots to resprout and form new clonal plants. intensifying the infestation. Repeated cutting  
at 1-2 ft. above the soil line exhausts bittersweet’s energy reserves. Cut at 2 ft for first cut; subsequent 
cuts may be at 1 ft. Repeated cutting weakens the plant, diminishing its size over time, the small to 
medium sized plant is easily pulled from the soil. Repeated cutting process also reduces the vine’s 
ability to climb and wrap around trees and shrubs.  

Large vines:  Mechanical and chemical methods are often effective when used in combination. Large 
individual vines can be cut at ground level; foliar herbicide treatments can then be applied directly to 
the rooted section. Basal application and stem injection methods can also be effective. These are 
preferred when there are desirable species present in the area.  

Disposal: Pile on site and monitor for regrowth. The area must be observed for several years to ensure 
re-sprouting does not occur.  
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Restoration: If the bittersweet occurs in a relatively robust system of diverse native species, no 
restoration is necessary. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Kumar Rai, P., & Singh, J. S. (2020). Invasive alien plant species: Their impact on environment, 
ecosystem services and human health. In Ecological Indicators (Vol. 111). Elsevier B.V. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.106020  
 
Pyšek, P., Hulme, P. E., Simberloff, D., Bacher, S., Blackburn, T. M., Carlton, J. T., Dawson, W., Essl, F., 
Foxcroft, L. C., Genovesi, P., Jeschke, J. M., Kühn, I., Liebhold, A. M., Mandrak, N. E., Meyerson, L. A., 
Pauchard, A., Pergl, J., Roy, H. E., Seebens, H., … Richardson, D. M. (2020). Scientists’ warning on 
invasive alien species. Biological Reviews, 95(6). https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12627 
 

Simberloff-2011-Non-natives--scientists-object. (n.d.). Correspondence.Nature. 

University of Maryland Recommended Native Restoration Plants 

  

Second Tier Species Control 

Garlic Mustard Control 

Mechanical: Can be easily hand-pulled during the growing season. Scout for and pull garlic mustard in 
locations with few plants to control new invasions. Once flowers are evident, place removed plant 
material in bags and dispose of in the garbage. Plants can also be repeatedly cut at the ground level 
prior to seed formation (before May). Reduction of an extensive seedbank will require at least 5-10 
years of consistent effort and sites should be monitored in following years. Research from Cornell 
University asserts that mechanical control of garlic mustard-infested areas is counterproductive, 
causing soil disturbance that encourages more growth of garlic mustard, while established garlic 
mustard populations decline with time on their own. 

http://www.nyisri.org/2021/01/research-summary-garlic-mustard-decline/
http://www.nyisri.org/2021/01/research-summary-garlic-mustard-decline/
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Chemical: Follow label instructions for all applications. For large populations, a foliar application of a 
non-selective herbicide (e.g., glyphosate), may be recommended. 30% horticultural vinegar is showing 
some promise.  Applications made during the early spring (March-April), when garlic mustard is one of 
the few plants actively growing, are less likely to injure native plant material (be alert for emerging 
native plant growth).By using chemical control, manual removal is not needed and the seed bank 
remains intact.  

Direct Burning: Prescribed fires have been considered as a means of control; however, effectiveness 
has been found to vary. Burning is most effective in fire-dependent plant communities, where native 
plants are able to germinate and re-establish after a fire. A single directed burning will not by itself 
eliminate an established garlic mustard population. However, repeated fires to suppress garlic mustard 
may be detrimental to existing or emerging native plants. Flame weeding may be considered as a first 
step in a control strategy, followed by hand-pulling in subsequent years. 

Biological Control: In Europe, populations of garlic mustard are managed by many native biological 
enemies. To date, in the United States, viable biological control options are still being evaluated. 
Refer to CIPWG’s Invasive Plant Management Calendar.pdf for more information 
(cipwg.uconn.edu.pdf). 

 

Barberry Control  

Control is recommended to be done by home-landowners. 

From UConn site https://ipm.cahnr.uconn.edu/invasive_plants_japanese_barberry/ 

For best results, integrate an early-season initial treatment (e.g., mechanical or directed burning) 
with a mid-season follow-up treatment (e.g., directed burning or herbicide application). Plants 
growing in full sun produce more seeds than those in shade, so their control should be 
prioritized. Japanese Barberry Control Methods.pdf (Ward, Williams, and Worthley) provides greater 
details. 

MECHANICAL: May be sufficient to eradicate small infestations; for established stands, mechanical 
controls may be used in conjunction with chemical controls or directed burning. Mechanical control 
efforts should be concentrated in the early spring, while desirable native species are still dormant, and 
late fall - foliage remains later in the season than many other species. 

Pulling/digging: Roots are shallow. Removal of seedlings and small plants is efficient. Tools (e.g., 
Extractigators, weed wrenches) can help facilitate removal of larger plants. Root crowns must be 
removed in order to prevent resprouting. Removal is easiest when the soil is moist. Minimize soil 
disturbance; tamp down soil after completion. Thick gloves and long canvas sleeves are recommended 
for protection from the plant’s sharp spines. 

Cutting/mowing: Repeated cutting will limit barberry’s spread, but resprouting will occur from the 
root crown. Resprouts can be treated with herbicide or burned with a propane torch for greater 
efficacy. 

DIRECTED BURNING: A propane torch can be used effectively. Burn the base of stems near the ground 
to kill the tissues that transport nutrients and water to the rest of the plant. For large specimens, it is 
recommended to remove top growth to make the base of the stems accessible and/or to allow the 
plants to re-sprout to deplete their root reserves before burning (e.g., plants cut in July; burned in 

https://cipwg.uconn.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/244/2018/10/Invasive-Plant-Management-Calendar.pdf
https://cipwg.uconn.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/244/2018/10/Invasive-Plant-Management-Calendar.pdf
https://cipwg.uconn.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/244/2018/10/Invasive-Plant-Management-Calendar.pdf
https://cipwg.uconn.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/244/2018/10/Invasive-Plant-Management-Calendar.pdf
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/CAES/DOCUMENTS/Publications/Special_Bulletins/SpecialBulletinFeb2013Wardpdf.pdf
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/CAES/DOCUMENTS/Publications/Special_Bulletins/SpecialBulletinFeb2013Wardpdf.pdf


17 
 

November of the same year). For more details, visit Berberis thunbergii (Fire Effects Information 
System). Where pesticide use is restricted, mechanical removal followed by burning of resprouts is 
likely the most effective strategy. 

CHEMICAL: Follow label instructions for all applications. 

Foliar sprays (e.g., glyphosate; triclopyr) are recommended for large infestations. Effective from one 
month after leaf expansion until autumn. Fall treatment, after other plants’ foliage falls, helps minimize 
damage to desirable plants. 
Cut-stem treatments: Cutting stems and then chemically painting the cut stems is effective, although 
very labor intensive; preferred for smaller infestations and to minimize damage to understory natives. 
Cut-stump treatment can be done in any season, except in early spring, when plant sap is flowing 
upwards from roots to sprouts/stems. 

Barberry plants treated with any herbicide should be monitored for at least a year, as they may 
resprout. Refer to Michigan Dept. of Natural Resources.pdf for more details. 

 

Aquatic Invasive Species 

Cream Hill Lake was mapped for invasive species July 15, 2024 by the State of CT’s Office of Aquatic 

Species https://portal.ct.gov/caes-oais. While the Conservation Commission and Lake Task Force 

arranged the survey and mapping out of a concern for the presence of Eurasian milfoil. No milfoil was 

found. We are currently waiting for the official report which is anticipated to be released to us in 

January 2025. However the scientists Summer Stebbins suggested the look alike plant may well be 

Bidens beckii, a rare species that is protected in the state of CT.  

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__-___ 

For those interested in further investigation, what follows is a comprehensive abstract from a 

highly cited paper. The term “highly cited paper” is a descriptor from the Web of Science denoting a 

paper that has been highly influential in the science realm (Pysek et al., 2020).  

https://www.fs.usda.gov/database/feis/plants/shrub/berthu/all.html
https://www.fs.usda.gov/database/feis/plants/shrub/berthu/all.html
https://www.fs.usda.gov/database/feis/plants/shrub/berthu/all.html
https://mnfi.anr.msu.edu/invasive-species/JapaneseBarberryBCP.pdf
https://mnfi.anr.msu.edu/invasive-species/JapaneseBarberryBCP.pdf
https://portal.ct.gov/caes-oais
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Disposal of Terrestrial Invasive Plants 
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Cornwall Volunteer
Fire Department

289 Sharon Goshen Tpke.
West Cornwall, CT 06796

Hello, Cornwall Board of Selectmen,

Over the past year, the officers of the Cornwall Volunteer Fire Department have gathered various quotes
to address problems that we have identified at the Cornwall Bridge Firehouse. These problems are
connected to drainage issues, water exposure, and mold. We want to work to mitigate these issues so we
can better utilize the space, namely by installing a gear washer for our turnout gear. The department has
recently purchased a gear washer which will help reduce carcinogenic exposure through better cleaning
and decontaminating of our gear. The department has also spent funds on paint and through the generosity
of Fox Painting, who donated their time, the firehouse will soon receive a fresh coat.

Due to the lack of drainage around the building's east end water has leaked through the wall into the
firehouse, allowing mold to grow throughout the interior of the building. There are also old septic drains
in the old kitchen area which allows water to flow into the building. We have consulted engineer Bill
Colby who stated that improving the drainage swale behind the firehouse will help provide an outlet for
the water and hopefully mitigate some of the water problems. Jim Vanicky has worked to improve the
swale. We have also met with three companies to help us move forward.

We want to eliminate water from entering the building. Adding a sump pump into the floor will help
ensure that all water that seeps through the wall will be pumped out to avoid further mold buildup. This
system can be installed by Connecticut Basement Systems for ~$7,442. The quote from CBS is attached.

ServiceMaster has provided a quote for mold remediation. They quoted the work for $4,718.01. They
noted that they would have to remove moldy drywall in this process. This quote is also attached.

DRC Plumbing LLC can work on capping the old septic drains for us, as well as installing new plumbing
for our gear washer. Drew Roehl has offered to volunteer his time to the department as a token of
gratitude.

Please note that these quotes were received a couple of months ago and are subject to slight changes.
There are other unquoted costs of this project including installing new drywall to replace the moldy areas.
.



Moving forward, approval of these expenditures would allow us to mitigate water damage and mold
issues in our firehouse, while also installing a new gear washer for further protection. This project would
also allow us to plan out future renovations to the building in areas such as the kitchen which is currently
nonfunctional.

We look forward to hearing back and working with you on this project.

Thank you,

Dick Sears, President
William Russ, Chief
James Vanicky, Asst. Chief
Ian Ridgway, Captain
Ted Larson, Captain
Chris Jackson, Lieutenant
Josh Tyson, Lieutenant
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ServiceMaster

ServiceMaster
579 South Leonard St
Waterbury CT 06708

EIN 06-1173654

Client: Cornwall Fire Department Cellular: (916) 610-8879
Property: 35 Kent Rd S

Cornwall , CT 06754

Operator: MATT

Estimator: Brody Stevenson Business: (203) 228-7327
E-mail: brody@smalbino.comCompany: ServiceMaster Albino

Business: 579 South Leonard St
Waterbury , CT 06708

Type of Estimate:
Date Entered: 3/29/2024 Date Assigned:

Price List: CTNH8X_MAR24
Labor Efficiency: Restoration/Service/Remodel

Estimate: CORNWALL_FIRE_DEPT

Costs related to mold remediation. Servicemaster has not performed any air sampling however, a clearance test can be performed
from a third party per customer request. (price subject to change if any air sampling is conducted)
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ServiceMaster

ServiceMaster
579 South Leonard St
Waterbury CT 06708

EIN 06-1173654

CORNWALL_FIRE_DEPT 4/3/2024 Page: 2

 CORNWALL_FIRE_DEPT

General

DESCRIPTION QTY

1.  Equipment setup, take down, and monitoring (hourly charge) 2.00 HR
2.  Asbestos Testing 1.00 EA
3.  Add for personal protective equipment - Heavy duty 2.00 EA
4.  Negative air fan/Air scrubber (24 hr period) - No monit. 1.00 DA
5.  Haul debris - per pickup truck load - including dump fees 1.00 EA

 Main Level

Garage Height: 9' 6"

DESCRIPTION QTY

6.  Tear out wet drywall, cleanup, bag - Cat 3 714.00 SF
7.  HEPA Vacuuming - Light - (PER SF) 315.00 SF
Lower section of walls
8.  Clean the surface area - Heavy 315.00 SF
Lower section of walls
9.  Clean floor 714.00 SF
10.  Disinfect building - fog / spray - per SF 714.00 SF

Kitchen Height: 8'

DESCRIPTION QTY

11.  Tear out wet drywall, cleanup, bag - Cat 3 80.00 SF
12.  Clean the surface area - Heavy 169.50 SF
Lower section of walls
13.  HEPA Vacuuming - Light - (PER SF) 645.33 SF
Walls and Ceiling
14.  Clean floor 190.00 SF
15.  Disinfect building - fog / spray - per SF 190.00 SF

Grand Total $4,718.01
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ServiceMaster

ServiceMaster
579 South Leonard St
Waterbury CT 06708

EIN 06-1173654

CORNWALL_FIRE_DEPT 4/3/2024 Page: 3

Brody Stevenson

Grand Total Areas:
1,467.00 SF Walls 904.00 SF Ceiling SF Walls and Ceiling2,371.00

904.00 SF Floor 100.44 SY Flooring 161.50 LF Floor Perimeter
0.00 SF Long Wall 0.00 SF Short Wall 169.00 LF Ceil. Perimeter

904.00 Floor Area 954.33 Total Area 1,467.00 Interior Wall Area
1,312.08 Exterior Wall Area 132.33 Exterior Perimeter of

Walls

0.00 Surface Area 0.00 Number of Squares 0.00 Total Perimeter Length
0.00 Total Ridge Length 0.00 Total Hip Length
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CORNWALL_FIRE_DEPT 4/3/2024 Page: 4

Main Level

Garage

Kitchen

Garage

Kitchen

Main Level
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ProposalPrepared by:

Steve Godbout

C (866) 708-7258

sgodbout@ljctbs.com

Connecticut Basement Systems Inc.

CT#0526823 WC#0644-

H94PC5504MA147215

connecticutbasementsystems.com

TF (800) 541-0487

F (203) 463-9339

License# CT: 0526823 WC: 06440-H94                

MA: 147215 RI: 38081

Prepared on:

6-10-24

Prepared for:

Chris Jackson

ctjackson90@yahoo.com

C (914) 610-8879

P (914) 610-8879

PR521761

Job location:

35 Kent Road South

Cornwall Bridge, CT 06754

Product List
WaterGuard 37 ft WaterGuard Port 1 Two Stage Waterproofing Sys 20 ft

SuperSump Plus 1 IceGuard 1 LawnScape Outlet 1 

Exterior Discharge Line 8 ft CleanSpace 1/2 Wall System 37 ft

Project Summary
My Basement $7,442.00

Total Investment $7,442.00

Total Contract Price $7,442.00

Deposit Required - 30% $2,232.60

Deposit Paid $0.00

Amount Due Upon Installation $7,442.00

Customer Consent
Customer fully understands and accepts the transferable warranty provided, which covers only the areas of the basement addressed and does not cover 

water damage to home, property, or personal items. Partial perimeter systems carry a limited warranty. Unless in the notes, installation of the system does 

not include painting, finished carpentry, electrical work, or replacement of floor tile or carpeting. Contractor cannot be responsible for frozen discharge 

lines without an IceGuard. Warranty does not cover condensation, damp spot discoloration, and window well flooding. Customer shall grant contractor a 

60 day right to remedy any problem after reported. Homeowner responsible for moving objects away from walls and back again. Some dust should be 

expected from work. Additional work needed will be at customer expense. Homeowner assumes all responsibility for damages due to breakage of any 

hidden fuel/water/utility service lines on surface or below.

Authorized Signature Date

Any alteration from the above specifications and corresponding price adjustment (if necessary) will be made only at the Customer’s request or approval.


Completing the work in this Proposal at the time scheduled is contingent upon accidents or delays beyond our control. This Proposal is based primarily on


the Customer’s description of the problem. This Proposal is valid for 30 days.


Acceptance of Contract— I am/we are aware of and agree to the contents of this Proposal and the attached Limited Warranty (together, the "Contract").


You are authorized to do the work as specified. Payment will be made as outlined above. I/we understand that all deposits paid are non-refundable after


expiration of three day right of rescission. I am/we are aware of and agree to the entire contents and additional pages of this proposal, (together, the 

"contract"), by signing below I am/we are signing all pages.

Customer Signature Date

A full perimeter system with a TripleSafe Pumping System was recommended Initial

Sales Tax is not included and will be billed separately if applicable. Initial

Connecticut Basement Systems Inc.
33 Progress Ave Seymour CT 06483

Job Location
35 Kent Road South Cornwall Bridge CT 06754

Page 1/6
6-10-24 (3)6-10-24 (3)



Job Details

Type of Wall Block
Existing Wall Finish Plain
Existing Floor Finish Concrete
Discharge line length away from house 8
A) Existing Electrical Outlet.

Connecticut Basement Systems Inc.
33 Progress Ave Seymour CT 06483

Job Location
35 Kent Road South Cornwall Bridge CT 06754

Page 2/6
6-10-24 (3)6-10-24 (3)



Job Details (Continued)

Specifications
1) Install WaterGuard sub-floor drainage system as indicated in job drawing.  2) Install WaterGuard Port for access to system.  3) Install 

two stage waterproofing system as noted on drawing.  4) Install 1/3 hp cast iron pump in TripleSafe liner with clean pump stand.  5) Install 

IceGuard to prevent floods from clogged or frozen discharge line.  6) Install LawnScape outlet at end of discharge line.  7) Install discharge 

line as shown.  8) Install CleanSpace 1/2 Wall System on walls as shown on drawing.

Customer Will

1.) Provide proper dedicated electrical outlets for all pumps, and other electrical devices after the completion of the installation. 

2.) Move items 4 feet away from perimeter.

3.) Remove shelving/cabinets/sink/workbench.

4.) Remove 2 feet or more of flooring around perimeter.

5.) Customer understands that there may be ponding of water in discharge area under certain conditions. 

6.) Complete and agrees to any items mentioned in this Contract under "Customer Will" and/or "Additional Notes" that apply.





--Customer Initials: _________--

Additional Notes
1)  Customer understands that this is a Partial WaterGuard System (Solution) and that the Dry Floor Warranty will not apply.  Additional 

work may be required at added costs. Initial_____________ Full perimeter water proofing is always recommended.


2)  Install WaterGuard as shown  in drawing with WaterGuard inspection port(s).  Two Stage DryTrak waterproofing will be installed in 

the garage location.


3)  Install SuperSump pump system as shown in drawing.  Run exterior discharge line 8 feet away from building.  UltraSump battery 

backup is always recommended.


4)  Install ½ wall high Clean Space for block wall leaks or radon and tie into WaterGuard.





*** Customer will have asbestos flooring removed prior to installation. ***

All jobs are subject to Production review, In the unlikely event a job is not approved, the job will be canceled and deposit will be returned 

to customer without penalty.

NOTES TO CREW:  This is a fire house, main garage has block with footing exposed.  Flooring is flushed with footing. (Spoke with Jason 

and comfirmed TwoStage for this area.  WaterGuard will be installed in remainder of next room.

Recommendation Notes
*** SaniDry Sedona dehumidifier to prevent mold and reduce odors. ***

Connecticut Basement Systems Inc.
33 Progress Ave Seymour CT 06483

Job Location
35 Kent Road South Cornwall Bridge CT 06754

Page 3/6
6-10-24 (3)6-10-24 (3)



Products

Connecticut Basement Systems Inc.
33 Progress Ave Seymour CT 06483

Job Location
35 Kent Road South Cornwall Bridge CT 06754

Page 4/6
6-10-24 (3)6-10-24 (3)



Limited Warranty
The warranty is considered in effect when job is completed and paid in full.

If water from the walls or floor wall joint passes through the perimeter water control system and onto the basement floor, we will provide 

the additional labor and materials to fix the leak at no additional charge to the homeowner. This warranty applies to WaterGuard and 

Two Stage systems, along with the specific areas where the system is installed. Said warranty will be in effect for the lifetime of the 

structure. This warranty may be transferred to future homeowners provided we are notified within 30 days of the real estate transfer. 

The water control system shall not rust, rot, or corrode for as long as you own the home. 

If the entire perimeter of the basement was not treated, then additional work at an additional charge to the customer could be necessary 

to extend the system or treat other areas or other problems not addressed by this work. Pump or power failure may be possible, 

therefore this warranty is not a guarantee of a dry basement, as the scope of this work cannot guarantee that in all circumstances.

This warranty shall not apply to: condensation, or any system that has been altered in any way, water vapor transmission, concrete 

discoloration from capillary action, water squirting out of the walls over the system, window well flooding, plumbing leaks, surface water 

flooding, leaks from chimneys or garages, or efflorescence (white powder) on concrete. Contractor cannot be responsible for peeling 

paint, water that has been pumped from the house, dust created from installation, damage to hidden fuel lines or plumbing, or frozen 

discharge lines without an IceGuard. A DryTrak system alone will not eliminate seepage from floor cracks. Floor cracks are warranted 

against leakage with full perimeter WaterGuard or full perimeter Two Stage systems.

Primary AC operated sump pumps are covered under a separate manufacturer’s warranty which is 36 months from date of installation. 

DC operated back-up pumps are covered under a separate manufacturer’s warranty which is 36 months from date of installation. Failure 

of any pump for any reason is outside the scope of this warranty. Back-up pumps that run off a battery, if not maintained, or that are 

called on to run beyond the current life of the battery, can fail. These systems are very much recommended but cannot be relied upon to 

work in every situation. Annual maintenance is recommended to find potential problems, but not required for this warranty to be in 

effect. Electrical work is not included in the contract and problems from electrical connections or lack thereof are disclaimed.

Drainage systems clogging or malfunctioning from iron ochre, iron gel, or iron bacteria from the soil are rare, the contractor cannot be 

responsible for these situations, and that system will require cleaning, flushing, or other service as necessary to keep it functioning for 

that particular situation. 

A CleanSpace crawl space encapsulation system will isolate the home from the earth. The humidity level in the air will be lowered, 

reducing moisture needed for mold growth, however the encapsulation system does not claim to be a mold mitigation system. Wet crawl 

spaces require a drainage system, and a SmartSump system to remedy the problem with water below the CleanSpace liner. CleanSpace 

has a transferable 25-year warranty — there will be no charge for service calls on any tears or holes in the CleanSpace liner, in the unlikely 

event this occurs. Sump pumps are covered under a separate manufacturer warranty. Installation of the system does not include 

extending discharge lines, or electrical work unless specified. Contractor is not responsible for frozen discharge lines without an 

IceGuard, water once it is pumped from house, or condensation.

THIS WARRANTY DOES NOT COVER, AND THE CONTRACTOR SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS LIABILITY FOR WATER DAMAGE TO 

FLOOR COVERINGS, FURNITURE, STORED ITEMS, FINISHED WALLS, AND OTHER OBJECTS INSIDE THE FOUNDATION. Contractor 

will not be responsible for any damages caused by mold; to include, but not be limited to, property damage, personal injury, loss of income, 

emotional distress, death, loss of use, loss of value, any adverse health effects, or any other effects. Homeowner agrees to keep area dry 

and report all other obligations on contractor’s part. There are no other warranties verbal or written.

Items For Which Customer Is Responsible – Customer is responsible for: 


1) making full payment to the crew leader upon substantial completion of the work; 2) preparing the work area for installation; 3) any 

finish carpentry, painting, paneling, landscaping, etc. that may be necessary after Contractor’s work is finished; 4) marking any private 

lines such as satellite cables, propane lines, sprinkler system lines, etc.; and 5) any items mentioned in this Contract under “Customer 

Will” or “Additional Notes.”

Connecticut Basement Systems Inc.
33 Progress Ave Seymour CT 06483

Job Location
35 Kent Road South Cornwall Bridge CT 06754

Page 5/6
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Notice of Right to Cancel
You are entering into a contract. If that contract is a result of, or in connection with a salesman's direct contact with, or call to you at your 

residence without your soliciting the contract or call, then you have a legal right to void the contract or sale by notifying us within three 

business days from whichever of the following events occurs last:





1. The date of the transaction, which is: _________________________ or





2. The date you received this notice of cancellation.

How to Cancel
If you decide to cancel this transaction, you may do so by notifying us in writing at:

Connecticut Basement Systems Inc.
TF (800) 541-0487
F (203) 463-9339
connecticutbasementsystems.com
33 Progress Ave
Seymour, CT 06483
You may use any written statement that is signed and dated by you and states your intentions to cancel, or you may use this notice by 

dating and signing below. Keep one copy of the notice because it contains important information about your rights.

I wish to cancel.

Owner's Signature Date

Owner's Signature Date

The undersigned acknowledges receipt of the two copies of the Notice of Right to Cancel.

Owner's Signature Date

Owner's Signature Date

Connecticut Basement Systems Inc.
33 Progress Ave Seymour CT 06483

Job Location
35 Kent Road South Cornwall Bridge CT 06754

Page 6/6
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