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REGULAR MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
July 24,2006

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the regular meeting of the Manstield Town Council to
order at 7:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Building.

I1.

1L

ROLL CALL
Present: Blair, Clouette, Haddad, Hawkins, Koehn, Paterson, Paulhus,
Schaeter

Absent: Redding

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Schaefer moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to approve the minutes of the
July 7, 2006 meeting with corrections.
Motion so passed.

MOMENT GF SILENCE

Mayor Paterson requested a moment of silence in honor of and respect for our
troops around the world.

CPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

Mayor Paterson requested a motion to move item 4 to the next item on the
agenda. The motion made by Mr. Haddad was seconded by Mr. Clouette and
passed by all.

4. Proclamation Acknowledging the 30" Year of the Mansfield Wilderness
Challenge.

Mayor Paterson read the proclamation and thanked Charles Leavens and
Julie White for their work to make this program such a success. Mr.
Leavens has been a leader of the challenge program since its inception 30
years ago.

Mr. Leavens and Ms. White described the program to the members of the
Countil noting that a total of 576 Mansfield children have participated in
the wilderness challenges which consist of a 30 mile hike, canoeing and
rock climbing. The program has affected the lives of each of these
students, building contfidence and the ability to work toward group and
individual goals. Mr. Leavens presented a video depicting the challenge
experience of last year. Ms. White thanked Mr. Leavens and his wife Pat

b1



7
Y

L

for all the organizational and planning work that they continue to put into
the program.

OLD BYUSINESS

l. Issues Regarding the UConn Landfill

T

he GQuarterly Progress Report was included in the packet.

&

Fenton River

Ms. Koehn asked whether the town has a copy of the RFP mentioned in
Consent Order. Mr. Hultgren, Director of Public Works, stated that the
town has a copy and that he will be attending a preproposal meeting on
July 25 representing the interest of the town. Ms. Koehn mentioned that
on Wednesday the Council on Environmental Quality would be discussing
the issue.

3. Campus/Community Relations

Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager, reported that staff is preparing to
begin site visits to the off campus neighborhoods.

NEW BUSINESS

4. Proclamation Acknowledging the 30" Year of the Mansfield Wilderness

Challenge Program

Addressed above

wn

Child and Adult Care Food Program for the Mansfield Discovery Depot

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded the following resolution:
Resolved, effective July 24, 2006, to authorize the Town Manager, Martin
Berliner, to submit the attached application to the Connecticut Department
of Education’s Child and Adult Care Food Program (CACFP), to help
fund the food service operation at the Mansfield Discovery Depot, and to
execute any related grant documents.

Motion so passed.

6. Open Space Acquisition ~ Meadowbrook Lane LLC Property on Puddin
Lane

=
(o]
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By con
tiip for

sus it was agreed that the next step would be to schedule a field
ouncil members.

sen
C
Successor Collective Bargaiming Agreement with Local 760, CSEA- DPW

Mr. Clouette moved and Ms. Blair seconded, effective July 24, 2006, to
authorize the Town Muanager to execute the proposed successor Collective

Bargaining Agreement between the Town of Mansfield and Local 760-
CSEA- Public Works, which agreement shall enter into effect on July 1,
2006 and expire on June 30, 2009.

Mr. Hart reported that the Loca 1730 CSEA-DPW has ratified the
agreement. The terms of the agreement were discussed including a new
short and long- term disability program, a 3.5% cost of living raise and
changes in the health insurance offerings. Mr. Hart commented that the

agreement is very competitive with other municipal programs and superior
to many in the private sector.

Mr. Haddad, while in support of the ratified agreement, stated that the
necsssary changes in the Health insurance offering further indicate the
need for a National Health Policy.

Motion so passed.

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

Members discussed the availability of oppertunities for public input regarding
the design guidelines being developed for the downtown project. Mr.
Clouette noted that the Planning and Design Committee is in agreement with
the need for public input and will schedule such opportunities. Mayor
Paterson reported that she has assisted with the monthly open house for the
Partnership and that these discussions with citizens have been very successtul.

REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

Mr. Clouette reported that the Committee on Committees has met and that the
website for volunteer information is almost complete. Regarding the
standardization of terms, Mr. Clouette commented that the Town Clerk is
reviewing all the charges to determine whether or not there are statutory
required terms of office.

Mr. Haddad, on behalf of the Personnel Committee urged members to submit
their Manager evaluation as soon as possible.

REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS
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Mr. Paulhus, in response to the “Needle™ in the Chronicle regarding the
establishment of a permanent committee to summarize information for and
against reterendum proposals, noted that no decision by the Council had been
made. The Council is still gathering information. Mr. Hawking commented
that altheugh there is a statute that enables municipalities to have such a
comnmittee that as far as we know there is no town that has created one.

X, TOWN MANAGER'S REPORT

Mr. Hart announced the rescheduled Tour de Mansfield is all set for Saturday
July 29, 2006.

Mr. Hart also alerted the Council that staff is in the process of developing
educational material regarding the 3 potential referendum questions for the
November ballot. The possible items for referendum are the Community
Center expansion, the fossil fuel conversion of the Middle School and the
acquisition of open space. Mr. Hart noted that the materials would make it
clear that the Council has not approved these items for referendum. The
opportunity to disseminate educational material is restricted to time prior to
the Council setting the date for the vote. Ms. Koehn requested that the fossil
fuel conversion effort be renamed.

Xl EUTURE AGENDAS

XH.  PETITIONS. REQUEST AND COMMUNICATIONS

8. Connecticut State Library re: Historic Documents Preservation Grant
9. Mansfield Four Comers Sewer Facilities Study
10. Press Release re: Tour de Mansfield

X EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. Paulhus moved and Ms. Blair seconded to move into Executive Session.
Metion so passed.

Present: Blair, Clouette, Hawkins, Haddad, Koehn, Paterson, Paulhus,
Schaefer
Also present: Peter Cuiry

Personnel Issues

Mr. Paulhus moved and Ms. Blair seconded to move out of Executive Session.
Meotion so passed,

X1V, ADJOURNMENT




Mr, Haddud moved and Ms. Blair seconded to adjourn the meeting.
Motion so passed.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:15 p.m.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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Item #1

Town of MansTisld
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Couneils, /.

From: Martf’ Berlmer iown Manager
CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
Date: August 14, 2006

Re: Fenton River

Bubisct Matier/Background

| have attached for your information racant correspondence regarding the Fenion River,
At this time, the Town Council does not need to take any action on this item.

Attachments

1) Office of Policy and Management re: Long-term Impact Analysis of the University of
Connecticut's Fenton River Water Supply Wells on the Habitat of the Fenton River

2) Department of Environmental Protection re: Review of Pumping Rccords & Meter
Calibration, Fenton River Wellfield




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

August 4, 2006

Thomas Q. Callahan, Interim Associate Vice President
Administration and Operations

Office of the President

University of Connecticut

Gulley Hall

352 Mansfield Road, U-48

Storrs, CT 06265-2048

Re:  Review of Pumping Records & Meter Calibrations
Fenton River Wellfield
UCONN, Storrs, CT

Dear Mr Callahan:

Thank you for your submuttal dated February 13, 2006, which included the meter withdrawal
records from the Fenton River Wellfield (Wells A, B, C & D) for the period of July 1, 2005
through September 30, 2005, pumping calculations from the Clearwater Basin (storage tank and
pump station) and the Connecticut Water New England Water Utility Services Report dated
February 6, 2006. Staff of the Inland Water Resources Division have reviewed the submittal and
have determined that there is insufficient data to exactly determine UCONN’s maximum

withdrawal rate for the Fenton River Wellfield during the period of July 1, 2005 and September
30, 2005.

The Connecticut Water Néw England Water Utility Services” (NEWUS) report finds that the
maximum withdrawal rate from the Fenton River Welifield is limited by the flow rate of the
Clearwater Basin booster pump. NEWUS recently determined the maximum capacity of booster
pump to be 993.75 gallons per minute. UCONN contends that the booster pump was operated
for a maximum of 14 hours per day from July 2005 through September 2005, and that based on
its measured capacity, the maximum withdrawn from the wellfield could not have exceeded
0.838 million gallons per day. Unfortunately, actual records from the Clearwater Basin booster
pump that validate UCONN’s assertion that operating periods did not exceed 14 hours per day,
were not provided in the aforementioned submittal. This is a concem since should the booster
pump even be operated 12 minutes longer on any day, or the actnal pumping rate from the
booster pump be one percent higher than reported, the maximum registered withdrawal from the
Fenton River Wellfield would have been exceeded. However, the NEWUS report makes a
plausible case that during the Fenton River dewatering period from September 9 through 15, the
withdrawal rate from the Fenton River Wellfield is likely not to have exceeded the registered
diversion of 0.844 million gallons per day.

( Primted on RP- Sled Puper )
79 Elm Street ¢ Hanford, CT 061086 - 3127



UCONN/Fenton River

Although UCONN attests that a Water Diversion Violation did not occur at the Fenton River
Wellfield during the summer of 2005, it is apparent from the submittal that the wellfield’s
infrastructure was in very poor condition. “The aforementioned NEWUS report defailed that the
existing meters for the four wells were not best suited for water supply wells and provided erratic
and often conflicting water production results. This finding was evident in the submitted
withdrawal records from the individual well meters from July 1, 2005 to September 30, 2005,
which erroneously showed that the combined maximum withdrawal rate from the well field
exceeded the registered maximum withdrawal rate nineteen (19) times. The NEWUS report
further detailed that calibration of the existing meters was impossible due to the lack of hydrants,
blow-offs and valves necessary to isolate each well.

To UCONN’s credit, the NEWUS report and your letter stated that the observed infrastructure
inadequacies of the Fenton River Wellfield and Clearwater Basin Pump Station have been fully
corrected. These infrastructure improvements included:

1. The installation of new turbine flow meters on Fenton River Wells A, B, C and D;

2. The installation of a new transducer, totalizing flow meter and flow chart 1ecorder
for the Clearwater Basin booster pump; and :

3. Re-piping of the Fenton River Wellfield to allow for future annual calibration of
the individual well flow meters.

Tn addition to these infrastructure improvements, the submittal states that UCONN has recently
retained NEWUS to operate and manage the University’s entire water supply system.

The Department feels that these actions are positive steps that should improve operation and

management of University’s water supply sysiem, and reduce the impact of the Fenton River
Wellficld onemtmn on the Fenton River ecosystem. To further the goal of nrofr—‘-g“‘ann of the

[N LwchS NR SR AN N AN ¥ A Sns

Fenton River ecosystem, the Department expects that UCONN will operate their water supply
system in accordance with the following best management practices: -

1. Annually calibrate each well and pump station meter to within two percent
accuracy as shown through a post-calibration test and maintain a record of the
accuracy and calibration tests along with supporting documentation and
certifications;
Daily maintain a record of the meter readings mdlcatmg the total volume of water
in gallons withdrawn from the Fenton RiverWells A, B, C and D and the total
volume of water in gallons pumped from the Clearwater Basin pump station.
3. Within 48 hours after UCONN leams of an exceedance of the registered
maximum diversion (0.844 million gallons per day) of the Fenton River
Wellfield, UCONN shall submit in writing a report of such exceedance to the
Commissioner.

N
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UCONN/Fenton River

We would recommend that NEWUS undertake a similar investigation of the metering and
operation of the Willimantic Wellfield and also institute the same recommended best
management practices there as well.

Please be aware, that any future metered exceedance of the maximum registered diversion of the

Fenton River Wellfield will be considered a violation of the Connecticut Water Diversion Policy
Act.

If you have any questions on this matter please contact Brian Golembiewski of the Inland Water
Resources Division at (860) 424-3867.

Sincerely, .
e /4 / (Vo
Betsey Wingfield o

Bureau Chief
Burean of Water Protection and Land Reuse

cc: Town of Mansfield Inland Wetland and Watercourses Agency M“'}
Rich Miller, UCONN Office of Environmental Policy
Gerald Iwan, Ph.D., DPH

P10



§;§{g{_ STATE OF CONNECTICUT

E%ﬁlﬁ s FFICE OF POLICY AND MANAGEMENT
;mg;%\ /;9@;1 . INTERGDVERNMEMTAL POLICY DIVISION

(T Ey

T0: Tom Callahan, Associate Vice President tor Governmential Relations
University of Connecticut, Storrs -

FROM: W. David LeVasseur, Undersecretary / "
- ~ . raaanie S
{Ottice of Policy and Management T

DATE: July 6, 2006

SUBJECT: Long-term Impact Analysis of the University of Connecticut’s Fenton
River Water Supply Wells on the Habitat of the Fenton River

In our August 13, 2001 letter regarding the EIE for the UConn North Campus Master Plan, this
agency requested that a study be undertaken to determine the long-term environmental impacts
of the University's withdrawal of water from Fenton River. The scope of the study was
developed in conjunction with DEP and was commented upon by DPH.

In your April 6, 2006 letter transmitting the study to OPM, you ask that we review the study and
make a determination as to whether it fulfills the requirement of our August 2001 letter. We
have consulted with both DEP and DPH in this regard and {ind that the subject study does
indeed {ifill that reguirement.

*We have reczived a memo from DEP (attached) indicating that they have reviewed the study and
find that it “adequately reflects the scope of work that was originally agreed upon™ and that DEP
“recommends that OPM accept the report as submitted™. In its memo, DEP indicates that this
study is a sigmificant step forward in addressing the water supply issues at UConn, and
encouragss the monitoring and annual reporting to DEP regarding well field usage and stream
flow gauging data. DEP also indicated concem that increased reliance on the Willimantic River
during low flow periods could cause impairment to that river. DEP notes that these issues will
be addressed in a future Memorandum of Agreement between the agencies.

In its comments (enclosed), DPH exprassed concern regarding some of the recommendations in
the report (1.e. withdrawal reductions fron: the Fenton during low flow periods). The agency
indicated that, without a well managed and orchestrated operational plan, a reduction in Fenton
withdrawals could potentially adversely impact the University community’s drinking water
needs. While this is an extremely important issue, OPM believes that its resolution is beyond the
scope of this study. DPH notes in its comments that this issue will be addressed in the
University's Water System Master Plan Study report due on February 1, 2007. We urge UConn
to continue to work with DPH o resolve this concemn.

[T

i [" o

. IR . "‘ o
Smith of my staff at 418-06395 15 there are any questions regarding this finding

Please contact Jet

=t

Phone; {880)413-6484  Fax: {860) 418-6493 !
430 Capitol Averme-M3% 548LBF- 1 Liford, Connecticnt 05106-1308
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W. David LeVasseur
Undersecrelary

Intergovernmental Policy Division
Office of Policy and Management
450 Capitol Avemne, MS#52AS5P

June 28, 2008

PP}

Hartford, CT 06106-1308
Dear Mr. LeVasseur:

Thank you for providing the opportunity for the Department of Environmental Protéction to
review the report titled “Long-term Inopact Analysis of the University of Connectiont’s Fenten
River Water Supply Wells on the Habitat of the Fenton River”. This report was ths resuit of a
study that OPM requsstad be performed in its approval of the Environmental Tmpact Bvaluation
for UConn’s North Campus Master Plan.

The DEP finds that the report adequately reflects the scope of work that was originally agreed
upon between UConn and DEP. Some changes were made to the eriginal scops as the study
prograssed, but these changes were addressed in the final report.

The BEP finds the recommendations in the rsport o bs reasonabls given the underlying findings
of the study, The recommendations include moving Well A firiher away from the river,
monitoring siream flow, and redncing pumping at specific stream flow trigger levels. Thess
recommendations will help praserve fish habitat in the Fenton and prevent reoccurrence of
catastrophic cnvironmentisl impacts such as those observed in September, 2005,

The DEP recernmends that OPM accept the report as submitied.

Please note that whils this study i5 2 significant step forward in addressing the water supply
issues at UConn, it is critical that the recommiendations of this study be implemented. In
addition, monitoring and annual reporting to BDEP regarding daily well field usage and stream
flow gaging data are necessary, as well as a study to ensure that the resulting increased reliance
npon the Willimantic River Well Field under low flow conditions does ot cause impairment of
the Willimantic River. '

COur understanding is that UConn is willing to carry out the recommendations of the study and the
additional recommendations noted above. As von ars aware, DEP has been working on a draft
Memorandum of Agreement to address these with UConn and will be bringing such draft to the
Water Plarming Courneil for their consideration.

Amey Marrella
Deputy Commissicne

=l

{ Printzd un Beeyeled Puper )
7% Elw Sreer ® 0 Hurtford, T 05106 - 5127
An Equal Oopariunity Employer
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

May 8, 2006

W. David LeVasseur, Undersecrafary
Intergovernmental Policy Division

State of Connecticut Office of Policy and Management
450 Capitol Ave. MSHSLP

Hartford, CT 06106-1308

Rz:  Comments on Recommendations from the Fenton River Study Team Report “Long-term
Impact Analysis of the University of Connecticut’s Fenton River Water Supply Wells on
the Habitat of the Fenton River”

Dear Undersecretary LeVasseur:

raquested in your letter of April 13, 2006, the DPH Drinking Water Section (DWS) has
eV 1e\vbd the recoramendations enumerated on page 20 of the subject report for their impacts on
public water supply obtained from the Fenton River. The study repert recommends that water
production from the Fenton River Wells should be reduced according to criteria #8 through #12
appearing in Section 1.8 of the report in order to protect fish habitat during times of low flow.
Criterion #11 recommends that pumping from the wellfield should stop whenever the river flow
is below 3 cfs. The report also recommends that pumping {rom the wells should stop if flow in
the river is below 6 cfs for 135 consecutive days or below 5 ¢fs for more than 5 consecutive days.
Whenever the Fenton River Wells would be constrained by the recommended stream flow
eriteria, current and future margin of safety (available water + demand) calculations would all be

1& than unity, which could lead to insufficient water supply for the University in violation of
ctions 19-13-B102 (o) and (p) of the RCSA.

1t is also important o note that models and surrogate data in the Fenton River Study Report
indicate that low flows in the river generally occur in August and September. The latter part of
August and early September timeframe coincides with the start of the {all semester and is the
period when the University water system typically may experience its peak day demand [or
water. Historical data aiso show that peak month water demands generally occur in September or
October. Thus, the peak demands for water service and periods when flow in the Fenton River
may drop below the recommended 6 cfs action level are likely to occur at the same time,
Thev'efore because of this, the expression of available water supply and demand based on

ge day values would be misleading.

' Phone: (360) 509-7333
Telephone Device for the Deaf’ { .ﬁ{\ NQ)-/W]
410 Capitol Avenue - M5 # >
PO, Box 340308 Hanford, CT 05134
Affiraative dedon s dn 7 L Oppostunine Emplover
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Fenton River Study Report
May 8, 2006

Other recommendations in the report pertain to wellfield equipment and control upgrades along
with the possible re-development of Well D and the replacement of Well A,

DPH would like to point out that further study and evaluation of these and similar items will be
included inthe University’s Water System Master Plan Siudy report due on February 1, 2007,

The Master Plan is being conducted by the University under a consent order issued by the DPH
DWS in 2005. The report deliverables will include a strategic assessment of:
1. Operational capacities/capabilities including proposed options for meeting future demand
over 10, 25 and 50-year horizons; and

2. Current and Tuture infrasiructure conditlons and limitations.

In closing, the implementation of recommendations to reduce pumping in the Fenton Wellfield
without a well managed and orchestrated operational plan for the water system and/or the

development of a suitable replacement to the Fenton River wellfield could adversely impact the
University community’s drinking water needs.

o e
Sincersly,

e L oA
Darrell B. Smith

Public Health Services Manager

Drinking Water Section

cc: Gerald Twan, DWS Section Chief
Ellen Blaschinski, Branch Chief
Michael Hage, DWS
David Cooley, DWS
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Item #2

Town of Mansfisid
Agenda Hem Summary
Town Coungll »

R N
From: Martin Berliner, Town Manager

ce:

Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager

Datsa: August 14, 2006
Rs: Community/Campts Relations

Subissct Matier/Background

I have prepared the following staius report regarding our recent activities concerning
community/campus relations:

We have hired Jennifer Thompson as Secretary, Dersk Debus as the full-time
Housing Inspsecior and Lisa Colson as the part-time Housing Inspector for the Office
of Building and Housing Inspection. We are pleasead {o welcome all three to our
staff, and look forward to implementing the housing inspection program. The new
staif will engage in a week or so of training, and will begin to conduct inspsctions
around September 1.

We have initiated a quarterly mesting of senior town and university staff, to review
projects, issues and other matiers of mutual interest. This forum will supplement the
meetings of the Town/University Relations Committee.

The Mansfield Community-Campus Partnership has conducted its first meeting since
the close of the last academic year and is busy planning its activities for the coming
year.

Our police officers will begin to conduct weekend bike patrols in the areas adjacent
to campus.

Teams of town and university personnel have begun to conduct visits to rental
properiies adjacent o campus to meet with the student tenants and io review
neighborhood and quality of life issues.

The Mayor has submitted a letter (see attached) to all new students, to welcome the
students to the community, provide information regarding the Community-Campus
partnership and to highlight the imporiance of being a good neighbor.

Attachments

1)

£. Paterson re: Welcome New UConn Student
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
TOWN COUNCIL

ELIZABETH C. PATERSON, Mayor AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2399

(860) 429-3336

Fax: (860) 429-6863 .

July 27, 2006

Dear UConn Student:

On behalf of the Town of Mansfield and the Mansfield Community-Campus Partnership, 1
congratulate you upon your admission to one of the foremost universities in the nation, and am
pleased to welcome you to our community. We hope the years you spend with us will be among the
happiest of your life.

Mansfield is a town of some 45 square miles, and Storrs is one of our many historic villages. We
invite you to explore the amenities that our community has to offer, including the Mansfield
Community Center, Mansfield Hollow State Park and our many hiking trails, the shops and
movieplex at the Eastbrook Mall, and the Storrs Farmers Market. Our merchants and restaurants are
happy to serve you, and our religious and non-profit organizations welcome your participation. [ am
also pleased to inform you that we have a $165 million project underway to build an energetic new
downtown in the Storrs Center area across from the School of Fine Arts. Storrs Center will featurs
many exciting shops, catés and restaurants for you and others to enjoy. Also, in the event you wish
to register to vote, vou can find the Registrars of Voters at the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
located at the comer of Storrs Road and the South Eagleville Road. Please visit the town’s website
at www.mansfieldct.org for more information regarding our municipal services and programs.

1 would also like to take this opportunity to tell you about the Manstield Community-Campus
Partnership. The Partnership is a collaborative, ongoing partnership between Mansfield residents,
students and the University of Connecticut. Qur mission is to work to improve the quality ot life for
all members of the community, and our goals include reducing irresponsible behavior, and assisting
and supporting students in becoming integrated members of the Mansfield community. The
Partnership is comprised of a diverse group of representatives from across the community and we
would very much like to have you join ws. For more information regarding the Mansfield
Community-Campus Partnership, please visit www.mcep.uconn.edu.

Also, I wish to alert you to the fact that the Town of Manstield has various ordinances {(local laws)
that impact students living on and off-campus, including: a litter ordinance; an ordinance prohibiting
the possession of alcohol by minors; and an ordinance prohibiting the consumption of alcohol and
the possession of open containers of alcohol, in public places such as streets, parks and parking
areas. Furthermore, please note that the jurisdiction of the student code of conduct does extend to
oft-campus conduct.

rile



Over the years, the town, the university and the student body have developed a close and productive
working relationship. For example, this year the town adopted a new housing code to regulate ofi-
campus housing and to protect the interest of tenants and landlords, and the university is in the
process of establishing a new office of off-campus services. We are committed to serving the
interests of all members of the community, and we ask that you please remember your responsibility
to be a good neighbor. 1 wish you the very best of luck and a truly rewarding student experience.

Sincerely,
Elpbon A Yoo

Elizabeth C. Paterson
Mayor
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Item #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: T own Counca! s

From: Marin Barinar Town Manager

CGC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Kevin Grunwald, Director of Social
Services

Date: August 14, 2006

He: NECASA Grant Program to Support the Activities of Local Alcohol, Tobacco

and Gther Drug (ATOD) Abuse Prevention Councils

Subject Matier/Background

This grant is designed to foster the continued development of local municipal-based
activities focused on the prevention of ATOD use. The development of these activities
is coordinated and facilitaied through local prevention councils (ADAPT in Mansfield),
which are representative advisory groups of students, professionals and other residants.
Mcre specifically, the purpose of this grant is to:

a. Facilitate the dovelopment of ATOD abuse prevention initiatives at the local level
with the support of chief elected officials.

b. Increase public awareness focused on the prevention of ATOD abuse.

c. Stimulate the development of local substance abuse prevention activities.

rinancial Impact

This grant provides a maximum of $3300 annually to fund the Ambassador's Club of

Mansfield Middle School, Project Safe Homes (peer education and ouireach) and Safs
raduation.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that we submit this grant application. This program has operated
successfully for many years and provides support for information dissemination,
education and positive alternatives o substance abuse.

If the Town Council concurs with this recommendation, the fol!ovvlng resolution is in
order:

Rssolved, effective August 14, 2006, to authorize the Town Manager, Martin H.
Berlinar, to submit the attached application to the Local Alcohol, Tobacco and Other
Drug Abuse Prevention Council (ATOD), io help fund the Ambassador’s Club of
Mansfield Middle School, Project Safe Homes and Safe Graduation, and io executs any
related grant documenis.

Attachmsantis
1) Excerpis from Grant Application
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The %z:f:-*ﬂ Alechol, Toba
aolivities of local, municipal-bassd ajcohol, lC-i)ElCLO and olher drug (ATOD) abu“m prex./r:—nuon CoUncils.
ntp

acco and Other Drug Abuse Prevention Councll Grant Program supporns the
Tna intent of this grant pn gr 1 is fo facilitals the developmeant of cullurally compstent ATOD abuss

prevsnilon initiatives at ths local lavsl with the suppert of chisf slaciad officials. ]EL-‘\J":!EH goals of this
g rarit initlative is o increass public awarsnsss focussd on the pn veﬁticn of ATOD abuse, through ths
n rease in public awarsness, and stimulate the devalopment and implem raia: ion ﬂi ~§ substancs
buse pravantion activitias.

Pumoss and Critaria

The LPCP grant is designad 1o davelop and sxpand of iocal, municipal-based activities focused on the
prevention of ATOD use. The LPC grant adiivilias must be _)rdma;:} and faciiitatsd through local
preveriion councils.  Local ﬁ‘” e ewuan Councils -U‘“Cs; ars concsived as being advisory and
coordinativa in nalure and reflective of sach community's culivraily rch diversity. 1T i sxpscied aach
LpPCP ’"‘mm demnonstrais an ur ﬂe anﬂma of the value of reprasenlation reflecting (racial, sthnic,
gengler, sexual orientation, disability, languags, sodial, political, and a:'i‘uﬂuﬁliv? diversity. ii is s&mng!y
cugueswd lial u«mrﬁb includs rp ssantation from professionals working in the prevention field in

in particular, including rsors 5Pn*auen from voluntesr groups and
differs from othar grant programs in that the sligible grantses will

ram
up ort and involvement of chisf sleciad officials, La., mayers and/or first

L

:.a%»j.«&ﬁwm qg neiss.
be required to demonsirate the
sglacimen.

i

The following core activilies will be requirad:

1) A permanent cwmcéi must be astablished. Mambership might includs representation from
various agencies, organizations, communitiss and slhnic groups such as par ents, meadia,
business, senior oiiizens, healih care secior, stc.  This souncll membsrsh p shou ZJ inciude a
gross-section of the community which i will serve and meflect sharsd oullura z:ei afs, atiliudes,
and praclices of the iarget populations. Each LPCP is spadaily reqgussisd io ambed Culiural
Compstence concepis in all phases of the applicalion and all activiliss spor s:ked under ihe
Grant, {Atiachrent © and F)

2 Prsysniion Slrategies (Atlechmant E)

The major goal of the LPCP is lo enhance and faciliials local invelvamen lm "ae developmes

and implemeniation of primary prevsntion aclivities which foous on all 33 of humasa
dea_fe!e,;ﬁw:*i Whilg the range of § mermqi community development and prevention activities is
braad, ATCD prevention msans "‘ﬂ;iﬂ@ the many oroblems related o thu use and abuse of
ihese aubumnc from ocourring. Additionally, preveniion sseks 1o alier the environment of H

individual so that ATOD abuszs will not oocur, thereby reducing the numbsers of individuals who
will experience negative conssquences from use of ATOD. Therefo ru in offering preventio
activities § is essential to consider cullur ifﬁt‘ 5. This grant prograrm s designad o igf-«upwi
the on-going pravention aotivities of sstablished councils; 2) support s;;emf prevantion prolecis
of focal counclls; and 3) support ac‘isw?im i inoresase public awarsnass of he problem o

£ = T

ETO0 use and abuse ncluding historoally u ponuiation
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)] projects is woad (ses P niion Strategies, Allachment E), focusing on

0t activities as well as preveniion programs. LP! projecis must fotus on

‘- sir ieqm‘" Projects Tocused on remedial activilies such a3 the provision

- fraatment servicss demonsirating pmbiams ra uiting from the use and abuss of
00 of other diugs, o the pmvision of early intsrvention services displaving

egumx use and/or abuss of ATOD » m ot Be considered Tor funding.
 with area ?leg jonal Action Lmanu?» {RACs) o ueniify prevention
58 gaps in services.

Y

&
.3:
%

KX ALCOHDL AND TOBACCD ACTIVITIES
:wcnw five percant of LPCP funding rmust support aicohol activities and 25% tobacco
activities, Sas / ﬁacnwwi F for sampls activitiss you will viilizs 1o suppodt thase inlliatives
Indizats ’m activitizs supporting thass iniliatives on page 8-3 of ths applicalion (Altachment B)

Bohnol Based Activiliss

Afl applications md!mimg sponsorship of public echocl-bassd or public school-related activitiss must also
demonstrate the support of the Supernisndsnt of 5 or hisfher designee) for each local andior
repicnal education agency or district Drug-Free Schools Coordinator involved (sse Altachmsnt 8, #13).

Eligiple Aoplicants

sention Councll Grant Fragram (LPCE) is intendsd to assist sither individual,
¢ irier-citvAown, municipal-basad collaborations. iﬁ agrder 10 be eligibls f“'

mum town grant program, applicants must demonstrais

a) comptiancs with cors activities listed on pages 1 & 2;

i) ihat they are applying on behaif of the chisf slecled officialis);

) that the organizalion or agsncy has bssn formally dasignated by the chief slesied
officialis) a3 he local ATOD prevention council/commission/comsniites; and

d} that the applicani has suppoit of the Supsrintendent of Schools {or hisfher designes) for

public school-based or school-ralatad activiliss,

A fotal of $54 865 is available for this grant progrars.  Grant awards will rangs from $1,800 1o Ikﬁ,iuﬁ

per community, basad on the 2000 Census Dals (ses below)). The grant psriod i3 July 1, 2008 through

Popuialinn #aximum Amount of Award
G-, 500 $1,800
4,501-8,000 b2 288

8,001-12,000 £2 400
‘12,%1—:/ {00 $2,105
7,004-22 GD0 : $3,300
22,(351 30,000 B, 245
30,001-40,000 4,500
440,001-75,000 $5,878
/5 f‘:ﬁ’i 133,000 37150

Over 130 Q@ia BB,230
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APPEAL PROCESS
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Item #l

Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council o

From: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager /4 (/

ce: Martin Berliner, Town Manager; John Jackman, Emergency Management
Direclor

Daizs: August 14, 2006

Re: Emergency Management Performance Grant

Subject Matier/Background

As you may recall, the Town of Manstieid has pariicipated in the FEMA (Federal
Emergency Management Agency) SLA (State and Local Assistance) grant program
since the early 1980’s. The purpose of the SLA grant program is to oifset some of the
administrative costs of providing a comprehensive municipal emergency management
program and fo provide a financial incentive for municipalities to follow siate and federal
program guidelines.

The SLA grant program has been revised and renamed EMPG (Emergency
Management Performance Grani). New io the grant requirements are speciiic
performance raquirements (tasks), which the Town of Mansfield has historically
accomplished and/or exceeded the basic requirements. in addition, the grant program

requires a municipal resolution to authorize the Town of Mansfieid {o accept the grant
award.

Financial Impact

This vear, the Town is applying for $18,211.80 in federal funding. However, because in
recent years we have been awarded approximately $6,000 -$7,000, in this year's
operating budget we have estimated that we will receive $6,850 under this grant
program.

Recommendation

For the reasons referenced above, staff recommends that the Town Council authorize
siafi to participaie in the EMPG program. Staif will be available at Monday nighi's Town
Council meeting to address any questions the Council may have.

if the Town Council concurs with this recommendation, the following resolution is in
crder:

Resolved: That the Town Manager, Martin H. Berliner, is hereby authorized io act on
the behalf of the Town of Mansfield in executing a Memorandum of Understanding with
ihe State of Connecticui, Department of Emergency Management and Homeland
Sscurity, for participation in the FY 2007 Emergency Management Performance Grant
program. P25



Attachments

1) DEMHS Advisory Bulletin 60-1

2) DEMHS Acceptance of EMPG Program Conditions of Eligibility & Budget Estimais
for Federal FY 2007

3) DEMHS Ceriification of Authorizing Resclution

4) DEMHS Budget Estimate 2006-2007

5) FEMA Summary Sheet for Assurances and Certificates




STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURITY

25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Lo

Have a local Emergency Operations Plan (EOP)
signed and approved by the Chief Elected
Official of that jurisdiction.

5% of annual budget.

Conduct regular reviews and updates of their
EQOP (every 4 years as a minimum).

% of annual budget.

Conduct at least 1 exercise of their EOP
annually and submit after action reviews to the
State DEMHS through their respective Regional
coordinator.

5% of annual budget.

Participate in the State DEMHS High-band
radio network.

5% of annual budget.

Submit an annual proposed budget to DEMHS
through their respective Regional coordinator.

Failure to submit an annual
budget will result in non-
payment of expenses.

Submit audit quality documentation of program
expenses to DEMHS on a quarterly basis
through their respective Regional coordinator in
a timely manner. ‘

Failure to submit audit
quality document will result
in non-payment of expenses.

Jurisdictions must demonstrate that their local
EQOPs are NIMS compliant as of 30 Sep 2006.

5% of annual budget.

Criteria Governing Allowable Costs: These criteria are imposed in order to insure equitable allocation
of limited funds by restricting expenditures not essential to maintaining an Emergency Management

program and to achieve economic budgets demanded by federal budget constraints.
a. Personnel Costs

(1) Full-Time Local Director — 50% of salary and benefits is eligible.

(2) Full-Time Assistant Local Director — Reimbursement eligible only in cities exceeding

)

@

(5) Part-Time Typists or Clerks:

(a) Not Otherwise Employed by the Town — A part-time typist is eligible in the same
manner as a full-time typist except that towns with populations less than 25,000

populations of 25,000. An exception may be granted for towns facing an unusual hazard.
50% of salary and benefits is eligible.

Full-Time Typist or Clerk — Reimbursement authorized only in towns exceeding 25,000
populations. 50% of salary and benefits is eligible.

Part-Time Local Director 50% of town paid salary and benefits is eligible if individual is
not otherwise employed by the town. If the Director is otherwise employed by the town,
then reimbursement (at 50% of town salary and benefits) will be based upon the

percentage of time actually employed in emergency management (civil preparedness)
programs management.

will also be authorized EMPG reimbursement.
(b) Otherwise employed by the Town — Town employee typists or clerks

performing civil preparedness work will be reimbursed at a rate of 50% on an

hourly basis for work actually 1;1;"9rmed.




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT GF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURITY
25 Sigourney Street, Hartford. Connecticut 06106

(6) Part-Time Assistant Directors. Liaison Representatives or Similar Positions Who Are
Emploved by the Town in a Non-Civil Preparedness Position: EMPG reimbursement of
salaries is not authorized. An exception may be requested in cases when the assistant is
temporarily performing the duties of a full-time assistant director; reimbursement will be
limited to the period of substitution. An exception may be requested on a project
application basis when the representative is required to work on an emergency
management project; reimbursement will be limited to 10%.

(7) Part-Time Assistant Director Not Otherwise Employed by the Town: EMPG
reimbursement of salaries is not authorized. An exception may be granted on a project
application-basis for towns facing an unusual hazard.

(8) Travel Costs : Requests for reimbursement of travel costs for training and travel in direct
support of the Emergency management Program will be approved on a case by case basis -
and must be submitted to DEMHS via the respective Regional coordinator for prior
approval as a separate allocation request. Reimbursements will be paid by separate check

using this funding mechanism and audit quality documentation of expenditures will be
required.

(9) Telephone (Including Cell Phones) Costs:
(a) A main voice phone line and 1 FAX line are allowable providing they are used
for Emergency Management program support only and will be reimbursed at
50% rate.
(b) Cell phone service for the EMD is allowable-and will be reimbursed at 50% rate,
jurisdiction will incur equipment costs. ;
(c) Pager service for the EMD is allowable and will be reimbursed at 50% rate.

(10) Al Other Expenses: Other costs that are in direct support of the local Emergency
Management Program may be included in the proposed budget and may be approved on a
case by case basis if funding is available. Priority for funding will be given to personnel
costs and basic communications as outlined above will be given second priority.

Program Assistance: Departiment of Emergency Management and Homeland Security (DEMHS)
Regional Coordinators will be available to assist jurisdictions in development of budget proposals,
reimbursement requests and all associated reporting and documentation associated with this program.

Regional coordinators will review all budget submissions and make recommendations on EMPG

program eligibility, and submit submissions along with recommendations to DEMHS Headquarters for
final approval.

Dana Conover,
Operations Director
Supersedes edition of August 25, 2005



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURITY
25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

EMPG STATE AND LOCAL ASSISTANCE (SLA) PROGRAM

ACCEPTANCE OF EMPG PROGRAM CONDITIONS OF ELIGIBILITY
& BUDGET ESTIMATE FOR FFY 2007 (10/1/06 — 9/36/07)

The Town of Mansfield accepts these conditions of eligibility to apply for Emergency Management
Performance Grant (EMPG) program funding support for Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2007 which
begins on October 1%, 2006. (See DEMHS Advisory Bulletin 60-1 (Revised on 6/8/06) for
additional guidance).

1. The receipt of EMPG funding brings with it a commitment on the part of the municipality to
increase operational capability through the funding of personnel and administrative
€Xpenses.
The municipality will keep records of expenditures in accordance with the State Single
Audit Act and will make records available to representatives of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Emergency Management and
Homeland Security (DEMHS) during regular business hours. All Federal Emergency
Management Agency EMPG guidelines also shall apply.
. Any individual whose salary is paid on a part-time or full-time basis under the EMPG
program will be placed under the merit system personnel procedures promulgated by and
_ meeting the standards of the State Office of Policy and Management.

4. The Connecticut Loyalty Oath for Civil Preparedness (C.G.S. Section 28-12) will be taken
by all local personnel verbally before a local civil preparedness officer or officers
empowered by the DEMHS Director of Emergency Management to enlist volunteers before
entering on-duty with the Department of Emergency Management (Civil Preparedness) and
Homeland Security, regardless of whether or not they are being reimbursed from EMPG
funds.

5. Acceptance of an award under this program constitutes a legally binding agreement to .
comply with all relevant and applicable Federal and State regulations and conditions.

6. The municipality will submit promptly to the DEMHS excerpts of all audit reports prepared
in accordance with the Single Audit Act (P.L. 98-502) and/or State statute, sufficient to
identify the jurisdiction, the auditor(s) and the period audited, to include all references to
funds received from DEMHS or the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

b

o8

Signature of Chief Elected Official indicates acceptance of these six conditions.

Signed: Date:
Typed Name: Martin H. Berliner :
Title: Town Manager

Acknowiedged By:: Date:

Emergency Management Director



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURITY
25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

AUTHQORIZING RESOLUTION OF THE

Mansfield Town Council
(insert name of governing body--for example, town council)

CERTIFICATION:
1, Mary Stanton, Town Clerk _ , do hereby certify that the following is a true and correct copy of
(keeper of the records—for ex. rown clerk or secretary of council)

a resolution adopted by The Mansfield Town Council at its meeting on August 14, 2006, at which
(name of governing body)

a quorum was present and acting throughout, and that the resolution has not been modified,
rescinded,

or revoked and is at present in full force and effect.

RESQLVED:

That __ Martin H. Berliner. Town Manager be and hereby is authorized to act on behalf of the
(Title and name of person signing MOU)

Town of Mansfield in executing a Memorandum of Understanding with the State of
(name of governing body)

Connecticut, Department of Emergency Management and Homeland Security, for participation in

the FY 2007 Emergency Management Performance Grant program. IN WITNESS WHEREOF:

The undersigned has affixed his signature this day of 2006.
(Daie) (Month)
2 B e 4 £, . 5 3 s \\
(Name and ltitle of record keeper l)’ PLACE \\
! SEAL '
! HERE i
\ i
\\ /I

~— -

(or “L.S.” if no seal)

P.30



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURITY
25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Funding Estimate Calendar Year October 1%, 2006 — September 30", 2007

Federal Fiscal Year 2007

(10/1/2006 — 9/30/2007)
On the following two pages please provide a fiscal estimate of federal funds required to operate
your emergency management program on a day to day basis. This request should be based on
anticipated funding at the local level. Remember that your request covers the period from October
1, 2006 through September 30, 2007 (Federal Fiscal Year 2007).

Costs should be divided into the following three major categories:

1. Personnel Compensation — Includes salary, payments for vacation, sick leave, terminal
leave, employer’s contribution for Social Security, employee’s life and health insurance,
un-employment compensation contributions, worker’s compensation insurance and
pension plans.

2. Travel Expenses — Requests for reimbursement of travel costs for training and travel in
direct support of the Emergency Management Program will be approved on a case by
case basis and must be submitted to DEMHS via the Regional Coordinator for prior
approval as a separate allocation request. {Do not include reqguests for travel
reimbursement in this funding request.)

All other allowable expenses — Includes the cost of telecommunications services
(Voice/Fax/Cell Phone and Pager) for day-to-day administration of emergency
management preparedness. Reimbursement for other expenses not otherwise classitied
above will require a written justification by the municipality and pre-approval by

- DEMHS. (In Federal Fiscal Year 2007 priority will be given to reimbursement of
personnel expenses. This does net include capital expenditures.)

‘g‘l

Please Mote:

L

See DEMHS Advisory Bulletin 60-1 (Rev. 6/8/06) for additional guidance.
2. Enter both the total cost and the amount of the Federal share requested (50% of
total cost).

P.31



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
JEPA Ak MERGU / ] LAY Sl UR
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURITY
25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Budget Estimate 2006-2007

Federal Fiscal Year 2007
(10/1/2006 — 9/30/20067)

TOWNOF ___ MANSFIELD

Deouble-Click on Table to Change Amounts {Caleulations are made antomatically)
Please remember to seroll back to the top of the table when you are finished editing.

Description.of Costs Total Cost Federal Share Regional
Fill in the local amounts in the table (100% of Cost) (50% of Cost) Adjustment

1. Personnet Costs

Salaries $28,680.00 $14,340.00

2. Personnel Banefits

Life Insurance $0.00 | $0.00
Health Instrance | $0.00 : $ODD
Worker's Compensation $0.00 $0.00
FICA (Employer's Share) $0.00 $0.00
Un-Employment Insurance Contribution $0.00 $0.00
Pension Plan $0.00 $0.00
Other ” ___ %000 | so.(jo
Totai Personnel Benefits: $0.00 $0.00 £0.00

Or, Percantage of Salary in Lieu of above Breakdown of Costs:
% of Salaries used in lieu of

the above benefit breakdown 27.00% $7,743.60 $3,671.80 FVALUE!
Total Personnel Costs: $358,423.60 $18,211.80 VAL UE
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURITY
25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Funding Estimate 2096-2007

Federal Fiscal Year 2007
(10/1/2006 — 9/30/2007)

TOWN OF __ MANSFIELD

Double-Click onr Table to Change Amounts (Caleulations are made automatically)
Please remember {o scroll back {o the top of the table when you are finished editing,

Add the toials for Personnel Costs from Sheet 1 and Al Other Costs from Sheet 2:

TOTAL EMPG REQUEST:  § § $

Total Cost Federal Share Regional
100% 50% Adjustment

P.33



Print out these forms and fiill in by hand {Type written is preferred)

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY O.M.B. No. 3067-0208
SUMMARY SHEET FOR ASSURANCES AND CERTIFICTIONS Expires February 28, 2007
FORFY CA FOR (Mame of Applicant)
2007 Town of Mansfield

This summary sheet includes Assurances and Certifications that must be read, signed, and submitted as 2 part of the
Applieation for Federal Assistance.

An applicant must check each item that {hey are certifying to:

Partl FEMA Form 28-15A. Assurances-IMon-construction Programs.

Part 11 E FEMA Form 20-16B. Assurances-Construction Pregrams.

Part 11§ &2 FEMA Form 20-16C. Certifications Regarding Lobbying;

Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility
Matiters; and Drug-Free Workplace Reguirements.

Part IV SF 111, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (I applicable)

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, I hereby certify that the applicant will comply with the identified
aitached assurances and certifications.

Martin H. Berliner Town Manager
Typed Name of the Authorized Representative Title
Signature of the Authorized Representative Date Signed

NOTE: By signing the certification regarding debarment, suspension, and other responsibility matters for primary covered
transaction, the applicant agrees that, should the proposed covered transaction be entered inte, it shall not knowingly enter inte any
lower tier covered transaction with a person who is debarred, suspended, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation
in this covered transaction, unless authorized by FEMA entering into this transaction.

The applicant further agrees by submitting this application that it will include the clause titled Certification Regarding Debarment,
Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered Transaction, provided by the FEMA Regional Office entering
into this covered transaction, without modification, in all lower tier covered transactions and in a}] solicitations for lower tier covered
transactions. (Refer to 44 CFR Part 17.)

Paperwork Burden Disclosurs Notice

Public reporting burden for this form is estimated fo average 1.7 hours per response. The burden estimate includes the
time for reviewing instructions, searching sxisting data sources, gathering and maintaining the data nesded, and
completing, reviewing, and maintaining the daia nesded, and completing and submitiing the form. Send comments
regarding the accuracy of the burden esiimate and any suggestions for reducing the burden to: Information Collections
Management, Federal Emergency Managemeant Agency, 500 C Street, 8W, Washingion, DC 20472. You are not required fo
respond {o this collection of information unless a valid OMB contro! number appears in the uppar right hand cormner of this
form. Please do not send your completad form to the above address.

FEMA Form 20-16, FEB 04
P.34



FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
ASSURANCES-NOM-CONSTRUCT ION PROGRAMS

Note: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. If you have any questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional assurances. If such is the

case, you will be notified

As the duly anthorized representative of the applicant, 1 certify that the applicant:

1. Has the legal authority to 2pply for Federal assistance,
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share of
project costs) to ensure proper planning, management and
completion of the project described in this application.

2.  Will give the awarding agency, the Compirolier
General of the United States, and if appropriaie, the State,
through any anthorized representative, access to and the
right {0 examine 2l records, books, papers, or documents
related to the award; and will establish a proper accounting
system in accordance with generally accepted aceounting
standards or ageney directives,

3. 'Will establish safeguards to probhibit employees from
nsing their positiens for a purpese that constitutes or
presents the appearance of persoral gain,

4. Wil initiate and complete the work within the
applicable time frame after receipt of approval of the
awarding ageney.

5. Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act
of 1970 {42 U.S.C. Section 4728-4763) relating to prescribed
standards for merit sysiems for programs funded under one
of the nineteen statutes or regulations specified in Appendix
A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of Personnel
Agdministration) 5 C.F.R. 900, Subpart ¥).

6. VWill comply with all Federal statutes relating to
nondiscrimination. These include but are not limited to: (2)
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352) which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color or
national origin; (b) Title IX of the Edueation Amendments
0f 1972, as amended (20 U.8.C, Sections 1681-1683, and
1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of
sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended (29 U.S8.C, Section 794), which prohibits
discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d) the Age
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended {42 U.S.C. Sections
$101-6107), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of
age; {e) the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of 1972
(P.L. 92-255), as amended, relating to nondiscrimination on
the basis of drug abuse; (i) the Comprehensive Alechol
Abuse and Alcohelism Prevention, Treatment and
Rehabilitation Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended,
relating to nondiserimination on the basis of

alcohol abuse or alcoholism; (g) Sections 523 and 527 of the
Public Health Serviee Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. 290-dd-3 and
2190-ee-3), as amended, relating tc confidentiality of alechol
and drug abuse patient records; (k) Title V1II of the Civil
Righis Acts of 1968 (42 U.S.C. Section 3601 et seq.}, as
amended, relating to nondiserimination in the sale, rental or
financing of housing; (i) any other nondiscrimination
provisions in the speeific statute(s) under which applieation
for Federal assistance is being made; and (j) the
requirements of any other nondiscrimination statute(s)
which may apply to the application.

7.  Will comply, or has already complied, with the

. requirements of Title If and Il of the Uniform Relocation

Assistance and Real Property Acqguisition Policies Aet of
1970 (P.L. 91-646) which provide for fair and eqnitabie
treatment of persons displaced or whose property is
acquired as a result of Federal or Federally assisted
programs. These requirements apply to all interest in real
property acquired for project purposes regardiess of
Federal participation in purchases.

8. Will comply with provisions of the Hatch Act (5 U.8.C.
Sections 1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which limit the politica!
activities of employees whose principal employment

activities are funded in whole or in part with Federal funds.

9. Will comply, as applicable, with ths provisions of the
Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. Sections 278a o 276a-7), the
Copeland Act (40 U.5.C. Section 276¢ and 18 U.S.C.
Sections 874), and the Contract Work Hours and Safety
Standards Act (40 U.S.C. Sections 327-333), regarding labor
standards for federally assisted constructicn
subagreements.

16.  ‘Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance
purchase requirements of Seetion 102(2) of the Flood
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which reguires
recipients in a special fiood hazard area to participate in the
program and {o purchase flood insurance if the total cosi of
insurable corstruction and acquisition is $19,500 or more.

1i. Will comply with environmental standards which may
be preseribed pursnant to the following: (a) institution of
environmental quality control measures under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and
Executive Order (E0) 11514; (b) notification of violating
facilities pursuant {o EO 11738; () protection of wetlands
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pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in
floodplains in accordance with EO 11988; (e) assurance of
project consisiency with the approved State mapagement
program developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. Section 1451 et seq.); () conformity
of Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation
Plans under Section 176(¢) of the Clean Air Act of 1555, as
amended (42 U.S.C. Section 7481 et seq.); (g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water nnder the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended, (P.L. 3-523); and
(h) protection of endangered species under the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended, (P.L. 93-205).

12, Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Aet of
1568 (16 U.S.C. Section 1271 et seq.) related to protecting
components or potential componerts of the national wild
and scenie rivers system.

13, 'Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
of 1964, as amended (16 U.S.C. 478), EO 11593
(identification and protection of historic properties), and the
Arehaeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974 (36
U.8.C. 469a-1 et seq.).

14, Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection
of human subjects involved in research, development, and
related activities supported by this award of assistance.

15. Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act
of 1966 (P.L. 8%9-544, as amended, 7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.)
pertaining to the care, handling, and treatment of warm
blooded animals held for research, teaching, or other
activities supported by this award of assistance.

16. Wiil comply with the Lead-Based Paint Peisoning
Prevention Act (42 U.8.C. Section 4801 et seq.) which
prohibits the use of lead based paint in construetion or
rehabilitation of residence structures.

17. Will canse to be performed the required financial and
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Aundit Act
of 1984.

18. Will eompiy with all applicable requirements of all
other Federal laws, executive orders, regulations and
policies governing this program.

19, 1t will comply with the minimum wage and mazimum
hours provisions of the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act
{29 U.8.C. 201), as they apply to employees of institutions of
higher cduecation, hospitals, and other non-profit
organizations.
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
ASSURANCES-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Mote: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. 1f you have any questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, ceriain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional assuranees. If such is the

case, you will be notified

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, 1 certify that the applicant:

1. Has the legal anthority to apply for Federal assistance,
and the institntional, managerial and financial capability
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share of
project costs) to ensure proper planning, management and
completion of the project deseribed in this application.

2.  Will give the awarding agency, the Compiroller
General of the United States, and if appropriate, the State,
through any authorized representative, aceess to and the
right to examine all records, books, papers, or documents
related to the award; and will establish a proper accounting
system in accordance with gemerally accepted accounting
standards or agzncy directives.

3. Will not dispese of, modify the use of, or change the
terms of the real property title, or other interest in the site
and facilities withont permission and instructions from the
awarding agency. Will record the Federal interest in the
title of real property in accordance with awarding agency
direetives and will include 2 covenant in the title of real
property acquired in whole or in part with Federal
assistance funds to assure nondiserimination during the
useful life of the project.

4.  Will compiy with the requirements of the assistance
awarding agency with regard to the drafting, review and
approval of coasiruction plans and specifications.

5. Wil provide and maintain competent and adequate
engineering supervision at the construction site to emsure
that the complete work conforms with the approved plaas
and specifications and will furnish progress reports and
such other information as may be required by the such
oiher information as may be required by the assistance
awarding agency or state.

6. Wil ipitiate and complete the work within the
applicable time frame after receipt of approval ef the
awarding agency.

7. Wil establish safeguards to prohibit employees from
using their positions for 2 purpose that constituies or
presents the appearance of personal gain.

2.  Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. Section 4728-4763) relating to preseribed
standards for merit systems for programs funded nnder one
of the nineteen statntes or regulations specified in Appendix
A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of Personnel
Administration) 5 C.F.R. 200, Subpart F).

9. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. Section 4801 et seq.) which
prohibits the use of lead based paint in construction or
rehabilitation of residence structures.

10. Will comply with all Federal statutes relating to
nondiscrimination. These include but are not limited to: (2)
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352) which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, eolor or
national origin; (b) Title IX of the Education Amendments
of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. Sections 1681-1683, and
1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of
sex; (¢) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended (2% U.S.C. Section 794), whick prohibits
discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d) the Age
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended {42 U.S.C. Sections
6101-6107), which prokibits discriminatior on the basis of
age; (¢) the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of 1972
(®.1L. 92-255), as amended, relating te nondiscrimination on
the basis of drug abuse; {f) the Comprehensive Alcohol
Abuse and Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and
Rehabilitation Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended,
relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse
or aleoholism; (g) Sections 523 and 527 of the Pubilic Health
Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. 290-d4-3 and 290-¢e-3), as
amended, relating to confidentiality of aleohol and drug
abuse patient records; (h) Title VI of the Civil Rights Acts
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. Section 3601 et seq.), as amended,
relating to nondiserimination in the sale, rental or financing
of housing; (i) any other nondiscrimination provisions in the
specific statute(s) under which application for Federal
assistance is being made; and (j) the requirements of any
other nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
application.

11. Will eomply, or has aiready complied, with the
requirements of Title Il and I of the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acqguisition Policies Act of
1979 (P.L. 91-646) which provide for fair and equitable
treatment of persons displaced or whose property is
acguired as a result of Federal or Federally assisted
programs. These requirements apply to all interest in real
property acquired for project purposes regardless of
Federal participation in purchases.

12. Will comply with provisions of the Haich Aet (5
U.8.C. Sections 1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which limit the
political activities of employees whose principal employment
activitics are funded in whole or in part with Federal funds.
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13. Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the
Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. Sections 276a to 276a-7), the
Copeland Act (40 U.S.C, Section 276¢ and 18 U.S.C,
Sections §74), and the Contract Work Hours and Safety
Standards Act (40 U.S.C. Sections 327-333), regarding labor
standards for federally assisted construction
subagreements.

14, Will comply, if applicable, with flood Insurance
purchase requirements of Section 102(a) of the Flood
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which reguires
recipients in a special flood hazard area to participate in the
program and to purchase flood insurance if the total cost of
insurable construction and acquisition is $10,000 or more.

15. Will comply with envireznmental standards which may
be preseribed pursuant to the following: {a) institution of
environmental guality control measures nnder the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-150) and
Txecutive Order (EQ) 11514; (b) notification of vielating
facilities pursuant to EQ 11738; (¢) protection of wetlands
pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in
floodplains in accordance with £0 11988; (e) assurance of
project consistency with the approved State management
program developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C, Section 1451 et seq.); () conformity
of Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation
Plans under Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1555, as
amended (42 U.S.C. Section 7401 et seq.); (g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water under the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended, (P.L. 93-523); and
(h) nrotection of endangered species under the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended, (P.1L. 93-205).

16, Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Aet of
1968 (16 U.S.C. Section 1271 et seq.) related to protecting
components or potential componenis of the national wild
and scenie rivers system.

17. Wil assist the awarding agency in assuring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 19656, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470), EO
11593 (idextification and protection of historic properties),
and the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
1574 (16 U.S.C. 469a-1 et seq.).

18. Will cause to be performed the regyuired financial and
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Aundit Act
of 1984,

15. 'Will comply with all applicabie requirements of all
other Federal laws, executive orders, regulations and
policies governing this program.

20. 1t will comply with the minimum wage and mazimum
hours provisions of the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act
{29 U.S.C. 201), as they apply to employees of institutions of
higher education, hospitals, and other non-profit
organizations.

21. It will obtain approval by the appropriate Federal
agency of the final working drawings and specifications
before the project is advertised or placed on the market for
bidding; that it will construct the project, or cause it to be
censiructed, to final completion in accordance with the
application and approved plans and specifications; that it
will submit {o the appropriate Federal agency for prior
approval, changes that alter the cost of the project, use of
space, or functional layout, that it will not enter into a
comstruction contract(s) for the project or undertake other
activities until the conditions of the construction grant
program(s) have been met.

22, 1t will operate and maintain the facility in accordance
with the minimum standards as may be required or
prescribed by the applicable Federal, State, and local
agencies for the mainienance and operation of such
facilities.

23. Tt will require the facility to be designed to comply with
the "American Standard Specifications for Making
Buildings and Facilities Accessible to, and Usable by, the
Physically Handieapped,” Number A117. - 1961, as
modified (41 CFR 191-17.793). The applicant will be
responsible for copducting inspections to ensure compliance
with these specifications by the contractor.

24. If any real property or structure thereon is provided or
improved with the aid of Federai financial assistance
exiended io the applicant, this assuranece shall obligaie the
applicant, or in the case of any transfer of such property,
any tramsfer, for the period during which the real property
or structure is used for a purpose for which the Federal
financial assistance is extended or for another purpose
involving the provision of similar services or benefits,

25. In making subgrants with nenprofit institutions usder
this Comprehensive Cooperative Agreement, it agrees that

‘such grants will be subject to OMB Circular 4-122, "Cost

Principles for Non-profit Organizations” incinded in Vol.
43, Federal Register, pages 18260 through 18277 (April 27,
1284).
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY MAMAGEMENT AGENCY
CERTIFICATIONS REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION AND
OTHER RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Applicants should refer to the regulations cited below to determine the certification to which they are required to attest,
Applicants should also review the instructions for certification included in the regulations before completing this form.
Signature on this form provides for compliance with certification requirements under 44 CFR Part 18, "New Restrictions
on Lobbying; and 28 CFR Part 17, ""Government-wide Debarment and suspension (Nonprocurement) and Government-
wide Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace (Grants).”" The certifications shall be treated as a material representation of
fact upon which reliance wil] be placed when the Federal Emergeney Management Agency (FEMA) determines to award

the covered transaction, grant, or cooperative agreement.

1. LOBBYING

A. As required by section 1352, Title 31 of the U.S. Code, and
implemented at 44 CFR Part 18, for persons entering into a
grant or cooperative agreement over $100,000, as defined at 44
CFR Peart 18, the applicant certifies that:

{a) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be
paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for
influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employge of
any agency, @ Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with the making of any Federal grant, the eniering
into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any
Federal grant or cooperative agreement;

(b) If any other funds other than Federal appropriated funds
have 'been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or
attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a
Member of Congress, an officer or an employee of Congrass, cr
employee of 2 member of Congress in connection with this
rederal grant or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall
complete and submit Standard Form LLL, "Disclosure of
Lobbying Activities," in accordance with its instructions;

() The undersigned shall require that the language of this
certification be included in the award documents for alf
subawards at all tiers(including subgrants, contracis under
grants and cooperative agreements, and subcontract(s) and that
all subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

D Standard Form LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying Activities" attached.

(This form must be attached to certification if non-appropriated
funds are to be used to influence activities.)

(b) Have not within a three-year period preceding this
application been convicted of or had a civilian judgment
rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal
offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or
perform a public (Federal, State, or local) transaction or contract
under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust
statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery,
falsification or destruction of records, making false statements,
or receiving stolen property;

{c) Are not prasantly indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly
charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State, or local) with
commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph
(1)(b) of this certification; and

(d) Have not within a three-year period preceding this
application had one or more public transactions (Federal, State,
or local) terminated for cause or default; and

B. Where the applicant is unable to ceriify to any of the
statements in this certification, he or she shall attach an
explanation o this application.

2. DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER
RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS (DIRECT RECIPIENT)

As reguired by Exacutive Order 12549, Debarment and
Suspension, and implemented at 44 CFR Part 67, for
prospective pariicipants in primary covered transactions, as
defined at 44 CFR Part 17, Section 17.510-A. The applicant
ceriifies that it and its principals:

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for
debarment, declared ingligible, sentenced io a denial of Federal
benefits by a State or Federal court, or voluntarily excluded from
coverad fransactions by any Federal department or agency;

3. DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE (GRAMTEES OTHER THAN
INDIVIDUALS)

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and
implemented at 44 CFR Part 17, Subpart F, for graniees, as
defined at 44 CFR Part 17, Sections 17.615 and 17.620: A. The
applicant certifies that it will continue to privide a drug- free
waorkplace by:

(@) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful
manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a
controlled substance is prohibited in the grantee's workplace
and specifying the actions that will be taken against employzes
for violation of such prohibition; (b) Establishing an on-going
drug free awareness program to inform employees about:

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;
(2) The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;

(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee
assistance programs; and

(4) The penaliies that may be imposed upon employees for
drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;
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(c) Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the
performance of the grant to be given a copy of the statement required by
paragraph (a);

(d) Motifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph ()
that, as a condition of employment under the grant, the employee will:

(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and

(2) . Notify the employee in writing of his or her conviction for a violation
of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace no later than five
calendar days after such conviction.

(e) Notifying the agency, in writing, within 10 calendar days after
receiving notice under subparagraph (d}(2) from an employee or
otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction. Employers of
convicted employees must provide notice, including position title, to the
applicable FEMA awarding office, i.e., regional office or FEMA office.

(f) Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of
receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2), with respect to any
employee who is so convicted:

(1) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up
to and including termination, consistent with the requirements of the
Rehabilitation Act of 19873, as amended, or

(2) Reguiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug
abuse assistance or rehabilitation program approved for such purposes
by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other
appropriate agency.

(g) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug free
workplace through implementation of paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (&),
and (f).

8. the grantes may insert in the space provided below the site(s) for the
performance of work done in connzction with the specific grant:

Place of Performance (Street address, City, County, State, Zip code)

Town of Mansfield

4 South Eagleville Road

Manstield, CT. 06268

Check D if there are workplaces on file that are not identified here.

Section 17.630 of the regulations provide that a grantes that is a State
may elect to make one certification in each Federal fiscal year. A copy
of which should be included with each application for FEMA funding.
States and State agencies may elect to use a Statewide certification.
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Ttem #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council "
From:  Mait Hart, Assistant Town Manager ;"% . #
CC: Martin Berlinar, Town Manager; Lon Hultgren Direcior of Public Works;

Virginia Walton, Recycling Agent
Date: August 14, 2006

Re: Solid Waste Advisory Committee Comments io State Solid Waste
Management Plan

Subject Maiter/Background

The Connecticut Depariment of Environmental Protection is in the process of updating
its State Solid Waste Management Plan, and is inviting comment from the public. The
Mansfisld Solid Waste Advisory Committes has prepared the attached commenis 1o the
proposed plan, and is requesting the Town Council's endorsement of those commenits.

Recommendation 4
Staff recommends thai the Town Councii endorse the commentis prepared by the
advisory commitiee. | do wish to point out that the advisory committes is asking that the
state support green building design following the US Green Building Council's ‘
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) standards. As you know, the
{own has its own policy regarding the use of LEED building standards. However, we
have reserved the right to adhere to a lesser siandard if LEED is not cost-effective for a
pariicular project or initiative. Staif will be available at Monday’s meetiing fo address any
guestions or concerns that the Town Council may have regarding this item.

if the Town Council concurs with this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, to endorse the August 14, 2006 comments submiited by the Mansfield Solid
Waste Advisory Committee to the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection,
concerning the proposed State Solid Waste Management Plan.

Attachments
1) V. Walton re: State Solid Wasie Managemeni Plan
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Lon R. Hultgren, P.E., Director AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3331 TELEPHONE

(860) 429-6863 FACSIMILE

August 14, 2006

Tessa Gutowski

Departiment of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Waste Management

79 Elm Street

Hartford, CT 06105-5127

Dear Ms. Gutowski:

On behalf of the Town of Mansfield’s Solid Waste Advisory, we support the vision, goals and strategies

of the proposed State Solid Waste Management Plan, We are highlighting some of the points from the
plan that we believe are most important.

1. We question the accuracy that Connecticut is recycling 30% of its solid waste. For several years DEP
reports that we have seen have indicated that the state recycles 23-24%. How is this change explained?

2. We are in complete support of working toward a 49% recycling goal although this is very ambitious. Is
DEP ready to devote the resources to realize this goal especially with very few municipal or regional
recycling coordinators left in Connecticut?

3. The plan calls for C&D recycling. Our community has considered using the California model where
C&D recycling is tied to the building permit. Without verified recycling, the certificate of occupancy
cannot be issued. We have not been able to move ahead with this idea since local markets for various

C&D imaterials are not available. We strongly urge DEP to make market development for C&D recycling
a high priority.

4. Forming a solid waste management advisory committee is an excellent idea to help the DEP stay
focused on its goals.

5. We are pleased that the plan proposes streamlining the permit process so that it facilitates recycling,
waste reduction and beneficial use activities instead of hindering them. Facilitating pilot projects that test
innovations should be one of DEP’s major functions.

6. Make enforcement effective. If a state facility, business, municipality or hauler is in violation of the

recycling laws, they should be held accountable. Notices of Violations have little value unless a citation
promptly follows continued violations.

7. For years the Town has been testifying for bottle bill changes, mandatory electronics recycling and,
more recently, green building design standards. We support raising the bottle deposit to 10 cents,
directing escheats to fund recycling and expanding collection to all single serve beverages. We ask that
you include under the statutory section of the proposed solid waste plan support of green building design
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following LEED standards. Part of the standards includes C&D recycling, materials reuse and using
recycled content items.

8. When DEP had a recycling unit, programs were available and there was a wider conscicusness about
recycling. We support the DEP’s stafting to achieve the goals of this plan.

We applaud the work that went into the proposed plan and would like to see DEP carry out its intentions.

Sincerely,

Virginia Walton
Recycling Coordinator

Cc: Solid Waste Advisory Committee
Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works
Martin Berliner, Town Manager
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ltem #6

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Hem Summary

Jo: Town Council
From: Mait Hart, Assistant Town Manager /74, 7
CC: Martin Berliner, Town Manager; Michael Nmteau Director of Bundmg ad

Housing Inspeciion
Date: August 14, 2006
Re: An Ordinance Regarding Landiord Regisiration

Subject Matter/Backuround

Attached please find a draft Ordinance Re gardlng Landlord Registration. The ordinance
would require an owner of an existing occupied or vacant residential rental housing unit
to maintain his/her residential address on file with the town's Office of Building and
Housing Inspection. If the owner is a corporation, partnership or some other legal
entity, the owner would need to file the resideniial address of the agent in charge of the
premises.

The purpose of the ordinance would be to facilitate the administration of the housing
code and the housing inspection program by requiring owners io provide a mailing
address io the town. Also, particularly with single-family homes, we may not know
when a property has converted o a rental unit. With the ordinance in place, the ownar
would be required o inform the town that the property is now being used as a rental
unit. Property owners would have until January 1, 2007 {c comply with the provisions of
the ordinance.

The ordinance would not apply to uniis where the owner resides on the property
(resident owner), and units that are the property of the State of Connecticut. The
reason we would not exiend the ordinance to resident owners is that the enabling
iegislation (Public Act No. 05-223) allowing the town 1o establish such an ordinance
pertains only to nonresident cwners. Also, because the housing code does not apply 1o
units owned by the state of Connecticut, we would have no need to exiend the
jurisdiction of ths ordinance fo staie-owned properties. (In fact, we may not have the
legal authority to reguiate staie-owned properties under the ordinance.)

Financial impact

The draft ordinance does recommend a fee of $25 for each initial registration and a $10
fee for a change of address. The fees would help cover our adminisirative costs (Iaber
postage, eic.), and we do not belisve those fees would prove onerous.

The draft also includes a recommeanded penalty of $250 for the first viclation and $1,000
ior a subssquent violation of the ordinance. The proposed penaliies are consistent with
ihe penalties provided under the enabling legislation. Also, through the passage of
Public Act No. 06-185, the siate legisiaius GPTS'% increased the maximum penally that a



rmunicipality may assess for a violation of a local regulation or ordinance from $100 to
$250. However, the Town Council may wish o enact a lower penalty, and has the

discretion to do sc. Consequently, we look to the Council for policy guidance in this
matter.

Legal Review
Stafi has prepared this ordinance in consultation with the Town Attorney.

Recommendation

At this point, we recommend that the Town Council schedule a public hearing fo solicit
public comment regarding the proposed ordinance.

if the Town Council supports this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, effeciive August 14, 20086, io schedule a public hearing for 7:30 p.m. at the Town
Council’s regular meeting on August 28, 2008, to solicit public comment concerning the
proposed Ordinance Regarding Landlord Registration.

Attachmenis
1) Draft Ordinance Regarding Landlord Registration
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“Town of Mansfield
Code of Ordinances
“An Ordinance Regarding Landlord Registration™

August 14,2006 Draft

Section 1. Title.

This Ordinance shall be known and may be cited as the “Ordinance Regarding Landlor
Registration” or “Landlord Registration Ordinance.”

L

Section 2. Legisiative Authority.

This Ordinance is enacted pursuant to the provisions of Connecticut General Statutes sections
47a-6a, 47a-6b, and 7-148.

Section 3. Findings and Purnosa.

The Town Council of the Town of Mansfield finds that the identification and knowledge of the
whereabouts of nonrssident owners of residential rental housing units in the Town of Manstfield
is in the best interests of the community and will promote the public welfare, health and safety of
the people of Manstield. Accordingly, pursuant to the authority granted to municipalities by
Connecticut General Statutes sections 47a-6a, 47a-6b, and 7-148, the Town of Manstield seeks
to better protect, preserve and promote the health, safety, welfare and quality of life of its people
by requiring nonresident owners of residential rental housing units to comply with this
Ordinance.

Section 4. Definitions.

A. Address — as used in this article, the term “address” means a location as described by the full
street number, it any, the street name, the city or town, and the state, and not a mailing
address such as a post office box.

B. Nonresident Owner — as used in this article, the term “nonresident owner” of a residential
rental housing unit means any owner of such property who does not reside in any such unit or
its associated premises, which is owned by her or him.

C. Agent in charge — as used in this article, the term “agent in charge™ means one who manages
real estate, including but not limited to, the collection of rents and supervision of property.
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Section 5. Applicability.

This Ordinance shall apply to all existing occupied or vacant residential rental housing units and
their associated premises in the Town of Mansfield, except that residential housing units that are
the property of the State of Connecticut shall be exempt. This exemption shall not include
residential rental housing units owned by an entity leasing real property from the State of
Connecticut.

Section 6. Revishation - Reguired.

A.

»

D.

s}

By January 1, 2007, any nonresident owner of an sxisting occupied or vacant residential
rental housing unit shall be required to file and maintain on file in the Office of the Building
and Housing Inspection of the Town of Mansfield the current residential address of the
nenresident owner of such property, if the owner is an individual. If a nonresident owner is a
corporation, partnership, trust or other legal recognized entity, then the current residential
address of the agent in charge of the building shall be filed in the Office of the Building and
Housing Inspection of the Town.

If such residential address changes, notice of the new residential address shall be provided by
such nonresident owner or agent in charge of the building to the Office ot the Building and
Housing Inspection of the Town of Mansfield not more than twenty-one (21) days after the
date that the address change occurred.

Each such nonresident owner or agent shall pay a fee of $25.00 for each initial registration
and a fee of $10.00 for each notice of residential address change.

If any such nonresident owner or agent fails to maintain on file an address as required by the
section, the address to which the Town mails property tax bills for the residential rental
housing unit shall be deemed to be the nonresident owner or agent’s current address. Such
address may be used for compliance with the provisions of subsection E of this section.

Service of state or municipal orders relating to maintenance of any such residential rental
housing unit or compliance with state law and local codes concerning such real property
directed to the nonresident owner or agent at the address on file, or deemed to be on file in
accordance with the provisions of this section, shall be sufficient proof of service of notice of
such orders in any subsequent criminal or civil action against the nonresident owner or agent
for failure to comply with the orders.

Any person who violates any provision of this section shall have committed an infraction.
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Section 7. Penalties.

IA& 0

m

As provided in Connecticut General Statutes sections 47a-6a and 47a-6b, any nonresident
owner or agent who shall violate any provisions of this Ordinance shall be assessed a civil
penalty of not more than $250.00 for the first violation and not more than $1,000.00 for any
subsequent viclation.

The Office of the Building and Housing Inspection of the Town of Manstield shall send
notice of the assessment to the nonresident owner or agent of the property that is the subject
of the viclation.

Any person who is assessed a civil penalty pursuant to this section may appeal therefrom to
the superior court. An appeal shall be instituted not later than thirty days after the mailing of
notice of such assessment by filing a petition to reopen assessment, together with an entry fee
in an amount equal to the entry fee for a small claims case pursuant to section 52-239 of the
Connecticut General Statues, at the superior court facility designated by the chief court
administrator, which shall entitle such persen to a hearing in accordance with the rules of the
judges of the superior court.

Section 8. Severabilitv of Provisions.

Should any court of competent jurisdiction declare any section or clause or provision of this
Ordinance to be unconstitutional or w/tra vires, such decision shall aifect only such section,
clause or provision so declared unconstitutional and shall not affect any other section, clause or
provision of this Ordinance.

Section 9. Construction.

Whenever used, the singular number shall include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use
of either gender shall include both genders.

Section 10, Effective date.

Following its adoption by the Town Council, this Ordinance shall become effective on the
twenty-first day after publication in a newspaper having circulation within the Town.
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ltem #7

Agenda ltem Summary

Tor . Tawn Council -

From: MafiiBerlindr, Town Manager

CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Curi Vincenie, Director of Parks and
Recrsation

Date: August 14, 2008

Ra: Air Conditioning for Mansfield Community Center

Subject Malier/Background

As you will recall, in the FY 2006/07 capital fund budget we have recommended that the
Town Council submit a $1.25 million bond issue io the voters to fund various
improvements at the Mansfield Community Center. The improvements would include
an expansion to the fitness area and dance studio, as well as the installation of air
conditicning in the gymnasium and the pool office. We had also contemplated including
under this project the purchase of a larger generator for the facility to enable the center
to serve as an emergency shelter. However, under the siate’s emergency demand

response program we have found a means to acquire the larger generator at no costio
E <
the town.

For a few key reasons, we think the project should be scaled down to include just the

installation of air conditioning in the gymnasium and the pool office. QOur reasoning is
twofold:

1) Using other funds in the capital budget, we have recently made some key
improvements ic the center's fithess areas that have alleviated the need for
construction, at least for the near term. The recenily completed improvements
consist of converting the upper lobby io a designated fitness space, in which we
have installed circuit strength-training equipment. By moving this equipment io
the lobby, we were able to create additional space for free weights and other
specialized equipmeni that our membership had requested. In addition, we have
installed cardio equipment in three corners of the irack as well in the pool viewing
room. These modifications have allowed us to better utilize the existing space
and to install new equipment to meet the demands of our customers. These
changes have thus far proven very popular with the members.

2) The sstimate that we have received to construct the proposed $1.25 million
project is high (in excess of $500 per square foot). The high cost is primarily due
to the fact that the construction area is relatively small and poses some
complications for the builder. The estimated cost has given us pause, and we
not sure that it is warranied at this time. '
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Rzcommendation

At this point, staif wishes to reduce the community centsr project to $200,000 and send
that project to the voters along with a request of $1,000,000 for open space and
approximately $1,000,000 to fund the town's share of the $3,000,000 heating system
project at the Mansfield Middle School. (As you will recall, the state will raimburse the
town for 73.57 percent of that project.) The $200,000 would be limited to the installation
of air conditioning in the gymnasium and the pool office, which is sorely needed. And,
as mentioned earlier, we have found another means to obtain a larger generator for the
facility. With respect to the expansion of the fitness areas at the Community Center, it
may make sense to complete this work as part of a larger project at some point in the
future, io make the consiruction cosis more economical.

At a future meeting, stafi will present the necessary bond resolutions to the town council
for your review. At this point, while we do not believe that a formal vote is necessary
regarding our proposed reduction to the community center project, we wish to know if
the Town Counclil generally supports this change.



[tem #8

Town of Mansfisld
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council’ -

From: Mart‘iﬁ—Bérhnar Town N Manager

CeC: Mait Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks and
Recreation

Date: August 14, 2006

Ra: Parks and Recrsation Fee Schedule and Amendments to Fes Charging
Policy

Subisct Matter/Background

The Mansfield Community Center will be entering its fourth vear of operation this fall.
Each year, the Town Council has approved fee increases upon recommendations from
staff and cur marketing consultant. The Center's original marketing plan acknowledged
that fess were below market rates and recommended that annual fes adjustments
would allow the operation to keep pace with typical annual inflation and expenditure
increases. The marketing consuliani recommended a five-percent per year increase
with the intent of bringing the Center’s fee schadule closer to market rates over a five-
year period. This year would mark the third vear of this five-year plan. Consequenily,
we have attached a memo from ths Director of Parks and Recreation that details staff's
recommendations for changes to fees for the Community Center. in addition, staff has
submitted a recommendation o increase the non-resident program fee as well as
suggested amendments o the Towns Fee Schedule/Fee Charging Policy as ii relaies to
the Parks and Recreation Depariment.

Financial imbpact

The recommended change in fees and policies would positively afiect membership and
program revenue for the community center and the recreation program fund. We
estimate that: a) the five-percent increase in rates would vield approximately $23,400 in
additional membership revenue; b) the increased rate for a household with three or
more adults would yield approximately $16,000 in additional membership revanue; and
c¢) the increase in non-resident program fess would yield approximately $11,300 in
additional program revenue.

Racommendation

Staff recommends that the Town Council approve the proposed fes increases for the
Department of Parks and Recreation and the amendments to the department's fee
policies. To summarize, siaff believes that the proposed fees are appropriaisly set to
sustain operations and to market the community center as an atiractive and aifordabls
facility. Furthermore, the design of the fee schedule is equitable in keeping with the
town’s service philosophy and mission. Consequently, ws recommend that the town
council approve the changss as propossad.
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Ii the Council concurs with this recommendation, the foliowing motion would be in order:
Move, effective August 14, 2006, {o approve the fae schedule and the amendmeants io
the fee charging policy for the Mansfield Department of Parks and Recreation as
presented by staff in its draft dated August 8, 2006, and which fee schedule and policy
amendmsnis shall be effective August 28, 2006.

Attachmenis

1) August 8, 2006 memorandum from C. Vincente detailing fes recommendations
2) Community Center Year Four Fee Recommendations

3) Facility Comparisons

4) Fee Schedule/Fee Charging Policy (Parks & Recreation Dept. sections)
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Manstield Town of Mansfield

\fv
3 ' Parks and Recreation
;5 Gorr}m Linity Depariment
2, Center
Curt A, Vincente, Director 10 South Eagleville Road

Storrs/Mansfield, Connecticut 06268

Tel: (860) 429-3015 Fax: (860) 429-9773
Email: Parks&Rec@MansfieldCT.org
Website: www.MansfieldCT.org

TO: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager
FROM: Curt A. Vincente, Director of Parks & Recreation
DATE: August 8, 2006

SUBJECT: 1) Community Center Fee Recommendations — Year Four
2) Non-Resident Program Fees
3) Fee Schedule/Fes Charging Policy

1) Community Center Fee Recommendations — Year Four

Attached you will find a fee recommendation sheet which represents a 5% increase (rounded to the
nearest $5 increment) in current membership rates. As you know, after our initial rates were adopted in
2003, we had planned to increase rates incrementally each year to keep pace with inflation and typical
expenditure increases rather than increase by a larger amount every 2-5 years. Also, our internal analysis
and advice from our marketing consultant indicated that our rates were well below market rates. With the
2006-07 recommended rate increases, we will still be below market rates in comparable categories.
Attached is a comparison of local fitness centers. Although membership categories from facility to
factlity are not consistent, we know that our facility over-all has more to offer, particularly in aquatics and
general activities for families. This nominal increase in rates could yield approximately $23,400 in
additional membership revenue.

The only significant recommended change in a membership sub-category is a new rate for additional
family/household members age 18 and over. Staff feels strongly that a third or more adult on a
family/household membership that currently adds $25 per person more to the membership fee is
significantly under priced compared to the benefit that the additional adult person gains from access to the
facility. Generally, the family/household membership was created for two adult parents/guardians and
their children. We know that there are approximately 200 family/households where there are more than
two adults age 18 and over in the household. We believe it is only fair to the general membership that the
third or more adult on a family/household membership pay more than the additional child age 17 and
under. It is our recommendation that this rate be 50% off the appropriate individual rate. This rate would
range from $127.50 to $190.00 depending upon the membership category. We feel this is a reasonable
rate for an additional adult attached to a household given the services and facility access that they have
available to thern. Existing members will be offered an opportunity to renew their membership at the
current $23 rate, which is tied to a membership retention campaign that we initiate each year before new
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rates are implemented. This increased rate could yield approximately 516,000 in additional membership
revenue.

We do not recommend an increase in Daily Admission rates at this time because we feel they are adequate
for the intended uses. There are several changes in the party rental fees and these updated fees are shown
on the attached party rental forms for both members and non-members.

2) Mon-Resident Proygram ¥Fees

The current non-resident program fee is §5. This fee has been in place for over 20 years and many towns
in the area have increased their charge for non-residents for participation in programs above the resident
fee. This fee was implemented to help ofiset the general overhead costs for the department to run the
program that a resident taxpayver would normally absorb. We feel it is appropriate at this time to double
this fee to $10. This recommendation has been reflected in the Fee Schedule (attached). This increase in
fees could yield approximately $11,300 in additional program revenue.

3) Fee Schedule/Fee Charging Policy

Attached are the Town’s Fee Schedule and Fee Charging Polic (De sartment of Parks and Recreation
[ X
SBCUDDS). All recommended updates are shown in bold.

Approval of the attached fee recommendations is respectfully requested. If approved, we intend to
implement these new membership fees on August 28, 2006, following our annual shut-down. Aswe have
done in the past, we will offer existing members an opportunity to renew their membership before a
designated date this fall before the new rates will apply to them as part of our membership retention
campaign. Implementation of the new non-resident program fee will have to commence with our winter
programs since our fall program brochure is already in print. I will be in attendance at the Town Council
meeting on August 14 to present the fee recommendations and answer any questions.

cc: Recreation Advisory Committes
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MANDFIELD PARKS and RECREATION DEPARTMENT Proposed 8/8/06
Community Center Fee Recommendations
Year Four - EFfactive August 28, 2008

#in catégory GURRENT RECOMMENDED
as of 3/{/06 RATES RATES

FAMILYIHOUSEHOLD

Resident - Full-use ' 508 550.00 575.00
Resident - Off-Pzak 49 415.00 43500
Ashford/Willington - Full-use 84 600.00 830.00
Ashford/Willington - Off-peak 9 455,00 475.00
Non-Resident - Full-use 251 $835.00 585.00
Mon-Resident - Off-peak 20 500.00 525.00

{(includes 2 people, sach addl. parson age 17 & under)

25.00 30.00

ADULT/CHILD HOUSEHOLD

Resident - Full-use ™ 330.00 ‘ 345,00
Resident - Cff-Pzak 5 27500 290.00
Ashford/Willington - Full-use 17 360.00 380.00
Ashford/Willington - Off-paak 4 205.00 320.00
Non-Resident - Full-use £5 385.00 405.00
Mon-Resident - Off-peak 3 230.00 245,00
(includes 1 adult and 1 child under age 14, 237 25.00 30.00
2ach add'l child under age 14)

IMDIVIDUAL

Resident - Full-use 310 305.00 320.00
Resident - Off-Peak . 30 245.00 255.00
Ashford/Willingion - Full-use 75 330.00 345.00
Ashford/Willington - Off-paak a 280.00 295.00
Non-Resident - Full-use 204 360.00 280.00
Non-Resident - Off-psak 54 305.00 320.00

ANNUAL RATE NOTES:
1) Above rates are for annual fee paid in ull

a

2) A 3% service charge is added for menthly payments

3) Rates may vary slightly from time to tims for marketing promotions

4) Proof of address/household of residence required for all members age 18 and cider
)

3) Full vear commitment required. Refunds or Cancsllations offered only in extenuating circumstances
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MANSFIELD PARKS and RECREATION DEPARTMENT Proposed 8/8/06
Community Cenier Fee Recommendations
Year Four - Effective August 28, 2006

# in category CURREMT RECOMMEMBGED
as of 8/1/06 RATES RATES

FAMM Y/HOUSEHOL D - 3 Month Ontion

Resident - Full-use 16 185.00 190.00
Rasident - Off-Psak 5 140.00 145.00
Ashiord/Willington - Full-use 5 200.00 210.00
Ashford/Willington - Off-paak 4t 150.00 160.00
Non-Resident - Full-use 12 210.00 220.00
Mon-Resident - Off-peak 4 165.00 175.00

h addl

ADULTICHILD HOUSEHOLD - 3 Month Option

Resident - Full-use 5] 110.00 115.00

Resident - Off-Peak ) 1 20.00 25.00

Ashford/Willington - Full-use 2 120.00 125.00

Ashford/Willington - Off-paak 1 100.00 105.00

Mon-Resident - Full-use 11 120.00 138.00

MNon-Residant - Off-psak 0 110.00 11€.00
]

(includes 1 adult and 1 child under age 14, 23 25.00 20.00

sach add child under age 14)

MDIVIDUAL - 3 Month Option

Resident - Full-use 57 100.00 105.00

Resident - Off-Peak 5] 80.00 85.00

Ashford/Willington - Full-use g 110.00 115.00

Ashford/Willington - Off-peak » 3 25.00 100.00

Mon-Resident - Full-use 2 120.00 128.00

Mon-Resident - Off-peak 12 100.00 105.00

Total Memberships - all categories {as of 8/7/08) 2,084

Total Members - ail categories {as of 8/1/08}) 5,820

3 MONTH OPTION NOTES:
1) Above rates must be paid in full
2) Conversion to annual membership will be pro-rated only within the first month
3) Mo refunds or cancellations for any reason
4) Proof of address/household of residence required for all members age 18 and older



?EAT]DN DEPARTMENT Propossd 2/8/05
mmmenﬂaimns
ugust 238, 2008

MAMNSFIELD PARKS and RE!
Community Ceﬁ iar Fe
Year Four - Eff

3»*7@

CURRENT RECOMMENDED
RATES RATES

DALY ADMISSION

Residant - Infant/Toddler (under age 3) FREE FREE
Resident - Youth (ages 3-17) _ 4,00 4.00
Resident - Adult (ages 18-81) 8.00 8.00
Resident - Senior Citizens (ages 62+) 5.00 8.00
Ashiord/Willington - Infant/Toddler (under ags 3) 1.00 1.00
Ashford/Willington - Youth (agee 3-17) 5.00 5.00
Ashford/Willington - Adult (ages 18-81) 9.00 3.00
Ashford/Willingion - Senior Citizens (ages 52+) 7.00 7.00
Non-Resident - Infant/Toddlsr (under age 2) 2,00 2,00
Non-Résident - Youth (ages 3-17) 5.00 - 8.00
Mon-Resident - Adult (ages 18-61) 10.00 10.00
‘Mon-Resident - Senior Citizens (sgss 52+) 8.00 8.00
Discount Boak of 10 visits 10 x abeve faes minus 10% bulk discount
Guest Pass (with msmber) Sams as resident rates

TEEM CEMTER FREE FREE
MISCELLAMEDQUS

Insufficient Fund Fee 28.00 25.00
Freeze Fze (3 month) one month fee one month fee
FACHLITY REMTAL RATES

Originally approved rates sze attached party rental forms

Safe Graduaiion - E.O. Smith Staffing costs Staffing costs
Safe Graduation - Out of Town Schools 18/person 15/parson
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Mansfield Community Center
Facility Comparison {pricing as of 8/1/06)

Courthouse $195 $95 down and

Plus enrollment fee | $49.95/mo for
and $49.95 24 months then
month for 12 membership
months drops to $29.99

Cardio Express | $20 down and | $95 down and
$19.99 month | $10 month for

for tanning no tanning

Future Fitness | $149 down $29.99 down 1 mo- $59.95
and $19.95 and $29.99 3 mo- $159
month for 1 month for 3 6 mo- $259
vear vear

Curves $74.50 Monthly Prepay for the
registration, pavments are vear is

normally $150 | $39 + tax or $410.97
$30.74 month
with 1 year

contract
Riverside $100 down $420 for 14
Athietic and $34.9% months

month

1 vear at Courthouse Plus is $794 for one person but does include fitness classes
and limited aguatic facility.

1 year at Cardio Express is $259.88 which includes free tanning but no pool, ect.

1 year at Future Fitness is $388 and does include classes except spin but does
not have a pool. :

1 year paying monthiy at Riverside is $519.88 and does include classes like spin
and yoga but does not have a pool.

1 year with a contract is $443.38 at Curves which limits working out to only the
half hour. Cannot exceed certain time limits.
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08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE
Revenue Source Cnde Descriprion Authoritv Effective

DEPARTMENT: DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATICN
(Including Community and Aduit Education)

260 66100 40660 00 Fee Charging Policy

RECOMMEMDED CHANGES IN BOLD
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08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
(Including Community and Adult Education}

General Statement

The Parks & Recreation Department's goal is the enrichment of the life of the total community by providing opportunities for
the worthy use of leisure, contributing social, physical, educational. cultural and general well-being of the community and

its people.

To accomplish this goal, the Parks & Recreation Department has established the following policy. The policy attempts to
provide youth and aduit programs on a full-cost recovery basis. Non-residents will be charged an

additional fee to cover administrative costs which are covered for residents by tax dollars.

Definirions

Operational Cosrts - expendimires necessary for the program's implementation. i.e., special equipment (archery). specialized
instructor's salary, overhead expendimres, eic.

Funcrional Costs - expendimres which are not essentially necessary for a successfil program, i.2.. umpires. uniforms, atc.
Total Cost Recovery - a system in which the purpose is to recover the cost incurred by providing a service. Fees are based on
cost recovery by calculating the total program cost and dividing the cost by the number of participants anticipated. Although
program fees are based on Total Cost Recovery, full reimbursement may not be achieved due to fee waivers and/or registration
of persons 62 and over.

Tuition Fee - the prograim cost to cover operational and/or functional costs.

COccasionally, particular marerial costs may be incorporated or listed separately.

Materials Fee - the added cost to programs requiring supplies which will be urilized, expended or retained by participants.

Program Fee - 2 combinarion of the Tuition Fee and Materials Fee.
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DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

(Incinding Community and Adult Education)

GENMNERAL POLICIES

All department programs that operate on a registration basis (fee or non-fee) will give residents first preterence
during the regisiration period.

Tuition fees will not be charged for programs that have volunteer instiuctors unless operarional and/or functional
xpenditures are required.

Non-residents will be charged $10.08 or more above the established Tuition Fee for residents ($15.08 for summer
day camp). This increment is applied to offset administrative costs since non-residents are not taxpayers, but are
privileged to participate in Mansfield programs. If programs are offered free of charge 1o residents and
non-residents, they will be allowed in the program for a $18.0% non-resident fee, with residents having first
preference. ‘

Persons aged 52 and over will be given a 10% discount on program fees, excluding trips.
Mansfield residents who cannort afford the Program Fee may apply for a 80% or 30% fee waiver through the
Parks & Recreation Department based on the Town's Fee Waivers Ordinance. Program participants are

responsible for Materials Fees, if applicable. Trips are not incinded and sumer camp sessions are limited to two.

Co-sponsored organization activities are planned by each organization and are subject to review by the Recreation
Advisory Committee and the Parks & Recreation Depariment.

A late fee charze of $10.00 will be applied to registrations received after a certain cut-oif date (for basketball and
baseball/softball programs only). This appiies to residents as well as non-residents.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATICN
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(Including Community and Adult Education)
PROGRAM POLICIES

Yourth and Adulr Instructional Programs - instructionally oriented where a minimum of 30% class time is dedicated to
teaching specific skills and/or metheds of specialized activity, e.g., tennis, arts and crafis, photography, music, etc.

a. Adult programs are open to residents and non-residents. Program fees are based on total cost recovery.
b. Youth programs are open to residents and non-residents. Program fees are based on total cost recovery.

Yowh and Adult Workshops/Clinics - instructionaily oriented, but dedicate over 30% class time to pertfecting skills,
and the instructor is required to coach participams, e.g., art workshops, volleyball clinic, etc. All workshops/clinics
are based on toral cost recovery. Programs are open (o residents and non-residents.

Adult and Youth General Recreaticn Programs - recreationally oriented, with less than 50% class rime dedicated
to instrucrion and/or direction, e.g., fitness, aerobics, Pre-School Funtime/Movement Educartion, etc.

a. Adult programs are open to residents and non-residents, and are based on total cost recovery.
b. Youth programs are open to residents and non-residents, and are based on total cost recovery.

Adult and Youth Open Gym Programs - recrearionally orienied. providing faciliries. existing equipment, and
supervision for participant free-play. Programs will be nffered at minimal cost to defray expense of supervisor.
Should special services need 1o be provided, the cosrs will be transferred to the participants.

Adult and Youth Leagues - programs which provide coaching, team organization, scheduling and facilities. The
oppormnity prevails for participants to learn skills. practice, and to compete within the skill area/sport.. Programs
are open (o residents and non-residents and are based on a total cost recovery basis.

Adult and Youth Escursions - programs in wihich buses, tickets and/or other operational/functional costs would be

involved in a trip away from Manstield. Excursions are availble to residents and non-residemrs. Excursions are
torally self-supporting.

Special Events - programs designed for celebration, education or conununity welfare.

2. Special Events offered free of charge in which expenses are absorbed by the Parks & Recreation Department
are open to Mansfield residents only.

b. Special Events, which are offered tfree of charge with no cost to the Town of Mansfield, are open to residents
and non-residents.

c. Special Events, which have a fee attached, are open to residents and non-residents, but may be limited to
residents due to facilitiy limirations. '



08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATICON
(Including Community and Adult Educarion)

BICENTENNIAL POND ADMISSION

Resident:
Season Pass $520.00 up to 4 Council 4/92
$25.00upto 6 Council 4/92
Mon-Resident
Season Pass 540.00
Daily Fee:
Weelkdays Resident - §1.00/person

Non-Resident - $2.00/person

Weekend/Holiday Resident - $2.00/person
Noun-Resident - $3.00/person

Fishing - Free

Pavilion Rental Charge - $§20.00 per four hour block (available in-season only)

Group Rate -- 153 % Reduction
10 persons or more

Lions Club Memorial Park Pavilion Rental

Pavilion available for rental for ourdoor picnics/party. 30' x 60" open air pavilion, picnic tables seat 80-100
persons comfortably, restroom access, serving kitchen additional.

$50.00 mandatory deposit (refundable upon facility inspection and key return)

$50.00 pavilion rental (4-hour block of time. restrooms included)
$20.00 serving kitchen (refrigerator, stove, sinks)
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION

(Including Comununity and Adulr Education)

SPONSORSHIP/BROCHURE ADVERTISEMENTS

Seasonal Brochure - recover total or partial cost of printing, maiiing, or advertising on a seasonal basis.

The Manstield Parks & Recreation Department seasonal program brochure offers an excepdonal way for businesses o support
community wide evenis and programs while promoting their business in the greater Manstield area. The seasonal brochure is
mailed to over 30,000 households in the area and thousands of additionul copies are distributed throughout the region.

The brochure is tilled with important program and event information and is kept by many families a8 a quick reference for
Parks & Recrearion programs and general Munsfield Community Center informarion.

Full Page Price Sayvings
1 Season $656.25
2 Seasons £1,246.87 (5623.44 ea.) (5%) 565.63
3 Seasons $1.321.09 ($607.03 eal) {7.5%) $147.66
4 Seasons 2.362.30 (3590.63 ea.) (10%) $262.39
Half Page
I Season $328.13
2 Seasons $623.45 ($311.73 ea)) (5%) $32.81
3 Seasons 3910.36 ($303.32 2a.) (7.5%) §73.83
4 Seasons $1,181.27 ($295.32 en.) {10%) $131.25
Duarter of a Pave
I Season $164.06

Seasons $311.71 ($155.36 ea.) (5%) $16.41
3 Seasons 8455.27 ($151.76 ea.) (7.5%) $36.91
4 Seasons $390.52 (5147.66 ea.) {10%) $65.62
Eighth of a Page
I Season $98.44
2 Seasons 5187.04 ($93.32 ea.) {3%) $9.54
3 Seasons $273.17 (%91.06 ea.) (7.53%) $22.15
4 Seasons $354.38 (558.560 ea.) (10%) $39.38
Listing Only
1 Season %65.63
2 Seasons $124.7G ($62.35 ea.) (5%) $6.56
3 Seasons $182.18 ($60.17 ea.) (7.5%) $14.77
4 Seasons $236.27 (359.47 eal) (10%) 526.25

PREMITIM POSITIONS

Back Cover - tull color, fuil page not available. double ad price above. limited number available

Back Cover - smull 2d next to mailing label, same cosis as guarter page ad

Inside back cover - add 30% to ad price above

ADVERTISING DEADLINES

Fall - June 18, Winter - Oct. 13, Spring - Jan. 15, Summer - Apr. 1

OTHER INFORMATION

Please see reverse side for advertisement sizes.
All advertisements wiil be billed seasonally.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION

(Including Community and Adult Education)

COMMUNITY CENTER FEE SCHEDULE (page | of 2)

Ashford/

Resident Willington Non-Resident
Familv/Household
Fuil-Use $575.00 $639.00 $665.00
Off-Peak $435.00 $475.00 $525.60
Full-use 3-Month $190.00 $210.00 £220.00
Oif-Peak 3-Month 53145.00 $160.06 $175.00
(includes 2 people, each addl. person age 17 & under) $30.00 $30.00 536.00
addizional F/H member age 18 & over 30% off individual rate
Aduit/Child Honsehold
Full-Use $345.00 $380.00 $405.00
Cff-Peak 5226.00 $5329.00 $345.00
Full-use 3-Month $115.00 $125.00 $135.06
Off-Peak 3-Month 5£95.00 $105.00 $115.00
{(includes 1 adult and 1 child under age 14, £30.00 $30.00 $30.00

each add'l child under age 14)

Individual
Full-Use $320.00 $345.00 $380.00
Off-Peak $255.00 295,00 $320.00
Full-use 3-Month $165.00 $115.00 $125.00
Off-Peak 3-Month 385.00 51006.00 $105.00

ANNUAL RATE NOTES:
1) Above rates are for annual fee paid in full
2) A 3% service charge is added for monthly payments

3) Rates may vary slightly from time to time for marketing promotions

4 Proof of address/household of residence required for all members ags 18 and older
5) Full year commitment required. Refunds or Cancellations offered only in extenuating circumstances

3 MONTH OPTION NOTES:
1) Above rates must be paid in full

2) Conversion to annual membership will be pro-rated only within the first month

3) No refunds or cancellarions for any reason

43 Proof of address/househoid of residence required for all members age 18 and older
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TOWN OF MAMNSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
{Including Community and Adult Education)

COM

AMUNITY CENTER FEE

Dailv Admission

SCHEDULE (page 2 of 2)

Infant/Toddler {under age 3)

Youth (ages 3-17)
Adult (ages 18-61)

Sentor Citizens (ages 62+

Discount Boolk of 10 visits
Guest Pass (with member)

Teen Center
Miscellaneaous
Insufficient Fund Fee

Freeze Fee (3 month

Facilirv Rental Rateg

Safe Graduation - E.C. Smith

FREE
54.00
58.00
$6.00

10 x above fees minus 10% bulk discount
Same as resident rates

1

FRE:

tr

$525.00

one month fee

Safe Graduvation - Out of Town Schools

$1.00
$5.00
$9.00

7.00

FREE

$25.00

one mounth fee

$2.00
$6.00
$10.00
$8.00

ey
fr
5]

$25.00
one month fee

See ottached party rental forms

Staffing costs

$15/person

315/person
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NMember Party ?ianﬁing Form
(non-members, please ger a form firom the receptionist)

Thank you for choosing to have vour party at the Manstield Communirty Center. The Community Room and Aris and Crafts Rooms
are available for parties at the tmes listed below. We also offer several additional options. Please take the time to review the
information below and return this form to the Mansfield Community Center with puyment in full to reserve a room for vour party.
Parties MUST be reserved at least vww sveeks in advance for planning purposes. Please call 429-3015 for more information. Please
nore that parties musi include either the Aris und Crafts Room or the Communiiy Room. Please see other side for more party
planning information. We will call you to confirm date/time.

Name Child’s age Child’s Gender # of party guests
Daytime Phone Evening Phone 7 of extra adults
Address
Street Ciry Zip
Community Room Times Arts and Crafis Room Times
Fri., 7-9 p.m. Sun., 12:30-2:30 p.m. Fri., 7-9 pm. Sun., 11 am.-1 pm.
Sat., noon-2 p.mn. Suvn., 4-a p.m. Sat., noon-2 p.m. Sun., 2:30-4:30 p.m.
Sat., 4-6 p.m. Sat., 4-9 p.m. Sun., -8 p.m.
Sat.. 7:30-9:30 p.m. Sat.. 7:30-9:30 p.m.
Room requested 1st choice 2" choice
Date requested Alternaie date
Time requesied Alternate time
Please check your cheices und wiite in prices in right column
Community Room (holds up to 30 people) . 575
Communitvy Room WITH serving kitchen (use of space in refiigerator/freezer. andior stove) $o0
Arts and Crafts Room {holds up to 20 people) 550
Arts and Crafts Room WITH teen center $80
Decorations (in addition to the room rental fee) Up to 25 people  $50
(includes balloons, paper tablecloths, cups, plates. napkins, plastic ware, streamers) | 26-30 people §75
) Up to 10 people 525
Pool (available for 1 hour of your 2-hour party) Time? z
: 11+ people 5350
Small Pool Inflatdbles (circle 1 or 2) dog dragon snake star (@ $15 each
‘2 Gym (available for | hour of vour 2-hour party)  Time?
Giant Inflatable Gym Slide (in addition to gvm rental fee) 5125
Gym Mats (in addition to gym rental fee) §13
Pre-school riding toys {in addition to gym rental fee) 510
Vollevball set-up (in addition to gym rental fee) 515
Cheese Pizza/Soda or Juice (2-3 slices per person) people (@ §3 per person
Ice Cream Cake Name on Birthday Cake people @ 53 per person
Refundable Security Deposit (veturned after the parpy if no damasge is done)(please write sepuraze check) $23
Total Party Package {(room will not be reserved until payment is made in full)

Foir Office Use Ouly

Date [nitials ;

Received
Entered
Deposit Returned/Center Bucks [ssued

N Y —

Revised Aug. 2006

il




10 S. Eagleville Road, Storrs, CT 06268, {8603 429-3013
Mon-Yiember Party Plapning Form

Thank vou fcr choosing to have your party at the Mansfield Community Center. The Community Room and Arts and Crafts Rooms
are available for parties at the times listed below. We also offer several additional options. Please take the time to review the
information below and remun this form to the Mansfield Community Center with puyment in fuil to reserve a room for your party.
Parties MUST be reserved at least nvo seeeis in advance for planning purposes. Please call 429-3015 for more information. Pleasz
#pte that purfies must include either the Aris und Crufis Roem or the Community Room. Please see other side for more party .
planning informartion. We will call you to confirm date/time.

Name Child’s age Child’s Gender # of party guests
Daytime Phone Evening Phone 7 of extra adults
Address
Street City ZIP
Communitv Roeom Times Arts and Crafts Room Times
Fri., 7-9 p.m. Sun., 12:30-2:30 p.m. Fri.. 7-9 p.m. Sun., 11 am.-1 p.m.
Sat., noon-2 p.m. Sun.. 4-6 p.m. Sat., noon-2 p.m. 3un., 2:30-4:30 p.m.
5dt., 4-6 p.m. Sat.. 4-6 p.m. Sun., 6-8 p.m.
Sat.. 7:30-9:30 p.m. Sat., 7:30-9:30 p.m.
Roowm requested 1st choice 2™ choice
Date requested Alterngze doze
Time requesied Alternage fime

Please check your choices and write in prices in right column

Community Room  (holds up to 30 people) 5130
Communitv Room WITH serving kitchen (use of space in refiigerarorfieczer, and/or stave) $180
Arts and Crafts Room (holds up to 20 people) 3100
Arts and Crafts Room WITH teen center 5180
Decorations (in addition to the room rental fee) Up to 25 people  §75

(includes bailoons. paper tablecloths. cups, plates, napkins, plastic ware. streamers) | 26-30 people 5100

Upto 10 people  §40

Pool (available for 1 hour of your 2-hour party) “Time? 1+ people 565

Small Pool Inflatables {circle 1 or 2) dog dragon snake star {0 $20 each

Y4 Gym (available for 1 hour of your 2-hour party)  Time?

Giant Intlatable Gym Slide (in addition to gym rental fee) $200

Gym Mats (in addition to gvm rental fee) 52
Pre-school riding tovs (in addition to gym rental fee) 515
Vollevball set-up (in addition to gym rental fee) 520
Cheese Pizza/Soda or Juice (2-3 slices per person) people (@ 56 per person

Ice Cream Cake Name on Birthday Cake people (@ $4 per person
Refundable Security Deposit (rerurned ufier the parey if no damage is done)(plecse write separare check) 325

Total Party Package {room will not be reserved until pavment is made in full)

For Dffice Use Only

Date Ininals

Received
Entered
Deposit Retumed/Center Bucks Issued

Revised Aug. 2006
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Animal Control Activity Report

REPORT PERIOD 2006 / 2007
This FY {Last FY
PERFORMANCE DATA Jull Aug| Sep| Oectf Nov| Dec| Jan| Feb| Mar] Apr] May| Junjio date [to daie
Complaints investigated:
phone calls 197 197 236
road calls 13 13 21
dog calls 89 89 43
cat calls 83 83 29
wildlife calls 9 9 g
Notices fo license issued 3 3 4
Warnings issued 4 4 Sl
Warning letters issued 1 1 2
infractions issued 2 2 1
Misdemeanors issued 0 0 0
Dog bite quarantines 4 4 0
Dog strict confinement 0 0 0
Cat bite quarantines 0 0 P
Cat strict confinement 0 0 0
Dogs on hand at start of month 4 4 8
Cats on hand at start of month 15 15 6
Impoundments 42 42 33
Dispositions: 0
Owner redeemed 3 3 5
Sold as pets-dogs 4 4 10
Sold as pets-cats 33 33 12
Sold as pets-other 0 0 0
Total destroyed 2 2 4
Road kills taken for incineration 1 1 1
Euthanized as sick/unplaceable 1 1 3
Total dispositions 37 37 31
Dogs on hand at end of month 3 3 7
Cats on hand at end of month 21 21 9
Total faes collected 2,028 $2,028! & 1,225
Scotland dogs FY 06/07 to date 4 Total 5

Hampton dogs FY 06/07 to date




TOWN OF MANSFIELD
CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING
MAY 18, 2006

Chair Stephen Bacon called the meeting of the Charter Revision Commission to order at
7:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Building.

L

IL

IH.

CALL TO ORDER

Present: Bacon, Booth, Clark, Cox, Dzurec (arrival 8:10 p.m.), Eaton,
Grunwald, Keane, Krisch, Nesbitt, Weiss

CHAIR’S REMARKS

Stephen Bacon outlined the charge of the Commission noting that they must
report back to the Council by April 2, 2007. The Town Council has detailed
13 specific sections in the resolution for examination but the Commission may
look at any section they wish. There will be at least two public hearings but
he encouraged citizens to attend any meeting and be heard. Written
communications will be accepted at any time.

PUBLIC HEARING

The Chair opened the public hearing at 7:35p.m. Mr. Bacon noted that two
written communications have been received (attached).

Timothy Quinn, 101 Depot Road, stated that he was a member of the original
Charter Revision Commission. That Commission was charged with
developing an overall philosophy of government. He urged the curren*
Commission to do the same. Mr. Quinn remarked that he hopes that the
Commission will maintain the idea of the 15% base line for referenda
approval but adjust it to reflect the current situation. He also asked the
Commission to look closely at the issue of automatic budget referendum. Mr.
Quinn warned that sometimes an action that seems to do something good for
people could have the opposite reaction when enacted. His concern is that
repeated referenda will cause a bottom line reduction that will affect our
schools and infrastructure. He urged the Commission to be careful, be
cohesive and to only make changes that will make our standard of life better.

Sharrry Goldman, 187 Browns Road, spoke to the issue of inclusion and
voting rights. The trend over the course of the country’s history has been to
make it easier for more people to vote. She expressed some concerns with
how the Annual Town Meeting has been conducted and with the fact that in
the last local election only two of the positions were contested. Ms. Goldman
rejected the idea that a town meeting is important because it educates the
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citizens, stating that there is not much information shared at the meeting and
the question is often called to quickly. She urged the Commission to maintain
the tradition of the town meeting but automatically adjourn it to a referendum.

Peter Plante, 7 Oak Drive, commented that the notification concerning the
election was woefully lacking and needs to be addressed. He commented that
there is a fundamental right to vote in secret, requested minority
representation on the Region 19 Board and urged the maintenance of the 15%
of voters needed to pass a referendum item. Mr. Plante also said that the
Charter must be adhered to and that positions not enumerated in the Charter
should not exist.

Quentin Kessel, 97 Codfish Falls Road, Chair of the Conservation
Comumission expressed concern that the Council requires that committee
members clear all statement with them prior to issuing them publicly. He
asked the Commission to look at the issue. Mr. Kessel also spoke in favor of
the current budget process. He stated that the process encourages a sense of
community and an opportunity for public discussion. He stated that voters
owe the Town Council, the town and the process a personal appearance in
order to ask questions and be heard. Voting on machines is too easy.

Meredith Lindsey, 97 Beech Mountain Road, thanked the members of the
Commission for their service and supported the idea of the budget going to
referendum and minority representation on Region 19. Ms. Lindsey also
spoke in favor of maintaining the 15% threshold.

Chris Paulhus, 720 Middle Turnpike, a member of the Town Council, thanked
the Commission members for their service and urged the Commission to
support the town meeting adjournment to referendum. He also asked the
Commission to look at the position of constables.

Charlie Eaton, 89 Lorraine Drive, spoke to the issues of accessibility and
privacy and in support of automatic referendum. He submitted his written text
and supportive documentation (attached). Additionally Mr. Eaton noted a
number of issues which he will elaborate on at future meetings including
informing citizen of upcoming elections, primaries and referenda; defining the
roles of the Council, Boards and Commissions based on the Zarbane Oxley
Senate Act; and the possibility of having dedicated employees from Public
Works permanently in charge of recreation areas.

Michael Sikoski, 135 Wildwood Road, described himself as a small
businessman and commented that many of his customers are disenfranchised
with the process. He urged the Commission to stick with the 15%. Mr.
Sikoski spoke in favor of adjournment to a referendum but stated that there
would have to be time for discussion between the two events.



Nancy Flynn, 23 Phillip Drive, noted that the Town Meeting, her first, left her
confused. She stated that it was difficult to follow and she did not have an
opportunity to speak. Ms. Flynn supports going to referendum. She said that
the face of Mansfield has changed. It is now an international community and
we need to keep things simple.

Bruce Goldman, 187 Browns Road, spoke in favor of a referendum stating
that the Town Meeting is not the only way to be educated and feels that if
there is going to be a vote on the budget it should be fair.

Chair Bacon closed the public hearing at 9:00 p.m. and thanked the residents
for sharing their ideas.

IV.  FUTURE AGENDAS
The Chair opened a discussion regarding future meetings. It was decided that
all meeting would be taped and accessible to members. Mr. Bacon requested
that members think about a number of issues for the next meeting.
1. Rotating the meeting location
2. Check the distributed schedule for conflicts
3. Limiting the meeting time to 2 hours
4. Communicating with the public
Nancy Cox volunteered to investigate the concept of a sandwich board
announcing the meetings. Gene Nesbitt will explore the e-mail and web
possibilities. Henry Krisch suggested that a mechanism for a suggestion box
or an e-mail access be located at the Community Center, the Town Clerk’s
office and the Library. He will follow up on the idea.
Mr. Bacon suggested that the agenda for the next meeting include the
adoption of rules for the Comumission and a discussion of the division of work.
Ms. Cox moved and Ms. Clark seconded to adjourn the meeting at 9:35 p.m.
Motion so passed.

Stephen Bacon, Chair Mary Stanton, Town Clerk



CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
Tuesday, June 13, 2006
7:00 p.m.
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
Council Chambers

Correcied Minutes

L CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 7:03p.m. by Vice Chair, Aline Booth in the
Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Building.

i ROLL CALL

Present were Aline Booth, Nancy Cox, Lisa Eaton, Shawn Grunwald, Gene
Nesbitt, Sheila Quinn Clark and Lucinda Weiss. Stephen Bacon arrived at 8:20;
David Dzurec arrived at 7:35, and; Denise Keane arrived at 7:10

. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

Quentin Kessel, 97 Codfish Falls Road, stated that he was opposed io a
referendum and_suggested a process of absentee ballots for public unable to
attend the town meeting, stating the ballots could be picked up in person from
the Mansfield Town Hall and postmarked during the week of the town meeting

Mike Sikoski, 135 Wildwood Road, asked if a petition should be started to ensure
the work going into the Commission goes to a referendum, stating if the Town
Council rejects the Commission’s work, then voters have no say.

Aline Booth clarified about needed signatures. Matt Hart also clarified.

It was suggested that the public comments of the Commission be finished by the
October meeting.

. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Sheila Quinn Clark moved, Gene Nesbitt seconded, that the minutes of the May
18" meeting be approved with the following changes: on the first page, Sharry
Goldman’s name has 2 r's. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Nancy Cox moved, Shawn Grunwald seconded, that the minutes of the May 23
meeting be approved. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

P.750
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Vi.

COMMUNICATIONS

A letter from Gail Ash-Morgan, dated May 23, 2006 was distributed and
accepted.

A comment was made asking to encourage Town Council members to come to
the Commission meetings. Nancy Cox suggested to not have a cozy relationship
with the Town Council. All were in agreement.

INFORMATION DISSEMINATION UPDATE

Sheila Quinn Clark updated her progress with the Library and the upcoming
Know Your Town Fair, stating once school is out, the bulletin board and display
boards will be available for use.

Sheila Quinn Clark moved, Denise Keane ssconded, that all information should
be approved by the Chair. Nancy Cox suggested changing wording from
approved to reviewed.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Aline Booth gave an update on her progress with the tax collector. The tax bills
will be going into the mail next week and a note was being planned to piggy-back
approximately 6,000 of those bills.

The League of Women Voters has been approached, and a member may attend
meetings and pui something in their newsletter to inform the league members.

Gene Nesbitt reperted he had met with the Information Technology personnel of
the Mansfield Town Hall and they have agreed to set up an email account for the
Commission. He also mentioned the use of the web and cable television as
communication aids. ‘

A Commission blog was discussed at length.

Dave Dzurec moved, Denise Keane seconded, to create a Commission blog with
the understanding that if things get out of hand within the blog, it comes down
immediately. Sheila Quinn Clark, Nancy Cox, Gene Nesbitt and Aline Booth
opposed the motion. The motion carried 5/ 4.

Nancy Cox announced she’d placed an order for changeable signs.
Denise Keane has been in contact with the Chronicle and local radio stations.

Lisa Eaton has been in contact with superiniendent of schools for policy
regarding fliers. E.O. Smith senior class projects was discussed.

Shawn Grunwald asked what letterhead and points of contact should be used
with churches. The location of where to send return mail was discussed.
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VL.

Vil

VISION OF GOVERNMENT

Aline Booth asked each member present io give his/her vision of the key
elements of government:

e Lisa Eaton — provide reasonable services and ensure local representatives be
accountable.

e Lucinda Weiss — small towns should remain as open as possible to provide
access for public participation.
e Denise Keane — people to hear and listen, accountability for actions.

Sheila Quinn Clark — (d)emocratic (r)epublic, provides for the general good of
the public.

Dave Dzurec — serve the public and their needs.

Aline Booth — balance democracy with professionalism.
Nancy Cox — responsibility for protection of the common area
Gene Nesbitt — subject to flexibility and change.

PRIORITIZATION OF CHARGES

L]

2 @ 2 e

The work of the commission can be broken down into four primary categories:

Organization of government
Language/textual updates
Budget/finance

Issues of public concern

3 & ® 6

There are three or four items needing the town attorney to review. Those would
be the health district, class service, town constables and Region 19. The town
attorney should look at the wording of each — perhaps a simple word change is
all that's needed.

The financial section is difficult and should be done first.
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

A discussion ensued regarding the August 8" meeting location change, which
will be tabled until the next meeting. Ask Mary Stanton, Mansfield Town Clerk, for
an alternative meeting place.

ADJOURNMENT

Dave Dzurec moved, Lisa Eaton seconded, to adjourn the meeting. The motion
to adjourn passed unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 9:10 p.m.

Respectiully submitted,

Matthew W. Hart
Assistant Town Manager
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CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
Tuesday, June 27, 2006
7:00 p.m.
Audray P. Beck Municipal Building
Council Chambers

- Minutes
L Call to Order
Chairman Bacon called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.
i Roil Call

Members Present: S. Bacon, A. Booth, S. Quinn-Clark L. Eaton, D. Keane, H.
Kirsch, G. Nesbitt, L. Weiss

Members Absent: N. Cox, D. Dzurec, S. Grunwald

Alsec Present: Assistant Town Manager M. Hart and Town Manager M. Berliner.

il Opportunity for Public to Comment

Mr. Sakoski inquired why this meeting was not noted on the Town internet. M. Hart
stated that agenda was not posted until the morning of 7-27-06. Chairman Bacon
stated that he would work with staff to ensure that the agenda and minutes of these
meetings are posied in a timely manner. .

V.  Approval of Minutes

**Motion was made by Chairman Bacon to defer review and approval of the June
13, 2006 minutes until after new business. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

V. Communications

Mr. Krisch asked whether commission members would receive a summary of the
comments made at the public hearing. Mr. Bacon stated that the town clerk had
prepared a record of the public hearing.

Mr. Hart suggested that all emails, letters and other communications sent to the

commission be attached to the minutes to be included as part of the record. Also,
staff will maintain a comprehensive file in the town manager’s office to include all
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agendas, meeting minutes and other correspondence concerning the commission.
The commission supported Mr. Hart's proposal.

Vi, New Business

Mr. Berliner and Mr. Hart presented a PowerPoint presentation (see attached) and
responded to several questions from the members. In their presentation, Mr.
Berliner and Mr. Hart provided a brief overview of the council-manager form of
government and how the form operates in Mansfield. Also, Mr. Berliner and Mr.
Hart review the town council's charge to the commissions and commented how,
from staff's perspective, the charter could be improved. In staff's opinion, for the
most part the charter functions well.

[see attached power point presentation as part of minutes]

S. Bacon asked to have 1% part of presentation in 8.5 x 11 format to aitach to the
minutes. A. Booth siated attorney needed to be appointed because other counsel is
unavailable. Difference spelled out that council authorizes spending. Change
tradition or change charter. H. Krisch said town attorney non-specialized in certain
areas. A. Booth asked about citizens proposing ordinances. M. Hart and M.
Berliner both answered affirmative. H. Krisch asked about established guidelines by
someone other than charter. Appointment and/or election is not spelled out as an
option in charter. Town Clerk, Assessor, Collectors, Planning and Zoning are
positions around the state affecied by the appointment and/or election. Don
Goodrich — Poriland Finance Director — worked around state and charter revision.
Krisch commented concerned about the tying of hands. ‘

People show up when unhappy to town meetings. Present form of government
works very well. Low attendance means satisfaction. Town meetings very historic
in CT — continuing a tradition. Get states for rest of New England states. User-
friendly budget meeting information. Krisch finds budget hard to understand. Can
budget itself be made available from budget adoption with user-friendly summary?
Newsletter, website? lIssues & options — 5 or 6 large issues. Major changes.
Annual Town Meeiing to give people the budget info as an assimilation of
information. M. Hart stated other iowns in New England have town meetings run for
days. Have educational presentation before budget presentation/vote. M. Berliner
— budget training session? Be useful to residenis? Meeting on how town constructs
its budget. S. Bacon suggested many residents do not know how budget process is
played out. Call it budget information night?

Find ways fo improve fown meetings. Citizens guide to budget, Budget workshops —
station to station. Kirsch — common theme — he have no control, radio station,
newspaper. Getting people used to website. Budget edition of newsletter.
General? Many years under this charter, what's worked well, what hasn’t?
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August 8, 2006 Meeting

Democratic primary scheduled for Council chairs. Bump Commission out of Council
Chambers? Town Library as a meeting place? Centrally located. Will set up.
CFRC could accommodate meeting. Go for C — set up.

Other

WILI — Chair and Vice-Chair to go July 14™ & August 4" to represent commission.
Fliers — tax bills — bill be in tax bills. Going to all residential properties.

Faith Communication Letters — Shawn drafied letters and exchanged before review.
Chair to review all public notification. Reviewed churches and synagogue to receive
letter. Shawn gone for the summer.

Educators — charter commission information — Mike Morrell around until 1* part of
July. s nature of his study of 15 or so towns — can we schedule time for him to
visit? A. Booth asked about payment. M. Hart stated we can ask for appropriations.
Do we invite anyone?

By consensus it was agreed that Mr. Goodrich be contacted by the Town Manager's
Office to find out faes, schedule, stc.

TA — will be at next meeting on 7/11/06.

Future agenda — 7/11/06 meeting — address us at 7pm or 1% talk about tonight's
discussion first. G. Nesbitt suggested we build in tonight’s info. By consensus
Council to be a speaker?

Gene suggested Town Attorney writes a letter on suppert for review before he
comes as a speaker.

...Continued Approval of Minutes

Krisch made a motion, seconded by Keane? to approve the minutes of the June 13,
2006 meeting, with the following corrections:

e Under Approval of Minutes, S. Goldman’'s name has two r's

¢ Under Approval of Minutes, remove the line stating that “Aline Booth stated she
didn’t want to be called Ms.”

e Under Communications, the letter from Gail Ash-Morgan was dated May 23,
2006

o Under Communications, its was N. Cox, not L. Weiss, who stated that the
commission should not have a cozy relationship with the town council

e Under Information Dissemination Update, substituie the words “a note” for
“something” in the line reading “Suggested tax bills will be going info the mail
next week and something was being planned to piggy-back approximately 6,000
of those bills.” Also, revise the nexi sentence o read” League of Women Voters
has been approached, and a member may attend meetings and put something in
their newsletier to inform the league members.
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» Under Prioritization of Charges, add the following four primary categories of
concern: organization of government; updates; budget/finance; and issues of
public concern

e Under Adjournment, revise the last line to read: The motion fo adjourn passed
unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 9:10 p.m.

The motion to approve the minutes as corrected passed unanimously.

Vil. Adjournment

The committee adjourned its meeting at 9:55 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Jessie L. Shea
Clerk

- 2
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CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
Tuesday, July 11, 2006
7:00 p.m.
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
Council Chambers

Minuies
Call to Order
Chairman Bacon called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.

Roll Call

Members present: S. Bacon, A. Booth, D. Dzurec, D. Keane, H. Krisch, G. Nesbitt,
S. Quinn-Clark, L. Weiss.

Members Absent: N. Cox, L. Eaton, S. Grunwald

Also present were: Assistant Town Manager Matthew Hari, Direcior of Finance
Jeffrey Smith, and Controller Cherie Trahan.

Cpportunity for Public to Comment

Resident David Freudmann of Eastwood Road expressed his gratitude for this
opportunity to speak to the Commission. He stated that he has 2 topics he would
like to discuss this evening. The first of which is regarding the procedure for voting
on the budget. Freudmann stated that it is not in the best interest of the residents of
Mansfield to have voting on the budget on a weeknight at 8p.m. as what had
recently occurred. He believes it should be a proper referendum as all other voting.
Turnout is very low, and he thinks it is because many residents cannot attend at an
hour such as 8 p.m. due to children’s bed times, work schedules, and that the
elderly generally don't go out at the time of the evening. He thinks it should be put
into the Town of Mansfield Charter that all budget voting should be held as a
referendum. He also stated that he feels there is a lack of notification to the
residents of public meetings, referendums, and voting's.

The second topic Freudmann is concerned with is Eminent Domain. Recently
another town in Connecticut seized property for the purpose of Economic
Development. Freudmann would like the Commission o consider incorporating into
Mansfield’'s Town Charter that the Town of Mansfield would not exercise eminent
domain for the purpose of economic development. He stated that 20 states within
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the United States have taken legislative action against such use of Eminent Domain,
and Connecticut is not one of them.

Weiss asked Mr. Freudmann if those who couldn’t get out to vote due to the day and
time, would be able to get out to vote if it were a referendum?

Krisch asked if Freudmann thought that those people were more likely to go during
the day. Freudmann stated that people go either day or night, but having a proper
referendum gives the residents the option of what time of day is best for their
schedule to vote.

Bacon inquired as to how Freudmann heard about the Charter Revision
Commission meetings. Freudmann stated that it was in his tax bill.

Approval of Minutes

At this time the minutes of the 6/26/06 are not ready for approval.

Note was made that the corrected minutes of the 6-13-06 meeting are not reflected

on the website. Secretary to send the Webmaster the approved revised minutes to

be posted.

Communications

No communications were received.

New Business

A. Perspective of Finance Commitiee and Director of Finance
Present this evening to meet with the Committeg is Director of Finance Jeffrey
Smith, and Town Coniroller Cherie Trahan. Smith informed the Commission that
unfortunately the Finance Commitiee could not attend this evenings meeting, but
that he would try to coordinate for a later time.
Smith said he is currently looking into other towns Charters that are comparable
in size and structure as Mansfield. He noted that West Hartiord is comparable,
not in size but form of Town Government, and has often used them as a

‘template’.

Commission asked Smith to walk through the steps and explain how a budget
gets adopted. (C405)
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After Smith’s breakdown of the steps, Chairman Bacon asked if Smith thought
the amount of information presented to the public was adequate, or if it should
be more or less.

Smith said all information on the budget is available on the website and in his
office prior to the Town Budget Meeting. Smith said he gives the bottom line at
the information sessions, he does not think it is beneficial to go through all of the
information as it would take to long, and most people are not interested in
hearing all the details. The summary and bottom line is what most people want
to hear, and what they understand.

Booth asked if we could have a longer period for information mestings on the
budget prior 1o vating.

Krisch noted that the public generally doesn't come out tc mestings or
information sessions unless they are unhappy.

Smith said that the dates are posted on the website, printed in the paper, and
posted in the Town Clerk’s Office. Smith noted that generally, his experience is
that when people are happy, they don't attend meetings, but when they are
upset, they do. He used the recent Cat spay/neuter issue, and said that topic
filled the room because it is something that really concerns the residents. Smith
feels that the amount of publicity of these meetings is adequate, especially since
the internet has become so widely used.

Quinn-Clark suggested that the Town use as many different formats of getting
the information out to the public as possible.

The commission asked Smith how he felt about the council being able to make
~ transfers. {C406)

Smith feels that the council should be abie to make transfers as they see fit. It
should not be thrown in the same pot as appropriations. He thinks all restrictions
on transfers should be lified. In addition, he thinks appropriations should be
brought back to the same way you adopt the budget.

Chairman Bacon asked Smith to explain the budget process.

Smith outlined this project as below:

e In October, Finance sends out manuals to school boards on how to fill out
their budgets.

o In December, Finance sends out manuals to all Town Departments.

e In January, the Town Manager, Assistant Town Manager, and Controller
start [s] interviewing each Department Head, making adjustments for the
current year.
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e In February, Finance starts putting the budget together based on
Department Heads, Town Manager, and Assistant Town Managers input
and estimates on staffing and energy costs.

s The budget draft is sent to the Town Council for the 2™ meeting in March.

o In April, Town Council, Town Manager, Assistant Town Manager, and
whatever Department Head is on the schedule for Departmental review,
meets 2 times a week. The budget for that department is reviewed page
by page and notations are made.

e Smith noted that the Regional 19 and school board also mest [s] during
this time to go over goals for the next budget year.

s The charter requires the budget be adopted by the 2™ Tuesday in May.

Booth noted that she has attended preliminary budget meetings in the past as a
representative of the Planning and Zoning Commission and the Inland Wetlands
Agency. She expressed her concern that citizens are unaware that they have
this opportunity to gain information while the budget is still under consideration.

Nesbitt expressed concern that with limited information (outlines) being
presented. He stated that the problems with the budget didn't come out at the
Town Meeting, where he thought it would be beneficial to address.

Smith commented that the Town Meeting is not the place to discuss the current
year budget previously adopted. Again, Nesbitt stated that if that information is
not available at Town Meeting, when and where should it be brought up so that it
is not a shock to the public.

Smith stated that the raw financial data is not beneficial to the public, he writes a
quarterly narrative to break it down. (Smith will bring quarterly report and annual
financial report to the next meeting with the Charter Revision Commission)

Krisch noted that the rates of participation are low, and believes it would be
beneficial to find an effective way to get the information about Town meetings
out to the public in a timely and efficient manner. He suggested putting out sign
boards similar to what is used for the Charter Revision.

Keane questioned Smith on how Region 19 School District ties into Mansfield,
and questioned if residents could vote on the Mansfield Budget and the Region
19 School District Budget at the same referendum. She noted that having only
one referendum would save money, and referenced the Town of Willington who
has implemented this procedure.

Nesbitt questioned Smith on his thoughts of raising the minimum for sealed bids.
{C508(k){(c)2)n

Smith would like to either take it out, or put it in for a minimum of 1 million dollars.
That dollar amount would be a legitimate reason to have a referendum. He feels
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that the language should be changed to suit the Town of Mansfield better, and
noted that West Hariford has done this, and has re-written the language. He will
try to get it for the next time he meets with the C.R.C.

- Chairman Bacon questioned if we should have a threshold (reasonable number

of people to come out) and noted that 15% of voters are needed.

Smith added that when dealing with bonding, advocacy restricts what kind of info
can go out, and noted that they are very strict.

Quinn-Clark added that a citizen can ask, and the Town can answer any
guestion raised, but the Town cannot voluntarily give the information.

Nesbitt raised question as to whether or not it is a conflict of interest having a
Director working for Region 19.

Smith responded that he and others works for the best inierest of the residents
of Mansfield. - We share resources, and the taxpayers pay for one salary for
services from Finance, L. T., Public Works, Eastern Highlands Health District,
Daycare, and others. Jeff attends all boards meetings and enhances the flow of
information of between these different boards.

Future Agenda ltems

It was decided that the July 25™ meeting will be a “work session” on what has
been heard to date, and as a commission decide what if any opinions have been
formulated on charges.

Nesbitt discussed the need for structure of the responses that commissioners

have for each of the charges. He suggested that the Commission should utilize
the following format:

Current status

Legal parameters

Impact on Government practices

Impact on overall quality of life of community
Identify problems/challenges

Identify resources needed

Identify options/alternatives

Analysis of options

OO W=

MNote was made to check the availability of the following:
e Finance Commitiee for late August or early September
« Mr. Goodrich
o Barry Feldman
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It was suggested that we ask for a written response, unless it is best for the
presenter to come in.

The committee adjourned its meeting at 9:15 p.m.

Respectiully submitted,

Jessie L. Shea
Clerk
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CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
Tuesday, July 25, 2006
7:00 p.m.
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
Council Chambers

Minutes

i Call to Order

Chairman Bacon called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m.

i, Roll Call

Members present: S. Bacon, A. Booth, N. Cox, D. Dzurec (7:08), D. Keane,
H. Krisch, G. Nesbitt, S. Quinn-Clark, L. Weiss.
Members Absent: L. Eaton, S. Grunwald

i, Opportunity for Public to Comment
1 this time there were no commentis from the public.
.  Approval of Minutes

Nesbitt MOVED, Quinn-Clark seconded, to approve the 7-11-06 minutes with the
following corrections:
1. The spelling of Krisch on Page1, ltem I, roll call
2. The addition of the following paragraph on Page 4, 6th paragraph of
Section VI new paragraph would read:

Keane questioned Smith on how Region 19 School District ties into
Mansfield, and questioned if residents could vote on the Mansfield Budget
and the Region 19 School District Budget at the same referendum. She
noted that having only one referendum would save money, and
referenced the Town of Willington who has implemented this procedure.

3. The addition of the following paragraph on page 5, ltem VIl 2nd paragraph
shall read as follows:
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Nesbhitt discussed the need for structure of the responses that
commissioners have for each of the charges. He suggested that the
Commission should utilize the following format:

Current status

Legal parameters

Impact on Government practices

Impact on overall quality of life of community

Identify problems/challenges

Identify resources needed

Identify options/alternatives

Analysis of options

NN~

With those additions to the minutes, the MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY,
V. Communications

No communications were received.
Vi. Old Business

Cox MOVED, Booth seconded to amend the agenda in order to address agenda
ttem VIl New Business prior to agenda ltem VI Old Business. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

Vii. New Business

At this time Chairman Bacon opened the work session. He explained that each
member has the opportunity to give their current perspective on the charge at
hand, and any input that they have, or anything they request more information
about would be noted at this work session in order to come to a final conclusion
on each of the tasks. The following is notes on each charge as the members
discussed them:

Charge #1 C202

Nesbitt-waiting on the Town Atiorney’s information, would like to acquire the
opinion of the council, Town Manager, and Committee Members.
Cox-Favors eliminating.

Keane-Interested in staggered terms.

Bacon-Atiorney promised letter, would like to wait until commission receives
letter. Constables, is it required by State law? His feeling is they don’t serve
much purpose. Might want to consider elimination.

Booth-Currently have staggered terms, Board of Tax Review-looking to have
professional qualifications. Region 19 School Board- lack of Minority
Representation.
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Dzurec-Questions the Constables purpose. Ask the Attorney if it is a State
Statute or a Town Charter. Questions how the number of commission members
is set. '

. Krisch- What is the constables roles, questions if we have to have 7. C202b-
Not enough Registrar’s for the 3™ party (Green Party). C205-Breaking a tie-
change wording to Voting Devices.

Quinn Clark-Would like more clarification of staggered. Town council-all
elected? Would like Town Council un-staggered, and the other ;
commissions/boards staggered.

Would like to get a legal opinion of Reg. 19. Constable, if they choose to, they
can act on their own and take training courses at their own expense. It is more
of a historical position.

Weiss- How is Reg. 19 setup, and how are they elected?

Charge #2 302(a)

Weiss- Dependent on the personality of the mayor. Is she the automatic
representative of other boards/commissions? Seems fo have been poorly
defined. Why doesn't council appoint Deputy Mayor? No minority
representation. Would like the Charier to be clarified as to what provisions are
set on what Mayor can and cannot say/do/vote on. Would like to see a limit on
what she can do. The Council voted for her to be the Representative for the
Town, and would like to see a language that clarifies her role in the Charter.
What is the definition of ceremonial purposes?

Quinn Clark- Council form of Mayor, Strong Mayor vs. Town Manager form of
Government. Finance of a small fown is too costly to pay a Strong Mayor.
Deputy Mayor stands in the absence of the Mayor. Is happy with the current
‘Mayor and Town Council format. Okay with constable, but not insistent.
Krisch-Deputy Mayor steps in Mayors absence. Town Council for of
Government for small towns. Mayor is not just for ceremonial purposes, she is
representing the Town. Pro Town Council/Mayor. Would like to see clarification.
Dzurec-Concerned if Mayor and Deputy Mayor are both absent, does the
Council take over? Should be more consistent.

Booth-Doesn't like the idea of a strong Mayor. Could clarify the role of the
Mayor. Likes the idea of the Mayor being selected from within. Representative
within the council to have the reins. Ultimately the Council has the final say.
Mentioned that the highest vote getter is not always the Mayor.

Bacon-Charter is vague about Mayor. Only function is stated to be ceremonial.
Think it's intentional that Mansfield's Charter is vague, as to not have a strong
mayor. Senate passed bill for $2.5 million for roadway improvements for 195,

and money for a parking garage. Mayor Patterson took it upon herself to push to
get it done, even though the Charter does not require her fo. Likes the Council
choosing the Mayor. Interested in Town Council selecting Deputy Mayor.
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Keane- Questioned why the Deputy Mayor is not-elected by the council like the
Mayor? Likes the way the Charter is written, gives the Mayor the opportunity to
be more active in the Town if he/she chooses.

Cox-Would like Town Attorney’s opinion on who the Military/National Guard
reports to in the case of an emergency or if Martial Law is put in place? Town
Manager or the Mayor?

Nesbitt-Activities of Mayor are decided by the Head of the Town Council. It
should be up to the council what the Mayor does. Would like the Mayor and the
Town Council explain the structure and her functions. Ask are there formal
restraints on the Mayor when she is speaking or voting for the Town. Would like
to get copies of Ordinances of her power to Speak/Vote.

Charge #3 C305(B)(C)

Nesbitt-Wouldn't change. Problems to be brought to the Council.

Cox-Town Attorney, appointed by the Town Council. Would leave the way it is.
Don't want to have conflicting interest. Should be the same people electing the
Attorney as well as the Special Council.

Keane-Town Attorney should go to council not to the Town Manager when he
can't represent the Town adequately, due to different specialties, or other
circumstances.

Bacon-Town Council meets twice a month. Situation should be able to- be
brought to the Counsel before a mesting. Needs to be recognized and bought to
Town Councii for a decision about Special Counssl.

Booth-

Dzurec-Agreed, budgetary issues involved with hiring Special Council, Town
Council should be involved in that.

Krisch- Agreed

Quinn Clark- Agreed

Weiss- Agreed

Charge #4 C306

Weiss-Doesn't see a need for this. Doesn’t want to restrict, cant limit from
speaking.

Quinn Clark-Individuals speaking for boards/town. Individuals are speaking on
behalf of themselves not the Town.

Krisch-Shouldn’t speak for the Town unless checked with Council. Doesn't
happen often, and doesn't think this is a problem. Would like to check with the
Town Attorney, and obtain a copy of sample of ordinances for Commission on
this subject. .

Dzurec-Not well defined. How/what can be said by board/commission members?
Individuals can speak for themselves, but cannot speak on behalf of the Town.
Who makes up boards/commissions/council, and how do they get
elected/appointed?
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Booth-Council should clarify roles/limits when members are appointed to
commissions and boards.

Bacon-Fine the way itis. Already gives Council the authority to limit. Council
shall oversee & update the Commission/Board members. Town Manager or
Town Council should distribute policy to members when they are appointed.
Keane-Agrees with Booth and Bacon

Cox-Thinks policymaking board is council, and they should be the ones who
determine what is said. This makes the Council be more clear on positions of
the Town and statements that are made.

Nesbitt-Suggested that giving the council the right to speak for the Town under
section 303 of the Charter. (Cox agrees)

Quinn-Clark- Would like to see clarification when appointed to the board.
Neshitt- Would like Town Attorneys opinion and the opinion of the Council, on
opinions on clarifying the wording of this charge. Do they think it is satisfactory,
or what they think needs to be changed? Looking for more feedback from them.

...0ld Business (Continued)

Krisch, Nesbitt, and Weiss updated the Commission on the progress of the
Charter Revision Link on the Town of Mansfield Website. Below is a report with
the proposed list of changes to be made to the current Mansfield Charter
Revision Commission page:

1. Replace the current “Agenda and Minutes” page with a new Mansfield
Charter Revision Commission Page

2. Delete the minutes of the former Town Council subcommittee on charter
revision.

3. Under the name of the commission at the top of the page would be a short
description of what we are working on now and an invitation for people to
come:

4. Example:

Headline Type: Mansfield Charter Revision Commission

(Smaller type underneath):

Current focus: Financial provisions in the Charter, including the budget town
meeting, the authority of the Town Council to transfer funds, and bonding
provisions.(current focus would need to be reviewed and changed as
needed)

5. A paragraph summary under that of what the commission is and how to email
us. (Henry is drafting this and we'll have it at the next meeting)

6. On the right side of the page, a box that provides links to:

Agendas and minutes

Current Town Charter

ltems Under Review (this would include the list of 14 items that the

Council charged us with reviewing and the additional items that the public

has asked us to review)

Members of the Commission

e. Online Comments (our biog)

oo

o
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They also mentioned the webmaster reluctance to implement the Committees
suggestion to only post the accepted minutes. Suggestiocn was made to contact
the Town Managers office to try to rectify the situation.

Krisch MOVED, Nesbitt seconded to approve recommendations 1-4 and 6 in the
report given regarding the changes to the Town Charter Commission Web Page.
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Krisch MOVED, Nesbitt seconded that the Charter Revision approve the text of
#5, under the provision that the Chairman does not receive objections from

members within 5 calendar days after distribution. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

IX. Future Agenda ltems

Cox MOVED, Krisch seconded, to continue the work session starting with
Charge #5 on August 8, 2006. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

X. Adjournment

Bacon MOVED, Krisch sebonded to adjourned its meeting at 9:15 p.m.
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Respectfully submitied,

Jessie L. Shea
Clerk
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DRAFT
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
CONSERVATION COMMISSICON
Minutes of the June 21, 2006 Meeting
Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Building

Present: Peter Drzewiecki, Cuentin Kessel (acting chair), Jennifer Kautinan, and
Frank Trainor.
Absent: Robert Dahn Scott Lelumann, and John Silander.

Town Staff:  Grant Meitzler
1. The meeting was called to order at 7:35 PM.

The minntes of the May 17, 2006 meeting, with editorial changes, were approved
unanimously.
3. Open Space Meeting. Kessel reported on the June 20, 2006 Open Space Preservation
Committee meeting. At this meeting Denise Burchsted, Executive Director of the NWC,
reviewed the addmon of the Natchaug, Mt. Hope and Fenton Rivers to the list of State
Greenways and the purpose of the Greenway program. Kaufinan noted that Greenway
status promotes i regional collaborations and assists in writing grants for State and Federal
fonds for the protection of these greenways. Meitzler said that Greenway status was
very helpful in preserving a portion of the Vernon property.

Town Manager Mary Berliner and Assistant Town Manager Matt Hart led a
discussion on Open Space issues in Town, including the matter of the proposed bonding
issue for Open Space and what the OSPC can, and cannot, do with regard to informing
voters on this matter.

4. IWA Referrals.

IWA 1348 - Vanscoy - Middle Tumpike. Map date: 5/31/06. This application is
for a 24X24 fpot addition at the rear of the existing house with work to be carried out
within 30 to 40 feet of a wetland. Kautman moved, and Drzewiecki, that there should be
no significant negative impact on the wetland from this project if appropriate
sedimentation and erosion controls are in place during the construction and removed after
the site is stabilized. -The motion passed unanimously.

IWA 1349 - Roby - Brookside Lane. Map date: 5/8/06. This application is for a
new driveway to eliminate driveway sharing for two houses on Brookside Lane. The
urrent driveway passes close by the first of these two houses, and the proposed new
Driveway will give additional privacy to the first house. The current '?1~'\few ay Crosses
the wetland at its narrowest width and the proposed new driveway crosses a much wider
section of wetland. The guestion was raised as to whether it was appropriate to cr
additional wetland crossing for the second house when there is existing access to it.
Alternatives were discussed. These included:
1 Leaving the existing driveway system as is.
. Moving the first house further aww trom the existing diiveway. It was agreed

=

that tl-e cost for doing this might be comparable with the cost of the proposed driveway.

3. Searching for a better location Tor Le New Crossing.
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4. Permitting the new wetlands crossing but requiring wetlands restoration of the

existing crossing.

It was agreed that the project, as proposed, would have a significant negative
impact on the portion of the wetlands being crossed. In the event that the TIWA permits
construction of the proposed the driveway, The CC recommends that, at a minimuam, the
location of the portion of the driveway parallel to the stone wall be placed on the other
side of the wall, i.e., moving it further away from the wetland. No vote was taken.

TWA 1350. This file was reviewed and required no action by the CC. Itisa
request by the USGS to proceed with the installation of a gauging station on the Fenton
River where Old Turnpike Road crosses it. It was noted that this installation was one of

the recomimendations made by the Technical Advisorv Group for the recent Fenton River
Study.

. The meeting adjourned at 8:50 P.M. on a motion by Kaufiman and seconded bv

Respectiully submitted,

Queniin Kessel
Secretary
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7/37/06 REVISED DRAFT
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Minutes of the July 19, 2006 Meeting
Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Building

Present: Peter Drzewiecki, Quentin Kessel (acting chair), Scott Lehmann, and John
Silander.
Absent: Robert Dahn, Jennifer Kaufman, and Frank Trainor.

Town Staff:  Grant Meitzler
1. The meeting was called to order at 7:33 PM.

2. The minutes of the June 21, 2006 meeting were approved unanimously on a motion by
Drzewiecki, seconded by Kessel.

[OR]

. Kessel reported on the July 18,2006 OSPC meeting.

. IWA Referrals.

IWA 1351A - Troyer - 840 Manstield City Road. Map date: 6/14/06. This
application is for a house addition within 150 feet of adjacent wetlands. Silander moved,
and Lehmann seconded, that there should be no significant negative impact on the
wetland from this project as long as the sedimentation and-erosion controls shown on the
map are in place during the construction and removed afier the site is stabilized. The
motion passed unanimously.

S

IWA 1352 - Town of Mansfield - Plains Road, River Park project. Map date:
6/01/06. This application is for development of the property next to the Willimantic
River recently acquired from the state. Drzewiecki moved, and Silander seconded, that
subject to prior DEP approval the project should have no significant negative impact on
the involved watercourse and wetlands. The motion passed unanimously.

IWA 1353 - Henning/Doyen - Moulion Road. Map Date: 6/27/06. This
application is for a garage/workshop addition to an existing garage within 150 feet of the
wetlands. The CC notes the map indicates a 28 foot by 28 foot addition, which might
represent a greater depth than the existing garage has. Meitzler reported that he has
spoken with the applicant and that the depth of the addition will match that of the existing
garage. With this understanding Lehmann moved, and Silander seconded, that there
should be no significant negative effect on the wetlands from this project as long as the
erosion and sedimentation controls shown on the map are in place during the construction
and removed after the site is stabilized. The motion passed unanimously. Concern was
expressed that the CC should have been presented with a more accurate map and that the
CC should not have to rely on verbal understandings.

IWA W1344 - Shater Properties LLC - Center Street. Map date: 12/31/00. This
application is for a relocation of a drainage system required for planned septic system
repair. Drzewiecki moved and Lehmann seconded, that there should be no significant
negative effect on the wetlands from this project as long as appropriate erosion and
sedimentation conirols (not apparent on the map) are in place during the construction and
removed after the site is stabilized. The motion passed unanimously.
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IWA W1355 - Halle - Spring Hill Road. Map Date: 6/27/06. This application is
for re-subdividing one of the former lots in the Gitford Estates subdivision into three lots,
with one lot having the old house on it. Portions of the work are within 150 feet of
wetlands. Drzewiecki moved and Silander seconded, that there should be no significant
negative effect on the wetlands from this project as long as appropriate erosion and
sedimentation controls (not apparent on the map) are in place during the construction and
removed after the site is stabilized. The motion passed unanimously; however, concern
was expressed that the driveway for this project is already well under way and that stone
walls have been breached before the project's approval.

Additionally, the CC would like, once again, to express disappointment that Mansfield's
shared-driveway regulations encourage re-subdivisions such as this one. In this instance
the shared driveway regulation permits an additional house on land that would otherwise
have remained open space under the old regulations. This seems to be contrary to the
stated intent of the shared-driveway regulation.

5. Storrs Downtown Partnership. Kessel noted that Denise Burchsted of the NWC had
expressed concern for how the surface-water runoff will be controlled and whether the
engineers tor this project expect to use the vernal pools in the conservation area as
retention basins. This is an important consideration because of the proposed
concentration of buildings and paved areas in this project. Kessel related that he had
called Michazl Klemens, an environmental consultant for the project, to ask about this.
Klemens reported that it was important for the maintenance of the vernal pool
environment that the surface/underground flow of the water not be disrupted. He
indicated that the surface water would have to be cleaned before its release to the
watershed. Meitzler reported that he was unaware, as of yet, of what plans the
Partnership has to accomplish this. He agreed to forward information about this to the
CC when it became available.

6. The meeting adjourned at 8:55 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Quentin Kessel
Secretary
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HOUSIMG AUTHORITY OF THE TOWN OF MAMSFIELD
REGULAE MEETING MINUTES
Housing Authority Office
June 8, 2006
£:00 a.m.

Attendance: Mr. Long, Chairperson; Ms Christison-Lagay, Vice Chairperson; Mr. Eddy,
Treasurer and Acting Secretary was excused; Ms Hall, Assistant Treasurer; Mr.
imonsen, Commissioner was excused and Rebecca Fields, Executive Director.

The meeting was called to order at 8:12 a.m. by the Chairperson.

MINUTES :

The reading of the minutes was dispensed with and a motion made by Ms
Christison-Lagay and seconded by Ms Hall, to accept the minutes of the May 18, 2006
Regular meeting. Motion approved unanimously.

COMMUNICATIONS

Ms Fields brought a request from the Department of Transportation to direct them
in the placement or removal of the two flag poles displaced by road construction. It was
agreed that they would be removed since they are rusted out and not used.

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
There were no comments from the public.

REPORTS OF THE DIBECTOR

BILLS
A motion was made by Ms Hall and scconded by Ms Christison-Lagay, to
approve the May Bills. Motion approved unanimously.

FINANCIAL REPORTS-A {General)

A motion was made by Ms Christison-Lagay and seconded by Ms Hall, to
provisionally accept the March 31, 2006 and April 30, 2006 Financial Reports for both
Wrights Village and Holinko. Motion approved vnanimously.

FINAMNCIAL REPORT-B (Section 8 Statistical Report)
A motion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to

provisionally accept the April Section § Statistical Report. Motion approved
unanirnously.

MISCELLANEOUS

Ms Fields reported that Unit 911 was leased up on Jure Ist and Unit 404 was
leased up on June 12" ar Wright's Village. Wright’s Village is fully Jeased.
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REPORT FROM TENANT REPRESENTATIVE

Ms Fields brought a request from a resident at Wright's Village (Unit 304) who
would like her handicap toilet replaced with a rcgular height toilet. The board agreed to
make the accommodation.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

The Bylaws of The Housing Authority of the Towa of Mansfield
This item remains open.

Liberty Banl CD’s

The CD's were renewed for 62 days at $.79APR. They expire on July 31, 2006 and there
is no grace period. The CD’s are insured up to 5100,000 by FDIC. The bank is required
ic execute a general deposit agreement with this Housing Authority which requires the
bank to provide this Housing Authority with collateral, in the form of US government
securities, for any amounts in excess of $100,000. Ms. Fields will request a copy of this
agreement from the bank.

Fer Account Condract

A molion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to sign the
contract between the Manstield Housing Authority and John S. Sullivan C.P.A. Motion
approved unanimously.

HEW BUSIMNESS

Holinke Hot Water Heater Replacement

Ms Fields requested that as a preventative maintenance measure we begin a replacement
program for the HWH at Holinko. Fifteen (15) have been replaced and an additional
twenty (20) need to be replaced. Ms Christison-Lagay suggested we look into the instant
HWE rather than the tank style to reduce energy costs. Ms Fields agreed to research the
subject.

PHA State Decupancy Policies — Ms Fields supgested we add a Preference 1o our
Holinko Estate Waiting List to give points io those who are 1.8, citizens or possess a
Green Card. This change would increase the Authority’s ability to serve our target
population of low and moderate income people who work and live in the area. This will
have the additional advantage of helping to lower our occupancy costs by not having to
write off expenses that are uncollectible because a resident leaves, owing the Authority
money, and returns to his/her county of origin where we cannot pursue our rights in
court, This change has to be approved by CHFA. A motion was made by Ms Christison-
Lagay and seconded by Ms Hall. Motion approved unanimeusly.

Residential Serviee Coordinator

A motion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to pass the
resolution provided to us by the Department of Economic and Community Development
to enter into an agreernent to fund the Residential Service Coordinator from July 1, 2006
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through June 30, 2007 for the Wright's Village resident who pays more than 30% of
his/her income in rent. Moticn approved unanimously.

Rental Assistant Program

A moticn was made by Ms Hall and seconded by s Christison-Lagay to request
monies from the rental assistant program through DECD, effective July 1, 2006 through
June 30, 2007, for our Wright’s Village residents who pay morve than 30% of their
income in rent. Motion approved unanimously.

Section B Lease Up
Ms Fields reported that the audit for 2005 showed unspent HAP funds in the
" amount of $52,930. The discussion centered around using these funds this year and
taking on the risk of overspending rather than underspending HAP funds {0 meet the need
in the community. Ms Fields will speak with HUD and obtain additional information
regarding the ramifications of overspending verses underspending. Any spending above

HUD funding would be absorbed by the Authority.

ABJOURNMENT
Motion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to adjourn at
©:50 a.m. Motion passed unanimously.

Anproved: -
L ;ppmvgdj.y T
Ay

S
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" Richard Long, Chairperson /-
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MINUTES
MANSFIELD INLAND WETLAND AGENCY

Regular Meeting, Wednesday, July 5, 2006
Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present: R. Favretti (Chairman), B. Gardner, R. Hall, K. Holt, P. Kochenburger, P. Plante,
B. Ryan, G. Zimmer

Members absent: J. Goodwin

Alternates present:  C. Kusmer, B. Pociask, V. Stearns

Alternates absent: . None

Staff present: G. Meitzler, (Wetlands Agent), G. Padick (Director of Planning)

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m., appointing Steamns to act in place of Goodwin who
was absent.

Minutes

6/5/06 — Hall MOVED, Holt seconded, to approve the Minutes as written. MOTION PASSED with all in favor
except Stearns and Plante who disqualified themselves.

6/15/06 — Field Trip — Holt MOVED, Favretti seconded, to approve the Minutes with the correction of the time
adjourned to 4:15p.m. MOTION PASSED with Favretti, Holt, and Ryan in favor and all others disqualified.

Communiecations:

Conservation Comrmission 6/21/06 Minutes- Favretti noted the Conservation Commission’s motion #4 should
be noted.

Wetlands Agent’s Monthly Business report (6/27/06)- In respoﬁse to a question, Meitzler noted that he will ask
Mansfield Auto if mercury switches are being removed from cars before they are crushed, to avoid

contaminating the soil. He also explained that mercury switches are found in newer cars, which are not yet
found at this location.

{ld Business

W1348 — Vanscoy Middle Turnpike, addition in buffer After a brief discussion, Holt MOVED, Ryan
seconded, to grant an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations
of the Town of Mansfield to Christopher Vanscoy (File #1348) for construction of a 24 X 24 foot addition to a

single family residence on property owned by the applicant located at 504 Middle Tumplke as shown ona map
dated 5/31/06 and as described in other application submissions.

This action is based on a finding of no anticipated significant impact on the wetlands, and is conditioned upon
the foliowing provisions being met:

1. Appropriate erosion and sedimentation controis shall be in place prior to construction and maintained during
construction and removed when disturbed areas are completely stabilized.
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2. Silt fence shall be placed to enclosc or surround the area of the construction activity for the a
area of stockpiled material.

3. The applicant shall consult with Curt Hirsch, ZEO, to get advice on other permits that may be needed for the
additional bedrooms, bathroom, and kitchen.

dition and the

This approval is valid for a period of five years (until 7/5/2011), unless additional time is requested by the
applicant and granted by the Inland Wetlands Agency. The applicant shall notify the Wetlands Agen‘t before
any work begins, and all work shall be completed within one year. Any extension of the activity period shall
come before this agency for further review and comment. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

W1349 — Roby, Brookside Lane, driveway crossing wetlands

Representing the applicant, Michael Dilaj of Datum Engineering answered questions the commission may have
regarding the proposal to install a driveway crossing the wetlands. He indicated that the driveway will be
approximately 30 feet away from the abutter’s home. The new driveway will replace the existing driveway in
attempt to gain access to the rear property. The existing driveway will be restored to a natural condition, and
the stones from the driveway will be used to rebuild the stone wall that runs parallel to the proposed driveway.

Chairman Favretti asked if anyone would like to speak from the public. Mrs. Barbara Byron, abutter on
Brookside Lane, expressed concern with the driveway being installed so close to her home. She indicated that
the section of the driveway at the rear of the property being redesigned to the rear of the stonewall would be
acceptable to them. She also inguired about the frequency of fertilization needed to establish grass along the

driveway. Dilaj indicated that the fertilizing in question is generally a one-time application as a starter for the
new grass.

Holt asked for clarification on where the Byron’s house is located on the adjacent property, and why the

driveway is so close to it. She wondered if the driveway could be located further away from Mrs. Byron’s
house.

Dilaj indicated that he could accommodate the Byrons by moving the lower portion of the driveway southerly

another 30 feet, although fill would have to be brought in to accomplish this. The new driveway then would be
approximately 60 feet away from the Byron’s house. Dilaj would not change where the crossing of the wetland
occurs, however the rear section of the driveway will be shifted away from the rear wetland to now run parallel

to the back side of the stone wall. He felt that the stone wall will act as a buffer between the driveway and the
wetland.

Holt MOVED, Hall seconded, that the Inland Wetland Agency table acting on the application submitted by
Mark Roby (File #1349) for a driveway that crosses a wetland, on property located at 110 Brookside Lane.
This item is tabled until the Inland Wetland Agency’s Special Meeting on July 17, 2006 for the following
reason: the plan needs to be revised so that the existing driveway ¢rossing is removed and restoration plans are
included, and that the plans for the new driveway shall be redrawn to move it further from wetlands, with more
details on wetlands protection at the new crossing. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

W1351 — Zera, North Eagleville Rodad, above ground pool in buffer

A brief discussion was held, and it was noted that the area is flat, and no silt fence is necessary ori this
installation.
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Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to grant an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the Wetlands and

Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to Karen Zera (File #1351) for construction of a 18 foot
above-ground pool on property owned by the applicant located at 321 North Eagleville Road, as shown on a
map dated 6/1/06 and as described in other application submissions.

This action is based on a finding of no anticipated significant impact on the wetlands, and is conditioned upon
the following provisions being met:

1. Appropriate erosion and sedimentation controls shall be in place prior to construction and maintained during
construction and removed when disturbed areas are completely stabilized.

This approval is valid for a period of five years (untii 7/5/2011), unless additional time is requested by the

applicant and granted by the Inland Wetlands Agency. The applicant shall notify the Wetlands Agent

before any work begins, and all work shall be completed within one year. Any extension of the activity

period shall come before this agency for further review and comment. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

2.

New Business

W1351a — Troyer — Mansfield City Road- addition in buffer

Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by John Troyer (File W1351a)
under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield for the construction of
an addition to a single-family residence at 840 Mansfield City Road, on property owned by the applicant, as
shown on a map dated June 14, 2006, and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said

application to the staff and Conservation Commission for review and comment. MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMGOUSLY.

W1352 — Town of Mansfield — Plains Road- River Park project

Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by Town of Mansfield (File
W1352) under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield for the
construction of a recreation area, parking area, boat launch, trails, and sitting area in phases, at River Park at
Plains Road on property owned by the applicant, as shown on a map dated June 1, 2006, and as described in

other application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and Conservation Commission for
review and comment. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

W1353 — Henning/Doven- Moulton Road- garage/workshop in buffer

Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by Robert Henning and Sally
Doyen (File W1353) under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield
for the construction of a garage addition and deck on a single-family residence at 166 Moulton Road, on
property owned by the applicant, as shown on a map dated June 27, 2006, and as described in other application

submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and Conservation Commission for review and comment.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

W1354 — Shafer Properties, LLC — Center Streef[ - drainage system relocation
At this time Holt disqualified herself, and Chairman Favretti appointed Alternate Kusmer to aci.

Kochenburger MOVED, Ryan seconded, o receive the application submitted by Shafer Properties, LLC (file
- W1354) under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield for the repair
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and installation of a septic system at 534 Storrs Road, on property owned by the applicant, as shown on a map
dated 12/31/00, and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and

Conservation Commission for review and comment. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY with Holt
disqualified.

W1355 — Halle — Spring Hill Road —resubdivision '

Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by Spring Valley LLC,, (file
W1355) under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield for a 2-Iot
residential subdivision Spring Road and Maple Road, on property owned by Francis and Denise Halle, as shown
on a map dated 11/2/05, and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said application to the
staff and Conservation Commission for review and comment. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Field Trip
Scheduled for new business for W ednesday, July 19™ at 1:00 p.m.

The meeting was adjowrned at 7:47 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary
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MINUTES

MANSFIELD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSON
Monday, July 17, 2006
Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present: R. Favretti (Chairman), B. Gardner, K. Holt, P. Kochenburger, G. Zimmer
Members absent: J. Goodwin, R. Hall, P. Plante, B. Ryan,

Alternates present:  C. Kusmer, V. Stearns

Alternates absent: B. Pociask

Staff present: G. Padick (Director of Planning) C. Hirsch (Zoning Agent)

Chairman Favretti called the regular meeting to order at 7:16 p.m., appointing Stearns and Kusmer to act due to
member absence.

Minutes:

Holt noted a few changes to be made to the minutes of July 5, 2006.

s Page 1 Under Old Business [tem 1, third paragraph, second sentence should read “
wetlands to be included...”

Page 2 Item 2b the word delineated should be deleted. The motion that was read at the 7/5/06 meeting
regarding Spakoski’s approval for Mount Hope Farms was read correctly, however, the minutes were

written with a misspelling. She noted that a corrected approval letter will be sent to Spakoski noting the
change.

...with some cf the

e Page 8 Item 8 the “Public Hearing Continued until 7/17/06.”
e Page 8 Item 8b file # should be 1164

7/5/06-Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to approve the Minutes as corrected; MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY.

Scheduled Business

Zoning Ageni’s Report

A. Monthly Activity- There were no questions or comments regarding C. Hirsch’s Monthly Repoit of

~ Zoning Enforcement Activity. Hirsch did note that this year there were only 3 more houses built
than last year.

B. Enforcement Update- Hirsch updated the commission on the progress of the Paideia property. He
has not received any complaints, and he noted that the footings appear to be in.

Other Oid Business

2. Bond Release Reguests:
A. Mulwood East, File #1225
tem tabled, awaiting supplemental information for clarification.
B. Maintenance Bond, Maplewoods Section 2, Max Felix Drive

Item tabled. Padick noted that the roadway improvements are done, but the street tree landscaping is
not complets.
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8/7/06 Public Hearings

A. Special Permit Application, River Park, Plains Road, Town of Mansfield o/a, File #1249
Item tabled due to an 8/7/06 scheduled Public Hearing.
B. Re-Subdivision Application, Gifford Estates Resubdivision, 2 new lots on Maple and Spring Hill
Roads, Spring Valley LLC., applicant, File #1250
Item tabled due to an 8/7/ 06 scheduled Public Hearing. '
C. Special Permit Application, proposed efficiency unit at 238 Maple Road, P. Peters, File # 1248
Ttem tabled due to an 8/7/06 scheduled Public Hearing.
Open Space Preservation commitiee
Item tabled. Padick has not vet contacted the Green Valley Institute
6/2/06 Letter from J. Spears RE: Storage areas — Colonial Townhouse Apartments, Foster Drive.
Item tabled. Padick updated the Commission on research he had done in response to letter received
from Spears. He noted that the PZC approval was issued in 1968. None of the details required had
information on interior set up of the buildings or landscaping layouts. All that was required in 1968 was
the basic infrastructure and no storage plans were submitied. Because storage spaces were not part of
the original approval, Padick does not feel that we now have the authority to require that storage spaces
be provided to replace the ones being removed. Padick will have a written report for the next meeting.
Consideration of potential revisions to the Zoning Reoulations to PZC/TWA fee schedule
Item Tabled.
Eastern Parking Garage/softball field relocation project
Item Tabled.
Other

Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to cancel the August 21, 2006 meeting due to vacation schedules.
The MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

New Business

Holt MOVED, Stearns seconded, to add to the agenda under New Business, a letter dated July 17, 2006

submitted by Gerald and Linda Stowell for a request to remove a tree from Summit Road. The
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

7/17/06 Letter from G. and L. Stowell BE: Tree removal-Summit Road

Padick updated the board that L. Hultgren, as Town Tree Warden, is unclear if the subject tree is on
Town property or on the Stowell’s property. Hultgren did determine that the tree is not a hazard to any
vehicle traveling this Scenic Road. The Town would not pay for the tree removal since there is no
hazard, but if the Stowells are still interested in its removal, they would have to submit a request to the
Town Council. The subject then would be referred to the PZC for their approval because Summit Road
is a Town Scenic Road. Padick is unclear of the Stowell’s intensions at this time, but will contact them.

Renorts of Officers and Committess

®

There was no report from the PZC Chairman or Regional Planning Commission Representatives and

note was made that the next meeting for the Regulatory Review Committee is scheduled for Tuesday,
July 25, 2006 at 2:00 p.m.

Communications and Bills

o

The agenda items were noted, and no discussion was held.

The Chairman declared a 4-minute break at 7:41 prior tp 7 gtart of f the scheduled Public 1 heannga
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Public Hearing Continuation

Public Hearing-Sand and Gravel Special Permit Renewals:

A. Hall Property, Old Mansfield Hollow Road, File #910-2
Chairman Favretti opened the continued Public Hearing at 7:48 p.m., and appointed alternates C.
Kusmer and V. Stearns to act for absent members. Present were: Favretti, Gardner, Holt; Steams,
Zimmer, and Kusmer. Kochenburger disqualified himself. Padick referenced a 6/10/06 letter from M.
and Mrs. McCarthy received on 7/14/06; a 7/9/06 letter from Pinecrest Environmental Services; a

7/14/06 letter from A. Stadler; a 7/17/06 report from Zoning Agent C. Hirsch; and a 7/17/06 memo from
Greg Padick, Director of Planning.

Applicant Ed Hall, and Ron Ochsner, of Branse and Willis, LLC., were present in the absence of
Attorney Branse. Ochsner presented the commission with a letter dated 7/15/06 from J.G.T.
Corporation, DBA Ashford Agway. Ochsner read the submitted letter, which stated they will be taking
possession of several of the trailers that are on the Hall property, but due to the unusual weather they
have not yet been able to remove then, but will do so no later than August 2006.

Ochsner also mentioned that the well monitoring report from Pinecrest Environmental Services has been
submitted, and this completes the requests that Hirsch had made. At this time Ochsner is requesting that

the renewal of the Special Permit for the Sand and Gravel operation with the existing provisions be
approved.

Favretti asked Hall how much longer he anticipates this operation to continue. Hall said if the market
goes well, Phase 1 should be complete by this time next year. Holt noted that according to the
provisions of the Special Permit, he is only allowed to remove 8,000 cubic square yards per year. Hall
stated that he doesn’t believe that much is left for removal. For clarification Holt asked Hall if the Phase

1 area is on the “Eric Hall Property” or on the “Ed Hall Property.” Hall pointed out on the map, that the
active part of Phase 1 is on the Ed Hall Property.

Ed Hall noted that all extraction work for Phase 1 that was on the Eric Hall Property has been
completed, the area is stabilized, and grass is growing. No other work under this Special Permit for
Sand and Gravel is to be done on this property. He mentioned for clarification that Eric Hall has a
Zoning permit to construct an addition to the existing house with related site work. Hall believes that
the work that is allegedly being conducted in the buffer zone may very well be site work being

performed on Eric’s property, and he stated that no work at all has been done in the buffer zone since the
buffer was established over a year ago.

At this time Chairman Favretti gave opportunity for anyone in the audience to speak about the Special
Permit Application Renewal.

Hirsch clarified that Towne Engineering’s report stated that there is approximately 2,400 cubic yards left
on Phase 1, with approximately 300 cubic yards removed last year.

Mr. McCarthy, son-in-law of Mrs. A. Stadler, and abutting property owner, addressed the Commission
with concerns about the buffer, which borders the Stadler property. Hirsch agreed to check the contours

of the buffer against the contours on the plans done by Towne Engineering for the Eric Hall property, to
determine if the slope has been altered.
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Question was raised as to how much fill can be removed on the Eric Hall property according to the

Zoning Permit. Hirsch stated that 500 cubic yards can be removed without a fill permit, and that
according to an estimate by Towne Engineering, Eric Hall is close to his limit of 500 cubic yards. Holt
would like to see a bi-monthly monitoring report from Hirsch on the activity and progress of the Eric
Hall property. She reminded the Commission that the buffer goes with the Special Permit for Phasel of
the sand and gravel operation, and it is located on both the Ed and Eric Hall properties.

Gardner questioned McCarthy’s concern raised in the submitted letter about the adequacy of the bond.
Padick responded that the original bond was posted in 1992, and was set at $8,300.00 and has been
accumulating interest at approximately 5%. The bond plus the interest is estimated to exceed
$15,000.00. In Padick’s opinion this is an adequate bond amount for this project.

McCarthy stated that he is requesting that the Commission request that the buffer area be seeded and
restored, and all trailers be removed by a specific date. Padick suggested staff could check the contour

levels along the buffer to see they remain as mapped, which also was a concemn of the McCarthys and
Mrs. Stadler.

With no further questions or comments, Favretti MOVED, Holt seconded, to close the Public Hean“lc
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY, with Kochenburger disqualified.

Banis Property, Pleasant Valley Road, File #1164

Chairman Favretti opened the continued Public Hearing and appointed alternates C. Kusmer and V.
Stearns to act for absent members. Present were: Favretti, Gardner, Holt, Kochenburger, Stearns,
Zimmer, and Kusmer. Padick referenced a 7/13/06 memo from Zoning Agent C. Hirsch, a 7/14/06
memo with revised map from G. Meitzler, and a 7/17/06 memo from Greg Padick, Director of Planning,

Mz. & Mrs. Banis were present to answer any questions the Commission asked regarding the revised
plan they submitted dated 7/7/06.

Gardner questioned if areas 1 & 2 are complete, and what is on the plans that’s shown as 30 feet high.

Mr. Banis stated that gravel removal in areas 1 & 2 are complete, and it is the ledGe that has a height of
30 feet. This steep d op -off will not be touched.

Zimimer noted that the work to be done is further from the road and neighbors than the previous work
done and therefore doesn’t appear to have an adverse impact.

Holt questioned how much excavation do they anticipate. Banis estimates 9,000 cubic yards of material
to be removed from area 3. ,

There were no comments for the public. With no further questions from the Commission, Gardner

MOVED, Stearns secondéd, to close the Public Hearing at 8:43p.m. MOTIGN PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

Public Hearins-PZL pronosed revisions to the Zoning Regulations:

Article I proposed extension of existing moratorinm on rezoning land sounth of Pleasant Valley
Road, between Mansfield City Road and Mansfield Avenue, and miscelianeous other revisions.
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Chairman Favretti opened the Public Hearing at 8:44p.m., and appointed alternates C. Kusmer and V.

Stearns to act for absent members. Present were: Favretti, Gardner, Holt, Kochenburger, Kusmer,
Stearns, and Zimmer. Padick read the legal notice published in the Willimantic Chronicle and
referenced the following memos: 6/20/06 memo from the Open Space Preservation Committee, a
6/28/06 referral letter from the Windham Regional Council of Governments, a 7/7/06 memo from Greg
Padick, Director of Planning, and a 7/13/06 letter from Town Attorney, D. O’Brien.

Padick noted that, as per requirements by State Statutes, notice of the revisions were sent to neighboring

towns, as well as filed at the Mansfield Town Clerk’s office. All return receipts from the neighboring
towns are in the file.

Gardner inquired if any public or neighboring towns had commented or corresponded to the draft
revisions. Padick noted that none have been received at this time.

Padick informed the Commission that although the meratorium is for drafting multi-family/open space
regulations for the area south of Pleasant Valley Road, the multi-family regulations for the whole town
should be addressed as they have not been significantly changed in over 10 years. He felt that the
moratorium extension would allow more time to work on revisions in a comprehensive manner, and he
hoped to have them ready for Public Hearing in October and November.

He also commented on the four changes recommended by ZEO Hirsch, saying that they were technical
changes.

There was no one present in the audience to speak on these issues. With no further questions and
comments, Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to close the Public Hearing at 8:45 p.m. MOTION
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. Gardner volunteered to work on a motion for the next meeting.

Other $ld Business Continued

1. Consideration of potential action on Sand and Gravel Permit Renewals

A. Hall Property, 0ld Mansfield Hollow Road, File #910-2

Chairman Favretti appointed alternates C. Kusmer and V. Stearns to act for absent members. Kochenburger
disqualified himself.

Suggestion was made that the Commission renew the Sand and Gravel permit with last year’s provisions

and include the staff recommended change to item # 16. Holt would like to set progress deadlines and see
bi-weekly reports from Zoning Agent Hirsch.

Holt MOVED, Kusmer seconded, to approve with conditions the special permit renewal application of
Edward C. Hall (file 910-2) for excavating and grading on property owned by the applicant, located off
Mansfield Hollow Road, as presented at Public Hearings cn 6/19/06 and 7/17/06. This renewal is grated
because the application as hereby approved is considered to be in compliance with Art. V, Sec. B and Art.
X, Sec. H of the Mansfield Zoning Regulations. Approval is granted with the following conditions, which
must be strictly adhered to, due to potential adverse neighborhood impacts. Any violation of these

conditions or the Zoning Regulations may provide basis for revocation or non-renewal of this special
permit.
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No activity shall take place until this renewal of special permit is filed on the Mansfield Land Records

by the applicant. This approval for special permit renewal shall apply only to the authorized Phase 1
area of the site.
This renewal of special permit shall be effective until July 1, 2007;

Excavation activity shall take place only in accordance with plans dated 12/1/91 and 5/9/95, as revised
to 6/13/06;

This special permit renewal does not authorize the deposition of more than 100 cubic yards of fill
material onto the permit premises (the whole 17-acre lot) during any 12-month period;

All work shall be performed by Edward C. Hall or his employees. No other subcontractors or
excavators shall excavate in or haul from this site. All work shall be performed using the equipment
stated on said plans and in the applicant's Statement of Use;

No more than 8,000 cubic yards of sand and gravel or the amount of material remaining in Phase 1,
whichever is less, shall be removed per year;

In association with any request for permit renewal, the following information shall be submitted to the

Commission at least one month prior to the permit expiration date:

A. Updated mapping, prepared by a licensed professional engineer, depicting current contour elevations
and the status of site conditions, including areas that have been re-vegetated;

B. A status report statement that includes information regarding:

o the amount of material removed in the current permit year and the eoumated remaining
material to be removed in the approved phase;

» the planned timetable for future removal and restoration activity;

conformance or lack thereof with the specific approval conditions contained in this renewal
motion
Unless prior authorization has been granted by the Commission, the existing area to the south and
southeast of the approved excavation phase shall be retained in its existing wooded state. This area
provides a buffer between the subject excavation activity and neighboring residential uses and is deemed
necessary to address neighborhood impact requirements. The 7/5/05 map for this excavation project
shall be revised to depict this required buffer area and said map shall be approved by the PZC officers
with staff assistance prior to notice of this renewal being filed on the Land Records. The buffer shall
extend southerly from the approved Phase I area to the Stadler-McCarthy property and shall extend
southeasterly along the Gray and Dyjak properties to Mansfield Hollow Road Extension. The
southeasterly extension shall have a minimum width of 50 feet (see Article X, Section H.5.¢);
Topsoil:
A. A minimum of 4” of topsoil shall be spread, seeded and stabilized over areas where excavation has
been completed;

B. No loam shall be removed from the property. All stockpiled loam presently on the site shall be used
for restoration of the area where gravel is removed
In order to ensure that dust does not leave the site, erosion and sedimentation controls and site

restoration provisions as detailed in the plans shall be strictly adhered to and the following measures
shall be implemented:

A. No more than 1.5 acres shall be exposed at any one time; ’

B. The work shall be performed as described, from north to south and west to east, occurring in a
“trough’;

C. The swale along the haul road shall be kept dust-free and maintained to trap fine material and to
keep the gravel surface of the road clean;

If the above measures do not control dust on the site as evidenced by complaints from nearby

residents and verification by the Zoning Agent, dust monitors shall be installed immediately, with

the advice of the applicant’s engineer, and with their operation approved by the PZ

The haul road shall be watered as necessary to prevent dust;

ATl loads shall be covered at the loading loc[,*“lﬂz 5
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G. There shall be no stockpiles of any material other than topsoil located outside the excavation area.

Any stockpiles will be only as part of the daily operation of the excavation and shall not exceed 10
cubic yards in size. All stockpiled material shall be graded off and stored within the lower portions
of the site in order to minimize any windblown transport.
In order to ensure that there is no damage to the major aquifer underlying the subject property and
nearby wells, the following shall be complied with:

A. An annual ground water monitoring report (due 10/1) shall be submitted to the Zoning Agent;

B. Excavation shall not take place within 4 feet of the water table;

C. Materials stored onsite shall be limited to those directly connected with the subject excavation
operation or an agricultural or accessory use authorized by the Zoning Regulations. Any burial of
stumps obtained from the permit premises shall be in conformance with the DEP’s regulations;

D. With the exception of manure, which shall be spread in accordance with the letter received at the
4/6/94 PZC meeting from Joyce Meader of the Cooperative Extension Service, no pesticides or
fertilizers shall be applied unless a specific application plan is approved by the PZC. All operations
to restore the subject site shall employ Best Management Practices as recommended by the Natural
Resources Conservation Service and State Department of Environmental Protection for the
application of manure, fertilizers or pesticides and the management of animal wastes;

E. No refueling, maintenance or storage of equipment shall be done onsite, in order to minimize the
potential for damage from accidental spills;

. At a minimum, the subject site shall be inspected monthly by the Zoning Agent. Said agent shail

schedule guarterly site inspections and shall invite neighborhood representatives to accompany him;
0l1d Mansfield Hollow Rd. shall be the only route used for deliveries out of the neighborhood;

1. All zoning performance standards shall be strictly adhered to;
15.

16.

Approval of this permit does not imply approval of any future phase;

The existing cash bond plus accumulated interest shall remain in place until the actmty has ceased and
the area has been stabilized and restored to the satisfaction of the PZC. Prior to filing notice of this
Special Permit renewal on the Land Records, an updated bond agreement approved by the PZC
Chairman with staff assistance shall be executed.

Hauling operations and use of site excavation equipment shall be limited to the hours of 8 am to 5:30
p.m. Mon.-Fri,, and § am. to 1 p.m. on Saturday, with no hours of operation on Sunday;

This special permit shall become valid only after it is obtained by the applicant from the Mansfield Planning
Office and filed by him upon the Mansfield Land Records.

Further, it is noted that if there are any changes to the site or plan not authorized by this approval, the
applicant shall request a modification before proceeding. Such a request for modification may be
considered major and may entail a Public Hearing, depending on the nature of the request and its potential

for impact on the health, welfare and safety of Mansfield’s citizens and nearby residents. MOTION
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

B.

Banis Property, Pleasant Vallev Road, File #1221

Chairman Favretti appointed alternates C. Kusmer and V. Stearns to act for absent members.

Noting that there was no further discussion, Holt MOVED, Kochenburger seconded, to approve with
conditions the special permit renewal application (file 1164) of Steven D. Banis for the removal of
approximately 9,000 cubic yards of excess material from Area #3 to be used for agricultural purposes on
property located at Pleasam Valley Farm, Pleasant Valley Road, in an RAR-90 zone, as submitted to the
Commission and shown on plans dated 6/1/05 revised through 7/7/06, accompanied by a 5/18/06 letter, and
as presented at PubhP Hearings on 6/19/06 and 7/17/06. This approval is granted because the application as

P111



VOL. 19, PAGE

hereby approved is considered to be in compliance with Article k Section H, Article V, Section B, and
other provisions of the Mansfield Zoning Regulations, and is granted subject to the following conditions:

-2

(W8]

7.

8.
9.

. The applicant shall implement the suggestions and recommendations for soil and erosion control

contained in a 7/12/00 letter from David Askew, District Manager of the Tolland County Soil and Water
Conservation District, Inc. This work includes the stabilization of areas adjacent to watercourses, the
stabilization of the largest intermittent stream channel, the phasing of land-disturbing activity to
minimize periods of soil exposure and the re-vegetation of disturbed areas.

No blasting or excavation work shall take place within fifty feet of a property line. Particular care shall
be taken in meeting this requirement adjacent to the Wadsworth property.

All work shall be conducted between 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. Monday through Friday and between 9 am. and
7 p.m. Saturday.

All blasting work shall be subject to the permitting process administered by the office of the Fire
Marshal. The applicant’s blasting agent shall notify the Windham Airport prior to blasting activity
pursuant to a schedule to be agreed upon by the blasting agent, Mansfield’s Fire Marshal and the
Windham Airport manager. In addition, the applicant shall place a temporary sign along Pleasant
Valley Road at least twelve (12) hours prior to blasting activity. The sign shall note the anticipated
period of blasting.

Based on the applicant’s submissions, all material removed from site is to be trucked out of Mansfield.

All trucks hauling material offsite shall use Pleasant Valley Road o Route 32 to Route 6, and all loads
shall be covered during transit.

The site shall be maintained as follows:

A. There shall be no rock-processing equipment onsite;

B. There shall be no rock or stump burial ensite;

C. Onsite stockpiling shall be kept to a minimum to help prevent safety problems;
D. No topsoil shall be removed from the site. :

The applicant shall submit bi-weekly erosion and sedimentation monitoring reports to the Zoning Agent
until disturbed areas are re-vegetated,

Subject to compliance with all conditions, this permit shall be in effect until July 1, 2007,

This permit shall not become valid until the applicant obtains the permit form from the Planning Office
and files it on the Land Records.” '

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Adjournment '
Noting there was no additional business, Favretti declared the mesting adjourned at 9:07 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary
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Town of Mansfield
ransportation Advisory Commities
Iinutes of the Mesting
May 16, 2006

Present:  Zimmer, Hall, Huligren (staf})
The meeting began at 7:42 p.m.

Minute approval was posiponed 28 only two members were prasent.

!fi-l

Tultgren reported that UComn agresd to support the fare-free bus system for *06-"07 but that future years were
till 10 be determined. A stakeholders group nesds to be set up to discuss the future of this program.

-t

wn

Hultgren updated members on current projects noting the Town will be receiving an additional enhancement
grant of $1.173M and has applied for a safe roads to school grant to finish the Birch Road bikeway.

Members reviewed and discussed the safe roads to school plan for the Goodwin School Dis

rict. No objsctions
were noted.

Hall asked about the Mansfield City Road/Crane Hill Road intersection. Hultgren said a project to make if more
of a “T” intersection was designed, but would probably not be implemented until 2007.

The meei'mg was adjourned af approximately 8:20 p.m

Resoectmhy stibmitted,

\/ futo

ir‘ ctor of Public Works

cc: Town Manager, Town Clerk, Town Planner, Assist. Town Engineer, Project Engr., Recycling/Refuse
Coordinator
FIDPW - Admiiny_ParkerWa_\TACG-16-06 Minuies.dac
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Seo Ulranging Lives,

NEWS RELEASE

FORIMMEDIATE RELEASE: FOR MORE INFOREMATION, COMTACT:
Peter S. DeBiasi, Executive Director
Phone: (360) 458-7452
Email: peter.debiasifd accessagency.org

FUEL ASSISTAMNCE APPLICATIONS TO BE TAKEMN EARLY
Willimantic: The ACCESS Community Action Agency, in cooperation with the CT Department of
Social Services, will provide Windham and Tolland County residents the opportunity to apply early
for Energy Assistance for the 2006-2007 winter. On August 15™ applications will begin to be
processed. This is two months earlier than in previous- years to accommodate anticipated increased
demand.
“This early start will allow ACCESS to process what we expect will be more energy assistance
applications than past years from people who’ll need help payingv their winter heating bills,” said
ACCESS Executive Director Peter DeBiaSi. Last winter ACCESS processed applications from
more than 5,000 households, an 11% increase from the previous winter.
To schedule an appointment to apply for energy assistance after August 7" Danielson area
residents should call 774-0418 and Windham area residents should call 450-7423, or toll free §00-

260-0400.
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Join more than 500

iocal govermment leaders
from ali over Connecticut
to celebrate CCM's milestone

of 40 years gerving towns

and cities. We have a full da_‘,r
oi cuistanding opportunities

CCir'e Aunual Convention & Ex:p@siﬁ:i@m

Tuesday, October 3, Z00E & aum - & pun

Listen to a keynote
session featuring gubernaiorial
candidates; attend 15 informative work-
shops concarning municipal management,
public policy, and pr ofessional development;
meet with 100 exhibitors from leading companics
that provide essential products and services to
towns and citics; seise this chance for interactive

discugsions and networking opportunities with

Crowne Flaza Hotel & Confersmee Center colleagiies from across the state; and enjoy o
- . . Ik
im Cromwell, entertainment and a great chance o =
Connesticnt win fabulous raffle prizes.

YES, I want (v register for COM's Convention and Brposition on Tuesday, Oetober &, 20086,

Please copy this form for additional atiendses.

Hame: Nickname: T eelebrate

Phone: - TFax: i o -

o ” wur LT 3 FEAIT,
Position: Department; registration is just
City/Town/Organization: zn{a(,(, per persdii.

The convention is open only io

Address:

E-mail address

CCM-Member Municipalities

40 VEARS
“ OF SERVICE TO
E:Erﬂ TOWHS & EIT[]ES
Siammarr P
P - g
» Payment of §

Vegetarian Lunci: [J Yes

and Local Public Agencies,

Register by August 25 and
vou will be-eligible to win
the early-bird raffle prize —

iz enclossd for neople. a Dell laptop!

=}

“CCM has been an Please malke checks payable to CCM.

aavocate for Connecticiit
towns and cities
for 0 vears.™

Reburn to: COM 2006 Convention & Bxposition, 900 Chapel Strect, 5t Floor, New Haven, Connecticat 08510-280
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ENV!R@NMENTAL MANAGEMENT

m [tem #11

COMMNECTICUT COMNFERENCE OF MUNICIPALITIES
900 CHAPEL STREET, &th FLOOR, NEW HAVEN, GT 06510-2807 PHONE (203) 498-3000 » FAX (203) 5626314

July 21, 2006, No. 06-03

PROPOSED AMENDMENT
to the

CONNECTICUT SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN:
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETINGS and PUBLIC HEARINGS

The Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection recently released its Proposed Amendment to
the State Solid Waste Management Plan, July 2006. The proposed amendments are comprehensive, re-
placing the existing State Solid Waste Management Plan dated 1991. It can have significant impacts
on the state-local solid waste system.

The proposed Plan, which was developed in conjunction with a diverse stakeholder group over the past
year, (1) examines the state of solid waste management in Connecticut; (2) establishes goals and objec-
tives, identifies problems and barriers, and outlines strategies for achieving the goals; (3) serves as the
basis for solid waste management planning and decision-making for a twenty year planning horizon;

and, (4) focuses, within the next five years, on implementing the higher priority strategies listed in the
Plan.

2 DEP is holding informational meetings in Hartford, Waterbury, and Groton in July, and formal
public hearings in Hartford, Bridgeport and Norwich in August (see schedule on back page).

= Written comments must be submitted no later than September 8., 2006 to: Tessa Gutowski,

Department of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Waste Management, 79 Elm Street, Hartford,
CT 06106-5127

The executive summary is attached. Additional information, including the complete text of the pro-

posed amendments (it is over 400 pages) can be found on the DEP website at: http-//dep.state.ct.us/
wst/solidw/swplan/index. him

For further information your may contact Tessa Gutowski of the DEP Bureau of Waste Management at
(860) 424-3096.
o

If you should have any questions regarding this bulletin, please contact Kachina Walsh-Weaver of CCM
via email kweaver@ccm-ct.org - or- (203) 498-3000.

This bulletin has been sent to all CCM-members Mayors First Selectmen, Town/City Managers;
and local Environmental and Solﬁl{lql',gte Officials.
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO
CONNECTICUT SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

SCHEDULE

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETINGS

(The CT DEP will present an overview of the proposed amendment to the Plan and will answer questions)

Tuesday, July 25, 2006
6:00pm-8:00pm
CT DEP, Phoenix Auditorium, 79 Elm Street, Hartford, CT

Wednesday, July 26, 2006
6:00-8:00pm
Waterbury City Hall, Veteran's Memorial, 235 Grand Street, Waterbury, CT

Tuesday, August 1, 2006
6:00-8:00pm
Grotorn: Public Library, 52 Newtown Road, Groton, CT

PUBLIC HEARINGS

(Oral and written comments regarding the proposed amendment to the Plan will be received)

Tuesday, August 22, 2006
6:30pm-8:30pm
Bridgeport City Hall, Council Chambers, 45 Lyon Terrace, Brldgepoﬁ CT

Wednesday, August 23, 2006
6:30pm-8:30pm
CT DEP, Phoenix Auditorium, 5t Floor, 79 Elm Su eet, Hartford, CT

Tuesday, August 29, 2006

6:30pm-8:30pm
Norwich City Hall, Council Chambers, 100 Broadway, Norwich, CT
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

Proposed Amendment
to the |
State Solid Waste Management Plan
| July 2006 |

Executive Sumim

ary

Gina McCarthy, Commissioner

State of Conunecticut

Department of Environmental Protection
79 Elm Street

Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127
www.ct.sov/dep

A complete copy of the Plan can be accessed at:
hitp://wyww.den.state.ct.us/wst/solidw/swplan/index.htm
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

!htmducﬁ@ﬁ

The Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection (“CT DEP”) is amending
the State Solid Waste Management Plan in accordance with Section 22a-228 of the
Connecticut General Statutes (“CGS”). It replaces the State Solid Waste Management
Plan that was adopted in 1991. CGS Section 22a-229 requires that “after adoption of a
state-wide solid waste management plan pursuant to section 22a-228, any action taken
by a person, municipality or regional authority that is governed by this chapter shall be
consistent with such plan.” Since the adoption of the 1991 Plan, solid waste
management has changed dramatically from mainly a state and local issue, to one that
is now increasingly a regional, national, and global issue.

This new Plan will serve as the basis for Connecticut’s solid waste management
planning and decision making for the period 2005 through 2024, The Plan addresses a
wide range of solid wastes, focusing primarily on municipal solid waste (or MSW,
what is commonly considered household and commercial trash) and debris resulting
from construction, demolition (C&D waste). Though some other special wastes are
addressed, hazardous wastes are not covered. The Plan examines the existing state of
solid waste management in Connecticut, identifies the problems that exist and the
barriers to solving those problems, sets out a vision and goals to be achieved in
Connecticut and proposes strategies to achieve the vision. Within the immediate five
year period, Connecticut will focus on implementing the higher priority strategies
listed in the Plan.

In developing this Plan, the Department worked extensively with the public and the
specially created CT DEP Solid Waste Management Plan External Stakeholders
Committee. The Committee members represented government, the public, non-
governmental organizations, and businesses that had interest in solid waste
management issues in the State. Implementing the Plan will involve all the citizens of
Connecticut to address the solid waste issues facing the State and will require not only
changes in personal and business practices, but also legislative changes and increases
in funding at the State, regional, and local levels to support new and expanded solid
waste management programs.

Vision Statement and Goals for Managing
Connecticut’s Solid Waste

Connecticut’s fong-range vision for solid waste management is to:

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TGO THE STATE SOLID WASTE MAMAGENENT PLAN, JULY 2006
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

@ Significantly transform our system into one based on resource management
through collective responsibility for the production, use, and end-of-life
management of products and materials in the State;

@ Shift away from the “throwaway society,” toward a system that promotes a
reduction in the generation and toxicity of trash, and where wastes are treated as
aluable raw materials and energy resources, rather than as useless garbage or
trash; and

B Manage wastes through a more holistic and comprehensive approach than today’s
system, resulting in the conservation of natural resources and the creation of less
waste and less pollution, while supplying valuable raw materials to boost
manufacturing economies.

The goals of the State Solid Waste Management Plan are:

B Goal I: Significantly reduce the amount of Connecticut generated solid waste
requiring disposal through increased source reduction, reuse, recycling and
composting.

Goal 2: Manage the solid waste that requires disposal in an efficient, equitable and
environmentally protective manner, consistent with the statutory solid waste
hierarchy.

B Goal 3: Adopt stable, long-term funding mechanisms that provide sufficient
revenue for state, regional and local programs while providing incentives for
increased waste reduction and diversion. '

Currant Status Of Solid Waste Management

Connectictit has formally adopted an integrated waste management hierarchy as a
guiding framework for solid waste management efforts. Connecticut’s system adheres
to this hierarchy by emphasizing source reduction, recycling, composting, and energy
recovery from solid waste, while relying on landfill disposal as a last resort.

MSW

As shown in Figure I, in FY2005 approximately 30 percent of the municipal solid
waste (MSW) generated was recycled; 57 percent was burned at six regional Resource
Recovery Facilities (RRFs); nine percent was disposed out of state; and four percent
was disposed at in-state landfills. Connecticut is more reliant on waste to energy
facilities than any other state in the country. This reliance on RRFs results in a
significant reduction in the volume of waste ultimately needing disposal, plus
significant amounts of ash residue requiring disposal in lined landfills.

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE STATE SOLID WASTE M AMAGEMENT PLAN, JULY 20006
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Figure 1. Management of Connecticut MSW, FY 2005.
Estimated Total of MSW Generated for FY2005 is 3,805,000 tons,

(Estimates by R.\W. Beck hased on FY2003 Data Compiled by the CT DEP.)
o Disposed Outof-State ’
8%
Diverted from :
Disposal
20%

e

e

Disposed at CT Landfills
i 4%

Disposed at CT RRF
57%

Over the past decade, Connecticut has become more reliant on out-of-state disposal
options for MSW. Since 1994, out-of-state disposal of Connecticut MSW has
increased from approximately 27,000 tons to 327,000 tons in 2004. This raises issues
regarding inconsistency with the statutory hierarchy, and increased risk due to cost
fluctuations and availability.

Through recycling efforts in Connecticut, MSW recycling rates have increased from
only a few percent before recycling became mandatory in 1991 to almost 30 percent of
the waste generated in FY2005. Composting of yard wastes (leaves and brush) and
grasscycling have been successful in Connecticut at both diverting waste [rom
disposal and yielding useful end products. However composting of other materials has
been less successful and consequently, composting in general remains significantly
under-utilized in Connecticut. Although recycling and composting have been
successful in Connecticut, recycling efforts have stagnated over the last several years,
while at the same time the population and per capita waste generation rates have
increased.  As a result, Connecticut faces an increasing need for disposal capacity at
a time when available land is in shorter supply, construction and operating costs are
higher, and the public is less willing to accept additional waste disposal facilities.

RRF Ash Residue

The six MSW RRFs in the State generate an average of approximately 551,000 tons
per year of ash residue. Two landfills in the State are permitted to accept and dispose
of ash residue. The Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority (CRRA) ash landfill in
Hartford is estimated to reach capacity and close in October 2008. The Wheelabrator
ash landfill in Putnam is estimated to reach capacity and close by mid FY2019 (based
on a number of assumptions that are detailed in the Plan including the following: that
the Wallingford RRF closes in 2009; that no new RRF capacity is built in Connecticut;
that the other Connecticut RRFs continue to operate; and that the Bristol RRF starts

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE STATE SOLID WASTE MARNAGEMENT PLAN, JULY 2006
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sending its ash residue to the Putnam ash landfill after June 2008, when it's current
contract with a NYS landfill expires).

Construction and Demolition Waste (C&D)/Oversized MSW
(Oversized MSW includes bulky items such as carpets,
furniture, mattresses)

Currently, most of the Connecticut C&D /Oversized MSW is disposed, with only
about 7 percent of Connecticut C&D waste reported recycled. C&D waste recycling
occurs at a much higher level in many other states as compared to Connecticut.
Connecticut’s low recycling rate, coupled with a severe lack of disposal capacity in
Connecticut for C&D related waste, results in most of Connecticut’s C&D waste being
disposed at out-of-state landfills. In FY2004, in-state C&D volume reduction facilities
("“VRFs™ and transfer stations (“TSs™) reported sending approximately 909,000 tons
of Connecticut generated C&D waste to out-of-state landfills for disposal. All but one
of the 24 remaining active bulky waste landfills are municipally owned and most serve
only their communities, with many expected to close soon.

Special Waste—Electronics

A special waste category of increasing concern is electronic waste. Our reliance on
computers and other electronic devices, and the continuing advances in technology.
have created a huge increase in the volume of these materials being disposed. Efforts
have been undertaken to develop a consistent national approach to dealing with this
issue, but no consensus has been reached. As a result, recycling of electronic waste in
this State has been limited to those few manufacturers willing to take back old
products, and those few municipalities and authorities willing to conduct costly
collection programs.

In addition to electronic wastes, the Plan discusses other types of special waste. These
include land clearing debris, household hazardous wastes, animal mortalities, road
wastes, contaminated soils, dredge materials, sewage sludge, disaster debris, waste
treated wood, and waste sharps and pharmaceuticals.

Projections for MSW, C&D and RRF Ash Residue

In updating Connecticut’s Solid Waste Management Plan, four broad scenarios were
considered:

. Maintain the current 30 percent diversion rate for MSW and 7 percent diversion
rate for C&D waste/Oversized MSW.

2

Increase the current MSW diversion rate from 30 percent to 40 percent and
maximize the C&D waste/Oversized MSW diversion from disposal. Since data
regarding the generation of C&D waste/oversized MSW is incomplete, it is
difficult to set a specific goal for reducing the amount of such waste requiring

TROPOSED ANMENDMENT TO THE STATE SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN, JULY 2006
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disposal but efforts will be made to maximize the diversion of this waste from
disposal.

3. Increase the current MSW diversion rate from 30 percent to 49 percent in 2024
and maximize the C&D waste/Oversized MSW diversion from disposal.
4. Achieve a 61 percent MSW diversion rate by 2024 and eliminate the projected in

state disposal capacity shortfall by FY2024. The Department recognizes that this
goal would be very difficult to achieve, within the twenty-year planning period
of this Plan.

Scenarios one, two, and three would result in an MSW and Cé&D waste/Oversized
MSW disposal capacity shortfall, without the development of any new in-state
disposal capacity. That is, Connecticut would not have enough disposal capacity in
state to manage the MSW or the C&D waste/Oversized MSW generated in the State.

Unless Connecticut can successfully divert more waste from disposal, the in-state
disposal capacity shortfall for both MSW and C&D waste/Oversized MSW will grow
as depicted in figures 2 and 3. Figure 2 shows the projections of in-state MSW
capacity shortfall under various waste diversion assumptions (diversion maintains
30 percent; diversion reaches 40 percent and 49 percent) for the period FY2003
through FY2024. Figure 3 shows the projections of in-state C&D waste/Oversized
MSW disposal capacity shortfall under various waste diversion assumptions (diversion
remains at 7 percent; diversion reaches 40 percent and 49 percent) for the. period
FY2005 through FY2024.,

Based on a number of assumptions detailed in the Plan (including that the Walling{ord
RRF closes in 2009; that no new RRF capacity is built in Connecticut; that the other
Connecticut RRFs continue to operate; and that the Bristol RRF starts sending its ash
residue to the Putnam ash landfill after June 2008), it is projected that in-state disposal
capacity for MSW RRF ash residue will be sufficient to meet the needs of all the
State’s RRF ash residue generated through mid-FY2019. Figure 4 shows the
projections of in-state MSW RRF ash residue disposal capacity shortfall for the period
FY2005 through FY2024.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Figure 2
Projections of In-State MSW Disposal Capacity Shortfall Under Various
Waste Diversion Assumptions for the Period FY2005 through FY2024.
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Figure 3.
Projections of in-State C&D Waste/Oversized MSW Disposal Capacity Shortfall
Under Various Waste Diversion Assumptions for the Period FY2005 through FY2024,
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Figure 4
Projections of In-State MSW RRF Ash Residue Disposal
Capacity Shortfall for the Period FY2005 through FY2024,
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Key Factors Affecting Solid Waste Management in
Connecticut

The context for solid waste management in Connecticut has changed substantially
since the last statewide solid waste management plan was adopted in 1991. Among
the key issues that will shape solid waste management in coming years are:

= Connecticut is projected to have an increasing shortfall of MSW in-state disposal
capacity.

® There is increasing out-of-state capacity for solid waste disposal at competitive
prices.

Solid waste is a commodity subject to inter-state commerce faws.

@ Bonds that financed the construction of the RRFs will be paid off, and municipal
contracts to supply MSW to Connecticut’s RRF facilities will expire over the next
ten years.

B Recycling and solid waste management services are increasingly privately run and
market- driven.

Connecticut's waste diversion infrastructure is stagnant and State and municipal
funding is inadequate to support and achieve increased source reduction, reuse,
recycling, and composting.

Nationally, recycling of non-traditional material streams has grown significantly.

@ National and global recyeling markets have grown substantially.
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Other states and communities have demonstrated an ability to achieve higher waste
diversion rates than Connecticut[0].

There is growing interest in product stewardship and producer responsibility
policies.

Major Recommendations

Source Reducticn,vﬁeayciing, Composting

The recommendations regarding source reduction, recycling and composting represent
the centerpiece of this Plan. After rapid growth in the early to mid 1990s.
Connecticut’s recycling efforts have become stagnant and are in need of
reinvigoration. The strategies presented in this plan, at a minimum, look to maintain
the current amount of MSW disposed annually by reducing our per capita disposal rate
from 0.76 tons/ person/year in FY2005 to 0.73 tons/person/year in FY2024 by
achieving at least a 49 percent MSW disposal diversion rate by FY2024. Aggressive
efforts must be undertaken if the goals of the Plan are to be reached. While much of
the burden of accomplishing this will fall on the Department. a greater amount will
necessarily be borne by municipalities and businesses (that generated C&D waste).
Significant increases in funding will be needed to support these efforts.

The State must also take advantage of increasing demand for recycled waste materials,
especially in overseas markets, to facilitate the development of a more robust
recycling business infrastructure in Connecticut. This applies to almost all materials
including paper, metals, electronics and compostable organics. Significant results can
be achieved through increased efforts to compost institutional food wastes, as is being
done in other states. Increased education on the systems and methods that are
available will also be needed to meet the State’s goals. In order to reduce the amount
and toxicity of waste being generated in the first place, Connecticut must focus more
effort on packaging. The State will continue to work with the Toxics in Packaging
Clearinghouse to enforce existing laws and encourage producers to reduce the amount
and toxicity of packaging being used.

Disposal Capacity

There is not enough disposal capacity in Connecticut to handle alf waste generated in
the State. This is true for the major components of the solid waste stream: MSW and
C&D waste. Past plans have been premised on the policy that the State should be
“self-sufficient™ in waste disposal capacity, meaning that there should be enough
capacity in Connecticut to handle all waste generated in the state. The establishment
over the last few years of significant volumes of out of state landfill capacity at
competitive prices has changed the picture dramatically. This Plan recognizes that
the State should strive to be self-sufficient and that such an approach represents good
public policy. The Plan emphasizes that significant reduction must be achieved in the
amount of waste disposed as the primary means of achieving self-sufficiency. It is the
intent of this Plan to stimulate discussion and further debate on this issue.
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Public or Private Ownership and Control

Another key issue is whether or not the RRF capacity in Connecticut and the RRF ash
residue landfill capacity in Connecticut, will be owned and controlled by public or
private entities. Bonds that financed the construction of the RRFs will be paid off
over the next few years and contracts for disposal at the RRFs will expire over that
same time. Further, the Hartford landfill, where CRRA sends the ash generated at the
Hartford RRF, will be closing in a few years, leaving one privately owned ash residue
fandfill in Connecticut. These events will open the door to a major shift in control of
the majority of the disposal capacity in the State from public to private entities. Private
owners will be free to enter into contracts with out of state generators for some of the
existing capacity that today is used by Connecticut’s municipalities. While this Plan
does not advocate for or against private ownership, it does urge the State’s decision-
makers to take note of the issue, fully debate it, and make the prudent decisions
necessary to ensure that the interests of Connecticut’s citizens and businesses are
protected.

Planning, Evaluation and Measurement

This Plan replaces the last Plan adopted by the Department fifteen years ago in 1991,
That is clearly too much time between plan revisions, and one of the recommendations
of this Plan is that the Department regularly identify the critical solid waste issues
facing the State and make appropriate revisions to this Plan. In order to ensure that
these efforts are comprehensive and reflect diverse views, the Department will form a
standing Solid Waste Advisory Committee, consisting of many of the interests that the
Department worked with to develop this Plan. Finally, rather than expecting 169
towns to prepare their own plans as envisioned by existing law, the Department should
ensure that its planning efforts thoroughly evaluate and reflect municipal
accomplishments, needs and trends. Data is critical to perform these evaluations and
this will require changes to existing municipal reporting requirements so they are less
burdensome and more meaningful.

Permitting and Enforcement

In the public process prior to drafting this Plan, many urged the Department to
streamline its permitting processes, especially for those activities that support the
goals of this Plan such as increased recycling and composting. The Department agrees
with these suggestions, and this Plan makes several recommendations for improving
the permitting process. Some of the most significant recommendations are as follows:

Make review of applications for recycling, composting and other beneficial
facilities a high priority for the permit program; ‘

Develop fact sheets, model permits and other helpful materials for prospective
permit applicants; : '

Form a review team whaose primary responsibility will be to review applications
for beneficial activities;
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B Establish streamlined methods of regulating waste haulers in order to incorporate
reporting and other substantive requirements, along with a simple means of
assessing the solid waste fee; and

Evaluate the option of reducing permitting requirements for the beneficial reuse of
certain waste materials.

It is recognized that the Department must make enforcement a high priority, and the
Plan includes recommendations for accomplishing this task. In addition, recognizing
that most of the potential for improvement in recycling rates exists in the
municipalities, recommendations are made to increase the level of enforcement at the
local level, using existing authorities. The Department will work with municipalities to
identify barriers to accomplishing this, and will partner with municipalities to take
appropriate enforcement actions.

Funding

This Plan charts an aggressive course for meeting the challenges of managing
Connecticut’s solid waste over the 20 year planning period. Action is recommended
through the implementation of more than seventy strategies over the next several years
to deal with these difficult issues. As with many other important programs, addressing
these needs will require significant support in the form of funding at the local. state
and regional level.

One of the most difficult, but clear, challenges that face decision makers and the
citizens of Connecticut is to find the resources for these programs when other critical
needs are competing for the same limited public dollars. - Some funding sources have
already been considered in the past such as capturing the unclaimed bottle and can
deposits (escheats). As the public, legislators and other officials make decisions on
which strategies will be implemented appropriate sources of funding must be
identified. The following are the specific potential funding sources identified in this
Plan:

Capture some or all of the escheats;

B Lxpand the Solid Waste Assessment to all disposed solid waste, including all
MSW, C&D debris, and oversized MSW, whether disposed in-state or out-of-state;

i}

Increase the Solid Waste Assessment beyond the present $1.50 per ton;

2

Direct enforcement penalties to a special account for distribution to municipalities
and regional authorities aimed at recycling; and

Bond funds for infrastructure to support demonstration projects and/or
development of publicly controlled recycling facilities.

Without adequate funding many of the critical needs identified in this Plan will not be
miet. It is up to all citizens of Connecticut to tully debate these issues and make the
decisions necessary to properly manage the solid waste that we generate.
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Statutory Changes Needed -

Many of the changes needed to meet the goals of this Plan cannot be implemented
without action by the legislature to change Connecticut’s solid waste statutes, and
possibly other areas of the law such as those affecting taxes and revenue. The
following are some of the more significant recommendations identified in this Plan
-that will require statutory change:

[. Establishment of a recycling program for electronics;

2

Increased funding sources such as expansion of the Solid Waste Assessment,
capturing the unclaimed bottle and can deposits (escheats), use of penalty money
for solid waste programs, etc., along with authority to pass adequate funding along
to municipalities and regional entities;

(S}

Prohibition on disposal of unprocessed construction and demolition waste;

4. Addition of plastics #1 and #2, and magazines, to the list of mandated recyclables;

N

Tax incentives to encourage business to create or expand %lemes that will move
the State forward in meeting its waste diversion goals:

Permit program changes;

7. Expansion of the bottle bill to include plastic watm bottles, and an increase in the
deposit to ten cents;

8. Requirement of liners for all new C&D/Oversized MSW/Bulky waste landfills:
and

9. Comprehensive alignment and updating of solid waste management laws.

Critical Issues for Decision Makers

The issues raised in this Plan present significant challenges to Connecticut’s citizens,
businesses and government leaders. Many critical decisions must be made over the
next several years in order to successfully meet those challenges. The most critical
issues or decisions, and those who will need to help address them, are outlined below:

State Legislators

Adopt a more aggressive state goal for recycling and source reduction;

@ Find ways to help fund the actions outlined in this plan, and support those needing
additional resources including state agencies, regional authorities, and
municipalities;

B Evaluate the role of CRRA given the changing conditions in the State with regards
to the RRFs and the changing and complex nature of managing the solid waste
streami;

8 Expand authority allowing state agencies, regional authorities and municipalities
to more effectively manage and regulate solid wastes;
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Help define what role government entities should play in directly managing the
solid waste management infrastructure:

Establish prohibitions on certain practices that contribute to increased risk to
human health and the environment;

Expand recycling mandates; and

Establish incentives to encourage expansion and creation of new recycling and
composting infrastructure.

Local Officials

i

Continue to play an active role in the proper and efficient management of solid
waste in their communities;

=xpand recycling programs and efforts;
Increase enforcement of local recycling ordinances;
Enact ordinances to reflect new State programs: and

Change purchasing practices to create less waste and purchase environmentally
preferable products.

Department of Environmental Protection

5B

i

Serve as a model for other governmental entities, businesses and citizens to
enhance source reduction, composting, recycling and buying environmentally
preferable products;

Maximize resources to support and maintain education, assistance, recycling,
permitting, and enforcement;

Establish a standing Solid Waste Advisory Committee; and

Establish permitting of beneficial activities as a high priority for the agency.

Other State Agehcies

4|

Provide support to research, develop, and market recycling processes and
products;

@ Adopt purchasing practices that create less waste and buy environmentally
preferable products; and

@ Increase recycling efforts in agency operations.

Businesses

8 Provide cost effective and efficient solid waste management opportunities;

& Increase efforts to recycle;

@ Establish new businesses o expand recycling and composting infrastructure;
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8 Change purchasing practices to create less waste and buy environmentally
preferable products; and

®  Adopt a product stewardship ethic.

Citizens
Change practices to create less wasle:

Purchase environmentally preferable products;

BB M

Increase recycling efforts; and

i

Compost food waste and other organics.

summary

The efforts made over the next five to ten years will largely determine the success or
failure of the State in meeting the challenges set out in this Plan. Connecticut’s
existing approach to solid waste management has served its citizens well. However,
the solid waste field has continued to evolve to the point where new approaches and
greater effort will be needed to meet the challenges. Future discussions and actions
will determine the State’s reliance on Resource Recovery Facilities, the potential need
for new disposal facilities, the role of landfills, and how much Connecticut will pay
for these programs. Most importantly, they will determine whether or not
Connecticut’s citizens and businesses will make a greater commitment to source
reduction, recycling and composting. This Plan is only a starting point; the on-going,
hard work of a diverse set of stakeholders will be needed for Connecticut to achieve its
Solid Waste Management vision.
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By Kim Colavito Murkesich

Asscciate Professor of Laudscape Archilecture Kristin
Sehwab and tie students in her class “Planting Studies in
Landscape Architeciure™ (PLSC 265) took the opportunity
offered by the UConn Landfill Remediation and Wetland
Mitigation Project to help develop a sustainable solution to
the site’s current environmental problems.

The Landfill Remediation and Wetland Mitigation
Project is  plun to close the UConn landfill and former
chemical pits and remove leachie-conaninated sediments
fiom adjocent wetlands, then create both parking faciliiies
and ecosystem preservation sreas for the research, educa-
tional, and recreational use of the University and the
community. Excavation is scheduled to begin by early
summer at the former dump lecated northwest of the main
campus. The project will start with the sediment removal
and construction of Teachate collection trenches and storm
water collection pends. An impervious cap will cover the
former landfill, and a 700-space parking lot will be con-
stricted over the cap. Finally, wetland creation and restora-
tion will begin.

As part ol the project, UCom is required to set aside 60
acres of adjucent land under 2 permanent conservation
easement.

The Land Use and Sustainable Development {(LUSD)
subcommiltes of UConn’s EPAC (Environmenial Policy
Advisory Council) has been working with ihe Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protection on the conservaticn
plans. “We hope to do more wilh the parcel than is required
to complete the landfill closure,” says Rich Miller, director
of UConn’s Olfice of Environmental Policy. “The subcom-
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niities mensbers envision the
undeveloped and mostly wooded
preservation area as a park-like
resoures for students, freulty, and
the general public. The siudents
in Kristin’g elass have heiped vg
realize that vision.”™"

QOne larpe welland area
within the preservation area
includes several great blue heron
nests. Consequenily,
student designs include the
constructivn of an ohserva-
tion decls to be situated on
the edge of the heron
rookery.

Schwab, who is a
member of LUSD, was
asked lo bring her students
into the project. Students
teamed ap to design plans
that were submitted 1o
LUSD, the membership ol
which includes University
staff and contraclors
working on the land{ill
remediution project. 1
wanted the students Lo learn how to work within the [rame-
work alreatly determined for remediation,” suys Schwabh.

The entire cluss of 22 students was involved in park
designs. Three students, Serena pstein, Jacalyn Chnowski.
and Andrea Vassallo, continue to work on the purk as part of types of wellands in form
an independent study. and function through design

“It is a nice applicd opportunity to do a pretty complex -~ and plant selection.
and relevant projeet,” Schwab says, “The students will lenrn
about the whole process and how landseape architécture
could impact the project. The committee has been welcom-
ing our invelvement, It shows that the students and faculty
have something to offer the University.”

" The students followed specific design goals:
* Follow cunipus sustainability puidelines.
"= Support the campus master plun objectives. .
o Encourage trail comectivity between UCann and .
Munslicld open spaees, walking trails, and bike routes.

Abova

Coneept design for a hillside
exploradion and educafion
park that reveals human
impact 1o the ecosystem.

Detail area; Vivian Lee's
B! proposal lo create a smail,

' . permaable parking area,
bio-swale drainage feaiure
and park entry from Hunting
Lodge fload into site to
increase public accessibility.

Leil

Concept plan of a welland
park showcasing different
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o Learn from case’ s‘cudiL with siniilar settings d]ld pmblcms.
« Respond-to sile Dp]vommnmq and constraints.
¢ Creale more 11=;eiul open space Tor conuu\almn educmon recreation, and scenic

value,

Some of ihe student phms mclude dev(,lopmg a plantm pntlern and bounchu y mark
s {0 reveal the |e1md1'mon ar eau, placmﬂ cnvuonmcnhl]y ingpired arl at key pmms of
inierest; crealing more.defined | points of entry for the parl; adding interpretive signag
creaiing o wildlife observation area; mqmllm«r raised planters and a panoramic lookout
point in the parking lot; desxgmng an’area for invasive plant research; and creating an
access point on Hunting. Lodﬁe Road that includes bilee racks and trail information.
f\ “We wanted (o ue'lle a sustainable; useable, oopen space park for research and edu-
(g ation,” says Serena Epstem a ‘horticufture and ldndsmpe architecture major. .
* “In the landscape architectire program, we Lry to provide a balance of theor etical
and real-world pm;ectv to’ accomphsh the ﬂonh o[ our: cmm.ulum Schwab 8ays. “We
o vmk thr nu"hout the state

acalyn Chnowski’s proposal
‘o create geometric planting
patterns and landforms in
restared wetands that biend
~into the organic {orms as thay
join the native undisturbed
watland.
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Dovid Amle/, projessor in the
Department of Natural Resources
wiggement and Engineering, condie
refi an me meteorological
processes of agricultural and forest

landds. He leads the Connﬂmcvr

w3 »1-

River dirshed-Waiershed Consortium,

a multi-universitv project to study

the exchange of contaminants between

Gy water, .’ami, and vegeration.

icre ha writes aboui the cyeling of
i in f/ze aimviranment.
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“sustainabili-
ty,” T envision a natural resource system
that continuously renews ifs productivity
and potential to maintain and nourish the
biological populations, including
humans, that depend on it. Bot this i3 an
ii*ﬂ}‘l‘E‘:zEc iden, not a definition. We are
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Item #13
not very good at measuring this
lowsely defined idea and therefore we
can’t determine the point where a sys-
tem inight lose its “sustainability.” The
difficulty of writing environmental
laws and enforceable rules starts with
this definition problem. But, we are
reasonably good at defining und meas-
uring a number of processes that we
believe endanger the “sustainability™
of a natlural resource system.

Qur forested watersheds, which
occupy 70 percent of the land surface
in southern New England, are vigorous
natural resource systems thal subsidize
us in uncounted ways. But a number of
changes are taking place as human
populations increase and spread out
over the landscape, changing our liv-
ing and transportation technelogy base.
One of these changes is a high load of
pollution from heavy metals, such as
mercury, and other toxic materials.
Mereury contamination in fresh and

-salt water bodies has become an

important issue since the powerful
neurotoxin methylmercury has been
found in fish in locations far from
anthropogenic (originating from
human activity) sources.

The Atmospheric Resources
Program in the College’s Department
of Natural Resources Management and
Engineering (NRME) has led o mulli-
university consortium
(www.CRAWC.org) in research on the
cycling of contaminants between air,
water, land, and vegetation. Bi-direc-
tional exchanges of mercury between
the land surface and air are being
defined and modeled. Most pollutants
such as heavy metals, volatile organic
compounds {VOCs), nitrogen, and pes-
ticides track through the atmosphere
for a portion of their cycle through the
biosphere. Most anthropogenic mercu-
1y is originally emitted to the atmos-
phere through smoke stacks and is
then cycled repeatedly between the
atmosphere and land and water sur-
fuces by various deposition and re-
emissicn processes. Thus both atmos-
pheric and watershed processes are



intrinsic to mercury accumulalion in
the basin environment. The key to
understanding and mitigating the cur-
rent trends to higher mercury concen-
trations in the Connecticut River basin
is understanding and intervening in
these processes. With this in mind, a
series of specific studies defining the
air-surface exchange processes that
move toxic contaminants across air-
water interfaces, air-vegetation inter-
faces, and air-soil interfaces are being
conducted. Mumerical models of these
processes will be used to exlrapolate
these results across the entire
Mortheast.

A unigue, very sensilive mercury
vapor measurement system, called a
relaxed eddy accumulation (REA)
system, has been built and used by
NRME graduate student Jesse Bash to
measure mercury vapor exchanges for
lwo years, It is mounted on a tower,
pictured to the right, above the forest
on the College-owned farm in
Coveniry. The graph below presents a
sample of the mercury vapor concen-
trations in the air and the mercury

aperizing from the forest during o
two-day pericd. Simultaneously, a
sampling program has shown the
amounts of mercury stored in the soil,
waler, and vegetation.

The results of the study to date

have shown that:

 Most mercury enters the
watershed system in the rainfall.

= Annually, discharge of mercury
gas to the atmosphere is about the
same as gaseous deposition to the
surface. -

» About one-third of the mercury
that falls on the Coinnecticut
River Basin in the rainfall is
carried out of the watershed in
the Connecticut River to Long
Island Sound.

» Mercury is building up in the
topsoil of watershed.

» Only minor amounts of mercury
are present in the groundwater,

> Large amounts of mercury

aceumulate 1o the leaves of the
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Of greatest concern lo the “sus-
tainability” of the system is the fact
that mercury appears to be building up
in the soil.

Many efforts to

operations for comparison and to
determine if our primary sites conclu-
sions can be transferred.
Measurements will
take place over a year to

increase “sustainability”
and help local agriculture
are cenfered around com-
posting. The large
amounts of niercury
found in the leaves that
fall to the ground every
year have led us Lo start a
new research project this
year on the cyeling of
mercury in leaf compost-
ing operations in urban
arens. Kathleen ICnight, o

Our forested
watersheds, which
occupy 70 percent
of the land surface

in southern New
England, are vigorous

natural resowrce
systems that subsidize
115 in uncounted ways,

include all four seasons.
Mercury storage changes
in the compost pile wiil
be determined by sam-
pling during each season
to determine mercury
concentrations through
careful analysis at the
UConn Center for
Environmental Science
and Engineering labora-
tories. Mercury Auxes (o
the soil will be deter-

graduate student in

NRME, will be conduct-

ing the research over the

next two years. The mercury-laden
leaves fall in the autumn and, in urban
and suburban areas, large amounts of
them are collected and turmed to com-
post, either by individuals or by com-
munities. Our intention is to determins
where the mercury in these leaves
goes. Several possible dispositions
come to mind. The compost could con-
tinue to store the mercury; the mercury
could be volatilized {o the air: or it
could be washed into the soil.

The primary site of the research
will be leaf piles on the University of
Conneeticut Plant Science Research
Farm. Leaves collected from the cam-
pus by landscaping operations will be
used. However, we may sample sever-
al other focal municipal leaf callection

mined by sampling the
soil directly at several
. depths and capturing

water nfiltrating through the pile inio
the soil and measuring its mercury
content. Emissions to the air and
adsorption from the air are more diffi-
cult because the turbulent nature of the
air movement males simple sampling
of the air very misleading. In this proj-
ect the vapor exchanges with the air
will be measured using the REA sys-
tem mentioned above.

In the end, we hope to be able to
develop best management practices for
the leal composting operation, using
composting as a technique to remove
mercury from the system and continu-
ing the use of composting as 4 sustain-
ability tool for agriculture and urban
forest management in the Northeast.
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Item #14 200 Corporate Place, 3rd Floor

Rocky Hill, Connecticut 06067
[tel] 860 563-5851

[{ax] 860 563-4877
www.ctcleanenergy.com

July 28, 2006

The Honorable Elizabeth C. Paterson ﬁgw “
Mayor v A
Town of Mansfield

Audrsy P Beck Municipal Building
4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Mayor Paterson:

On behalf of the Connecticut Clean Energy Fund, and our Clean Energy Collaborators —
the Connecticut Depariment of Public Utility Controi, SmartPower, Community Energy,
Steiling Planet, and Connecticut Light & Power, we want to inform you that Mansfield
has qualified for an additional 1kW free solar PV system through the Connecticut
Clean Energy Communities Program. Mansfield qualified by reaching the new 2.5%
nousehold penetration rate threshold established by the Connecticut Clean Energy
Fund. Note: This system must go on top of a previously qualified system.

Through Mansfield’s commitment to SmartPower’s 20% by 2010 Clean Energy
Campaign, and more than 100 community residents and businesses signing-up to the
CTCleanEnergyOptions Program, Mansfield has continued demonsirate its leadership
as a Conneciticut Clean Energy Community!

Bryan Garcia, Director of Energy Market Initiatives, at the Connecticut Clean Energy
Fund, will be your contact for the Conneacticut Clean Energy Communities Program. He
can be reached at (860) 563-0015 ext. 314 o discuss any questions or commenis tha*t
you might have regarding this notice and the program.

Please, visit the Conneclicut Clean Energy Communities Program Website for constant
updates on your town'’s page ai: hitp:/fwww.cicleanenergy.com/communities/

Again, congratulations on Mansfield’s demonstrated leadership in support of ciean
energy. As more and more of your community residents and businesses sign up for the
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CTCleanEnergyOptions program, the more solar PV systems the Town of Mansfield will
eam.

Clsan Energy — Let's Make Morel!

Sincersly,
iy

)r'ﬂ. 7 Fams
—— . D 7
et =
B

Lise Dondy
President
Connecticut Clean Energy Fund

. _/’
Attachmeni(s): Clean Energy Community Information Sheet //‘)(, -
cc:  Lynn Stoddard 7 :_,,;f""‘“f/

Virginia Wation . TS
Matthew Hari

Penelope Williams

Helen Koehn

Curt Vincente

Chad Vincenie

Representative Denise W. Merrill
Senator Donald E. Williams
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Mot Clean B

The Connecticut Clean Enargy Communities Program is a
rartnership between the Connecticut Clean Energy Fund,
>martPower and the individual participants in the
SHt-oo o cibptions program. Its purpose is to assist
~ommunities and their residents in the purchase and sup-
rort of clean energy.

Already, cities and towns throughout the state have com-
nitted themselves to clean energy campaigns, working
oward energy independence and reducing greenhouse
zas emissions that contribute to global warming. This pro-
sram is designed to provide communities with opportuni-
ies to purchase and support clean energy at no cost by
Taking the purchase of clean energy a viable and attrac-
ive option for both businesses and residents.

The Connecticut Clean Energy Communities Program pro-
vides qualified cities and towns free clean energy systems
'solar photovoltaic panels). By encouraging local business-

s and residents to sign up for the €71 - Opilcme

yrogram (offered to Connecticut Light and Power and
Jnited liluminating customers), your city or town could
2arn free clean energy systems.

P. 1 4 3utting ceremony.

To qualify for this program, Connecticut communities
must meet the following requirements:

Commit to the 20% by 2010 Clean Energy
Campaign led by SmartPower.

Sign up local residents and businesses to the
&F oo Bastiens program offered to CL&P
and Ul customers. The lesser of every: -

* 100 sign-ups in a community,

= 1 GWh of clean energy demand created from a
C &t customer,

= 10% of households in a community, or
s 100 sign-ups in a regional school district

Earns a free 1 kW clean energy system ($10,000
minimum value).

Commit to allocating 100% of the electricity savings
resulting from the installation of the clean energy
system to additional town purchases of clean
energy.

Note - [f your city or town is located in the load-
congested zones of southwest Connecticut, then
there is an additional benefit for qualifying
programs.

Ron Kizttenberg of
the Middietown
Clesn Energy Task
Ferce speaks at
the Middletown
High School solar
systern ribbon-




Two additional incentives are being offered to cities and
towns that have qualified as official Connecticut Clean
Energy Communities. These additicnal incentives include
Leadership and Achievement rewards:

Leadership Rewards

To encourage competition among Connecticut's cities and
towns supporting clean energy, we are offering one-time
leadership rewards to the first city or town to achieve the
following =% . sign-up milestones:

Safr =Ug‘nsa

Additional Solar PY
Systeams (IGN})

Equivalent Household
Sign-Ups

Housshold Ponstration B

Edditional Solar PV
Systems (kW)

Houschold Poenetration
Bats (%)

i

it

Achievement Rewards

To encourage Connecticut’s cities and towns to achieve
higher levels of clean energy support from residential as
well as commercial and industrial ratepayers.

Household Penetration Rate - for each incremental 2.5%
of households within a city or town that signs up for the
€F o o Bpiisns program, we will provide a T kW
so!ar PV unlt to the town. Note - this reward does not
apply to a town that has become a Connecticut Clean
Energy Community by reaching the lesser of 10% of
households threshold.
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\West Hartford vs. New Haven Clean Energy Challenge, a bet between
rival mayors to see which town could sign up the most
CTCleanEnergyOptions customers by Earth Day 2006, resulted in
nearly 1,000 households supporting clean energy. Pictured left o
right, West Hartford Mayor Scoit Slifkz, SmartPower's Brian Keane,
and New Haven Mayor John DeStefano, Jr.

EPA Green Power Communities - in
partnership with the US EPA, the
Connecticut Clean Energy Fund will offer
Connecticut cities and towns a 1kW
solar PV system when they qualify as
ofticial EPA Green Power Communities.

No-cost option for Connecticut cities and towns
to support and purchase clean energy

Reduce electricity demand on the state's trans-
mission and distribution system through the
installation of on-site clean energy systems

Reduce emissions of harmful environmental pol-
futants including greenhouse gases that cause
global warming

Support energy independence through the use of
locally produced sustainable energy resources



Feguerth

"\-.df‘

€3z |s there a maximum amount of free clean energy sys-
Q: HOW does a town demonstrate its commitment to the tems a town can rece“/e through thls program?

20% by 2010 Clean Energy Campaign? i
o &Y paig £ No. As long as there is funding available to support this

£ Atown must demonstrate its commitment to the 20% program, there is no limit to the amount of systern
by 2010 Clean Energy Campaign by: installations a town can earn.

Supplying SmartPower with the official meeting
minutes of the town proceedings that attest to

the commitment. € When can the town start signing people up to earn the

. L ) free clean energy systems?
Officially announcing its commitment to the com- .

munity through local press. _ , #r The €T =i o Giptiens program became avail-
able to CL&P and Ul customers in April 2005. The fol-
lowing actions are recommended for towns that want
£} How many customers must sign up in order for a town to start working toward earning the free installation:

to earn a free clean energy system? Demonstrate your commitment to the 20% by

#A: Communities that meet the lesser of the following 2010 Clean Energy Campaign.
requirements will earn a free clean energy system © Work with community-based nonprofit organiza-
($10,000 minimum value): tions, like SmartPower, the Clean Water Fund, and

the Inter-Religious Eco-Justice Network to begin

Every 100 sign-ups to £F _
planning a community sign-up strategy.

Every 1 GVWh of energy demand through
er - fptiemns
Fvery 10% of a given city or town's households €}z Can a regional school district composed of several

thatsignupto €51 = 1. . Opticrs towns gualify together for this program?

'

Every 100 sign-ups £F: o Optiens At If deveral towns located in a regional school district

to in a regional school district want to pool their sign-ups together to reach the 100
sign-ups in a regional school district target, then yes,
they can qualify for this program. However, each town
located within that school district has to commit to
the SmartPower 20% by 2010 campaign.

€2z How do | know whether or not my town is an EPA
Green Power Community?

* To be considered an EPA Green Power Community, a
certain percentage of clean electricity from the total
electric load of a municipality (including all residents,
businesses, institutions and municipal loads) must be
purchased. If your town is both a Connecticut Clean
Energy Community and an EPA Green Power

Connecticut's future clean energy leaders, like Chad Vicente, a middle school Community, then your town will receive an additional
student from Mansfield, are supporting clean energy locally through sign-up . n

campaigns. Pictured left to right, Chad Vicente, Anne C. George - Commissioner, solar clean Energy sysiem.
Department of Public Utility Control and Ginz McCarthy - Commissioner,

Department of Environmental Protection Agency.
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Learn more about what your community is doing to
support c!ean energy by Ioggmg on o
. cony/remwnunitizs. From local-

access teIeV|S|on to school campalgns to mayoral
challenges, your communities are working together in
innovative ways to support clean energy. This website
allows users to get an up-to-date look at how their
communities are supporting clean energy. It also
provides toolkits to help you support your community's |
clean energy leadership. ;

if you are a customer of the Connecticut Light and Power
Company or the United Hlluminating Company, you have
the power to choose clean renewable energy.

£7 S Gptisms s a program that supports
renewable energy produced from natural means such as
wind, water and more. To sign up, fill out the enrollment
form and send it in with your next bill, or you can go
directly to a supplier through the websites listed below.

For mora information visit

wwwL.gocles

Clean energy offerings are available from the following
two clean energy companies:

Community Enargy, Inc.
Toll free: 866 WIND.123

www.newwindenergy.com

Sterling Planet
Tol! free: 877.457.2306

www.sterlingplanet.com

sl 1
i i’ 4 i s
i \Z_/

CLEAN EMEREY LETS MAKE MORE.

200 Corporate Place, 3rd Floar, Rocky Hitl, CT 06067
Tel: 860-563-0015 Fax: 860-563-6978
www.ctcleanensrgy.com cefinfo@ctinnovations.com

¢ -onnecticut Innovations, Inc, 2006
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Government Finance Officers Association e
203 N. LaSalle Street - Suite 2700 ltem #13
Chicago, IL 60601

Phone (312) 577-9700 Fax (312) 977-4806

August 3, 2006

Martin H. Berliner

Town Manager

Town of Mansfield

4 So. Eagleville Road

Storrs Mansfield ' CT 06268-2574

Dear Mr. Berliner:

We are pleased to notify you that your comprehensive annual financial report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2005

ualifies for a Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting. The Certificate of Achievement is the
highest form of recognition in governmental accounting and financial reporting, and its attainment represents a significant
accomplishment by a government and its management.

The Certificate of Achievement plaque will be shipped to:

Jeffrey H. Smith
Director of Finance

under separate cover in about eight weeks. We hope that you will arrange for a formal presentation of the Certificate and
Award of Financial Reporting Achievement, and that appropriate publicity will be given to this notable achievement. To
assist with this, enclosed are a sample news release and the Certificate Program "Results" for reports with fiscal years
ended during 2004 representing the most recent statistics available.

We hope that your example will encourage other government officials in their efforts to achieve and maintain an
appropriate standard of excellence in financial reporting.

Sincerely,
Government Fmance Officers Association

et { ﬁmfﬁ

Stephen J. Gauthier, Director
Technical Services Center

SJG/ds
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ltem #16

Manstield Community Center

ortant Changes in Program
E‘%@gagémimﬁ Dates

(Effective for Fall of 2006 Registration)

Prpgram registration start dates are now a bit different and

grouped into the following categories:

@

th o o N
August 16 — A6l Resident & Mon-Resident members of the

Cemmunity Center may register for Aquatic and fitness related programs

that are held at the Community Center.

§ #E BZ‘Lh = r=n 75 o
o Angust 25" — Mansfield Residents who are members may

begin registration for all other programs / activities held at the Community Center

and other locations.

» Aungust 25™ _ Mansfield residents who are HOT members of

¢he Commuanity Center may register for all programs and activities.

Jqst
» Augunst 317 - Non-resident Community Center mambers may

begin to register for all other programs held st the Commmity Center and other
Iscations.

st .
o August 31 on-residents, nen-members may begin to registsr

for all programs / activities.

*Please also note that our on-line Rec Trak registration system will be

unavailable from 8/21 through 8/24, During this time, the system will be up-
graded in order to better serve our customers.
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Ttem #17

August 8, 2006
New Haven Register
Opinion Forum, p. 6A

Brouhaha over charter schools is all about educational funding

The teud over charter schools is not really about the schooels, for neither educators nor mayors
oppose good schools in whatever form they may take. But educators and mayors are focused on
delivering top quality schooling for the 99.5 percent of all Connecticut public school students not
enrolled in charter schools.

School finance is at the heart of the dispute. The New Haven public schools’ operating budget is
today underfunded by more than one-third, assuming we do expect urban students to meet the
state’s reading and math standards. Operating budgets for Hartford and Waterbury provide only
about half the resources needed for effectively serving their students, while Bridgeport and New
Britain somehow scrape by with about one-fourth the resources their students require for success.
These cities are home to the state’s poorest populations, have the highest property tax rates, and
receive the largest per pupil aid from the state’s too-small education pot.

in short, there aren’t enough resources to overcome the effects of concentrated poverty and the
attendant conditions that put urban students at high risk of academic failure.

The situation is also locking increasingly more alarming in smaller and higher-wealth
communities, nearly all of which are similarly struggling with inadequately funded schools and
painful tax rates. Surely such underfunding is an abrogation of the state’s constitutional
obligation, as alleged in our recently filed lawsuit, Connecticut Coalition for Justice in Education
Funding v Rell.

Little wonder that teachers and administrators who work in the most grossly underfunded urban
districts react with outrage at the implicit and explicit bashing of their against-all-odds efforts. In
stark contrast to the charter schools, the urban districts also serve large numbers of special
education students, English language leamers, and homeless and transient children. These
children bring complex and exceedingly costly challenges to the learning environment. Yet no
child is turned away by public school districts, mandatory invelvement of parents cannot be
required, and controversial behavioral codes are legally untenable.

Every urban child who enrolls in a charter school further erodes that district’s state aid. Given the
simall size of the charters and the fact that they draw students from across the city, no reduction in
operating costs is realized by the district or its schools. At best, a few classrooms here and there
may be blessed with less crowding. But the number of teachers, support personnel, classrooms,
schools remains the same, and costs get distributed across fewer students, thereby inflating the
district’s per pupil expenditures without adding any new resources. Plus, the district is legally
required to fund charter students’ transportation, special education services, and certain other
aspects of charter operations. The loss of highly motivated students and their families from the
public schools also can have prefound negative consequences for the district’s teaching and
fearning climate.
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If the state is unable or unwilling to adequately fund its public school districts, why, then, are
precious public tax dollars being diverted to grow essentially independently operated charter
schools? Despite the brash rhetoric and data distortions of boosters, numerous studies have shown
that charter schools overall do not perform better than the local public schools. They do little to
reduce racial and economic isolation. Nor is their small-school model cost-effective or even
feasible for scaling up to educate thousands of Connecticut’s students. Surely if ail children had
access to excellent schools in their own neighborhoods, we would not be courting educational
privatization quite so blindly.

Those whe are genuinely committed to closing the achievement gap and ensuring great schools for
all ought to be supporting the efforts of our coalition to revamp the state’s equalization aid
formula to reflect the realistic cost of preparing well-educated students. To fairly and amply fund
the schools in every community, the state’s regressive tax system must be restructured to shift the
primary burden for funding the schools away from the current heavy reliance on local property
taxes toward more progressive state-level revenue streams. Only with adequate funding,
accompanied by results-based accountability, can we hope to ensure equal educational opportunity
and the success of all schools and their students.

What's at stake is not just the future of our children but also the kind of society and economy we
envision for Connecticut.

Dianne Kaplan deVries, Ed.D.

Project Director

Connecticut Coalition for Justice in Education Funding
250 Main Street #616

Hartford, CT 06106

dianneicoiel ore /(860) 461-0320
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frem #18

To:  Town Council o
From: Mary Stanton, Town Clerk */" /&%
CC: Marty Berliner, Town Mfmaéel
Date:  August 7, 2006

Re:  Approval of Referenda Questions

" According to the Elections Division of the Office of the Secretary of the State the Town
Council must approve all referenda questions for the November ballot by Thursday,
September 7, 2006. The texts of the questions must be complete at that time as they must
be immediately available to the public in the Town Clerk’s office.

The Town Clerk must file a statement setting forth the designation of each question to be
voted on as it will appear on the voting machine, the date upon which the submitting

actions was taken and a reference to the law under which such actions was taken by
September 22, 2006.

If the Town Council decides to include an explanatory text regarding the questions, that
information must be completed by September 15, 2006 in order to include it with the
blank ballots that are available for servicemen and others temporarily living or traveling
outside the United States.
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Item #10

From the Office of Secretary of the State Susan Bysiewicz

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE CONTACT: Dan Tapper, 509-6259
Friday, August 4, 2008 324-9862 (Cell)

SECRETARY BYSIEWICZ UNVEILS NEW
YOTING TECHNOLOGY FOR CONNECTICUT

Parinership with UConn will ensure security
of ail new voting systems

Secretary of the State Susan Bysiewicz announced today that her office
has entered into a contract with LHS Associates of Massachusestis to provide
optical scan technology to replace lever voting machines across the state.

“As our office considered possible new voting technologies, the principles
of security, accessibility and reliability guided our decision-making. We heard
from thousands of citizens, academics, and advocacy groups concerned about
the pitfalls of touch-screen voting technology. Touch-screen technology, in its
current state of development, is simply is not ready for ‘prime time' herein
Connscticul." Secretary Bysiewicz said.

Siate Representative Livvy R. Floren, Ranking Member of the
Government Administration and Elections Commiitee, said, “The optical scan
technology chosen not only meets the federal Help America Vote act
reqguirements, but also the needs and concerns of all the people of Connecticut.”

“Optical scan is the best voting technology available for the replacement of
Connecticut's lever machines. It is cost-effective, more transparent than DRE
machines, and produces a voter-verified paper record,” Michael Fischer, a
computer science professor from Yale University and a member of TrueVote CT,
wrote. “l commend the Secretary of the State for choosing this alternative.”

Additionally, Connecticut will meet the requirements of the Help America
Vote Act (HAVA) for the November election by entering into a 1-year contract
with 1VS, LLC to provide one voling machine accessible io those with disabilities
in each polling place in the state. “For the first time in seventy years,
Connecticut citizens with disabilities will be truly welcome at the polls, and they
will have the opportunity to vote privately and independently. Thisis a
tremendous step forward for our state,” Secrelary Bysiewicz said.
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The IVS machines allow voters with disabilities to use a telephone at the
polling place to cast their votes. The 2002 HAVA law requires that voters with

disabilities be able to vote privately and independently by November 20086,
Secretary Bysiewicz said.

According to Chris Kuell, Second Vice President of the National
Federation of the Blind of Connecticut, “The National Federation of the Blind has
long fought for the right of all Americans to vote privately, independently and
securely. We are pleased to be working with Secretary of the State Susan
Bysiewicz's ofiice tc bring accessible voting to every polling place in
Connecticut. To this end, NFB members in Connecticut are looking forward to

casting their votes using the IVS Vote by Phone system in this November's
elections.”

Finally, Secretary Bysiewicz announced that her office has entered into a
formal partnership with the University of Connecticut's Department of Compuier
Science and Engineering, in which UConn will assist in certification and
acceptance tesiing of the new voting technology.

“Of all of the concerns raised by citizens, academics and advocates,
security was No. 1. UCONN has played an integral role in our decision-making
up to this point. They have reviewed vendor proposals, tested equipment and
made recommendaiions for maintaining the highest level of security in our
election process. We look forward to drawing upon their tremendous expertise
as we move forward,” Secretary Bysiewicz said.

Both the LHS and IVS machines will be purchased with federal HAVA
funds. The LHS machines will cost $15.7 millicn, and the IVS machines will cost
approximately $1 million. '

Materials on each of these companies are available in the acoc»mpanymg
press packet. Additional information can be found on the companies’ wnbaltes -
hitp.//www.ivsllc.com/ and http://www.lhsassociates.com/

T
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD : ’
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT frem #20

GREGORY J. PADICK, DIRECTCR OF PLANNING

o

7
7

Memo to: Planning and Zoning Commission, Town Council, and Conservation Commission

From: Gregory Padick, Director of Planning

Date: August 4, 2006

Re: ECSU proposed on campus parking garage and associated softball field relocation to Mansfield

property on Mansfield City Road.

General

In a previous PZC packet, portions of a July 5, 2006 Environmental Impact Evaluation on the above referenced
project was distributed. The entire EIE is on file in the Planning Office. Any comments on the subject project and
EIE report must be submitted and received by State Officials by August 19, 2006.

The EIE was prepared pursuant to the CT Environmental Policy Act (CEPA) and Sections 22a-1a-1 through 22a-
l1a-12 of the Regulations of CT State Agencies. Upon the close of the comment period, ECSU and the Connecticut
- State University System, as the sponsoring agency, must address in writing all substantive comments. The State
‘Office of Policy and Management is responsible for making a final determination on whether the statutory and
regulatory requirements of the State’s environmenial review process have been met.

Project Overview

The subject project proposes to construct a new 950 space-parking garage on the Eastern Connecticut State
University Campus off of High Street in Windham. The parking garage is planned in an area currently used for the
school’s varsity softball team. The project includes the relocation of the softball field to ECSU property on
Mansfield City Road that currently has a varsity baseball stadium and track/field hockey field. The new softball
field would be located to the west of the baseball stadium and requires a driveway crossing of a
wetland/watercourse area. As part of the softhall stadinm relocation a new 48 vehicle parking lot would be built
and a new multi-function building with locker rooms, restrooms, concession stand and maintenance space would be
constructed near the existing track. The EIE addresses anticipated environmental impacts from both the on campus
parking garage and the softball field construction. My review comments are directed to the proposed activities in
Mansfield. The previously distributed executive summary provides more information about the subject proJ ects,
alternatives considered, and anticipated impacts.

Review comments on proposed activity in Mansfield

e The proposed softball field will be fenced in, contain dugouts and bleachers, and an underdrain system tied to a
“stormwater management area.” All of this work is between but not within designated wetland areas.

e The necessary access drive to the softball field will cross a brook/wetland area impacting about 1300 square
feet of wetlands. This work is under the jurisdiction of the State Department of Environmental Protection and a
DEP Wetland license will need to be obtained. The DEP permit process will include a referral to the Town of
Mansfield and an opportunity to comment on specific construction plans.

e  The EIE provides some construction information but the project will involve a design/build contract and

- finalized plans are not available at this time. The EIE does make appropriate commitments regarding ercsion
and sediment contrels, and best management practices for stormwater and turf management including an
integrated pest management plan to minimize pesticigeiqg;licatious.
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The site of the proposed softbau {ield is within an open field area previously used agriculturally. The EIE notes
that about 4 acres of prime agricultural land will be lost due to the ball field relocation.

The new softball field will be buffered from neighboring properties by existing woodlands that are not expected
to be affected. The woodlands will help reduce potential noise and lighting impacts. The existing baseball

stadium already has impacted the neighborhood and this project is not expected to significantly alter or worsen
noise or other neighborhood impacts.

e The subject property is served by the Town of Windham sewer and water systems.

The EIE notes that all construction will take place during normal workday hours. There likely will be some
temporary neighborhood impact due to construction traffic and construction noise.

Summary/Recommendations

The proposed softball tield relocation project as described in the 7/5/06 Environmental Impact Evaluation will have
some short term impacts for Mansfield residents along Mansfield City Road, but due to the nature and location of
the proposed field, no significant long term impacts are expected. The existing athletic uses of this property have to
some degree impacted the neighborhood, and while this project will somewhat increase activity on the site, no
significant alteration of impact is expected. Potential environmental impacts appear to be appropriately addressed
in the EIE and the Town will have an opportunity to comment on specific plans at the time a wetland license
application is submitted to the State DEP. There appears to be no reasonable altemative location for the softball
field and the loss of prime farmland is an unfortunate consequence.

No action by the Planning and Zoning Commission or Town Council is considered necessary at this time.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF PLANMING AND DEVELOPMENT

Item #21

GREGORY J. PADICK, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

Memo to: Planning and Zoning Commission ) )
From: Gregory Padick, Director of Planning

Date: 8/3/06 —

Re: Stowell Property-21 Summit Road

Request to remove tree along Scenic Road
File #1010-2

As explained in a 7/17/06 letter distributed at the last PZC meeting, G. and L. Stowell seek approval to remove an
existing wild cherry tree at 21 Summit Road. The tree is located within the town right-of-way and since Summit
Road is a Town designated “Scenic Road”, the requested tree removal must be authorized by the Town Couneil
after the PZC conducts a Public Hearing and forwards a recommendation to the Town Council. The Scenic Road

ordinance also requires referrals to the Tree Warden/Public Works Director and to owners of Summit Road
frontage within 500 feet of the subject tree.

Accordingly it is recommended that the Planning and Zoning Commiission schedule a Public Hearing for
Tuesdav, September 5, 2006 for the proposed tree removal at 21 Summit Road and that staff refer the
subject reguest to the Tree Warden/Public Works Director, the Town Council and property owpers on
Summit Road who have frontage within 500 feet of the subject tree.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

4 SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD

MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2599
{860) 429-3330

Memo io: Mansfisld Town Council

L. Hultgren, Mansfisld Tree Warden/Public Works Director

Property-owners with street frontage on Summit Road, within 500 feet of a proposed free
removal, 21 Summit Road

From: Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission
Date: Angust 10, 20086
Re: 5

September 5, 2006 Public Hearing on propesed tree removal work on Summit Road,
PZC File #1010-2

The Planning and Zoning Commission has received a request to remove an existing wild cherry tree

along Summit Road, a Mansfield-designated Scenic Road. The subject request is from Gerald and Linda
Stowell, owners of 21 Summit Road.

Whereas Summit Road is subject to the provisions of the Town of Mansfield’s Scenic Road Ordinance,
please be advised that a required Public Hearing is scheduled to take place at 8:00 p.m. on Tuesday
September 5, 2006, in the Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building, 4 South
Eagleville Road, Storrs, Connecticut, for the purpose of receiving information from the applicants and
verbal or written comments from the public concerning the proposed tree removal. Any comments
regarding this request must be received prior to the close of the Public Hearing. Enclosed please find a
letter submitted by the applicants describing the proposed project, a copy of the legal notice and a
photograph depicting the subject tree. Following the PZC Public Hearing, comments from the
Commission will be forwarded to the Town Council for final action on this request.

if you have any questions regarding the applicant’s proposal, the provisions of the Town’s Scenic Road
Qrdinance or the Public Hearing process, please call the Mansfield Planning Office, at 429-3330.

Fncl.
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LEGAL NQOTICE

The Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission will hold a Public Hearing on Tuesday,
September 5, 2006 in the Council Chambers, A.P. Beck Bldg., 4 S. Eagleville Rd, to hear
comments on the request of G. and L. Stowell to remove a wild cherry tree that exists
within the Summit Road right of way, a Town designated Scenic Road. The subject tree
is located near the intersection of Summit Road and the driveway for the Stowell house at

21 Summit Road. The subject request has been made pursuant to Mansfield’s Scenic
Road Ordinance. ‘

At this Hearing, interested persons may be heard and written communications received.
No information from the applicant or the public shall be received after the close of the
Public Hearing. Additional information is available in the Planning Office.

R. Favretti, Chair
¥. Holt. Secretary

TO BE PUBLISHED Tuesday, August 22 and Wednesday, August 30, 2006

Thanks for remembering to put officers’ names and titles on same lines.

P.O. #8596
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Item #22

" tomers,” said Pierce, who has been a market

Big change at

By KIMBERLY GRAVES
Chronicle Staff Writer

STORRS — The market bell will still ring
for local residents to. buy Connecticut-grown.
items such as fresh seasonal fruits and vegeta- :
bles, lacally made cheese and fresh fish at the -
Storrs Farmers Market. .

However, this. Saturday’s market, market °
master Dennis. Pierce said, will be at a-differ- -
ent, more visible location. .

- The farmers market is moving to Route 195
from the parking lot of 5t. Mark’s Eplscopal :
Chapel palkmg lot Aug, 5.

Pierce, who -is also the director of dining -
services at the University of Connecticut, said-’
a lot of vendors want to sell at lhe farmerS'
market, but there’s no room.

Pierce said there is’currently coustructmn
next to 3t.. Mark’s that has cut into customer
parking and has forced everyone going to the
farmers market to park on the strest. ,

“You have to look at the demands of the cus-

master for the past seven years.

It will move to the parking lot adjacent to
E.O. Smith High School and the Audrey P
Beck municipal building after. 12: years inthe .
same location.

Pierce said it will ultimately be located on a
new town green as part of the $165 million
Storrs Center prolect

He said the Storrs Farmers Market bas an
opportunity to increase parking options, visi~
bility and the potential to expand.

There will be a ribbon cutting at 3 p.m. Sat-
urday, Aug. 5, to celebrate the new location.

Pierce said entertainment will be provided as
well as a large variety of in-season vegetables,
fresh-baked items, locally raised beef, honey
and maple syrup, soaps, local yarn, local-
made jewelry, salad greens and hydroponic to-

Fran Funk
At the Mansfield Farmers Market at Si. Mark Chapel on Norih Eagleville Road ir:
Storrs, Michelle Fierce, Storrs, purchases corn from Abby Bassetie, 10, from the
Bassetle Farmsiead in South Glastonbur,/ A'decision has beer made o move the
popular market from its current sife to a location near the Audrey P Beck Municipsi

matoes. Office Building.
“The market is built on (the) Counecticut The. farmers market is open every Saturday  that was “literally in the water the day before.”
grown (label) and it’s also built on sustainabil-  rain or shine from late May until the weekend Pierce said the farmers market started 12

itv.” said Pierce. “It also gives the community  prior to Thaoksgiving. years ago as a way io get local farmers ifogeth-



Martin H. Beriiner

From: Matthew W. Hart

Seni: Friday, August 04, 2006 9:02 AM

To: ‘all-users@mansfieldct.org'; Bruce Silva; Lynda Breault
Subject: MNew Location for Storrs Farmers Markst

Hello all - as you may have heard, the Storrs Farmers Market is moving tc a new location at EO Smith High School
(parking lot adjacent to Beck Municipal Building). | have attached below a letter from the Mayor ennouncing the changs.

If you have never visited the market, | encourage you te do so. The produce and goods are excellent.
Have a good weekend,

Matt

Auvgust 4, 2006
Dear Members of the Community:

It is my pleasure to inform you that, as of Saturday, August 3, 2006, the Storrs Farmers Market will be moving from
North Eagleville Road to a new location at E.O. Smith High School. The move makes sense for a number of reasons, as
the new location has more space and is centrally located in town. Also, once we have constructed the planned village
green at Storrs Center, we hope that the market will be able to easily transfer to that location.

At 2:45pm this coming Saturday, August 5%, we will celebrate the opening of the Storrs Farmers Market at its new
location with a ribbon cutting and free refreshments. The market will feature live entertainment as well as a large variety
of fresh fruits and vegetables, cheese, fresh baked items, locally raised beef, honey and maple syrup, soaps, local yarn,
locally made jewelry, plants and fresh fish. Come early, choose a great selection and plan your Saturday evening meal
featuring locally produced products. The market will provide you with easy-access and free parking, as well as a chance
to support the farmers and vendors in our region. If you have never visited the market before, I think you will agree with
me that it is a wonderful addition to our community.

The market is open every Saturday rain or shine from late May until the weekend prior to Thanksgiving. Normal hours
are 3:00pm to 6:00pm with an earlier closing taking effect right before Daylight Savings Day.

I look forward to seeing you at the new location of the Storrs Farmers Market!
Sincerely,

Elizabeth Paterson
Mayor

Matt Hart

Assistant Town Manager
Town of Mansfield, CT
Phone: (860) 429-3339
Fax: (860) 429-6863
HartMW@mansfieldct.org
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Item #23

Storrs-Willi Ridership

FY'03 FY'04 FY'05 » FY '06 Y07

July 1,632 1,651 1.283 2,865
August 2,361 2,181 2,463
September 4,034 3487

October 4162
November 3,125
December 2,640
January 2417
February 2,886
March 3,020
April 3,552
May 2,729
June 1,811
Total

Ridership 24,369 34,579 36,683 49,182 2,969

MOTE: #ea figures denots months that UConn was a participant in the program.
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Designated for 2005/2006 Budget
Undesignated

Fund Balance, July 1, 2005

Total revenues and transfers in
Appropriation of fund balance
Total appropriation, transfers in
Total expenditures and transfers out:
Town
Mansfield Board of Education
Contribution to Region #19 Board of Ed
Total expenditures
Results from budgetary operations
Fund Balance, June 30, 2006
Fund Balance:
Unreserved:
Designated for 2006/07 budgst
Undesignated
Total Fund Balance
* Note on Amendment:
Appropriated in November, 2005

Froposed Appropriation of PILOT funds
Total Amendment

Town of Mansfield

General Fund

Estimated Schedule of Estimated Changes in Fund Balance - Legal Basis

For the Year Ended June 30, 2006

ftem #24

Original Final Estimated Budget
Budget Amendment Budgat Actual Comparison

$ 36,505,150 $ 710,000 § 37,615,150 37,706,186 § 91,036
36,805,150 710,000 37,615,150 37,708,188 91,036
10,494,390 710,000 11,204,390 11,203,082 408
18,298,350 18,298,350 18,297,430 920
8,112,410 8,112,410 8,112,410 -
36,805,150 710,000 37,615,150 37,613,822 1,328

- - - 92,364 92,364

5 512,000

___1s8o00

5 710,000

$ 1,568,102
$ 1,588,102
92,3684

$ 1,660,466
1,660,466

& 1,680,486






ltem #2535

UCONN HUSKY TRAIL

Sponsored by the University of Connecticut Alumni Association to celebrate their
125" year anniversary and raise money for their Scholarship Fund, Promote your
business and Benefit the Arts.

2]

THE ART

We provide artists and design ideas — or you can design your own theme.
We provide the base dog sculpture to the artist, guide them through the
painting & finishing process and pay them $500 on completion.

You can work as much or as little as you want with the artist so your
sculpture fits your vision and business needs,

HOW IT BENEFITS YOUR BUSINESS

We provide extensive media exposure, regisn—wide and location
awareness of your participation to increase traffic to your city.

We provide special promotional opportunities (dog parties and unveilings
you can participate in if you choose) and provide complete professional
management of the project.

¥our dog would be listed in the full color brochure given out at the
Auction and can be bought on EBay and special arrangements can be
made for you to purchase a larger quantity to give out to
residents/businesses.

Listed on the Husky Trail map which will be distributed to tourism
centers. Featured on the UCounn Husky Trail website, with a link fo your
business.

Oificial status as “UConn Husky Trail sponsor.

The right to utilize the image of your husky and the “UConn Husky Trail
Sponsorship” in your own marketing materials for the 2006 calendar
year through May 2007.

Tickets to the official “Husky Mania” grand auction and gala and the
option to purchase additional tickets.

Plague affixed to your husky sculpture, incjudes your business name and
Iogo, the husky name and the artist name.

HUSKY TRAIL SEASON

We maintain media interest with marketing events until May 2007

We arrange special events to highlight individual dog sculptures &
SPORSOIS.

We coordinate regular maintenance & repairs of deg until the auction.
We support your own marketing efforts (local media releases,etc)
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Page Two Husky Trail

@

Hvents so far: First litter introduced at the Buick Golf Championship
held the end of June for 7 days, Second litter will be introduced at The
WestFarms Mall on Aug 6 - “Who let the dogs in” — and proceeds from
this event will go to the Connecticut Humane Society, Third litter will be
introduced the end of August at Crystal Mall, Fourth litter wiil be
introduced in the Fall at Buckiand Hills Mall, Connecticut Day at The
Big E in September.

More events will be planned as the summer progresses.

THE BUSKY MANIA AUCTION

At the end of Husky Trail Season, we will collect the dog sculptures &
auction them. ‘

An on-line prebidding will begin 6C days before the live auction.

The Auction will bring UCONN supporters, art lovers, and people of all
types to bid on the scuiptures.

$0% of the proceeds of the dogs will go to the University of Connecticut
Alumai Scholarship Fund.

10% of the proceeds of the dogs will go to the artists.

We currently have 20 sponsorships who have paid and their dogs are painted — and
have 10 more waiting for final decisions on dog theme/approval, and will have dogs
in all counties throughout Connecticut.

Please check out our web site and how we promote the sponsors for the Cape and
Islands Whale Trail. _
www.CapeAndisiandsWhaleTrail.com

Please see the following links:
hitp://uconnhuskytrail.com/

http://fuconnhuskytrail.com/ary
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* Toleamn more about the UConn Husky Trail
- visit www.uconnhuskytrail.com.
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Item #26
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WABHINETGN, L. 20810
For Iramediate Bolsass Contact; Collean Flanagan {Deodd)
July 21, 2006 202-234-3372
Catherine Mo¥enna Ribetro (Liebarman)
202-224-0973

DODD, LIEBERMAN SECURE MORE THAN $13 MILLION FOR
CONNECTICUT TRANSPORTATION, URBAN DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

Washington — Senaters Chris Dodd (D-CT) and Jos Lickerman (D-CT) anccessiilly secured more than
518 miltlion for Cormecticut's wangportation and urban development nesds, they snnounced today.
These resoliross, which were included in the Senats's Transpostation, Treasuey, Housing and Urban
Development appropriations bill, will go towsrds infliatives across the stats aimed at reducing traffic
copgestion, promoting altermalive modes of iransportation, incressing transportation safety, increasing
homepwnership, fighting urban blight, and supporting youth development. The bill was approved by
the Senate Appropristions Committes sarlier this weele

The twe senators have also worked joimtly to protect key housing and comwmunity development
prograims that ars Impartant to Connecticut. In response to concems sxpressed by Senators Diodd and
Licherman, together with many other senators, the commitiee rejectad Administration budget
propogals to cut fanding for public hovging, comymmity develepment, zenior housing and houging for
parsons with: disabilities.

“Bach of these inHiatives can strepgthen snd miprove Connsetiont,” said Dodd. “Thay can hslp
allevigte traffic congestion, help meat our houzing neads, and inject naw 1ifs into some of our urban
arsas. Inshont, they will help strongthen cur economy and improve the quality of lifie for the psople of
ouf state.”

“This bill is good news for Conmeactiout,” Lisberman said, “The fimding spproved today will make
significant strides in improving Connecticut’s commite on our highway, rail and transit systems. The
bill will alzo help revitalize Cormentiogt’s communifiss on a local lavel by providing money for
libraties, youth centers and low-income housing; all key focal points of the urban injtiatives our giats
has been promised.”

Wearly £18.3 million will support transporiation mitiatives, including 3 million to help ease traffic
songsstion and inereass safety on 195 in Brenford and $5 million and $2 million for the Bridgsport
and Norwich Inlermodal Transportation Centers, respectively, which will help take iraffic off of 123
and transport people and goods in allsmative ways, The state will also receive 52 mallion to help plan
amd constenct » rail station in eastern Stamford. Housing and urban dsvelopment initiatives are slated
to receive $1.6 million, including $800,000 for low-income homecvwnership and ropairs in New Haven,
Vernon mmd Hariford, as well az $200,000 each for The Children’s Home in Cromwsll, which serveg
children with special needs, and & youth center in Maswheater.

The follovwing rsceived fmding in the Transporiation, Treasury, Housing and Urban Development
appropuations hijl:

Tramsporiation
s $5,000.000 for the Bridgeport Intsrmodal Transpertation Center,

gl

e §3.000,000 1o alleviaty traffic conpesiion and improve safety af Exit 53 slong 195 & Branford,



a  $3,000,000 for the construction of a new parking facility and pedestrian walliwsays assoviated

__ﬂ:fnﬂi the O ﬂ”ngmg_%l:eiﬂécmneﬂ Cenler in H.mfu“(‘ e e
272 §2,000,000 for the consiiRion of & new parking £a mhs;x, agsosiated with the redevelopmant of

4;@ downtown Mansfield, . §

3 PZU00.000 for the Norwich Intermodal Trangpostation Canter;

e $2,000,000 for the dsvelopmant of & new commuter 7ail facility in sastem Stawford;

& $230,000 for the City of West Haven o conduet a feasibility study of ex “icﬂ-ﬂing Frash Msadow

Road to Rowle 34 (Derby Avenue); snd
o §195,650 for safety Improvements to the Novwalk Palse Point Transit facility.
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$400,000 for Empowsr New Haven, Inc., New Haven, CT, Tor asslsting low-lncom
homeowners in making necessary repairs to their ;vrmer‘sil,.s*'

$300,000 for the Town of Vemon, OT, for necessary inferior and extsrior renovations to ihe
Amberbelle Mill facility that will prevent blight and keeys the structura viable for cemum,&!
purposed in 8 low-income neighborhood:

$200,000 for the City of Hartford, CT, Homeownership Initiative fori mclraasmg the m&*“ 5
sorrent homeownerthip rate of 25%;

$200,000 for The Children's Huma, Cromwell, CT, for the reconsifuction of #s facilities
serving children with special nseds; _
£200,000 for the Town of Mancheater, CT, for the development of & youth center on Spruge
Sirsat;

$200,000 for the ronovation of the Bladksione Library in Branford; and

$200,000 for the restoration of Mortensen Hall af the Bushnell
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Mansfield Downtown Parinership
Helping to Build Mansfield’'s Future

July 28, 2006

Mr. Dimple Desai

CT Department of Economic and Community
Development (DECD)

Infrastructure and Real Estate Division

505 Hudson Street

Hartford, CT 06106-7106

Re: June 30, 2006 Progress Report for the Downtown Manstield Revitalization and
Enhancement Project

Dear Mr. Desai:

I am pleased to provide you with the June 30, 2000 Progress Report for the Downtown
Manstield Revitalization and Enhancement Project.

Over the last quarter, the Manstield Downtown Partnership, Inc. (“Partnership™), worked with
the master developer LeylandAlliance, on the applications to the Mansfield Planning and
Zoning Commission needed to create 1) an initial building that will house as many of the
businesses to be relocated as part of the project as possible, and 2) a Special Design District and
subsequent changes to the zoning regulations for the project area. We have been working
closely with Mansfield Town Planning Director Gregory Padick to provide the information
required. After a public hearing on June 5 and continued on June 19, the Planning and Zoning
Commission approved the applications on July 5 for the initial building on Dog Lane to house
as many businesses to be relocated as possible.

It is expected that the process on the Special Design District will tuke through the fall of 2000,
We continue to work with local and state agencies on the master engineering approvals and plan
formal submittals after the zoning is approved.

We continue to work with businesses that may be displaced as part of the new development.
Phil Michalowski with Harrall-Michalowski Associates, Inc., the Partnership’s relocation
consultant, has negotiated an agreement with one of the businesses according to the relocation
plan in the approved Municipal Development Plan for Storrs Center. It is anticipated that this
agreement will be signed between the Partnership and the business owner within the next
month. Individual meetings are on-going with respect to future plans including the initial
building referenced above. Working with local business owners will be a major part of the
efforts over the next several months.

pretvin
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Mansfield Downtown Partnership
Helping to Build Mansfield’'s Future

Design guidelines are being created to guide the development of a Special Design District for
the downtown project, and related changes to the zoning regulations. The Partnership, Looney
Ricks Kiss, and LeylandAlliance have been working with the Partnership’s Planning and Design
Committee, the Town of Mansfield’s Planning and Zoning Commission, and the Town Director
ot Planning on these issues. The Planning and Design Commiittee has taken the lead in
reviewing the design guidelines and in the last quarter mel on April 18, May 16 and June 20.
The Committee’s work is completed on review of the text of the guidelines until the Planning
and Zoning Commission completes its worl. The next step is to determine which sections of
the guidelines will be incorporated into the zoning regulations. The majority of the design
guidelines, which include a large sustainability section, will be finalized after the Planning and
Zoning Commission approves zoning regulations related to the creation of the Special Design
District. During this quarter, Looney Ricks Kiss put together a PowerPoint presentation on Part
One of the design guidelines that will be used in a public meeting this fall.

Finally, as you know, a request for bids was re-solicited on July 18 for the wallkway between the
Mansfield Community Center, the Town Hall, and the Mansfield downtown. Once these bids
are received and reviewed, a contract will be negotiated and work will begin late this summer on
the Community Center walkway. During the last quarter, grant funding was used for
duplication of plans and specifications for the project, and legal notices to advertise the request
tor bids in the Hartford Courant, the Chronicle, and La Foz Hispana de Connect.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at 860-429-2740 if you have any questions. We look
torward to continuing to work with you on this critical project for the Town of Manstield.

Sincerely,

/‘l
(_ ymhm van Zelm f‘}f— fs:?,:;’;'}"/‘":z»' ) i
Executive Director %/ i

ce: Sheila Hummel, DECD
Mastafa Monshi, DECD Compliance and Review Section

Martin Berliner, Mansfield Town Manager

Cherie Trahan, Mansfield Comptroller

Lon Hultgren, Mansfield Public Works Director

Manshield Downtown Partnership, Inc., Board of Directors

Lee Cole-Chu, Cole-Chu Ciccarone, LLC, Partoership Attorney
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Item #28
July 28, 2006

Martin Berliner

Town Manager

4 South Eagleville Rd.
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Mr. Berliner:

Once again, the Mansfield Fire Department has rescued Juniper Hill Village. On
Tuesday, July 18", the emergency alarm system malfunctioned. We notified the alarm
company immediately but they were unable to make the repair or locate parts by the end
of the business day, leaving the residents unprotected. Assistant Fire Marshal Fran
Raiola immediately contacted the scheduler for the fire department to organize a fire
watch. For the next three nights two firemen patrolled the building from 6 p.m. until 6
a.m. Their aid was invaluable in keeping us safe and helping to reassure the residents.
Over the years they have always been there when we needed them and we are truly
grateful. They respond to the daily emergencies of our senior population. They were
willing to interrupt their normal schedules and patrol the halls to keep us safe for three
days, and, of course, they were the difference between an unfortunate fire and a tragic fire
with loss of life in December 2004

We know that all towns must struggle with competing needs and limnited funds but we
hope that the existence of a well-funded and properly staffed fire department will always
be a priority.

Sincerely,

Marcia Zimmer
Administrator

cc: D.Dagon
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