MEETING NOTICE AND AGENDA

TOWN OF MANSFIELD = FOUR CORNERS WATER AND SEWER ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Special Meeting
Tuesday, January 10, 2012= 7:00 PM

Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building * 4 South Eagleville Road * Councit Chambers

1. Call to Order

2. Approval of Minutes: November 15, 2011

3. Old Business

d.

b.

UCONN/Town Joint EIE Status
Update on progress to-date; overview of proposed amendment to project scope {Jason Coite)

Bond Referendum
Update on bond referendum voting procedures for non-resident commercial property owners
{Matt Hart)

4. New Business

a.

Committee Staff Assignments and Responsibilities

Overview of roles of Lon Hultgren and Linda Painter as related to Committee business (Lon
Hultgren/Linda Painter)

Economic Development Commission

Overview of roles/responsibilities and relationship with Four Corners Committee (Matt Hart}
HUD Community Challenge Grant

Summary of recent grant award, scope of work, and impact on Four Corners (Linda Painter)
Cumberland Farms Proposed Development {NEC)

The Cumberland Farms proposal for the NEC of Routes 44 and 195 has been resubmitted for PZC
and IWA approval (Linda Painter)

UCONN/Connecticut Water Company Provision of Water to Town of Mansfield

Town Council response to questions raised by Kurt Heidinger regarding the UConn/CWC
Agreement and the provision of water to Town of Mansfield (Matt Hart)

5. Correspondence and Meeting Reports

a.
b.
C.
d.

12/15/2011 Email from Cayl Mohrbacher regarding Eagleville Preserve Pumping Test
10/31/2011 Letter from Kurt Heidinger to Town Council

12/14/2011 Letter from Kurt Heidinger to Town Council

12/27/2011 Letter from David Morse

6. Future Meetings

a.
b.

Adoption of CY2012 Meeting Schedule
Agenda items for next meeting (February 7, 2012)
o Four Corners Project Guide-Final Draft based on Committee review comments

7. Adiourn



Draft
TOWN OF MANSFIELD = FOUR CORNERS WATER AND SEWER ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Meeting Minutes ® November 15, 2011

Present: Rawn (chair), Paulus, Reich, Ferrigno, Lennon, Tussing, (UConn), Coite (UConn), Hart, Plante,
Hultgren (staff), Painter (staff), Sebonik — guest, Georgio — guest, Jacobs --guest

The meeting was called to order at 7:04 p.m. by chair Rawn.

Adoption of the minutes was moved to the end of the agenda to allow committee members to review a printed
version.

Old Business

*  EIE Status/UConn Coordination Update. Jason Coite gave a presentation of progress made to date by
Milone and McBroom on the joint EIE. Hultgren noted that Environmental Pariners is drilling test wells
at Eagleville Preserve as previously discussed, and reviewed basic data available from 11/14/11 and
11/15/11. Observation wells were due to be instailed on 11/17/11, with yield estimates expected
within 3-4 days and water quality data anticipated within 2 weeks. The next site for testing would be
determined by revised EIE consultant rankings as they continue to evaluate the different groundwater
sites for various environmental concerns.

New Business
Chairman Rawn asked the Committee if there were any new items they wished to discuss or add to the agenda.

* Bond Referendum. Hultgren informed the committee that the bond referendum failed to meet the
minimum requirement of 15% of eligible voters voting in favor by 7 votes; as such the measure failed
even though it was supported by a 3:1 margin. Impact is expected to be minimal at this time as the
town still has funds remaining from the previous bond issue and design costs are expected to decrease
due to the participation with UConn in the water supply EIE. The Town Council will be looking into the
potential of a charter revision with regard to bond referendum requirements. The measure could be
added to the july 2012 Town Meeting if the Town Council determines that this is a higher priority than
other potential capital projects. Plante asked whether there could be a separate ballot provided for
non-resident property owners on future referendums that would allow them to vote on capital
project/bond expenditures but not candidates for office. Hart agreed to research and report back at the
next meeting.

» Livability Solutions Technical Assistance Application. Painter provided an overview of the Technical
Assistance Application that the town was planning on filing with Livability Solutions. If awarded, the
technlcal assistance would consist of either a mini design charrette for the Four Corners area or a
workshop on green infrastructure. Reich MOVED, Paulus SECONDED, that staff draft a letter of support
for signature of the Chair. The motion passed unanimously.

*  Project Guide. Painter distributed a draft project guide for committee review and requested comments
by one week prior to the next committee meeting. Hart requested that headings be searchabie when
the document is posted on-line.

Correspondence and Meeting Reports
There were no changes to Town Council members assigned to the Four Corners Committee.

Next Meeting and Agenda |tems
The next meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, December 6, 2012 at 7:00 p.m. , location to be determined. Staff

will prepare a meeting calendar for 2012 for adoption at the next meeting, with regular meetings scheduled for



the first Tuesday of the month unless there is a conflict with another meeting, in which case the meeting wil! he
moved to the second Tuesday. Meetings will start at 7:00 p.m.

The following agenda items were identified for the next meeting:
=  QOid Business
o Bond Referendum
o UCONN EIE update
o Project Guide
* New Business
‘ o Economic Development Commission

Approval of Minutes
Reich MOVED, Paulus SECONDED to approve the October 5, 2011 minutes as written. The motion passed
unanimously; Plante and Paulhus ahstained.

Adjournment
Paulus MOVED, Plante SECONDED to adjourn the meeting at 8:03 p.m. The motion passed unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Linda Painter, AICP
Director of Planning and Development



6 = QI3IEHSNVI FTGVNIVLSNS

O | €O | O e

JojeulpaooD) Aljiqeuresng

‘TePyO Buiping
JauuEld UMO ] ‘UELNSUOT)

ue|d uondy 3ulpjing
usaJ)uZisa(] S|qRuIeIsng

Aunwwoed uswdo@asp syl wouy
SIIP[OYIEIS Yum Bunjiom Aq suopeinsad
UMO3 01 S9ZUBYD PIPUIWIWIOIBI Ausp|

J0euIpIoO) AI[IqRUEISnS

sagueyd [euoneziuesio

SJ3PJOYIHEIS [BUIAIXD

ss1jwwoy) Aljiqeruieasng

10 ‘leI3IO 3uip|ing Papa3u pue sJaliieq pue [eusaul yim sdoysyaom ySnoay
] ‘JBUUE| UMO ] QUEINSUOD aw.aund Suijuspt aoday ssen0.ad updiwad uzaand ssassy
e $924noseJ pue ‘Apeded ‘pasu uo

s Aoy

paseq JuawaAcidw 10} Seale SZ1J0LJ

d29uiBug umo] BIRYO
3uip|ing “Jouueld UMO |

WBWSsSIsse pawjdwor

ugIssp I|qeuieasns o1
S.J914JEq 4O} SUONENSII JUSLIND JIBN|[BAT

seAneniul LQjiqeureisns
uo uodad [enuue saedaud
pue Susgam Aljigeureisns
UMO1 IdUBYUT

suoday [enuuy pue
Al93Jengd) |IDUNoD) UMO |
ut sssa2oad zuswnsoQq
292w AlfjIqeurelIsng
o3 ssaepdn Ajyauo),

Jadeuel
UMO | “Uauue]d umo |

s199foud 2u4many Jusaand

uo 19edw) pue s1BUAG
wswdo|dAap 3|qeuUlEISnS
93pa|MOLD| BUIWISISP O]
sauedijdde nwaad jo Asaung

1DBJIUOT) PIINIAXT

s19foud a1mny caur saaniesy
ugisop usaud sedodiodul 03
ssaudul||m pue Juswdopasp

3|qRUIRASNS JO S1YBUI]
Y3 JO I3PIMOUD] PISERIDUY|

ug|d uonoy jo uonesedaad
UM ISISSE O) JUBINSUOD 93e3uU]

JUBWIBAJOAU!

pue uoneanpa Yy2noayl Aunwuwiod
Suipping [ed0] aya ul Aluenonaed
‘u3isop U242 pue JuswdoPAsp
9)qeureasns 4o roddns puedxy

ssa20ad uonedydde
uwIad jo wed se saunesy
ugdisap usaud jo Aaaing

sanbuyoan

Buipjing ussuudisep
s|qeureasns Sunesodiodul
s199f0ud jo JequinpN

UOIIBAISSUOD

pue Asuapiys Adusus quswdojaasp
1oedull MO| YSnodyl S32UN0sI [eanieu
UO UONDNJISUOD MU JO 1oedW] 20Npay

SUOMEPUIWIIOIDL UE)d
UOMIDY YUM IDUBLIIOUOD

Joy saduryd Aso1en3ad doea |

Anus sjqisuodsau Ag paadope

ue|d UONDE Ul PIPUSILIOID
suonendau o3 sadueyn)

(0107 Vd3) S3USWUISA0L [BD0T 40} 3pj|00 1 DY) Suisn uejq uoiddy Suipjing uss.s pue usisaq d]qeuleisng ¢ adedaay

umo] 3yl Aq paadope suopen3ad
puE ssoueulpao Ul 3uip]ing uaaJd
JUBIS3p 3|qRUIRISNS O) SIB144Eq SIBUIWI[Y

ALIAILDY 1D3[0ud



01 = GI3IISNVIW ITIYNIVISNS

109load sys Ul paajoaur 3q 03 AuNwwod

INDRIUUOY) J& ASIDAIUN

uelq JoIsE| dJBd ASojouyda ]

$O O | O o) IUBNSUOD) Bujuuna 3y1 405 semuniicddo spuedxa e
[T ‘Jageur) || ‘4SUUE)Y UMO ] pue dn 2115g9Mm 129(0uy | duemyjos JuswadeSus Aunwwod aainboy
+O Naed ASojouyda ]

UUODM 40} S[EOZ PUR UOISIA AJIIUSP]

1odau Juswdoppasp
JIWOUOID pue

Suisnoy [enuue 31e3.7)
suiodey [enuuy pue
AJ934ENY) [IDUNOT) UMO |
ul ssau80.4d 3uswniog
(DZd) uosssiwwor
Suuoz pue 2ujuuely

©3 serepdn Ajyauol,

Ja3euel,
UMO | “IBUUE|d UMO |

e2ep 1uawAo|dws doed ]

1DENUOT) pPIINdaXy

sqol jo Jaquinu u; aseaudU|

pue Buisnol aJedaud 03 aurlnsuod 33e3ug

A391e08 3uswdopaag diwouod]

ssniunitoddo 3uswAojdwa asesaouy)

sJa1uad gol

pue sdois 2Isue.l ‘sAemad|iq
‘sy|[emapis O UORE|3]

Ul UOMINIISUOD [RIZUDPISAI
mau Joj stwaed depy

d|em :Inuiw §

B ulyum J31uad gol 1o suondo
uoieLiodsurIl UM SUN
3uisnoy Jo Jequinu ui 3sesIdU]

J33UBD [BPOWIFIUI SUYF PUR UMOTIUMOP
‘sd21u@d qol 01 spooyaoquBiau [eruspisad
Ausuap J9y31y 3199UU0d 01 sausWRAcIdw)

AUsUBJY pue 92A01q ‘VeLsIpad IZRIIOLY

suoneddde
UOIBDYIIIID [EIUD [ENUUE
-Iq y3nouys sasueyd e |

35I| UONEILILIAD
[B2UR.4 UMOI UO SBWIOY
Alurej-2|3UIs Ul uoIONPaY

ddugfeq [euaadiyssoumo
8401534 01 spooyloqydiau Ajiwey
-3[3uls Jop|o Ul A2uBdNID0 JSUMO ISEIIDU|

351} speadde Buisnoy
9|qeptoyE 31EIS [BNUUE
ygnouya ssaasoud yoea |

(s31un [e301 jo a8eauadlad
PUE J3qQWNU [£301) suun
3[QEP.JOYE JO JAQWINU 3SBIOU]

S3UN 3UISNOY 32JOPIIOM
pue sjqepJoye jo Ajddns aseauouy]

SUCREPUIWIWIODS
UM SDUBLLIOMIOD
403 sa3ueyd Auo1enSad Mord |

Aus sjqisuodsau
Aq p=madope suonengas
01 $93URYD POPUSWILLIODIDY

umo | a1 Aq paadope suoiren3al
pue S3dUBUIPIO Ul SUISNOY 3DJOP[IOM
PUB aMmOoUZ sSIUISNg 03 SISLLIR] I3BUNLIT

spooy.4oqysIsu pue sassaulsng SunsIXs udY3IZUua43s 03 SASIJRAIS SORIIUDPI puE
SUNIINIISBAUL DANINY 40 SUIISIXD YJIM SBIIR U0 S95ND0y jey3 ASage.3g juswdopeaa d1wouosg pue Suisnop € adedaay

ALIALLDV L23foYd




il = GTIIEHSNVIW 3T79VNIV.LSNS

UOISSILIWIOTY)
3uuoz pue 3ujuuely
‘ABUUR] UMOC] “IUERINSUOD)

AZa1ens 3uswdoppAR(]
JIwouod3 pue 3uISnoH

sdoysyJom pue s1iodad saonoeud

159G WOJ} SUOIIBPUIWWOI3J sa3edodiosul
ey A391ea35 JUSWdO[RAR(] IWOUOIT

pue uisno}} aAIsuayasdwod suedady

UQISSILLIIOD)
3uuoz pue 3ujuuely
“JRUURLS UMO | “IUBINSUOT)

spJepuels
wswdoppasp pasodoud
Yam ueld J33sely pasepdn)

swiodat ssonoe.d 153q pue ueld Jaisew
uo paseq seaue uswdojeasp pauueld 1oy
spJdepuels ugisop pue ‘AIsusp ‘esn Auspj

UOISSILILIOT)
3uluoz pue 3ujuuglyg
‘I2UUEl] UMO | QUEINSULOD

SIUEYNsuod uswdopasp

pue siadojaaap 3uisnoy

3|qEPJIOYE ‘SISUMO
SSBUISNG YUM SAOYSHIOAA =

Suisnoy
UOPIOM 3O JuwWdoPASp pue yImous
ssauIsnq 01 sJalireq A1orejnsad Ausp|

SIVUWUIOT) BUMNDLISYy
JBUURLJ UMOC| ‘JUENSUOT)

Hoday seonoedd 1s9g =
s9ssauIsnq [esmynoLSe
|220] Yam dOySHIOAA =

puE| |[edn3jnaLide Sunssoad
pue sosiidaszus [eamynoide Buluayiduass
10} s3)393e08 puE senoead 1saq ARusp)

FVWWOD)
suoneRY AISISAIUM-UMO |
‘PIPWWIOD) YT Jo Aend)

AunwwoD) ‘uoIssIWWo)

ao0day saanoel 3sag =
ssodopeasp Suisnoy
?|qepJoye pue Suisnoy
[©uaJ jo adequsdiad
Y2y B yum spooyuoqysiau
10 squapisal ‘susgeuew

spooyJoqydipsu
Suipunouaans uo 3uisnoy
sndurea-jyo jo s1oedwi Suziwiup =
spooydoqySiau paysi|qelsa uj 9IUEeq
[2auJ/diysioumo swoy 3ulioIsay =
Suisnoy adJopjiom pue

Q3INNILNOD

‘JOUUE[J UMO] ‘QUEINSUOT)

pauueld 4oy ueld JIIsey

80 LO 90 Zuuoz pue duluuely Judunaede ‘spaojpug] AWODU-paxIW JO A3I[Iqe[IeA. SUISERUDU]  «
[ ] [T [ ] “ISUUELJ UMO | QUBINSUOD) M SAOYDIIOAA |  110) $BI391EAS pUR SIDIDRIC 153G Ajnuap]

(DZd) uosssiwwos|  suondsUUGIsUCHEIO] QO L sJop|oysyels Jo L1aliea & sadedua ey
O 0 10 Suiuoz pue uluueld| Suipnpur sease JuswdopPasp a1a.teYd © ySnosyl sea.e Juswdojpasp

pauueld Joy sssx0ud Buluoisia 1onpuocd)

spooyoqysiau pue sassauisng Sunsixa usy3iSuauls 03 saIS9ea3s SIIIUSPI PUE
24N3IdNJISEHUL D4NINY 10 BUIISIXD YIM SBI4E UO $95ND0) Jey) ASajels Juswdopaag dtwiouosg pue Suisnoy  saedoay

ALIAILDVY 1D3{0Yd




[4

= QI3HESNVIN 2TIVNIV.LSNS

1O | 010 | 6D

4[e;

UOISSILIWOT)
Suluoy pue 3uuely
ASUURl4 UMO [ qUEINSUOT)

paidope suonenda.
UQISIAIPQNS pue 2UjUOZ MIN

uondope
40y s3uleay o1gnd 3|Npayds pue JUSWWOD
AIUNWwWos uo paseq sUoIIRNSa. ISIAY

IDWVUWIIOT) MIIADY
K103e|nZY UOISSILIWOT)
Suuoz pue 2uiuuelyd
JAUUR|] UMC | ‘UBNSUOT)

AJeJqI] 1B puR auluo
“2UDLIWOD PUB M31A34 D1gnd
Joj paysiqnd suopendad Yeaq

ame.Jeyd Ajunuuwod

/sdoysyJom Jspjoyanjeas pue ‘ugld uondy
3uipping ussug) pue uisa(] I[qRUIRISNG
‘A3a38415 JUdWdoppAs(] duwIouod]

pue SuISNOH WO} SUONEPUSWWOIDU
3unesodiodur suonendad yesp asedauy

UOISSIWIWOD)
Suiuoz pue 3ujuueld
‘J3UUB[d UMC] UEYNSUOD)

$11940BYD AJlUNwwod
pue sdoysyJom Japloydels

s[eo2 Ajiqeureasns pue AijiGeAl| SSSIppe
432194 Ued suonendad moy Anuapl
031 SJ3PjOY=XEIS PUE SIUIPISSI 92e3ug

Jageuely || umo|
ISULIRIJ UMO] QUBIINSUOD)

WIWWOD d1jqnd
J0J SMO|[ 1By 311SqaM 13[0uy

DJBMYOS JUDWAZEIUD
Aunwwod 3uisn a1isqam 103foad youne

suoday [enuuy pue
A[492JBNY) [I2UNOT) UMO |
u1 ss3.30.4d uswnoog

Jasdeuely
UMO | “J2UUB]d UMO |

aJsemiyos 3umiwasd
UUM B MBIARL DRI

1B.0U0TD) PIINIAXT

uoISIIaP [BUY
o1 uoneddde jo 1diwdsa wouy
3w 95E49AT U] UONINPIY

suonegngat uoISIApQns pue
Suluoz mou dojaasp 01 aurynsuod sgedug

ssa204d mataal
wswdopasp Jo Ajigeinipasd aseaadu)

SOOMIUWWIODIUBWUIIACS
UMO1 U] PIA[CAUL A|DARDE J0U
aJe 341 Ul sauedidnaed au)
-uo/doysyuom Jo ssquunp

s3soJ3ul Jo a3ued

peouq Zunuasaidal saaepdn
uone|ndaJ ur uonedidnued
Alunwwod uesyiudig

suonegndaa
UOISIAIPGNS pue 3uiuoz jo 1oddns
pue Suipueisispun Aunwwed puedxy

JEW.I0) A[PUBLY-LISN B Ul UBLJ UOIdy Sulp[ing UaaJin pue usisa¢] sjqeureisng pue AS93e43g Juawdoaasqg JWouodg
pue SuISnop| Y3 Ul PAUIEIUO0D SUOIIEPUSWIWODSS 3y d3es0daooul Jeys suorenSo. uolsialpgns pue Suiuoz mau doeas(

ALIAILDV 1D23(0oud



10D

i

I Y
= ]
] -3
= =
LT
- 5 (228
HELEE
i m mmﬂmj
A
Lrl o
: ST
3 2
L
ol Y
3 i
3 _“
gl NJ
gl i
i| o F
2| {3 i
fIRT
|
ik

nad
oS

il

= — [P N

2 )
FIWLS T - ORI STV
() o oz (0 - ) 01t viowwes sl whDOZZOU Ov0y SHd0LS

YRIY BOOL X L5 007 TYNOILIGOY WOWD wd) Tvad

g R e T PRI S

prariid NGO DN !
b

y cz:imv n._.e.&r o .

oW uuuw —— ¢\e.n\.n\_z m % u.uuﬂa, H Wuﬁm_‘ MMWF&WES
.\ e ?;:.,qo. £rdd INGT

N WKIYT T RV ¥ o LIvioi
f i N 5o

[Ba] LAvannve 23

e i Rl

~
et
RETRT

ZOE:EPWZOO_.._O.&._.OZ
MIAIAIY NY1d SIS H0d QINSST

ﬂghuﬁéugkugégﬁ S I WL QD GIS0e08d Y30 T

L]

fimilines]

ﬂg SIONIWUIT 38 QL AWM -sO-ZINO PP B GNY 61 13 KL EWRD TTOcONS TIV
ﬁiuﬁ%%%#ﬁﬁi!ﬁ NITIAR (2 INZIVROY @00 IS0C08S TIY

Tie¥n 00 / b
HE(In— NP Lo
a_@o .

@ oo
mogh g QNG

INANNT FIA ChG

Tdwe ld NGl

Tavhrr N

(ol

TidvH R

WL g Oh 5
5%:.9@ @:\W% -.Nh

Do
A.I\.w

WL el

2wl

r
Ci [ e | P AUTANOT ISVHINA 36 O BN NOUIGHYR] QIS0c08d TV T
z
]

LN DREET

. ..,pﬂmq v / N..\S
> : \
By /
IR J
£l 7
~ (3 \\
P ~ ! ot .
m,Wm. /..I .,\ .—\ okéﬂa&énwwihna;u_
.N w. ~ ! HET N TN
REQ ’ o CUCT
ag AR 2157 OGNS N VST
B i AL
£ W M Lo _..w. N somer
EH wm oot omy S 7 !
R pat / VA
. —— o /g 2/
= 7 / P ... QUGN FMEBLL ST £ TV I D810 T T
/ ‘._ Ow\/.w.tl " BT 7 TS AONL/0] TRHIEYIN SHOISNID TIV
i o
\\ ; nmy/ \(. IO TIRYT
/ / Jr@\..m\p.e s uces | Wi | wed | Bew | (we) uor ) sevard 10
/
S D, ..« GO. .Jﬂ BEHE [ WKCIZ W LIS U R et (ew) o (rb) dOvULTS 0t
'l Py \ s WER | W OSEL | WER | WSS | Wt | (e} L oo ) SOYELE ihods
f—t /s vow | vow | wov | wawe [ueds | (wwd won () KoL 2o
\ Acoyd | SHITIND | AdOMYD | eaTE
E- 31 xv's mr o) 3oz alpellio Ry ]
’
M 7 Hor> Yo Y {reudwor Aot preguEna
m \ [T TR "Ny 1] {vray u gor (Bl 13} 30VINGHS 201
/ e %D LY on ¥ 101
! TGS Lz fnwe o TR
i D0t oSG O
M SHOLYITOZY ALSNILN
¥ E e Boe(£-8d) € SSINSNG GINNYId ININOZ
./ J

LT LT 1S SR I\ L AT L IO A 2

B FPa5AT) urdp TAEAL et Ra LI T GIAE SN A AC T AL e




10S-D

i
\

f = AN I g I

A
~ NOLLINHLSNOD HO4 LON
e ™ gL _ | m3I1A3Y Nv1d 301S HO4 QaANSS)
™ :
61 LNOE~KNOD OYOY SHEOLS

NV ORIVOSONYT IS

10 {5HH0LS) Q3T NVIN

02107661 1Dkr SN
\__3¥01S IONIINIANOI03S040Ud

v
Rdh T AT by A wet My DV § LD WL ST Ad T TRT VAT ST

SCEas 20y,
R R

ok <
S I

S p—— - -

RCET it 1 bt - g g ] g

o R ] e e B e I
HJ

-
Earp kv sl
i
A TTAS, "_

300 Ty

na®
i
=
4
RigT
| S ——
_..r = A_ e h__xsna.n._...u_ - 14\ -
3 0_PIRTS * Boncowe
wors sy ooy [ o -
o iR
.r.!:ﬂ“
Fuoes i, o i |
7 . - N ~
1 R — T Y <y axA L WEaTL il ik, oncmess sumomsopetn | S =
- PRl -~ - o ey
£ e =2 S o a%e | Wa-r rdimms, vpites woay | T
! - o
: o ’ S awg W fea Sioudni pwsey paowory ¢ .
e, o W] paovesy, ofpubey
PO FIRDURDOUE, = WTIOHEARL WVHLOY
— el w0t PR
£ w
. o | ] | o
! PO . TNCIHIS INYTd
L ~ N 7 /

e

ATV SAVTEOT B S N IO A OAZALA R AT A




<Ol w ol T (

1=
._.. .m< NOQUNAZTE (INDHL) HINGS w
Fi
vrenw aiwner 4
Fad ag e e A e -
AN XN AF NANT Lo B TR N 4 - . “
coce | ve=n AT _eiiﬁwﬁ — (R o wamon . E i m
r EE ol Sy Py e e = H »
SNOLLYATT YOr4aLX3 e I FemNa e = i
s arr . y 1 - TE - :
s
Munogy pupyey, F =
13 "CIALASNYA Turumsd

r St @ §53 A -

XA # ALY3S0Nd

mIN A 3u0Ls
TPporDy woglonics) ‘pan S o
S W H wd

Pl iy
&

MAAY HOL

1
1
1

I

L AT

(

HeE i ‘
HHHHN
| it
a HERly -1 THHL i
i
I
i

O =l T e

VLI DYNDHS TToM

iiriioe ¥
NYINOYVHY

[ead 05 =
Nz € At Y VU U O L ol
Am AN WAL E=




cEeV

MTION oI AvT

Fa ==}
AX TFXINI R
2~ L= [N
EY. T 2
$NOLLYAZ'TE HOTIALXT
s e

Ainoz pupjie, )

L0 "QI3I4SNYH

r 5N O $61 Al

KOO P ALNIONd
AN 4 10N

Ot = ) e

NOLLWAZTTE (M) HLSON !

i gy
MIAIAZY dOd
s nerare P
v
o

.............

.....

£ SISO ¥
NYINOQUYHY

%

(Dradlid Tona 1w Q4 SN WOCT TPyl RAORY ST
Er‘ugrﬁl(l/ el 1 WO ABGAITDD b (CLY VI — ﬁgigg
[ 1Y ] - .
AT Tr T - . SRR g
ﬁ - %ﬁﬁ-s{.—..x\&l.l m
; { A - [ o, ﬁns..;lso.s.i,s\.
T— —<oa-ma
wre
s moo
L BALLTTULLTN (Dt} W
T el
GIJI ARrTOR TS CITTR DNOT W W

<G 5 4N TR

NOUVAZTE (Ea1S) 16w \C.

I ?l!lil

RZ N S].LVOOS_SV B KYNQEVHY §)




[ TH1 | SNLYATE AONYO (2504042
TR A
[ P Ak
e e PR .
ETC RS yrE— w i ' ; b o
MILINNDD (S O JSNYIA LR ) RS0 IR
_._.a? 5 1w Livv.w.mox .u.:_ # A ENOISIASH 117¥% 938 21 H4Y Y09

X
. " " -
TR g\ =5 3 £ e _ X3 T e =8
el i o x\ @ @
"Td LA GTRG

ALl FRAYE B W0 £

¥ O0s I A A&

K
OGS S XO0RHLT

Moown e Ay s

A8

7 vy _

{O-0C00e Wan Tonds BT Utk BARL )
. [ et 3 6
/

THGLIS NI HE—] .
S
FEIDS AWK IVH Him Qv
HHH ADHV) BLE W

TN




Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council

From: Matt Hart, Town Manager %ﬁ/%

CC: Matria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of
Public Works: Linda Painter, Director of Planning and Development

Date: January 9, 2012

Re: Community Water/Wastewater Issues — K. Heidinger Correspondence

Subject Matter/Background

Attached please find the previously distributed October 31, 2011 letter from Mr.
Kurt Heidinger as well as a new letter dated December 14, 2011. As discussed
at the December 12, 2011 meeting, | have prepared a draft response to Mr.
Heidinger's October communication, should you choose to respond. Staff has
not had an opportunity fo review the concerns raised in the December

~ correspondence.

Among other matiers, in his December 2011 correspondence Mr. Heidinger
notes his concern regarding the regulation of the UConn water system. While
the state Attorney General has ruled that UConn is not considered a “water
company” under state statute, the University is subject to the state’s water quality
regulations. ' '

There are a host of issues regarding the future of the Town’s water supply that
we will address over time as we move forward with the Four Corners water and
sewer project and our collaborative effort with UConn to bring additional water
supply to Mansfield to serve both university and municipal needs. These issues
include the regulation of the water supply system, as noted by Mr. Heidinger in
his October correspondence, the issue of governance and other items. With
respect to the existing governance model, the Town has two representatives
{(Town Manager and Director of Planning and Development) that serve on the
UConn water and wastewater policy advisory committee. At a staff level, we
have informed our University counterpatrts that the Town would most likely seek
changes in the governing structure to provide the municipality with a greater say
in water and wastewater policy issues if Mansfield were to make a substantial
investment in a shared water and wastewater system.

In staff's view, we need to continue to work through these policy issues in a
deliberative way in partnership with the University. We see the first major step as

~123-
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completing the environmental impact evaluation (EIE) o determine whether we
have feasible alternatives to bring additional water supply to serve university and
municipal needs. Assuming that we are eventually able to identify this additional
water supply source, we would be in a better position to address these other
policy matters such as governance and the regulatory framework.

Staff will be available at Monday’s meeting to address any potential response to
Mr. Heidinger's communications as well as the additional points that | have

highlighted.

Attachments

1) K. Heidinger correspondence dated 10/31/11

2) K. Heidinger correspondence dated 12/14/11

3) D. Morse & J. Hall correspondence dated 12/27/11

4) Draft response to K. Heidinger 10/31/11 correspondence
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Kurt Heidinger

1 Stage Rd.

Westhampton, MA
o1027

Mansfield Town Council

Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

4 South Fagleville Road

Mansfield, CT 06268

10.31.11

Dear Mansficld Town Council,

{ have attached the Attorney General’s formal opinion of 2000, that says the
University of Connecticut is not a water company. This opinion is of importance to
the Councils because it organizes the legal responsibilities and obligations of
government agencies cmpowered by statutes to regulate the management of public
water systems, like the one that provides water to Mansfield Town Hall, and private
businesses and citizens in Storrs.

The opinion is of importance to the Council, also, because the Attorney
General acknowledged that it placed the publicly-owned water system in Storrs into a
nchulous Jegal and regulatory status, that has no parallel in the state. A result of the
opinion is that the publicly-owned water system in Storrs lies outside of some ot all of
the water company statutes, all alone by itself—which creates regulatory confusion, as
cach agency is acting without surety of the empowerment those statates provide, For
this reason, he and Representative Denise Merrill supported legislation raised by
Senator Donald Williams to return the publicly-owned water system in Storrs to the
regulatory regime standard and normal for every other public drinking water source,
arban or rural, in the state. This legislation, and another similar bill raised by Senator
Williams, failed to pass and become Jaw.

Because of this, the Town of Mansfield and significant group of private

business owners and citizens are buying a water product that is not regulated
according to the norms cnjoyed by water consumers cverywhere clsc in the state.

-125~-



Moreover, the nebulous legal and regulatory status of the publicly-owned
water system in Storrs remains nebulous, as can be ascertained by the next two
documents I have attached.

In 2000, the University formalized the water service it provides to Mansfield—
“the town will pay the University”-—in document "B" which, as the most recent
agreement held in Mansfield's town records, has legal bearing, The next document
("C") plainly reveals UConn is st supplying, or being paid for, the water Mansfield
gets from the publicly-owned water system in Stores. The Connecticut Water
Company is. Is UConn not in breach of contract, in at least two ways, then?

For this reason—and in the political context of the planning for, and institution
of, a much larger, vastly more expensive & complex, publicly-owned water system in
Storrs—it is the Council’s responsibility to its constituents to know exactly what
entity is supplying Mansficld with water, and under what regulatory regime—and
where the paperwork is for all of this.

Without the paperwork, anything goes—and that’s no way to manage an
absolutely vital large public water system, whose short- and long-term cconomic value

exceeds that of any infrastructure.

Thesc questions are answerable, and the Council must honorably excrcise the
powers vested in it to get them answered:

1) The final attached document “D,” states the “UNIVERSITY shall bill the

TOWN.”
Docs the University bill the town?
If so, can these billing records be produced for the Council’s perusal?

Does the University “establish unit water service, rates and charges to recover
water system operation, maintenance, administrative, and overhead costs on an annual
basis....prior to the first billing of cach fiscal year”? |

If s0, can these records be produced for the Council’s perusal?

Does the University “establish unit scwer service rates and charges to recover
their sewer systcm operation, maintenance, administrative, and overhead costs on an
annual basis....prior to the first billing of each fiscal year”?

If s0, can these records be produced for the Council’s perusal?

-126-



Is the water and sewer agreement, “renewed on an year-to-year basis”?
If so, can these records of agreement authorizing the annual renewals be
produced for the Couticil’s perusal?

2) If UConn has sub-contracted Connecticut Water to sell water to Mansfield,
does the Town of Mansficld have a legal record—a signed contract-—that authorizes
this sub-contracting, and that clearly delineates the services Connecticut Water is
providing?

If so, can it be produced for the Council’s perusal ?

3) If UConn has sub-contracted Connecticut Water to sell water to Mansfield,
is the constellation of statutes that apply to water companies now applicable;

and if so, is there an authorized statement—a signed contract—that confirms
this?

Can it be produced for the Council’s perusal ?

4) If the town of Mansfield and a significant group of private business owners
and citizens in Storrs are being directly billed by, and buying water from, the
Connecticut Water Company, does Mansfield have a signed contract with
Connecticut Water Company in its records?

If so, can it be produced for the Council’s perusal?

5) If UConn has vacated its title to the publicly-owned water system in Stotrs,
and conferred it to Connecticut Watcr Company, docs the town of Mansfield have a
record of this?

If so, can it be produced for the Council’s perusal ?

With the highest respect for the duties you ably shoulder,

of honoring and protecting the rights, health and economic well-being
of the businesses and citizens you serve, _

I await your report that ascertains what entity is supplying Mansficld and a

significant group of private business owners and citizens in Storrs with water,

and ascertains under what regulatory regime (else there is no regime),

and ascertains where in your gown offices the paperwork is for all of this,
sincercly yours, y”fﬁ.

i ﬁ e fj W?%‘.’ﬁﬁ%"“"”
i




torney General: Philip E. Austin, University of Conpecticut, ... hitp//www.ct.goviaglewp/view.asp7A=1770&0Q=281812
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CONSTITUENT ISSUES CONSUMER ASSISTANCE OFFICE RESOURCES FORMAL OFPINIONS

Attorney General's Opinion
Attorney General, Richard Blumenthal

November 29, 2000

Phillp E. Austin

Prestdent

University of Connectlcut
352 Mansfield Road
U-48

Storrs, CT 06269

Dear President Austln:

Watershed Iznds are among Connecilcut’s most precious natural resources -- a fegacy for future generations that we have a
responsibifity to preserve and protect, Besldes thelr vital role In protecting the purity of the state’s water supplies, the natural beauty of
these lands, undisturbed and tranquil, provides a refuge and respite from development and commercialism. These pristine lands are

irreplaceable; once developed they are forever lost.

For these reasons, almost 25 years age the Connectlcut leglslature took direct and significant action to stop the toss of these lands,
sekting forth a primary policy and objectlve to preserve and conserve watershed fand as open space. The State's policy was embodied in
a moraterium on utility company land sales, a land classification system and a requirement of prior netification of proposed land sales to
the State, municipatities and private conservation groups, providing them with a first option to purchase such property. Twice, this
systern was successfully defended agalnst constitutional attack, all the way to the Unlted States Suprems Court. The State’s
commitment to these lands has been consistently rénewed yearly through significant appropriations made by the Connecticut legislature

for thelr purchase and preservation.

As part of the program known as UConn 2000, a vital component of the State’s commitment to higher educatlon, the University of
Connectlcut has undertaken development and expansion of Its campus to increase and enhance the educational opportunities that the
Unlversity offers, This extremely Important program has involved development of watershed land where the University is situated, As a
consequence of the continuation of the UConn 2000 pregram, you have asked the Department of Public Health and this office whether, -
as a matter of law, the University is a “water company” as that term Is defined ip the General Statutes, subjecting the University’s
watershed land to the statutory protections and restrictions Imposed on private utllity companles.

According to the plaln language of the faw, the Unversity Is not a “water company” within the narrow definition contained In the statute,
that is, for purposes of the State’s watershed land development restrictlons. A clear and long setiled prindiple of law provides that the
State is not subject to a statutory requirement or responsibllity unless there is a specifie reference to the State or its agencles in the
statute. State v, Sheiton, 47 Conn, 400 {1879); Charter Communications Entertalnment v. Untversity of Connecticut, 2000 Conn. Super,
LEXIS 770, In this case, the definition of “water company” set forth in Conn. Gen. Stat, § 25-32a does not speclfically refer to the State
or Its agencles and It Is, therefore, Inappllcable to them. In contradistinction, the State Is specifically referenced In Conn. Gen. Stat. 3
25-32(a), as amended by Public Act 00-90, subjecting the University to the State's regulation of the purity and adequacy of the water
that it supplles to its students.

While as a legal matter the University Is not subjact to the panoply of valuable protections established by the State to preserve
watershed property, the Unlversity shoutd carefully conslder whether each step of continulng development at the Unlversity is consistent
with the State’s fong and firmly established statutory policy to conserve and preserve watershed and open space land. I am confident
that these significant state policies, designed te further both education and the environment, can be hapmenized for the benefit of all
Conmecticut citizens, Indeed, protecting natural resources -- watershed areas specifically and the environment generally -- can ephance
your educational mission by setting a good example of advancing the spliit of the law, as well as complying with its letter.

Very truly yours,

RICHARD BLUMENTHAL
ATTORNEY GENERAL

RBack to the 2000 Opjnicns Page
Back to Opinlons Page

of 2 10/29/11 1:57 PM
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Kurt Heidinger

1 Stage Rd.
Westhampton, MA
01027

Mansfield Conservation Commission
Mansfield Town Council

Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
4 South Eagleville Road

Mansfield, CT

06268

12.14.11
Dear Mansfield Conservation Commiission and Mansfield Town Council,

 As the Mansficld Conservation Commission is “charged with advising the
T6wn Council, the Planning and Zoning Commission, and other Town agencies and
officials on policies and issucs relating to the development, conservation, supervision,
and regulation of natural resources (including water resources) within the Town of
Mansfield,” I am writing in the hopes of clarifying, by stimulating recorded discussion
about, exactly what enforcement powers the CT Dept. of Energy and Environmental
Protection has as in Storr’s “Aquifer Protection Areas.” '

I have attached the Attorney General’s formal opinion of 2000, that says the
University of Connecticut is not 2 water company. 'This opinion is of importance to
the Commission and the Council; because it organizes the legal responsibilities and
obligations of government agencies empowered by statutes to regulate the |
management of public water systems, like the one that provides water to Mansfield
Town Hall, and private businesses and citizens in Storrs.

'The opinion is of importance to the Commission and Council, also, because the
Attorney General acknowledged that it placed the publicly-owned water system in
Storrs into a nebulous legal and regulatory status, that has no parallel in the state, As

he poix_ltcd out:

A clear and long seftled principle of law provides that the State is not subject to a
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statutory requirement or responsibility unless there is a specific reference to the
State or its agencies in the statute: State v. Shelton, 47 Conn, 400 (1879),
Charter Communications Entertainment v. University of Connecticut, 2000 Conn.
Super. LEXIS 770. In this case, the definition of “water company” set forth in
Conn. Gen. Stat. § 25-32a does not specifically refer to the State or its agencies
and it is, therefore, inapplicable to them,

A result of the opinion is that the publicly-owned water system in Storrs lies
outside the “water company” statutes. For this precisely this reason, the Attorney
General and Representative Denise Merrill supported legislation raised by Senator
Donald Williams to return the publicly-owned water system in Storrs to the
regulatory regime standard and normal for every other public drinking water source,
urban or rural, in the statc. This legislation, and another similar bill raised by Senator
Williams, failed to pass and become law.

Given your capacitics as rcprcséntativcs of Mansfield’s interests in cnsuring
- that the publicly-owned water it pays for & consumes is regulated according to state
norms, '

do you know if the University of Connecticut is specifically referred to in CT%s
Aquifer Protection statutes?

If it isn’t, docs that mean that the Attorney General s correct:

the DEEP has no statutory power to enforcement its regulations in or over the
“Aquifer Protection Areas” in Storrs?

Please accept my thanks for your consideration in contemplating and

answeripg these ._cstizrg, .
g :

Kurt Heidinger
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Attorney General's Opinion

Attorney General, Richard Blumenthat

November 29, 2000

Phillp E. Austin
President

University of Connecticut
3252 Mansfield Road
U-48

Storrs, CT 06269

Dear Presldent Austm:

Watershed lands are among Connecticut's most prectous natural resources - a legacy for future generations that we have a
responsibliity to preserve and protect. Bestdes thelr vitat role In protecting the purity of the state's water supplles, the naturel beauty of
these fands, undisturbed and tranquil, provides a refuge and resplte from development and commerclalism. These pristine lands are

irreplaceable; once developed they are forever fost.

For these reasons, almost 25 years age the Connectlcut legistature took direct and significant action to stop the loss of these lands,
setting forth a primary policy and objective to preserve and conserve watershed 1and as open space. The State’s policy was embodled In
a moratorfum on ubllity corpany land sales, a land classification system and a requirement of prior notificatlon of proposed land sales to
the State, municipalities and private conservatfon groups, providing them with a first option to purchase such property, Twice, this
system was successfully defended agalnst constitutional attack, all the way to the United States Supreme Court, The State’s
commitment to these lands has been consistently renewed yearly through signlficant appropriations made by the Connecticut legistature
for thelr purchase and preservation,

As part of the program knowa as UConn 2000, a vital component of the State’s commlitment to higher education, the Unlversity of
Connecticut has undertaken development and expansion of its campus to Increase and enhance the educational opportunities that the
University offers. This extremely important program has Involved development of watershed land where the University Is sltuated. As a
consequence of the continuation of the UConn 2000 program, you have asked the Department of Public Health and this office whether,
as a matter of law, the University is a "water company” as that term Is defined in the Generaf Statutes, subjecting the Unlversity's
watershed land o the statutory protections and restrictions imposed on private utility companles.

According to the plain language of the law, the University Is not a “water company” within the narrow definition contained in the statute,
that Is, for purposes of the State’s watershed land developmant restrictions. A clear and long settled principle of law provides that the
State Is not subject to a statutory requirement or responsibility unless there s a specific reference to the State or its agencles In the
ctatute. State v. Shelton, 47 Conn. 400 (1879); Charter Compmunlcations Entertatnment v. Unlverst of Connecticut, 2000 Conn. Super
LEXIS 770. In this case, the definition of “water company” set forth in Conn. Gen. Stat. § 25-32a does not specificatly refer to the State
or Its agencles and It is, therefore, napplicable te them. In contradistinction, the State s specifically referenced In Conn. Gen. Stat. §
25-32(a)}, as amended by Public Act 08-80, subjecting the University to the State’s regulation of the purity and adequacy of the water

that it supplies to its students.

While as a legal matter the University is not subject to the panoply of valuable protections established by the State to préserve
watershed property, the University should carefully consider whether each step of contlnuing development at the Unlversity Is consistent
with the State’s Tong and firmly established statutory pelicy to conserve and preserve watershed and open space land. I am confident
that these signiflcant state policies, designed to further both education and the environment, can be harmonlzed for the benefit of all
Connecticut citizens. Indeed, protecting natural resources -- watershed areas specifically and the environment geaerally — can enhance
your educatipnal misslon by setting a good example of advancing the spirit of the law, as well as complying with its letter.

Very truly youss,

RICHARD BLUMENTHAL
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Back to the 2000 Opinions Page
Back to Opinions Page

12/14/11 12:15PM
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David Morse & Joan Joffe Hall
64 Birchwood His.
Storrs, Connecticut 06268

27 December 2011
Dear members of the Mansfield Conservation Cominission:

This letter to apprise you of our efforts as customers of Connecticut Water Co. to
obtain information as to whether our local water distribution system falls under the
purview of those laws and regulations that govern public water elsewhere. That’s the
substance of a letter we addressed to Attorney General George Jepsen, dated 21
September 2011. (Please see attached.) '

In subsequent phone exchanges with the Atforney General’s office, we learned
that our query was forwarded first to the A.G.'s Environment Protection office, givena
File # 401017, and then ended up with the Health and Education Dept. Qur
correspondent, Cindy, was to get back to us. In a phone call earlier this month she
explained that the A.G. did not offer rulings in response to inquiries from the public.

We feel a bit stymied. As customers of Connecticut Water Co. and citizens of

- Mansfield, we don’t know whether our watershed and distribution system is afforded the
same oversight, protections, and public governance that protect other systems, The
situation seems murky and poorly understood by town authorities. The need for
clarification is of special concern in light of (1) UConn’s refusal last February to provide
water for an assisted-living center in town, and (2) as UConn and/or the Town of '
Mansfield seek to expand the water supply to accommodate increased demand from the
proposed industrial park and for development at Four Corners.

In addition, Mansfield, Coventry and Toland have received a grant to coordinate
regional development. Necessarily this will include cooperation around water resources.
Tt is vital for planning purposes to detenmine whether any such expansion effort is
undertaken in an environmentally and responsible manner, and whether Connecticut
Water Co. is operating within the body of law that governs water companies.

Knowing that the Conservation Commission is charged with advising the
Mansfield Town Council and the Planning and Zoning cormmission on issues pertaining
to the development, coriservation, supervision and regulation of water resources, we raise
this concern with you and ask that this letter and the attached letter to the Attorney
General become part of the public record.

Thank you for your consideration. We hope the issue can be resolved soon.

Sincerely,
David Morse & Joan Hall

Ce: Linda Painter, Director Planning & Development %
o Sep—
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David Morse & Joan Joffe Hall

64 Birchwood His.
Storrs, Connecticut 06268

21 September 2011

George Jepsen, Attorney General
State of Connecticut

55 Elm St. '

Hartford, CT 06106

Dear Attorney General Jepsen,

As you can see from the enclosed receipt, we live in Storrs, and are paying
customers of Connecticut Water, Inc.

In your eapacity as protector of the pubic interest, could you please give us a list
of the drinking-water watershed land-protection statutes that, in the wake of Formal
Opinion 2000-032, CT Water is required by law to follow?

I ask for this enumeration because we pay for a drinking-water product and would
like to see, in writing, that our water is produced and protected in accordance with the

same laws governing all other large drinking-water producers in Connecticut.

Thank you.

Sincerely, |

David Morse and Joan Hall
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

Matthew W, Hart, Town Manager AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2559

(860) 429-3336

Fax: (860) 429-6863

January XX, 2012

Mr. Kuwrt Heidinger
1 Stage Road
Westhampton, Massachusetts 01027

" Dear Mr. Heidinger:

The Town Council has authorized me to tespond to your coirespondence dated October 31,
2011. While I cannot provide specific detail on several of your questions, [ can provide some
answers and guidance. I have responded below to each of your questions in the order in which

you presented them.

D

2)

3)

In 1989, the Town and the University executed its sewer and water service agreement.
The Town Council does not specifically authorize the renewal of the agreement on an
annual basis as the contract automatically “rolls-over” each year. As set out in section
III, ejther party may terminate the agreement within 60 days of the anniversary date
(January 1% of each year).

‘The University does bill the Town for water and sewer service, using Connecticut Water
Company (CWC) as its operator and manager. The University does periodically adjust
its rates for these services. The Town’s billing records are certainly available to the
Town Council, and members of the public who wish to access these records may submit a
request under the Town’s Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) policy. The Town
maintains these billing records for the length of the state-required records retention

period.

The Town has a copy of the University’s 2006 contract with CWC and you can obtain a
copy of this document by filing an FOIA request with our Town Clerk’s Office. The
Town does not have a copy of the University’s 2010 renewal or extension agreement with
CWC and I would refer you to UConn or CWC to obtain a copy of that document.

My understanding is that UComn’s contract with CWC has not affected the applicability
of state statutes regarding water companies to the University. However, I would direct
you to the University or other appropriate state agency for a more specific response to
this question.

T-\Maznager\ HasthMW_\ Hart Co n'cspondcncc\LETTERS\Heidingcl;l-i}fsinnwater. doc



4) The Town contracts with the University and does not have a separate contract with CWC.

5) My understanding is that the University has not transferred ownership of any of its assets
to CWC. CWC serves as the operator and manager of the University’s water supply
system and has not assumed ownership of any of the infrastructure.

I hope that this information is helpful to you.

Sincerely,

Matthew W. Hart
Town Manager

CC: Town Council

Barry Feldman, Chief Operating Officer, University of Connecticut
Richard Orr, Executive Officer, University of Connecticut

T:\Manager\ HartMW_\_Hart Cerrespondence\LETTERS\Heidin ger—UC‘FI}fgater. doc




From: Carl J. Mohrbacher [mailto:cmobrbacher@charteroak.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2011 10:01 AM

To: Lon R, Hultgren
Subject: Unsolicited Comments cn Eagleviller Preserve Pumping Test

Hi Lon,

| read {Town Council Minutes 12-12) the summary of the recent pumping test at Eagleville
Preserve with interest. | have a few unsolicited comments to offer:

¢  Did your consultant look at the drawdown versus time data for the second test to see if
recharge from the River was occurring? At a certain point the cone of depression will
encounter the River and hegin drawing water from it. Probably a 2 hour test was too
short. Drawdown would stabilize and a higher pumping rate might be feasible., A line of
wells paralleling the River would essentially be an infiltration gallery extracting river water.

¢  Given that the Eagleville Preserve is so far from Four Corners, could obtaining only part of
your total requirement make economic sense? You will have double the piping
infrastructure if you have two sources,

¢  The consultant’s instinct to screen the wells deep was correct. Even if the shallow aquifer
could yield what you need, it would be vulnerable to contamination.

e ldon’t know how your consultant made the jump to 290,000 gpd as a possible yield for a
multi-well well field. Not encugh information.

The Cedar Swamp source was a possibility when your requirement was about 50,000 gpd, but
now that that it has increased 10-fold, it is not plausible, However, if all your other sources do
not pan out and you are willing to scate back your plans (at least until CT Water Co. water
reaches the area), it might be worth drilling a test well to see what is there.

Carl Mohrbacher

Senior Project Hydrogeologist

Charter Qak Environmental Services, Inc.
33 Ledgebrook Drive

Mansfieid, Connecticut 06250

Tel: (860) 423-2670

Fax: (860) 423-2675



Mansfield Four Corners Sewer and Water Advisory Committee
2012 Meeting Schedule

The Mansfield Sewer and Water Advisory Committee generally meets on the 1% Tuesday of the month
at 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers unless otherwise noted. The following are specific meeting dates for
2012. Agendas will be posted 24 hours before the meeting. This schedule is subject to change.

x  January 10, 2012 (2" Tuesday)

» February 7, 2012

=  March 6, 2012 (in Conf. Room B)
= April 3, 2012

= May 1, 2012

" Juneb5, 2012

*  July 10, 2012 (2™ Tuesday)

= August 7, 2012

September 11, 2012 (2" Tuesday)
= QOctobher 2, 2012

=  November 13, 2012 (in Conf. Room c-2™ Tuesday)
»  December 4, 2012



