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REGULAR MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL-MARCH 22,2004

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the regular meeting of the Mansfield Town Council to order at
7:30 p.m. in the Council Chamber of the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building. This meeting
followed a reception for retiring Council member Mr. Bruce Bellm.

II.

ROLL CALL

Present: Bellm, Blair, Clouette, Haddad, Hawkins, Paterson, Paulhus, Schaefer,
Thorkelson

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to approve the minutes of March 8, 2004
as corrected. The name of Mr. Bruce Bellm was added to “Resignation from Mansfield
Town Council”

So passed unanimously.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

Ms. Helen Koehn, 83 Separatist Road, requested that after the Presentation by Richard
Miller, Director of Environmental Policy at the University of Connecticut, the public be
allowed to ask questions or comment on the presentation.

By consensus the Town Council agreed.

Mr. Chip Gordon asked that the Council place on the agenda for future discussion the
salute the flag of the United States prior to Council meetings.

OLD BUSINESS
1. University Spring Weekend
No comrment.
NEW BUSINESS
2. Presentation by Richard Miller, Universitj of Connecticut

Mr. Richard A. Miller, Director of Environmental Policy at the University of
Connecticut, presented a power point program on the University’s Environmental
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Policy Update. This included the Hazardous Waste Facility comparative site survey,

proposed land uses for North, Main and East Campus and what the EIE Process
includes.

Ms. Helen Koehn commended the Town Council on their action taken regarding the
hiring of an independent consultant to assist with the water issue in the Separatist
Road neighborhood. She hoped that the Council would be aware of future concerns
of University issues that may have environmental impact on the Town.

Mr. Bellm left at 8:26 p.m.

. Proclamation Designating Municipal Clerks Week in Mansfield

Mr. Schaefer moved and Mr. Thorkelson seconded to authorize the Mayor, effective
March 22, 2004, to issue the attached proclamation designating the week of May 2
through May 8, 2004, as Municipal Clerks Week in the Town of Mansfield.

So passed unanimously.

. Fair Housing Policy

Mr. Thorkelson moved, effective March 22, 2004, and seconded by Mr. Hawkins, to
re-endorse the Town of Mansfield’s existing Fair Housing Policy.

So passed unanimously.

. Proclamation Designating April as Fair Housing Month in Mansfield

Mr. Schaefer moved, effective March 22, 2004, to designate the month of April as
Fair Housing Month in Mansfield and to authorize the mayor to issue the
proclamation as presented by Town staff. Seconded by Mr. Clouette.

Wording on proclamation should be changed from collaborates to cooperative.

So passed unanimously, with wording changed.

. Quinebaug-Shetucket Heritage Corndor-2004 Partnership Grant Program

Mr. Schaefer moved, effective March 22, 2004, to authorize town staff to submit a
grant application in the amount of $5,250 to the Quinebaug-Shetucket Heritage
Corridor, Inc to provide funding for a welcome sign and landscaping project at the

Four Corners area in Mansfield, and to process any related grant paperwork.
Seconded by Mr. Hawkins. ’ '

So passed unanimously.



TOWN OF MANSFIELD

FAIR HOUSING POLICY STATEMENT

It is both the policy and strong commitment of the Town of Mansfield to promote Fair Housing
opportunities in all its programs and housing development activities and to take affirmative
action through education and implementation to ensure equal housing opportunities for all
persons and families. '

The Town of Mansfield will take affirmative action to ensure that all tenants, applicants,
residents are treated fairly without regard to their race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation,
marital status, national origin, ancestry, learning disability, mental or physical disability,
including but not limited to blindness, age, individuals with children or lawful source of income.

The Town of Mansfield will continue to make a good faith effort to comply with all Federal and
State laws and policies which speak to fair housing practices.

It is the policy of the Town of Mansfield that all Housing related personnel be trained and
educated in the principles of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity so that Equal Housing
Opportunity may be available to all qualified applicants.

This Fair Housing Policy Statement reaffirms our personal commltment to the principles of fair
housing and equal opportunity housing practices.

The Fair Housing Ofﬁcer, Kevin Grunwald, or their designated representative is responsible for
the enforcement and implementation of the Fair Housing Regulations/Plan and the enforcement
of this policy. The Fair Housing Officer may be reached at (860) 429-3314.

Complaint(s) pertainiﬁg to discrimination in any program funded by the Town of Mansfield may
be filed with the Fair Housing Officer. The Town’s Grievance Procedure will be utilized in this
case(s).

Complaints also may be filed with the Commission on Human Rights and Opportunity, 21 Grand
Street, Hartford, CT 06106.

TOWN OF MANSFIELD | W@aﬁ; /c/* me

Martin H. Berliner
Town Manager |

13/ 23 [

Date
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Town of Mansfield
Proclamation

Designating the Month of April as Fair Housing Month in the Town of
Mansfield

WHEREAS, the month of April is National Fair Housing Month; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Mansfield, Connecticut is steadfast in its long public
commitment to the promotion of fair housing in the community; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Mansfield, Connecticut continues to be represented on the
Windham Regional Fair Housing Task Force, which initiates actions and cooperates
with housing related organizations in ‘the promotion of the awareness of and
compliance with Fair Housing Laws; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Mansfield takes this opportunity to focus attention on the
importance of fair housing by declaring April to be Fair Housing Month in Mansfield;

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Mayor Elizabeth Paterson, on behalf of the Town Council and
the dtizens of Mansfield offidally proclaim the month of April as Fair Housing Month
in the Town of Mansfield.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, I have set my hand and caused the seal of the Town of
Mansfield to be affixed on this 22 day of March in the year 2004.

Elizabeth C. Paterson

Mayor, Town of Mansfield
March 22, 2004
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Town of Mansfield
Proclamation
Designating Municipal Clerks Week in Mansfield

Whereas, the Office of the Municipal Clerk, is a ime honored and vital part of local
government exists throughout the world; and

Whereas, the Office of the Municipal Clerk provides a professional link between the
_ citizens, the local government bodies and agencies of government at other levels; and

Whereas, Municipal Clerks have pledged to be ever mindful of their nentrality and
impartiality, rendering equal service to all; and ‘

Whereas, Municipal Clerks continually strive to improve the administration of the affairs
of the Office of the Municipal Clerk through participation in education programs,

- seminars, workshops and the annual meetings of their state, provmce, county El'Ld
international professional organizations; and

Whereas, It is most appropriate that we recognize the accomp]jshmmts of the Office of
the Municipal Clerl.

Now, Therefore, ], Elhnbeth C. Patterson, Mayor of the Town of Mansfield, on behalf of the
Town Council and the citizens of Mansfield do recognize the week of May 2 through May 8,
2004 ns Municipal Clerks Week in the Town of Mansfield, and further extend appreciation to
our Toum Clerk, Joan Gerdsen, our Assistant Town Clerks, Clristine Habthorne and Sharon
Tyler, and to all Municipal Clerks for the vital services they perform and their exemplary
dedication fo the connmunities they represent.

Clspot. C fetiisy,

Elizabeth C. Paterson

Mayor, Town of Mansfield
March 22, 2004
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7.

10.

Depariment of Environmental Protection Aquifer Protection Regulations-
Designation of Mansfield Aquifer Protection Agency.

Town Planner, Mr. Gregory Padick, discussed the recently adopted Aquifer

Protection Land Use Regulations and the need to designate a municipal aquifer
protection agency.

The Town Council took no formal action, however town staff will work on an
appropriate draft of an ordinance to designate Mansfield’s Aquifer Protection
Agency and return the draft to the Council for review and approval.

Maple Road Reconstruction-Construction Agreement

Mr. Hawkins moved that the acceptance of the following resolution: Resolved,
effective march 22, 2004 that Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager, be, and hereby is
authorized to sign the agreement entitled “Agreement Between the State of
Connecticut and the Town of Mansfield for the Construction, Inspection and
Maintenance of Maple Road Utilizing Federal Funds under the Urban Component
of the Surface Transportation Program”. Seconded by Mr. Paulhus.

So passed. Ms. Blair and Mr. Thorkelson abstained.

Status Report on Pending Claims and Litigation

Town Manager discussed the summary. No action necessary.

Separatist Road Bikeway Project

Mr. Haddad moved that effective March 22, 2004, to schedule a public hearing for
7:30 p.m. at the Town Council’s regular meeting on April 12, 2004 to solicit public

comment on the Separatist Road Bikeway/Walkway Project.

Seconded by Thorkelson.

Motion so passed unanimously.

QUARTERLY REPORTS

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

REPORTS OF COUNICL COMMITTEES

REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS
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Mayor Paterson reported that she atiended the ceremony giving grant funding to the
State Fire School in Willimantic. She complimented Council member Mr. Hawkins on
his work to see this project being implemented.

Mayor Paterson attended the ribbon cutting ceremony for the new restaurant “Capital
Lunch” which is in the Holiday Mall on Rte. 195.

The Mayor handed out awards at the Special Olympics and expressed how wonderﬁJl
her experience had been at the event.

Mr. Clouette attended the Town Gown Committee and heard an update on UConn
projects and on the police plans for Spring Weekend.

Mr. Thorkelson reported on the Downtown Partnership subcommittee on Planning and

Design. He will not continue on the Downtown Partnership in May due to schedule
conflicts.

TOWN MANAGER'S REPORT

Town Manager handed out a revised budget schedule and on Apnl 7, the meeting will
be in the Community Center.

Town Manager has the information on the Skate Board Park, which was discussed in
2001.

University students are concerned over the Lottery process to get on campus housing.
Rental housing in Mansfield will be full this fall.

Town Planner, Mr. Gregory Padick discussed the 3/10/2004 draft of proposed revisions
to the Zoning regulations regarding architectural and design standards.

FUTURE AGENDAS
Pledge of Allegiance at Town Council meetings.

PETITIONS, REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

" 11. Mansfield Board of Education-Proposed 2004-2005 Budget
12. D.Dagon re: Assistance to Firefighters Grant 2003 Award
13. Mansfield Planning and Zoning commission Application

Referral —Proposed Revisions to Various Sections of Zoning and Subdivision
Regulations

14. L. Hultgren re: Transfer Station Sticker Programs

15. National League of Cities re: Mansfield’s Participation in The Freddie Mac
Foundation Early Childhood Challenge

16. M. Berliner re: J. Krisch Appointment to Social Services Advisory Committee
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17. M. Berliner re: Communications with Outside Agencies

18. Mansfield Conservation Commission re: Department of Environmental Protection’s
Agquifer Mapping Regulations

19. G.Padick re: Windham Water Works, Water Supply Plan Update

20. National League of Cities-2004 City Lobby Day

21. FY 2004/05 Budget Review Calendar

EXECUTIVE SESSION

At 9:15 p.m. Mr. Haddad moved and Ms. Blair seconded to go into executive session
after a short break, with the Town Manager and Assistant Town Manager to discuss
collective bargaining.

So passed unanimously.

At 9:25 p.m. the Council went into executive session

At 9:42 Mr. Haddad moved and Ms. Blair seconded to come out of executive session.

So pﬁssad unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT

At 9:43 p.m. Mr. Thorkelson moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to adjourn the Town
Council Meeting.

So passed unanimously.

Elizabeth C. Paterson, Mayor Joan E. Gerdsen, Town Clerk
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Item #1

LEGAL NOTICE
PUBLIC HEARING
MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
FY 2004-2005 BUDGET
April 12, 2004
The Mansfield Town Council will hold a Public Hearing on the proposed FY 2004-2005

Budget at 7:30 p.m. immediately following the public hearing on the Separatist Road

Bikeway/Walkway. This Hearing will be held in the Council Chamber of the Audrey P.
Beck Municipal Building, April 12, 2004.

At this hearing persons may be heard and written communication received.

Dated at Mansfield, Connecticut, this 31* day of March 2004..

Joan E. Gerdsen
Town Clerk
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Matthew W. Hart

From: Joan E. Gerdsen

Sent: Thursday, April 01, 2004 10:53 AM
To: Matthew W. Hart

Suhbject: RE: Council meeting of April 12

Yes, he said OK Plus we have another public hearing the Bikeway. Here's the schedule-6-7:30 budget. 7:30 Public
Hearing on Bikeway and Public Hearing on Budget at beginning of regular meeting.

——-Original Message---—

Frotm: Matthew W. Hart
Sent: Thursday, April 01, 2004 B:48 AM
To: Joan E. Gerdsen

Subject: RE; Council meeting of Aprit 12
Did Marty respond?
Matt

-----riginal Message—-
From: Joan E. Gerdsen
Sent:  Tuesday, March 30, 2004 3:26 PM
To: Martin H. Berliner
Cc: Matthew W, Hart
Subject: Council meeting of April 12

I need to piace an ad in paper for the Public Hearing for April 12 meeting. | assume the meeting will be: 6:00 p.m.

Special Meeting for the budget to 7:30 p.m. and then the regular meeting at 7:30 p.m. with the Public Hearing on
the Budget as the #1 item on that agenda. |s this correct?
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Item #2

LEGAL NOTICE
TOWN OF MANSFIELD

PUBLIC HEARING-SEPARATIST ROAD BIKEWAY/WALKWAY
The Mansfield Town Council will hold a public hearing on April 1'2, 2004 at 7:30 p.m. m
the Council Chamber of the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building to hear public comment
on the Separatist Road Bikeway/Walkway Project. Copies of said project plans are
available in the Engineering Office in the Mansfield Town Office Building.
Dated at Mansfield, Connecticut, this 23™ day of March, 2004

Joan E. Gerdsen
Mansfield Town Clerk
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Item #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council e 4L S
From: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager

CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
Date: April 12, 2004
Re: Issues Regarding the UConn Landfill Including the UConn Consent Order,

Public Participation Relative to the Consent Order and Well Testing (ltem #1,
02-09-04 Agenda)

Subject Matter/Background
Attached please find new correspondence concerning the UConn landf II At present
the Town Council is not required to take any action on this item.

Financial Impact
Not Applicable

Legal Review
Not Applicable

‘ Recommendation
Not Applicable

Attachments
1) Quarterly Status Report from University of Connecticut
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Architeerural and
Engineering Services

University of Connecticut
Division of Business and Administration

RECD MAR 31 2004

March 31, 2004

Raymond L. Frigon, Jr.
Environmental Analyst
State of Connecticut, Department of Environmental Protection
Waste Management Burean/PERD
79 Elm Street

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

RE:

CONSENT ORDER #SRD 101, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (CTDEP)
QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT — JANUARY, FEBRUARY, MARCH 2004
UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT LANDFILL, STORRS, CT '

PROJECT # 900748

Dear Mr. Frigon:

The University of Connecticut (UConn) is issuing this Quarterly Progress Report to the Connecticut

Department of Environmental Protection (CTDEP). Project progress is discussed for the following
topics:

UConn Landfill Closure

Update on Extension of Water Service -
Meadowood and North Eagleville Road
UConn F-Lot Landfill Closure

UConn Landfill Interim Monitoring
Program

Remedial Action Plan Implementation,
Landfill and Former Chemical Pits
Closure Schedule Following CTDEP
Approvals

Hydrogeologic Investigation — UConn
Landfill Project

Long-Term Monitoring Plan

Technical Review Sessions

An Equal Opportunity Employer

31 LeDoyt Road Unic 3038
Starrs, Connecticur 06269-3038
webz hrtp:/fwww.aes,uconn.edu

P.15

Technical Review Session Information
UConn’s Technical Consultants -
Hydrogeologic Team

Discussion on Activities Completed in
January 2004

Discussion on Activities Completed in
February 2004

Discussion on Activities Completed in
March 2004

Schedule for Compliance (Revision No. 3)

Listing of Project Contacts
Reports

Certification

Photographs



CTDEP Consent Order -

Quarterly Progress Report — January, Febrnary, March 2004
March 31, 2004 -

The following actions undertaken or completed during this period comprise of the following:

UConn Landiill Closure

Project Statns Background

On June 26, 1998, the CTDEP issued a Consent Order to UConn. The order requires UConn to
thoroughly evaluate the nature and extent of soil, surface water and groundwater pollution emanating
from the UConn landfill, former chemical pits and an ash disposal site known as F-Lot. The order also
requires UConn to propose and implement remedial actions necessary to abate the pollution. The
Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Report and Remedial Action Plan have been submitted to CTDEP.
UConn released the Draft Final Comprehensive Hydrologeologic Investigation Report and Remedial
Action Plan for the UConn Landfill for public view on January 20, 2003. Copies of the eight-volume
report, comments from reviewers (CTDEP, United States Environmental Protection Agency - USEPA,
and the Town of Mansfield) and a summary fact sheet are available in the research section of the
Mansfield Public Library, in the Town Manager's Office, at University Communications and at the
CTDEP in Hartford.

Narrative Report -Nature of Construction

The project consists of capping of the former UConn landfill and former. chemical pits area. Paved
parking areas are planned on the top, relatively flat portion of the landfill. Drainage from the parking
areas will be managed by a proposed stormwater drainage system. Leachate interceptor trenches are
proposed to the north and south of the landfill to intercept leachate-contaminated groundwater that would
otherwise discharge to adjacent streams and wetlands. Contaminated sediments will be remediated by
excavation, dewatering and placement of sediments in the landfill prior to final grading and capping.
Excavation, filling and construction activities will be required along the perimeter of the landfill to
consolidate landfill refuse that was disposed of in areas now comprised of wetlands. The closure of the
UConn landfill and former chemical pits is an integrated approach designed to manage contaminated
sediments and solid waste through consolidation and capping, and collect leachate-contaminated
groundwater to prevent discharge to waters of the State of Connecticut.

Permit Applications

ACOE NE: As part of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers New England District (ACOE NE} Individual
Permit Application for the Closure Plan for the UConn Landfill and Former Chemical Pits, a vernal pool
survey was completed within a 600-foot radius of the UConn Landfill in Storrs, CT. Vernal pools are
considered “special wetlands” under ACOE NE Programmatic Permit for Connecticut, On July 15, 2003,
the ACOE NE published a Public Natice regarding UConn's request for a permit under Section 404 of the
Federal Clean Water Act. A wetland mitigation plan has been prepared in response to comments received
from the Corps of Engineers on the federal wetland permit application (Letter C. Rose to J. Kastrinos,
October 30, 2003). The mitigation plan addresses restoration of federally regulated wetlands disturbed
during the remediation project construction and other mitigation for wetlands that will be permanently
lost due to the project. It also addresses implementation of the restoration plan, including topsoil
requirements, plantings, and control of invasive species.

Haley & Aldrich and Mason & Associates are beginning the preparation of a detailed
Mitigation/Restoration Plan and preparing for an on-site meeting with the COA and with EPA.
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CTDEP Consent Order

Quarterly Progress Report — January, February, March 2004
March 31, 2004

CTDEP: On September 12, 2003, Permit Application Transmittal Forms for the UConn Landfili Project
Number 500748 were submitted to CTDEP for Water Discharge to Sanitary Sewer, Inland Wetlands and
Watercourses, Inland 401 Water Quality Certification, and Flood Management Certification permits. On
November 6, 2003, UConn submitted the Permit Application Transmittal Forms to CTDEP for the
Discharge of Groundwater Remediation Wastewater to a Sanitary Sewer. A December 3, 2003,
transmittal from Haley & Aldrich to CTDEP provided responses to comments by CTDEP on the ACOE
NE Application No. WQUC 200302988, TW-2003-112, FM-2003-205.

Conditional Approval Letter Received

A Conditional Approval Letter dated June 5, 2003, regarding the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Report
and Remedial Action Plan, was issued by CTDEP to UConn. CTDEP approved the Plan, which includes
the following elements:

e Landfill regrading s Establishing a vegetative cover
» Installation of a final cover over the landfill . Plan for post-closure maintenance
and former chemical pits e Long-term program for monitoring
» Elimination of leachate seeps groundwater and surface water quality
» Regrading and capping of the chemical pit o Schedule for implementing the work,
area

~ Closure Plan

On August 4, 2003, the Closure Plan report was submitted to CTDEP, Town of Mansfield, Eastern
Highlands Health District (EHHD), and the USEPA. The plan describes how the Remedial Action Plan
will be implemented to close the UConn landfill, former chemical pits and F-Lot disposal site. Elements
of the closure plan included:

e Site preparation, limited waste relocation, e Construction and operation of a storm water
compaction and subgrade preparation and management system
capping ¢ Development of a comprehensive post
» Landfill cap constiuction, which includes a closure maintenance and monitoring
gas collection layer, low permeability layer program
and protective cover/drainage layer » Development of the former chemical pits
» Construction and operation of a gas area as green space
collection system to manage methane gas o Use of the landfill and F-Lot site as parlung
emissions from the landfill and prevent lots
uncontrolled migration

* (Collection of a leachate collection system

On January 22, 2004, the revised Closure Plan report was submitted to CTDEP, Town of Mansfield,
EHHD, and the USEPA. The closure plan sets aside areas for a number of activities to take place,
including soil processing and stockpiling, room for storing materials and equipment, and soil and waste
removal areas. UConn's construction management firm will have to comply with odor, noise, dust and
other conirols, including keeping any relocated waste covered. The contractor will also build a
construction fence around the site for security. The first steps in closing the landfill will focus on
removing sediments and consolidating waste.
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CTDEP Consent Order

Quarterly Progress Report — January, February, March 2004
March 31, 2004

Intended Sequence of Operations

The following is a sequential list of the proposed operations:

*  Mobilization, Site Preparation, and ¢ LIT Construction

Stormwater/Erosion Control + Installation of Pre-Cast Concrete Buildings
»  Staging of field offices and related o  Land reshaping and grading

equipment »  Cover System Installation

Security fencing *  Road and Parking Lot Construction

*  Construction of service roads ¢ Project Completion, Demobilization and
s  Contaminated Sediment Removal and Closeout

Relocation

o  Waste Consolidation

Area of Disturbance

Approximately 2.58 acres of wetland will be disturbed by landfill closure and removal of contaminated
sediment north and south of the landfill. Approximately 1.39 acres of wetland will be permanently filled
during the project.

. Private Property Access

UConn had previously requested access to property described on Town of Mansfield, CT Assessor's Map
15, Block 23, Parcel #7. -Request to the property owner was made again in October 2003 by UConn to
remediate sediments, continue to collect sampies, to install wells, and to purchase parcel. A landowner
response has been received by UConn to remediate sediments, continue to collect samples, and to install
wells.

Interim Monitoring Program Undate

The Interim Monitoring Program Report will follow the initiation of Round #13 IMP Sampling and will
be distributed to CTDEP and others.

Update on Extension of Water Service - Meadowood and North Eagleville Road
CTDEP Conditional Approval

The CTDEP Conditional Approval letter required UConn to offer several residences the opportunity (see
table that follows) to be connected to UConn's water supply. UConn authorized Lenard Engineering, Inc.
to conduct surveying, review existing property information, and to accomplish the design of the water
main and services for these residences. UConn has notified owners at these properties of the CTDEP
requirements and has requested owner approval to install a service connection and abandon the existing
well. The table that follows notes to which residences an offer was made and the responses by property
owners received to date.
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CTDEP Consent Order

Quarterly Progress Report — January, February, March 2004
March 31, 2004

Table 1 Offer to Connect to UConn Water System and Well Abandonment Responses

Address Offer to Connect Well Abandonment
10 Meadowood Road Accepted Accepted
11 Meadowood Road Accepted Accepted
21 Meadowood Road Accepted Accepted
22 Meadowood Road Rejected Rejected
28 Meadowood Road Accepted Accepted
213 North Eagleville Road Accepted Accepted
219 North Eagleville Road Accepted  Accepted

Tentative Schedule for the Desien. Approval. and Construction for Extension of Water Service

= Bid Results for: North Eagleville and Meadowood Roads Water Main Extension, Project MAC-BI-
501004, MCC Construction @ $150,872.45
»  Awarded contract — January 2004

Since UConn awarded a contract, construction will be scheduled for Spring 2004.

» Review of coniractor's submittals - March = Start construction - April 1, 2004
2004 » End construction - August 1, 2004

UConn F-Lot Landfill Closure

UConn F-Lot Landfill Closure work completed included pavement removal, filling and compacting to

grade, electrical system installation, installation of geotextile and 40-mil liner materials, and three inches
of asphalt paving.

UConn Landfill Interim Mogitoring Program (IMP)

IMP sampling continued during this period. Thirty-one monitoring wells were identified and are being
sampled in this current program, consisting of seven monitoring wells for shallow groundwater, five
locations for surface water, and nineteen active residential water supply wells. Sampling, as part of the
IMP, will continue until the Long-Term Monitoring Program (LTMP) is initiated in 2004. CTDEP has

requested UConn to sample residences on Meadowood and Separatist Roads utilizing a State-certified
laboratory.

Remedial Action Plan Implementation, Landfill and Former Chemical Pits

UConn accepted Pre-Qualification Applications on March 31, 2003, from Construction Management
firms for the following Project: Remedial Action Plan Implementation, Landfill and Former Chemical

Pits, UConn Project Number 900748. UConn is evaluating the Construction Management firms'
information.

Project Objective: UConn plans to award a Construction Manager firm an at-risk contract with a

Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) with separately negotiated pre-construction services. The selection
process will include, but not be limited to, a firm’s proven performance to manage large projects of
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CTDEP Consent Order

Quarterly Progress Report — January, February, March 2004
March 31, 2004

similar scope and complexity and deliver it on time and within budget. The Management team and its
key staff members to be assigned to the project are expected to be of the highest caliber, possess technical
excellence and share UConn's utmost concern with maintaining schedule compliance, The firms who are

pre-qualified will be provided with available materials and given a tour of the site and brief presentation
of the complexities of the project.

After pre-qualification, each pre-qualified firm will be asked to respond to a Request for Proposal by
providing information relative to such items as project staffing, schedule compliance, project controls,
construction plan, fee for construction management services, general conditions costs and fee for pre-
construction services, including producing estimates based on existing design schedules. A combination
of technical qualifications, possible oral presentation, and fees will be considered in the final selection
process. The GMP will be negotiated during the contract document phase of project development.

Request for Proposal packages are currently being assembled by Haley & Aldrich, but final drawings and
specifications are dependent on USCOE and CTDEP permit requirements. The packages to be sent pre-
qualified project management firms will include:

s UConn General Conditions

¢ Soil/Groundwater/Sediment quality data
» Technical Specifications (Jatest sets with » Earthwork Quantities
revisions) e Schedule
e Drawings (latest sets with revisions) » Permit Information (Army Corps &
Closure Plan CTDEP)
¢ Boring/Well Information s Other Information

Closure Schedule Following CTDEP Approvals

e Preparation of Bid Documents Weeks 1-4 ¢ Land Reshaping and Grading Weeks 38-42
» Hire Project Construction Management o Cover System Installation Weeks 43-49
Weeks 2-3 e Road and Parking Lot Construction Weeks
» Review Contractor Submittals Weeks 3-11 38-50
Mobilization, Site Preparation, and » Project Completion, Demobilization and
Stormwater/Erosion Control Weeks 11-16 Closeout - Installation of Monitoring Wells
* Contaminated Sediment Removal and Weeks 51-54
Relocation Weeks 17-22 s Preparation of closure certification report
* Waste Consolidation Weeks 23-34 ' Weeks 55-38

» (Construction of the leachate interceptor
trenches (LITs) Weeks 35-40

Hydrogeologic Investigation — UConn Landfill Project

Phoenix Environmental Laboratories, Inc. (Phoenix) is located in Manchester, CT, and is an mdependent

State-certified laboratory (http://www.phoenixlabs.com/Profile.html).
Long-Term Monitoring Plan (LTMEP)

A multi-year plan will continue sampling of soil gas, surface water, shallow monitoring wells and
bedrock wells in the study area and several adjacent private properties to monitor water quality and
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protect human health and the environment. The results will be reported to CTDEP and property owners
and evaluated on a long-term basis.

The CTDEP Conditional Approval letter call for the following Mansfield residences to be included in the
LTMP:

. 38 Meadowood Road . 65 Meadowood Road . 206 Separatist Road
. 41 Meadowood Road . 202 Separatist Road . 211 Separatist Road

Technical Review Sessions
Public involvement principles are summarized as follows:

o Public involvement includes the promise that the public’s contribution can inflnence decisions.
The process must be periodically updated to ensure that it is effective in facilitating these principles.

¢ The process provides participants a way to define how they want to be involved and participate.

e The process supplies participants with information they need in order to participate in a meaningful
way.

*» The public involvement process seeks out and facilitates the involvement of all those potentially
affected. '

The specific goals of public involvement at the UConn Landfill Project are:

¢ To design a process for public involvement that can be fully implemented and is consistent with
available time and resources of the sponsoring agencies and other key parties.

¢ To encourage the broadest possible involvement by the public in all aspects of the site investigation,
environmental monitoring programs, and cleanup at the UConn landfill.

e To ensure that information is easily accessible and is as clear as possible to the interested public.

" » To ensure the development and dissemination of accurate, comprehensive information about all
aspects of the site investigation, environmental monitoring programs, and cleanup, including timely
information on potential risks posed by the landfill.

» To provide specific procedures for consideration and incorporation of relevant public comments and
concerns in key site investigations, environmental monitoring programs, and cleanup decisions.

Techmnical Review Session Information

General

To summarize, the public involvement process is being utilized to provide public involvement in the CTDEP
decision-making process regarding the investigation, environmental monitoring programs, and potential
cleanup of the site

Public Availabilitv Review Session

There were no public availability sessions held during this reporting period.
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UConn Project Web Site

UConn announced in Spring 2003 that a new web site would provide up-to-date information on the
UConn Landfill Remediation Project. The web site was created in response to comments made by the
public  during  public  involvement review. The  site’s Internet  address s
http://www .landfillproject.UConn.edu. The web site includes a description of the project, timeline, project
contacts and list of places to find documents, copies of recent notices, releases and publications that site
visitors can download a project map, and links to other sites, such as the CTDEP.

UConn’s Technical Consultants - Hydrogeologic Team

Haley & Aldrich: Haley & Aldrich have completed fieldwork for the IMP and monitoring well
samplings. Work also included technical input. Continued review of permitting and design work
comments for landfill and former chemical pits remediation based on draft Remedial Action . Plan.
Consultant submitted Closure Plan and Permit applications to CTDEP.

Mitretek Systems: Mitretek's work included mesting attendance and imput, technical review of data,
fieldwork and coordination with the hydrogeologic team. Consultant assisted in the preparation of the
Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Report and Remedial Action Plan, as well as public meeting preparation.
Continued review of permitting and design work comments for landfill and former chemical pits
remediation based on draft Remedial Action Plan. Reviewed UConn Update, Responses to Comments on
the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Investigation Report and RAP, and various other responses to
regulatory comments on permit applications.

United States Geologic Survey: The USGS work tasks included Final Supplemental Hydrogeologic
Investigation Scope of Waork contribution and reviews. The USGS interpreted surface geophysical survey
data, conducting and interpreting borehole geophysical surveys and collecting bedrock ground-water level
information. The USGS was also involved in hydrogeologic data assessment and evaluation. Consultant
assisted in the preparation of the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Report and Remedial Action Plan, as
well as public meeting preparation. ' ‘

Environmental Research Institute: ERI's work tasks included Final Supplemental Hydrogeologic
Investigation Scope of Work contribution and reviews. ERI is conducting limited sample analyses as part
of the UConn Landfill project and IMP. ERI has completed groundwater profiling and soil gas surveys,
along with public meeting preparation.

Phoenix Environmental Laboratories. Inc.: Phoenix is conducting sample analyses as part of the UConn
Landfill project and IMP.

Epona Associates, LLC: As subcontractor to Haley & Aldrich, Epona provided professional risk
assessment services as well as meeting attendance and technical input. This consultant was invelved in
data assessment and data evaluation plus coordinating ecological sampling and risk assessment issues.

Consultant assisted in the preparation of the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Report and Remedial Action
Plan.

Regina Villa Associates: RVA is the community information specialist. RV A continues to produce and
distribute the UConn Update. Work also included the integration of review comments and assistance
with public involvement as well as public meeting preparation.

P22



CTDEP Consent Order

Quarterly Progress Report — January, February, March 2004
March 31, 2004

Discussion on Activities Completed in January 2004

UConn:

e Continved review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft Remedial Action Plan (RAP)
Evaluation of Construction Management firms for RAP Implementation

Received forms from property owner on Hunfing Lodge Road Property, Town of Mansfield, CT
Assessor’s Map 15, Block 23, Parcel #7.

e UConn complied with the sampling of residences on Meadowood and Separatist Roads utilizing a
state certified Jaboratory.

*» Responses to Comments on the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Investigation Report and RAP,
various other responses to regulatory comments on permit applications

Haley & Aldrich:
e  Submitted IMP Round 12 Report to Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection (CTDEF)
o Mailed IMP sampling results to respective homeowners

s Continued design and permitting work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation based on
draft RAP
Prepared Request for Proposal packacves for Constructlon Management firms
Revised LTMP

®» Prepared revised Closure Plan, Engineering Drawings, and Responses to CTDEP and Town of
Mansfield Comments on the August 2003 Closure Plan

USGS:
. » Reviewed UConn Update

Mitfetek:

» Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft RAP

ERL:
» Conducted analyses of sampling from IMP and additional residential areas

Phoenix
» Conducted analyses of sampling from IMP and additional residential areas

. Epona:
* Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft Remedial Action Plan ‘

RVA:

» Continued to communicate with public and respond to public queries
» Updated project web site

e Reviewed permit submittals
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Discussion on Activities Completed in February 2004

UConn:

» Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft Remedial Action Plan (RAP)
Evaluation of Construction Management firms for RAP Implementation

e Received forms from property owner on Hunting Lodge Road Property, Town of Mansfield, CT,
Assessor’s Map 15, Block 23, Parcel #7.

» UConn complied with the sampling of residences on Meadowood and Separatist Roads utilizing a
state certified laboratory.

e Responses to Comments on the Comprehensive Hydrogeologlc Investigation Report and RAP,
various other responses to regulatory comments on permit applications

s  Attendance at UConn hydrogeclogic team meeting

Halev & Aldrich:

 Continued design and permitting work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation based on
RAP

Injtiated Round #13 IMP Sampling
Attendance at UConn hydrogeologic team meeting
Review of well abandonment program

Prepared draft Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Investigation Report Addendum 2 (rewsmns in
response to Town and regulatory comments)

Completed draft analysis of comparison of ERI and Phoenix data

Began work on detailed Wetland Mitigation Plan

USGS:
e Reviewed UConn Update
s Aitendance at UConn hydrogeclogic team meeting

Mitretek:

» Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on RAP

¢ Review Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Investigation Report Addendum 2 (revisions in response to
Town and regulatory comments)

» Attendance at UConn hydrogeologic team meeting
» Review of proposed well abandonment program

» Conducted analyses of sampling from IMP and additional residential areas
» Attendance at UConn hydrogeologic team meeting

Phoenix _
e Conducted analyses of sampling from IMP and additional residential areas
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Epona:

* Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft Remedial Action Plan

RVA:

¢ Continued to communicate with public and respond to public queries
» Updated project web site

o Reviewed permit submittals

L ]

Attendance at UConn hydrogeologic team meeting

Discussion on Activities Completed in March 2004

UConn:

» Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft Remedial Action Plan (RAP)

o Evaluation of Construction Management firms for RAP Implementation

e Attended Landfill Wetlands Meeting after field visit with H&A, US Army Corps, USEPA, and
CTDEP.

Haley & Aldrich:
"» Continued design and permitting work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation based on
RAP '

Review of Round #13 IMP Sampling information

Continued comparison of Environmental Research Institute (FERI) and Phoenix Environmental
laboratories (PEL) split samples collected in 2003.
» Review of proposed well abandonment program

e Prepared draft Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Investigation Report Addendum 2 (revisions in
response to Town and regulatory comments)

o Attended Landfill Wetlands Meeting after field visit with H&A, US Army Corps, USEPA, and
CTDEP.

e Continued work on detailed Wetland Mitigation Plan

USGS:
s  Reviewed UConn Update

Mitretek:

» (Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on RAP

e Review Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Investlgatlon Report Addendum 2 (revisions in response to
Town and regulatory comments)
Phoenix

» Conducted analyses of sampling from IMP and additional residential areas

ERI: .
» Conducted verification analyses of sampling from IMP
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Epona: _
« Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft Remedial Action Plan

RVA:
e Continued to communicate with public and respond to public queries

» Drafted and prodnced March Update for team and key parties review. Printed and mailed Update to
database

Updated project web site with new Update and schedule information
* Reviewed permit submittals

Schedule for Compliance {Revision No, 3)
The submitted Plan for presentation and the Schedule for Compliance for Consent Order SRD-101

Hydrogeologic Investigation - University of Connecticut Landfill, F-Lot, and Chemical Pits, Storrs, CT,
has been proposed for modification as follows (completed items in italics):

Schedule for Compliance (Revision No. 3) Hydrogeologic Investigation of UConn Landfill, F-Lot,
and Former Chemical Pits, Storrs, Connecticut (completed items in italics)
Updated March 18, 2004

Consent Order Contents Dates of Presentations and

Deliverable Submittals to CTDEP
UConn Landfill and | Results of Ecological Assessment and January 9, 2002 (presentation
Former Chemical Implications of the Assessment on completed); April 11, 2002 (interim
Pits — Ecological Evaluation of Remedial Alternatives report submitted*)
Assessment
UConn Landfill and | CSM details and supporting geophysical, | February 7, 2002 (presentation
Former Chemical hydrological, and chemical data completed)
Pits — Conceptual April 8, 2002 (interim report
Site Model (CSM), submitted*)

impact on bedrock
groundwater quality
Remedial Report will be included as the June 13, 2002 (presentation
alternatives for the | Remedial Action Plan in the completed)

UConn Landfill, Comprehensive Report
former chemical
pits, F-Lot, and
contaminated
ground water
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Schedule for Compliance (Revision No. 3) Hydrogeologic Investigation of UConn Landfill, F-Lot,
and Former Chemical Pits, Storrs, Connecticut (completed items in italics)
Updated March 18, 2004

Consent Order
Deliverable

Contents

Dates of Presentations and
Submittals to CTDEP

Comprehensive
Hydrogeologic
Report and
Remedial Action
Plan - integration of
information in all
interim reports and
all previous reports

»  Results of Comprehensive
Hydrogeologic Investigation

= Remedial Action Plan

~  Long Term Monitoring Plan

«  Schedule (to include public and
agency review, permitting, design,
and construction)

»  Post-Closure

= Redevelopment Plan for the UConn
Landfill and F-Lot

August 29, 2002 (presentation**)

October 31, 2002 (Comprehensive
Report Submitted to CTDEP)

Comprehensive Release of Report and Plan for CTDEP | January 2003

Final Remedial and public review of remedial design

Action Plan Report

Remedial Action Detailed design drawings and A TRC Meeting was held

Design to include specifications of the preferred remedial | Wednesday, June 235, 2003,

comprehensive alternative(s) Swommer 2003 (Comprehensive

interpretive design Design Submittal)

of the Landfill final A public review session for the

cap - UConn landfill design took place at
the Town of Mansfield council
chambers at the Audrey P Beck
Maumicipal Building, Mansfield, CT
on Wednesday, September 3, 2003,

Implement Remedial | Finalize detailed construction drawings, | July 2003 through April 2004

Action Plan for the | and specifications (Contractor(s) selection)

UConn Landfill, Develop bid packages based on approved

former chemical Remedial Action Plan REVISED ##%%

: - Competitive Bidding Process -
pits, F-Lot and
contaminated - Seleqt Contractor o
- Obtain Permits as detailed in the
groundwater Remedial Action Plan
: Mobilization & Fieldwork

Initiation of Selection of contractors and the January/ February/ April

Construction of beginning of construction of approved 2004mobilize contractor(s)

Approved Remedial | remedial options (Contingent on Canstruction

Option Timetable **¥)

REVISED ###%

Initiation of Long
Term Monitoring
Plan (LTMP)

IMP sampling continues quarterly to this
point

January/ February/March 2004

REVISED ##%*

P.27




CTDIP Consent Order

Quarterly Progress Report — January, Febrnary, March 2004

March 31, 2004

Schedule for Compliance (Revision No. 3) Hydrogeologic Investigation of UConn Landfill, F-Lot,
and Former Chemical Pits, Storrs, Connecticut {completed items in italics)
Updated March 18, 2004
Consent Order Contents Dates of Presentations and
Deliverable Submittals to CTDEP
Completion of Comprehensive final as-built drawings August 2005 (Winter - Spring
Remedial and closure report for the UConn 2005) - Anticipated completion of
Construction Landfill, former chemical pit area. construction (Contingent on
Construction Timetable *%¥)
REVISED #=#%
Post-Closure Begin post-closure monitoring program | August 2005 (Contingent on
Monitoring of the Remedial Action upon approval Construction Timetable ***}
- | from CTDEP
REVISED #%#:#

Schedule for Compliance (Continued)

*

Interim reports submittals are the data packages that support the presentation accompanied by

interpretive text sufficient for review. Comments received at the presentation will be addressed in

the interim reports.
Results will not be complete until evaluation of data from MW 208R, if permission to drill from

$f

the property owner is received.

ek

Contingent on CTDEP approvals, construction timetable based on bidding market, weather

conditions, numerous permitting issues, along with State and local reviews and conditions.

+#¥%  Updated March 18, 2004

Listing of Project Contacts

Town of Mansfield
Martin Berliner

Town of Mansfield
Audrey P. Beck Building
4 South Eagleville Road

Mansfield, CT 06268-2599

(860) 429-3336

U.S. Environmental
Protection Apency
Chuck Franks

U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency
Northeast Region

1 Congress St. (CCT)
Boston, MA 02114-2023
(617)918-1554

Haley & Aldrich, Inc.
Rick Standish, L.E.P.

CT Department of Environmental Protection
Raymond Frigon, Project Manager

CT Department of Environmental Protection
Water Management Burean

79 Elm St.

"Hartford, CT 06106-5127

(860) 424-3797

University of Connecticut

Scott Brohinsky, Director

University of Connecticut, University Communications
1266 Storrs Road, Unit 4144

Storrs, CT 06269-4144

(860) 486-3530

Richard Miller, Director )

University of Connecticut, Environmental Policy
31 LeDoyt Road, Unit 3038

Storrs, CT 06269-3038

(860) 486-8741
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Haley & Aldrich, Inc.
800 Connecticut Blvd. James Pietrzak, P.E., CHMM, Senior Project Manager
East Hartford, CT 06108-7303 University of Connecticut, Architectural & Engineering Services
(860) 282-9400 31 LeDoyt Road, Unit 3038
Storrs, CT 06269-3038
{(860) 486-5836
Reports

Copies of all project docements are available at:

Town Manager's Office CT Dept. of Environmenial Protection

Audrey P. Beck Bldg. Contact: Ray Frigon

4 South Eagleville Road 79 Elm St.

Mansfield, CT 06268 Hartford, CT 06106-5127

(860) 429-3336 (860) 424-3797

Mansfield Public Library UConn at Storrs

54 Warrenville Road Contact: Scott Brohinsky

Mansfield Center, CT 06250 University Communications

(860) 423-2501 1266 Storrs Road, U-144

‘ Storrs, CT 06269-4144

(860) 486-3530
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Certification
As part of this submissioﬁ, [ am providing the following certification:

I have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this document and all
attachments and certify that based on reasonable investigation, including my inquiry of those individuals
responsible for obtaining the information, the submitted information is true, accurate and complete to the
best of my knowledge and belief, and 1 understand that any false statement made in this document or its
attachments may be punishable as a criminal offense..

Please contact James M. Pietrzak, P.E. at (860) 486-5836 or me at {860) 486-3116 if you need additional
information.

Sincerely,

Q
Larry g Schilling |

Executive Director
Architectural and Engineering Services

LGS/IVP
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ce:

Gail Batchelder, HGC Environmental
Consultants

Martin Berliner, Town of Mansfieid
Scott Brohinsky, UConn

Thomas Callahan, UConn

Marion Cox, Resource Associates
Brian Cutler, Loureiro

Amine Dahmani, ERI

Elida Danaher, Haley & Aldrich
Dale Dreyfuss, UConn

Nancy Farrell, RVA

Linda Flaherty-Goldsmith, UConn
Charles Franks, USEPA.

Peter Haeni, F.P. Haeni, LLC

Allison Hilding, Mansfield Resident
Traci Iott, CTDEP

Carole Johnson, USGS

Ayla Kardestuncer, Mansfield Common Sense
John Kastrinos, Haley & Aldrich
Alice Kaufman, USEPA

Wendy Koch, Epona

Prof. George Korfiatis, Stevens Institute of
Technology

George Kraus, Uconn

Chris Mason, Mason & Associates
Peter McFadden, ERI

David McKeegan, CTDEP

Richard Miller, UConn

Robert Miller, Eastern Highlands Health District
Elsie Patton, CTDEP

‘James Pietrzak, UConn

Susan Soloyanis, Mitretek

Rick Standish, Haley & Aldrich
Brian Toal, CTDPH

William Warzecha, CTDEP
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Photographs

UConn Landfill Vicinity Aerial Photo

Gravel Fill Being Placed over Liner and Geotextile
at ¥ Lot (Drainase Piping in Foreground) September 1999
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Liner and Geotextile Placement at F Lot September 1999
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Geotextile and Liner Installation on

Side Slope at F Lot September 1999
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Liner Boot Placed on Light Pole Base and Gravel Fill Placement over Liner

and Geotextile at F Lot September 1999
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Gravel Fill Placement over Liner and Geotextile at F Lot September 1999
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Tiem #5

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Iltem Summary

To: Town Council At ,{7%/”1_%,

From: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager

CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; L.on Hultgren, Director of Public Works
Date: Aprit 12, 2004

Re: 2004 America the Beautiful Grant Application

Subject Matter/Background

Attached for your review please find a proposed application to the 2004 America the
Beautiful Grant Program. In 1994, the town received a grant through this program to
begin an inventory of trees in town parks and on building grounds. Since that time the
town has acquired a software program that will allow the tree inventory to become part
of our computer mapping system, but the inventory has not been updated. If approved,
this grant would provide funds for the town to acquire the equipment necessary to
update and expand its tree inventory.

‘Financial Impact

-The total project cost is $10,953, with the town seeking $3,000 in grant funding and
contributing $7,953 in in-kind services.

L.egal Review
Not Applicable

Recommendation

As the expansion and updating of the town’s tree inventory system would facilitate our
management of the trees located in town parks and building grounds, staff recommends
that the Town Council authorize the Town Manager to submit the grant application as
presented by staff.

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

Move, effective April 12, 2004, to authorize the Town Manager to submit the aftached
2004 America the Beautiful Grant application in the amount of $10,953 for the purchase
of a handheld personal computer and related software, and to execufe a Personal

Services Agreement with the Department of Environmental Protection to receive any
such grant award.

Attachments
1} Memorandum from the Director of Public Works
2) America the Beautiful Grant Application Form

P37



TOWN OF MANSFIELD

MEMORANDUM
3/31/04
TO: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager ﬁ ;
FROM; Lon R. Huligren, Director of Public Works/. V™V
RE: 2004 American the Beautiful Grant Application

In 1994 we received a small America the Beautiful grant to begin an inventory of trees in Town
parks and on Town building grounds. Since that time we have acquired a software program to

make the tree inventory part of our computer mapping system, but the inventory has not been
updated.

Attached is a 2004 America the Beautiful grant application ($3,000) to acquire the equipment to
be able to update and expand our tree inventory. Council’s approval to apply for this grant (due
April 15™) is respectfully requested. .

ce: file
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APPLICATION FORM
America the Beautiful Grant
Thls application form is to be returned with a written proposal, not to exceed 5 pages.

Project Title:
Field-based Tree Inventory Hardware/Software

Location (Municipality): Field Federal ID #: 066002032
Name of Applicant: Town of Mansfield
Address: .
'%5%" 4 South Eagleville Road
City: State: Zip: i
Y Storrs/Mansfield T v “® 06268-2599
Contact Person: ten R, Hiltgren Phone #: (ga0) 420-3332

Title: Direchor of Public Waks

Brief Description of Project: yang ne1d pC and software for tree inventory updating
{field work).

Category of the Grant: Inrier City Urban Forestry []
{one of these Municipal Urban Forestry Planning and Maintenance [_]
categories must be checked.  Management of Urban Wooadlands [_]
Please see the full packet Planting or Maintenance of Legacy Trees [ |
| for further description.) Other, Genera! Urban Forestry Projects [X]
Total Amount of the Project:
' $10,953

ATB Funds Requested: )
{please see maximums by category.)  $3,000

Local Cash Match Provided:

Value of In-Kind Match: . $7,953

StartDatel 504 Ending Date: September, 2005

Please Give the Names of the Volunieer Groups Involved:

Lon R. Hultgren, Director of Public Works/Tree Warden
Printed Nam\_e;‘gnd Title of;Authorized Representative
| Jou & prlgna '5/?{/0‘?
Signature ¥ Date

Upcn approval of the grant application, graniess must sign a Personal Services Agreement.
Retum completed applications to: CT DEP Division of Forestry, 79 Elm Street, Hartford, CT 06106
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1.

Town of Mansfield
America the Beautiful Grant
Proposal — 2004
“Field-based Tree Inventory Hardware/Software”

Purpose and objectives of the project

The project will provide the Town with a hand-held computer and software (Treeworks) that will enable

Town personnel to update and expand the Town’s tree inventory. The Town has Treeworks and ARCView
on one of its engineering office computers already.

. Project narrative

The Town is in the process of updating and expanding its municipal tree inventory which was begun in
1994, As such, each tree in the inventory is being geo-located using the Town’s GPS unit. As it is geo-
located it is desirable to update its inventory data (size, condition, needed maintenarce, etc.) in the field at
the same time. A hand-held PC with the tree inventory software/database loaded is proposed to accomplish

this task:

Activiiies:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

Participants

Administration

Purchase hand-held PC and software

Install software and existing database on hand-held PC
Update existing tree inventory for all existing trees
Expand tree inventory database to Town’s Scenic Roads
Provide report of updated/expanded inventory.

- - Town Engineer, Project Engineer and Engineering 'I'echmman of the Mansfield
Department of Public Works Staff.
Software consultant (for set-up only).

- - will be provided by the Town’s Director of Public Works/Town Engineer

Facilities & Equipment

Timetable:

Existing: Town PC’s, Treeworks Program
ARCView 3.x, Town network,
Town GPS unit, Town vehicles

Proposed: Hand-held PC and Treeworks software for it.

Summer 2004:Purchase PC and Software/Install
Fall2004:  Download existing database
GPS existing trees
Update existing tree information
Begin scenic road tree inventory
Spring 2005: Complete scenic road iree inventory
Summer 2005; Prepare final reports and maps for Town use
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End Product/Results: a. Updated tree inventory and maps
b. Expanded tree inventory on scenic roads
¢. Maps and database for use in managing inventoried trees
d. Tools available for additional inventory expansion

3. Project Budget ' , Grant In-kind
New Equipment Hand-held PC $700 0
Treeworks software level 3 $1,600 -0
Professional Services  Consultant to install $700 0
software
Personnel Director of Public Works/Town Engr.
' 80 brs @ $53.43 0 $4,274.40
Project Engineer :
40 hrs @ $31.11 | 0  $1,244.40
Enpineering Technician _
60 hrs @ $27.01 0 $1,620.60
Vehicles
Pickup Truck :
80 hrs @ $8.92 0 $356.80
Engr. Survey Truck
40 hrs @ $8.92 0 $356.80
Materials & Supplies
Plotting Paper & ink cartridges,
office supplies - $100
TOTALS $3,000 $7,953

4. Project Benefits

- By providing the in-the-field tools to update and expand the Town’s tree inventory, this grant will assist the
Town in managing its trees both on Town facilities grounds (Parks and Buildings — existing inventory) and
on Scenic Roads (5.6 miles of Town roads so designated under the Town’s scenic road ordinance).
Enhanced tree maintenance and reporting will ensue in these areas. The combination of the Town’s GPS
and the hand-held PC with the Treeworks program will further provide better reporting and documentation
of budgetary requests for tree management in Mansfield.
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Item #6

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council At _73’&&;”/

From: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager

CcC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works
Date: April 12, 2004

Re: Construction Agreement for Clover Mill Road Reclaim and Overlay Project

Subject Matter/Background

Attached you will find a proposed construction agreement between the town and the
State of Connecticut necessary for the Clover Mill Road reclaim and overlay project.
Because the Windham region had unused grant funds available under the current year's
rural major collector grant program, the town had submitted and was awarded a Federal
monies to reclaim and repave the lower portion of Clover Mill Road.

Financial Impact

This grant supplements the town's paving budget funds and will enable the town to
resurface roads that it would not be able to complete otherwise. The estimated Federal
proportionate share of the construction cost is $117,520 or 80 percent, while the

estimated municipal proportionate share totals $29,380 or 20 percent. The town’s share
is budgeted in the capital fund.

Legal Review
Nat Applicable

Recommendation
In order fo receive the grant funding necessary for this important project, staff

recommends that the Town Council authorize the Town Manager to execute the
proposed construction agreement.

If the Town Council concurs with this recommendation, the following resolution is in
order:

Resolved, effective April 12, 2004, that Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager, be, and
hereby is authorized to sign the agreement entitled: “Agreement Between the State of
Connecticut and the Town of Mansfield for the Construction, inspection and
Maintenance of Clover Mill Road Reclaim and Overfay Ulilizing Federal Funds Under
the Rural Component of the Surface Transportation Program.”

Attachments

1) Memorandum from the Director of Public Works
2) Proposed Resolution

3) Excerpts from Construction Agreement
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD

MEMORANDUM
3/29/04
TO: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager
FROM: Lon R. Hultgren, Director of Public Wor
RE: Clover Mill Road Reclamation - Construction Agreement

As you will recall, we submitted for and received a Federal grant to reclaim and repave
the lower portion of Clover Mill Road, as the Windham Region had approximately
$117,000 in unused grant funds for this year's Rural Major Collector grant program.

Attached are excerpts of the construction agreement for this grant and the authorizing
resolution. :

Council's action to authorize same is respectfully requested.

cc: file

attach: DOT letter, Resolution, 6 pages from Agreement
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State Project No. 77-209
Federal- Aid Project No. STPR-1077 (106)

RESOLUTICN

RESOLVED, that Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager, be, and hereby is
authorized to sign the agreement entitled:

“ Agreement Between the State of Connecticut and the Town of
Mansfield for the Construction, Inspection and Maintenance of
Clover Mill Road Reclaim and Overlay utilizing Federal Funds under
the Rural Component of the Surface Transportation Program “ |

ADOPTED BY THE O THE
, CONNECTICUT, THIS DAY
OF ., 200_
Clerk (=eal)
Date

S: \LR\LEON\MARKZ .
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Agreement No.

. AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT
AND '
THE TOWNOF MANSFIELD
FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION, INSPECTION AND MA.TNTENANCE
OF :
CLOVER MILL ROAD RECLATM AND OVERLAY
' UTILIZING FEDERAT FUNDS
UNDER THE RURAL COMPONENT OF
THE SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

State Project Na, 77-209 Federal-Aid Project No. STPR-1077 (106)

- THIS AGREEMENT, concluded at Newington, Connecticut, this day of L 200,
by and between the State of Connecticut, Department of Transportation, James F. Byrnes, Jr., Commissioner,
acting herein by Arthur W. Gruhn, P.E., Chief Engineer, Burean of Engineering and Highway Operations,
duly authorized, hereinafter referred to as the State, and the Town of Mansfield, 4 South Eagleville Road, .
Mansfield, Connecticut 06268, acting herein by Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager, hereu.uto duly authorized,
. hereinafter referred to as the Mumicipality.

WITNESSETH, THAT,

WHEREAS, the required contract plans, spemﬁcahons and estimates have been prepared for roadway
improvements to Clover Mill Road, and

WHEREAS, said improvements include, but is (are) not limited to, the reclamation and overlay of the
roadway with bituminous concrete pavement for a distance of 1557 feet from the southerly intersection with Rt.
195, pavement markings, and the installation of gniderailing,., herein identified as State Project No. 77-209 and
Federal-aid Project No. STPR-1077 (106), hereinafter referred to as the Project, and

WHEREAS, tﬁe Mumicipality shall be responsible for the construction phase of the Project, which

includes, but is not limited to, administration, inspection, and construction engineering services in conjumction
therewith, and

WHEREAS, the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century of 1998 provides funding .
authonzauon “for Federal-aid highways, ]:ughway safety programs, and iramsit programs, and for other
purposes,” and

WHERTAS, the Project is eligible for fonding under the Surface Tragsportation Program (STP) as
defined in Title I, Section 1108 of the Act, and

WHEREAS, Section 13a-981 of the Connecticut General Statutes, as revised, provides that “(2) The
commussioner may enter into agreements for the acceptance and expenditure of funds concerning federal
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surface transportation urban program roadways or facilities and eligible federal surface transportation rural
collector roadways or faciliies with the United States Secretary of Transportation or local officials, or both, to
develop plans and establish programs for, and construct improvements on or to such roadways or facilities
using appropriations made to the Depariment of Transportation by the General Assembly and apportionments
to the Depariment of Transportation by said Secretary of Transportation under the provisions of the
TransPQrtatan Equity Act for the 21% Century, all amendments thersto and all applicable federal
regulations...,” and

WHEREAS, the Municipality has requested that federal fimding be obhgated so that Project-related
construction activities can be authonzecL

NOW. THEREFORE. KNOW YE THAT:
THE PARTIES HERETO AGREE AS FOLLOWS:
THE MUNICIPALITY SHATI;

(1 Degignate an individnal to act as liaison with the State to provide for the proper mterchange of
mformatwn durmg the construction phase of the Project and all actwmas related thereto.

@ Issue an appropriate order to any utility to readjust or relocate in or remove its utility facility located
within the municipal right-of-way and shall take all necessary legal action provided under Section 7-148 of the
Connecticut General Statutes, as revised, to enforce compliance with the issuance of such order.

Any delays resulting in charges or claims by the Municipality's contractor which are the result of the
failure of any utility to readjust or relocate in or remove its facilities within the area impacted by the Project
because of the failure of the Mumicipality to carry out its responsibility, as outlined in the first paragraph of this
Article shall become the responsibility of the Municipality.

3 Acknowledge and agree to comply with "Agreements with Goals, Special Provisions, Disadvantaged
Business Enterprises as Subcontractors and Material Suppliers or Manufacturers for Federal Funded Projects,”
dated October 16, 2000, insofar as inspection work is concemed, a copy of W]:IJCh is attached hereto and made
part of this Agreement.

@ Aclmowledge and ‘agree to comply with "Special Provisions, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises as
Subconiractors and Material Suppliers or Manufachrers for Federal Funded Projects,” dated Octaber 23, 2000,
insofar as construction work is concerned, a copy of which shall be made a part of the construction contract
documents. :

(5) Upon written approvals by the State, separate from this Agreement, advertise, receive hids, award a
contract(s), make payments to contractor(s), and administer construction activities associated with the Project.

(6) Obtain bids for all Project items to be supplied or constructed by the Municipality's contracior(s)
utilizing a bidding procedure acceptable to the State for a Federal-aid project. Thereafier, analyze all bids,
submit a bid summary, and request the State's approval to award the Project.

(7 Assure that the following pre-award requirements are met by the apparent low bidder:

a) Disadvantaged Business Enterprises documentation is in order;
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and/or omissions.

(19)  Pay for all construction related costs, without reimbursement, in the event the Project is canceled by
the Municipality without "good -cause.” However, the Municipality may request cancellation of the Project,
and if determined by the State and the Federal Highway Administration to be justifiable and with "good cause,"
Federal participation in expenditures will be provided up to the percentage of acceptable work completed to the
approved date of cancellation. A shift in municipal prierities, or lack of municipal funding, is considered to be
within the control of the Municipality and will not be considered as "good cause."

(20) Pay for advertising, construction contract items, administration, inspection and construction
engineering services, including assistants and/or consultants or contractors, rendering professional, technical,
engineering or other assistance and advice during the construction phase of the Project. Expenditures approved
by the State will be reimbursed under the provisions of Articles (27), (39), and (41) of this Agreement. Written
documentation shall be provided to the State indicating procedures utilized for the employment of municipal
forces and/or retenhon of consultants providing ccnstructlon services for the Proj ect

@1 Assqme all responsibility and liability for:

(2) The pro;;er maintenatce and operation of the Municipality’s faciliies constructed as part of this .
Project, upon completion of the Project, to the satisfaction of the State and the Federal Highway
Admimistration.

(b) Maintenance of fraffic conirol signals on mumnicipally maintained roadways (if signals are
constructed as part of this Pro]ect) upon satisfactory completion of the 30- day acceptance test
period.

{¢) The payment for electrical energy from such time as it is required for traffic signals and/or
iltumination installed on this Project, located on municipally maintained roadways, or at locations
containing at least one roadway that is maintained by the Mumicipality.

(d) Any and all claims by the construction contractor(s).

(22)  Notify the State, in writing, of the completion of construction activities for the Project and provide the
State, if requested in writing, reproducible copies of the "as built" plans for the Project.

(23) Maintain and enforce all traffic regulations, during and upon completion of the Project, to' conform to
State and municipal traffic laws, ordinances and regulations.

(24)  Agree that the State, on written notice, may, in 1ts sole discretion, suspend, postpone, or terminate this
Agreement, and such action shall in no event be deemed a breach of contract. Any such action may be taken by
. the State for ifs own convenience.

Any such suspension, postponement or termination shall be effected by delivery to the Municipality of
a written notice specifying the extent to which performance of work under the Apreement is bemg suspended,
postponed or terminated, and the date upon which such action shall be effective.

If the State terminates the Agreement, the Staie shall reimburse the Municipality at the contract unit
prices for the actual number of units or items of work completed prior to the effective date of termination, or as
may be agreed by the parties for items of work partially completed. No claim for loss of overhead or
anticipated profits shall be allowed.
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(3% That the State shall reimburse the Municipality for approved advertising, particiﬁating contract items
and contingencies, inspection and administrative costs in accordance with the percentages depicted in Articles
" (27) and (41} of this Agreernent. Reimbursement WiIl be made in the following manner:

(a) The Municipality, on a monthly basis, dunng active construction periods, shall submit to the State

on an appropriate State voucher form (CLA-3)} with supporting data, the cost of services rendered

. and expenses incurred for the billing period. Municipal costs shall be limited to the actual payroll

for the Project, fringe benefits associated with payro]l and approved direct cost charges for the
Project.

.(b) Upon review and approval of the voucher by the State, paymeﬁt of the reimbursement portion of
said costs and expenses shall be made to the Municipality.

(40)  Upon final inspection by the Mumicipality and the State, the Mumclpahty ghall submit to the State,
within one hundred twenty (120} calendar days, those materials described in the “Municipality Mamual —
Guidelines for Contracts Administered by the Municipality, 2003,” as revised, under the “Project Finals Check
List.” Upon réceipt and approval of those materials, which include signed “CON 58" and “CON 13" forms, the
- State will release all retainage and reimburse the Municipality the amount indicated on any outstandmg
invoices.

T the Municipality fails to fulfill its responsibility in regard to the submission of materials referred to
above, the State may exercise its option to take over or supplement the administration of the Project, as
previously described under Artlcle (15) of this Agreement.

(41)  That the total estimated cost for the construction phase of the Project is One Hundred Forty Six
Thousand Nine Hundred Dollars ($146,900), which includes anticipated expenditures of Nine Thousand Seven
Hundred Dollars ($9,700) for services to be provided by the Municipality and Eight Thousand Four Hundred
Dollars ($8,400) for services to be provided by the State.

The maxinmum amount of reimbursement to the Municipality under the terms of T]:us Agreement is One
Hundred Ten Thousand Eight Hundred Dollars ($110,800).

State Project No. 77-209 : Federal-aid Project No. STPR-1077 (106)

ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COSTS

A Construction Costs and Contingencies. .......... T TP o $128,800
B. Incidentals to Construction — Municipal SEIVICES. ...ociiir i e $9,700
C. - Incidentals to Construction - Materials tesﬁﬁg by the State......ccoveeiiiiiieiieenes $2,400
D, Incidentgls io Construction — Adminisirative Oversight by the State...................... .. . 56,000
E. Total Construction Costs (sum of A+B+CHD)..eeeniniiiiiiiiiii i e £146,900
E. Estimated Federal Proportionate Share of the Constructioﬁ Cost (80% of E)...ccevvinnne $117,520
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Estimated Mﬁnicipal_Proporﬁonate Share of the Construction Cost (20% of E)............ $25,380

H. Maximum Amount of Reimbirsement to the Municipality of [80% of (A+B)]............. $110,800
L Amount 1o be deposited by the Municipality in accordance with Article (25)(a) of this

Apgreement [20% OF (CHD) - v cen ettt et e $1,680
I Demand deposit required from 1‘]1& Mumclpahty for depreciation reserve crecht n

accordance with Article (25)(b) of this Agreement........oooeiiiiiiieniit e, 50

K Total Demand Deposit (). ... ve et et 51,680

(42)  That the State =assumes no liability for paymert under the terms of this Agreement until .the
Municipality is notified, in writing, by the State that said Agreement has been approved by the Atiorney
General of the State of Connecticut,
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Agreement No,

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties herefo have set their hands and seals on the day and year

indicated.
WITNESSES: STATE OF CONNECTICUT
Department of Transportation
James F. Bymes, Jr., Comimissioner
By: (Seal)
Name: Arthur W. Gruhn, P.E. :
Chief Engineer
Bureau of Engineering and Highway Operations
Date:
Name:
Town of Mansfield
By: {(Seal)
Name: Martin H. Berliner
Town Manager
Date:
Name:
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Daie:
Attorney General
State of Connecticut
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Item #£7

Town of Mansfield
Agenda [tem Summary

To: Town Council iz, 227504,
From: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager

-CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
Date: April 12, 2004
Re: Administration of Fee Waiver Ordinance

Subject Matter/Background

As you will recall, the Town Council recently amended the town’s fee waiver ordinance
to add Mansfield Community Center memberships as a covered service, and to reduce
the 100 percent waiver to a 90 percent waiver. At that time, the Town Council also
requested that staff work to improve the administration of the ordinance, particularly with
respect to making the fee waiver application process less onerous for users and adding
protections to help maintain confidentiality.

Staff Report
Following the Town Council's suggestlons staff has designed the fol!owmg measures to
improve the administration of the fee waiver ordinance:

» Developed a generic fee waiver application form for use by all town departiments —
applicants may apply to either the Parks and Recreation Department or the Social
Services Department, and must renew their application on annual basis by July 1% of
each year

» Developed a brochure to promote the fee waiver program

o Established a scholarship program for applicants seeking additional financial
assistance with community center memberships and program registration

» Developed an electronic database to maintain applicant data in more secure and
efficient manner

o Consolidated the fee waiver program subsidy into one area of the budget (Social
Services)

We believe that these improvements will indeed make the fee waiver program more
customer-friendly, and enhance our capabilities to administer the ordinance in an
effective and efficient manner. P!ease let us know if you have any questions or
concerns.

Attachments _
1) Town of Mansfield Fee Waiver Program Brochure
2) Town of Mansfield Fee Waiver Program Application

P.53



- Town of Mansfield
Request for Fee Reduction

Munsfield Community Center/Parks & Recreation ' B Social Services
10 South Eagleville Road 4 South Eagleville Road
Storrs/Mansfield, CT 06268 : ’ Storrs/Mansfield, CT 06268
Tel: (860)429-3015 Tel: (B60)420-3315
Fax: (860)429-9773 Fax: (860)420-6863
NAME: PHONE:
ADDRESS:

OTHERS IN FAMILY OR HOUSEHOLD

NAME AGE RELATIONSHIP TO APPLICANT

FAMILY/HOUSEHOLD INCOME (use 2" page if needed)

Name of Person Name and Address ' Amount before deductions:

Receiving of the Source (Documentation must be provided)
Weekly Monthly Yearly

I hereBy apply for a fee reduction and certify the accuracy of the information contained herein in accordance
with all provisions of the law and agree to notify the appropriate town department in writing in the event of
changes in said information.

Signature: Date:

(For Office Use)

Fee Waiver valid from: fo: Percentage: 50% 90% 100% (circle one)

Rev. 03/04 P.54




MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENTS

Assessor 429-3311

Building Department  429-3324

Engineering Department 429-3334 "~ The Town of
| Mansfield's

Inland Wetland Agent  429-3334 : . )
- Fee Waiver
Parks & Recreation 429-3015 . Ordinance
Pr'ggam‘e Court 429-3313

Ul . :

w _
Public Works 429-3331
Refuse Collection 429-3331
Social Services 429-331H
Tax Collector 429-3307

“Promoting Access 1o

Town Manager 429-3336 Municipal Services”

Zoning Agent 429-3341 _ www.mensfieldet.org



WHAT Is THE FEE

WAIVER ORDINANCE?

The fee waiver ordinance provides for a
reduction in the fee(s) paid for
designated Town services for residents
who meet specific income guidelines.
The goal of this ordinance is to improve
access to the services of fered by the
Town to all residenis, regardliess of
their ability to pay.

HOW DO I KNOW IF I'M ELIGIBLE?
Your adjusted gross family or household
in e, and the size of your family
desirmine eligibility for the waiver.

We use federal poverty levels to
determine eligibility, and based on your
income you may qualify for either a 50%
or a 90% waiver of any fees that are

" not reimbursed by a third party.

WHAT DOES THE ORDINANCE
COVER?

The ordinance applies to the following
programs and services, except where

noted:
« Parks & Recreation Programs
o Community Center Memberships and
Programs
¢ Parls & Recreation After-School
Programs _
Planning and Zoning Fees
Inland Wetland Fees
Zoning Board of Appeals Fees
Subsurface Sewage Disposal and
Water Supply Wells
« Junk Car Dispesal
« Recycling Fees
« Ambulance Fees (100% waiver)

WHAT IS NOT COVERED?
« Parks & Recreation Bus Trips
e More than two summer camp sessions
per child
~ « Senior Center meals, trips and special
events,

HOW DO I APPLY?

If you think you may be eligible for a
fee waiver you can apply through any of
the departments responsible for
providing services covered by the
ordinance. Applications may also be
submitted to the Social Service
Department. You will be asked to
provide documentation of your current
income, along with any medical expenses
that may affect your income. This
information will be held in strict
confidence. Once you have been
approved for a waiver it will apply to
any of the covered services. Eligibility
must be renewed annually by July 1.

WHAT IF MY FINANCTAL
SITUATION CHANGES?

Any changes affecting your eligibility
status over the course of the year must
be reported to the Town so that we can
evaluate whether or not you continue to
qualify for the waiver.



ltem #9

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council — m— pra 7%

From: Martin H. Berilner Town Manager

CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
Date: April 12, 2004
Re: National Community Deveiopment Week

Subject Matter/Background

Attached you will find a reguest and proposed proclamation to designate the week of
April 12-18, 2004 as "Community Development Week” in Mansfield. As explained in the
request, the National Community Development Association W|!I be celebrating National
Community Development Week during the week of April 12 to help communicate to

federal and state officials the national and local benefits of the community development
block grant program (CDBG).

Financial Impact
Not Applicable

Legal Review
Not Applicable

Recommendation

As you know, the Town of Mansfield has long benefited from CDBG funding and
projects. We have, for example, administered a successful revolving loan housing
rehabilitation program for many years, and currently have CDBG projects underway at
the Wright's Village and Juniper Hill Village senior housing projects. From our
perspective, it is important o emphasize to federal and state officials the importance of
these programs to local communities. Consequently, staff recommends that the Town
Council authorize the Mayor to issue the proposed proclamation to help promote and
communicate the benefits of this important source of community development funding.

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

Move, effective April 12, 2004, to authorize the Mayor fo issue the affached

proclamation designating the week of April 12-18, 2004 as “Communiiy Development
Week” in the Town of Mansfield.

Attachments
1) Letter of Request from National Community development Association

2) Proposed Proclamation designating the week of April 12-18, 2004 as "Community
Development Week” in Mansfield
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RECD &PR 07 2004

NCDA

PRESIDENT “VICE PRESIDENT SECRETARY-TREASURER IMMEDIATE PAST PRESIDENT  EXECUTIVEDIRECTOR ~ REGION | FRESIDENT CT STATE WHIF;

Roslyn M, Phillps Amintha Cicnotli Scoll Stevanson Greg Hoover Chandra Wasfem Petsick Sulkvan Laurence £, Wagner

Jeckzomilfe, Florda Providence, Rhoi lsland Los Angslus Counfy Davenpad, lova New Bedlord, MA Walarbury, CT
April 1, 2004

Mr. Martin Berliner
Town Manager
Town of Mansfield

4 S. Eaglesville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268

The National Community Development Association, along with cities and towns throughout the country
will be celebrating National Community Development Week again this year, from April 12 - April 18, 2004.

The goal of CD Week is to encourage those who work with and benefit from local CDBG programs to
communicate with both their U.S. Congressional representatives and state officials in the importance of this
Program, and its wide variety of eligible activities, plays in improving your community and benefiting its residents,

particularly those who are lower income, elderly or disabled.

The National Community Development Association is partnering in this Program recognition with
national organizations such as, Association of Local Housing Finance Agencies (ALFHA), Council of State
Community Development Agencies (COSCDA), National Association for County Community Economic
Development (NACCED), National Association of Counties (NACo), National Association of Housing and
Redevelopment Officials (NAHRO), National League of Cities (NLC), and U.S. Conference of Mayors (USCM).

We ask that you join with us and let your U.S. Congressional and State elected leaders know of the value

of this Program to you and the benefit it has provided to your community and its residents.

While there are many good programs available to communities, none are as broad based or as flexible as
the CDBG Program. CDBG lets each community utilize funds for its most important local priorities and needs and

benefit those groups most requiring assistance. Please don’t be silent on the value of this important resource.

NATIONAL COMMUNITY DEVELOFPMENT ASSOCIATION

522 21t Street N.W., Svite 120, Washingion, D.C. 20006 = Telephone: (202) 293-7587 « Focsimile: (202) 887-3546 » E-Muil: ncda@ncdnonline.arg. Website: www.nedaoniine.org
51 Lakeside Boulevard Esst, Waterbury, CT 06078 » Telephone: (203) 573-1188 « FBP' 58 (203} 573-1373



Enclosed is a suggested draft Proclamation and Resolution. We ask you adopt these locally and forward
a copy to your Congressional representatives, both House and Senate, and copy NCDA at 522 21% Street N.W., Suite
120, Washington, D.C. 20006.

We thank you for joining with us in celebrating the success of thirty years of this program and its
benefits, and urge you to let your elected representatives in your community as well as the State and Federal level

know how important this funding is to you.

Thank you for your time and support. If you have any questions or would like any additional

information, please don’t hesitate to call.

Very truly yours,

Efwum o T WDaggan g,

Laurence E. Wagner
NCDA Connecticut State Whip

LEW/g

GALARRY\NCDAYNCDA Week 2004Ready to go letters.doc

NATIONAL COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION
532 21st Street N.W,, Suite 120, Washinpton, D.C, 20006 * Telephone: (202) 293-7587 « Facsimile: (202) BB7-5546 » E-Miil: neda@ncdoonline.org, » Website: www.nedaonline.org
51 Lakeside Boulevard East, Waterbury, CT 06078 « Telephone: (203) 573-1188 » Fa‘P‘ 5"9: (203) 573-1373



DRAFT

PROCLAMATION
NATIONAL COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT WEEK

Whereas, the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program has operated since 1975 to
provide local governments with the resources to meet the needs of low- and moderate-income, the
elderly and other in need within our community, and CDBG funds have been used by neighborhood

based non-profit organizations throughout the nation to address pressing neighborhood and human
service needs; and

‘Whereas, the Community Development Block Grant program has had a significant impact on our
community; and

Whereas, Town of Mansfield , CT and other local governments have clearly demonstrated the capacity
to administer and customize the CDBG program to identify, prioritize and resolve pressing local
problems, such as affordable housing, neighborhood and human service needs, job creation and
retention and neighborhood revitalization; and

‘Whereas, the Town of Mansfield has utilized funds for renovations at Juniper Hills, a senior housing
complex; Wrights Village, a publicly assisted program; An addition to Senior Center for health
services; Purchase and rehabilitation of a residential shelter for young women with children; and a
Town-Wide housing Rehabilitation program.

Now, Therefore, I, Mr, Martin Berliner, by virtue of the authority vested in me as Town Manager of
Town of Mansfield, CT, do hereby proclaim the week of April 12 - April 18, 2004 as
Town of Mansfield, CT Community Development Week

In the Town of Mansfield, CT and urge all citizens to join in recognizing the Community Development
Block Grant program and the important role it plays in our community.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereto set my hand and caused the Seal of, Town of Mansfield, CT to be
affixed this - day of , 2004.
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DRAFT

RESOLUTION

Whereas, the week of April 12 - April 18, 2004 has been designated as National Community
Development Week, Town of Mansfield , CT is a participant in the Community Development Block

Grant program which funds a myriad of social service, economic development, and housing programs
in this community, and

Whereas, in this community and in communities throughout the nation, thirty years of Community
Development Block Grant program finding has developed a strong network of relationships between
our local government, residents and the many non-profit agencies that provide services and help make
possible our commitment to those neighborhoods, and

Whereas, this community recognizes thai the Community Developrnent Block Grant program is a
successful partnership of Federal, state and local governments, business, non-profit and community
efforts, and that the services funded by the CDBG program, administered by our local government and

often assisted by local non-profit organizations, relies heavily on the dedication of and good will of our
combined efforts.

Therefore Be It Resolved, that during National Community Development Week 2004, our
community gives special thanks and recognition to all participants whose hard work and devotion to
their community and neighborhoods and their low- and moderate-income residents has helped insure
the quality and effectiveness of the Community Development Block Grant program, and

Be It Further Resolved, that the Town of Mansfield, hereby petitions the U.S. Congress and the
Administration to recognize the outstanding work being done locally and nationally by the Commumnity
Development Block Grant program, and of its vital importance to our community and the people who
live in its lower income neighborhoods, and who have been helpful in its progress, and

Be It Further Resolved, that copies of this resolution be conveyed to the appropriate elected and
appointed officials of the Federal government and that the Town of Mansfield, be added to the rolls of
those committed to the preservation and full funding of the Community Development Block Grant
program and maintenance of its essential value over the course of the next session of Congress.
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Ttem #10

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council .

From: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager /D/fhrcﬁ ,éL ﬁnéfwu«_,
CC: Matt Hart, Jennifer Kaufman Gregory Padick, Curt Vincente

Date: April 12, 2004 _

Re: ~ Town of Mansfleld/University of Connecticut Land Exchange

Subiect Matter/Background

As you may recall, the town has recently applied for grant funding to develop a
greenway/blueway, including a canoe launch and multi-use recreation area, along the
Willimantic River at Plains Road. To facilitate this project, staff proposes a land
exchange between the fown and the university in which the town would acquire the 10-
acre Plains Road parcel and the university woulid receive title to the town's 43-acre
parcel adjacent to the Bergin Correctional Institution. For its part, the university is
interested in the latter parcel for the development of future recreational programs. The
fown had originally acquired the 43-acre parcel from the university in 1995 at the time
the former Mansfield Training School property was transferred by the state to UConn.

The university's board of trustees has acted favorably on this proposal. If the Town
Council wishes to proceed with the transfer, the next step in the process would be to
refer the matter to the Planning and Zoning Commission (PZC) for review pursuant to
Section 8-24 of the Connecticut General Statutes.

Financial Impact

The land transfer itself would be an even exchange. The development of the proposed
greenway/blueway wouid total $48,800, with the grant contributing $39,000 to the
project and the town providing the balance via in-kind services.

Legal Review
The Town Atiorney is in the process of drafting the necessary documents to facilitate
the land exchange.

Recommendation '

Because the town has no immediate plans to use the 43-acre parcel adjacent to the
correctional institution and the development of a greenway/blueway along the
Willimantic River would be a significant recreational asset for the community, staff
recommends that the Town Council refer the issue to the PZC for review.
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If the Town Council supports this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, effective April 12, 2004, to refer the proposed land exchange between the fown
and the University of Connecticut concerning the fown's property adjacent to the Bergin
Correctional Institution and the university’s property at Plains Road fo the Planning and
Zoning Commission for review pursuant fo Section 8-24 of the Connecticut General
Statutes. '

Attachments
1) Map — Proposed Greenway/Blueway
2) Project Memorandum from Parks Coordinator
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Maﬂsfleld Town of Mansfield
Communrty Parks and Recreation

Center . Department

X

Jenrifer Kaufinan 10 South Eagleville Road

Parks Coordinator Storrs/Mansfield, Comnecticut 06268

Tel: (860) 420-3015 Fax: (860) 429-9773
Email: Patks&Rec@MansficldCT org
‘Website: Www.MansﬁeldCT.org

TO: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager

. Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
FROM: Jermifer 8. Kaufman, Perks Coordinator
DATE: February 4, 2004

SUBJECT  Recreational Trails Program Grant

Attached you will find a project description and budget to develop a greenway/blneway, including a Canoe
Lannch and roulti-use recreation ares with a mature frail, along the Willimantic River at UConz’s Plains
‘Road Property. This gresaway/blueway would greatly enhance the Willimantic River a5 a “Canoe/Kayak

rail.” In addition, this project provides ancther link in the greenway trail from Merrow Meadow Park to
Eagleville Preserve, permanently preserved parcels along the Willimantic River. Both the Town and
University see this project as an excellent parinership opportonity.

ag total project.cost is $48,800. I finded, the grant would contribute $39,040 to the project. In-kind

servicss and cash would be provided by the Town and a local Landscape Architect and would total $9,760
and will be paid out of existing capital improvement funds.

Iiis resPectﬁﬂly recommended that ﬂ1e Town Council cons1der authonmg the submnittal of this grant
application to the Recreaﬁonal Trail Pro gram.



Development of a Greenway/Blneway Along the Willimantic River

[

1. Project Summary ’

The Town of Mansfield proposes to develop a gresnway/blueway, including a Canoe Launch and
multi-use recreation area with a nature trail, along the Willimantic River ai UConn’s Plains Road
Property. This greenway/blueway would greafly enhance the Willimantic River as a
“Canoe/Kayak Trail.” In addition, this project provides another linl in the greenway trail from
Merrow Meadow Park to Eagleville Preserve, permanently preserved parcels along the Willimantic

. River. The Town and University have nagohated a leage and both parties see ﬂ:us pIO_]EGt 8S an
excellent partnership opportunity.

In 2003, the Willimantic River was designated an Official State Greenway. One of the goals of
this greenway is to enhance the river as a waterway and fo creafe additional launch sites.
Development of this greenway/blueway irail provides more river access and wounld draw residents
of Mensfield and surrounding towns to the Willimantic River, ‘'which roms 25-miles through 9
towns from Stafford Springs to Willimantic. Use of the greenway/bluetrail wiil be enhanced by a
multiuse green space with a nature rafl. This space will be used as a ball field end for other
recreational uses such as picnicking, ldte dying, and summer concerts, The Plains Road location is
ideally suited for 2 canoe lavwnch because of its location immediately sbove the Eagleville Lake
impovndment. Proximity to the lake provides paddlers with relatively flat waters and is the only
location dlong the river where beginners can leam to canoe in a river with slow cmrrent. In
addition, the Plains Road location is the only point between Eagleville Leke and the Willimantic
River’s headwaters where there is enongh water flow year round to float a canoe. The Plains Road

location is idezl for a multiuse green spece and nature trail bec:ause it 1s surrounded by
mndeveloped land that wounld not conflict with recreational uses,

The pmperty was the site of UConn’s former sewage treatment facility. The area of the proposed
multi-use green space has smee been refirbished and graded with a layer of topsoil. The site was
hydroseeded in 2001 to stabilize the soil .and prevent erosion. The Canoe Launch would be
installed adjacent to the multinse green space and would be incorporated ag part of the nature frail.

In arder to develop this property as a waterfront recreation area with ‘rl.TJ.BiDIE tail and canoe Jaumch
the Town of Mansfield would perform the following tagks:

Consult with & UComn’s Deparment of Landscape Architecirs to develop a plan for
greenway/bhieway irail, development. The plan would gnide the inifial installation of the
items detailed helow. The plan would also include additional items such as plantings, and
stonewalls that would require additional funding at a later date. '
Develop a parking area and appropriate fencing to provide easy public access.

Develop a multiuse green space with e nature trail.

Install a gravel walldng path area from field to the Canos Lamnching area.
Install a Canoe Lannch.

Develop trail and install appropriate waterbars and walking bridges where needed io
cormect this site to UConn®s Plains Road site.

« Develop and install appropriate signage.
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ARTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Meeting of Monday, 1 March 2004
Mansfield Community Center Conference Room

MINUTES

1. The meeting was called to order by Jay Ames at 7:32p. Members present: Jay Ames, Scott Lehmann, Steve

Pringle. Members absent: Derri Owen, Carol Pellegrine, Tim Quinn. Others present: Blanche Serban, Jay O°Keefe
(staff).

2. The agenda and other materials for the meeting were, for the third month in a row, not sent out, at least in time for
Committee members to receive them before the meeting (or, In some cases, to learn that there was a meeting). Jay
0O°K. apologized once more — apparently the staff member who was asked to do this failed to follow through — and
vowed he’d not let it happen again. The Committee urged that materials for future meetings be sent by e-mail to those
who have electronic addresses. The minutes of the 2 January 2004 meeting were accepied as written.

3. Correspondence. Jay A. has sent a letter to Greg Haddad recommendmg that Blanche Serban be appointed to the
Commmittee.

4. Community Center art.

a. Mike Messier has submitted a bid of about $3.5K. for a maple rail system to hang flat art in hallways and
rooms. Jay A. now prefers a metal rail and bar sysiem, such as is used at the New Britain Museum of Art, A web-
page printout from art-supplies.net shows this system. Its uninstalled cost might be higher than that of a wood rail, but
it would be easier to us and could and probably be installed by the Town’s maintenance people. The Committes
agreed to go with the metal rail system in stainless steel.

b. The Mansfield Garden Gate Club is seeling artists to “artistically modify” pink flamingo lawn-ornaments for
a func-raising auction at the end of May. The Club would like the modified flamingos displayed at the Community
Center from 1-29 May. Afler some discussion, the Committee agreed to this: the current ceramics and metalwork
displays in the.cases flanking the entry will be extended from 31 March to 30 April, and the flamingos will go in from
1-29 May. However, once the rail system is up, we need to have an application form setting forth policies

(approximately quarterly displays, must be scheduled in advance, content suitable for the Community Center, etc.).
Blanche will draft a form.

5. Festival on the Green. The Planning Committee suggested some minor changes in the letier and form soliciting

artists to participate in this event. Scott will make the corrections and send the final version to Jay A. right away.
{Done 1 March after the meehng }

6. The meeting was adjourned at 8:35p. Next meeting: Monday, 5 April 2004, 7:00p.

Scott Lehmann, Acting Secretary, 21 March 2004
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DH(®

Mansfield Downtown Partnership

1244 Stotis Road
PO Box 513

Storrs, CT 06268
{B60) 429-2740
Fax: (B6D) 429-2719

March 30, 2004

Board of Directors

Mansfield Downtown Partnership

Re: Item #3 - Meeting Minutes

Dear Board members:

Attached please find the minutes fc.)r the Board meeting Aheld on March 2, 2004.
The following motion would be in order:

Move, to approve the minutes of March 2, 2004,

Smcerely,

(L/a—méfﬁef / 1 Vi /{/&fﬂ N\

Cynthia van Zelm
Executive Director

Attach: (1)

F\_Commen Werk\Downtown Partnership\Directurs\Ageul';";’fckupﬂ3-30-04.:100



MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP, INC.
BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING
Mansfield Downtown Partnership Office
Tuesday, March 2, 2004

MINUTES
Present;  Steve Bacon, Martin Berliner, Tom Callahan, Dianne Doyle, Dale Dreyfuss, Al
Hawkins, Janet Jones, Philip Lodewick, Betsy Paierson, Phil Spak, Betsy Treiber

Staff: C. van Zelm

1. Call to Order

Philip Lodewick called the meeting fo order at 4:05 p.m.
2. Opportunity for Public to Comment

Howard Raphaelson reported that Glen Ridge had added several new units. He estimated that
about half of the people occupying the new units were interested in lifestyle housing, freeing
others up 1o live at Glen Ridge. In response {o a question from Dwight Damon about what
comprises lifestyle housing, Mr. Lodewick said it entails living near amenities.such as shopping
and eating places. Residents receive some care facilities such as communal dining.

Leona Harris advocated for building structures in the new town center that would allow one to
go from place {o place in & climate controlled atmosphere.

3. Approval of Minutes

Betsy Paterson made a motion to approve the February 3, 2004 minutes. Dale Dreyfuss
seconded. The minutes were approved unanimously.

4. Director's Report

Cynthia van Zelm reported that she had provided testimony to the Town Council on February
23 as part of the process to apply for Small Cities funding through the Department of
Community and Economic Development. Funding would be allocated for strestscape
improvements along Route 195 including sidewalks and crosswalks. She will be meeting next
week with Town staff and their Small Cities consultant to put together a pre-application. Ms.
van Zelm said she continues to look into other opportunities for funding projects.

Ms. van Zelm said the Festival on Green Committee continues to mest and prepare for its
eventon September 12, She said the Committee will be looking for sponsorships and urged
anyone interested in sponsoring the event to let her know.

She said she continuses to meet with groups including student groups. This past month, Ms.
van Zelm met with the UConn Residence Hall Association and the student leadership group.

F:\_Common Wark\Downtown Partnership\Directors\Minutes\03-02-04 Minutes.doc '
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She will be updating the Undergraduate Student Government (USG) and meeting with a
subgroup of the Graduate Student Senate (GSS).

Mr. Lodewick said he would like to see more students get involved in the project and serving on |
committees including representatives from USG and GSS.

5. Update on Development Agreement between Partnership and Storrs Center
Alliance

Tom Callahan said that good progress was being made on the development agreement. An
outstanding issue is what is the reasonable expectation for Siorrs Center Alliance to produce in
terms of work on the Municipai Development Plan and their Business Plan before they have
confrol over the site. He noted that there would be a conference call tomorrow to discuss these
issues further and if anyone has additional questions, they shouid contact him or Ms. van Zelm.

6. Review of Committee Membership

Ms. van Zelm reviewed the memo on committee membership that she had included in the
Board packet. There are currenily nine people who are on a waiting list that expressed interest
in serving on a Parinership committee with most of the interest in the Planning and Design, and
Business Development and Retention commitiees. The Bylaws cap commitiee membership at
12 so this is why a significant waiting list has been established. Among the options, Ms. van .
Zelm recommended that the Board adopt a Bylaws amendment to increase the Commitiee
membership to 15 and continue to encourage people to attend and participate on Committees
they are interested in serving on while they are not a formal member. She said that she would
be mare proactive in inviting people on the waiting list to the committee meetings.

Mr. Lodewick asked Steve Bacon, in his capacity as Planning and Design Committee Chair, if
he felt the Committee would be constrained by more than 12 members. Mr. Bacon replied in
the negative and noted that he liked the idea of the 12 member cap applying to non-Board
committee members,

Betsy Paterson noted that there might be less of a commltment by people if they were not bona
fide committee members.

Al Hawkins thought the process shouid be as inclusive as possible.

Mr. Callahan agreed but thought there might be times when a vote is taken and it has to be
clear as to who can vote.

Janet Jones said the Partnership might want to look at the option of requiring commitiee
members to vacate their seat if they have three unexcused absences in a row, whiie alsc
inviting people in to make comments at the meeting.

Mr. Lodewick suggested that the Nominating Committee, as the Bylaws review committee,
review this issue and at the same time commit to being more proactive In inviting people on the
waiting list fo committee meetings.

7. Report from Committees

F:\_Cammon Work\Downtown Partnership\Directors\Minutes\03-02-04Minutes.doc
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Advertising and Promotion — Ms. van Zelm provided an update in Dean Woods' absence. Ms.
van Zelm said the Advertising and Promotion Committee had made some additional changes to
the Mansfield brochure. She referred to the draft e-mailed to Board members and asked them
to get her any changes soon. Ms. van Zelm said the Committee was working on the Spring
newsletter.

2004 Fall Event — Betsy Paterson updated the Board on.the Festival on the Green. She said
the Fall Event Committee was working with a UConn subgroup on getting UConn students
involved. The Committee Is also working on a car show for the event.

Ftnance and Administration — Mr. Callahan sald the Finance and Administration Committee
would bring the Partnership's 2004/2005 budget to the Board for approval next month. The
budget does anticipate a step up in financial commitment from UConn and the Town
Membership revenue would stay the same.

The Committee will also be reviewing additional sources of revenue to look at in the next year.
Some additional staff capacity may be needed.

Ms. Paterson said she had testified at the State Legislature for reauthorization of the Small
Town Economic Assistance Program (STEAP) where the Partnership has received funding for
the municipal development plan.

She has also pulled together some information for Congressman Simmons on the Partnership
and its grant requests when she meets with him next week in Washington D.C. as part of the
League of Cities conference.

Membership Development — Betsy Treiber said the Committee met last Tuesday and she wouid
be working with Committee member John Barry and Ms. van Zelm on some new membership
strategies. There are currently 280 members representing $11,760 in revenue far the
Partnership.

Ms. Paterson suggested having membership forms available at the Festival on the Green.

Planning and Design ~ Steve Bacon reported that the Planning and Design Commitiee tock a
field trip to Eastern Connecticut State University (ECSU) to learn more about the Science
Building and Residence Hall that they have under construction. ECSU is seeking to have these
buildings LEED certified. The Committee met with Blll Leahy, Associate Executive Director for
the Instituie for Sustainable Energy, and Rene Theroux-Keech, ECSU Associate Director for
Engineering and Design Services, who gave an overview of the projects. The Committee is
continuing to try to educate itseif on green building technoiogy, before it meets with Storrs
Center Alliance.

8. Executive Session - Personnel

Mr. Callahan made a motion to go into Executive Session {o discuss Ms. van Zelm's
performance evaluation. Dale Dreyfuss seconded. The motion was approved unanimously.

The Board came out of Executive Session and the following motion was made by Mr. Callahan:
To approve an increase in Ms. van Zelm's base salary by 5 percent effective for the year
beginning March 18, 2004 (anniversary date). Ms. Paterson seconded the motlon The motion
was approved unanimously.

F:\__Cornrnon Work\Downtown Partnership\Directors\Minutes\03-02-04Minutes.doc
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9. Discussion of Next Méeting Date

It was determined that many Board members will be unavailable for the next Board meeting
scheduled for April 8. The Board decided to meet on Tuesday, March 30 at 4 pm instead
unless the timing regarding a development agreement changes that date.

10.  Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 5:00 PM. The next meeting is set for March 30 at 4 pm.

Respectfully submltted

Tl g
7 [Taen Yelmr—
Cy, tﬁla van Zelm

Executive Director, Mansﬁeld Downtown Partnership, Inc.

F\_Common Werk\Downtown Partnership\Directors\Minutes\03-02-04Minutes.doc
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WINDHAM REGION COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MINUTES
March 3, 2004

A meeting of WINCOG was held on March 5 at the WINCOG offices, 968 Main Street, Willimantic, CT. Chairman
Michael Panthus called the meeting to order at 8:32 p.m.

Voting COG Members Present: Ralph Fletcher, Ashford; Chick Shifrin, Columbia; John Elsesser, Coventry (alt.);

Margaret Haraghey, Hampton; Dan McGuire, Lebanon; Martin Berliner, Mansfield (alt.); Elizabeth Wilson, Scotiand,
and Michael Paulhus, Windham, _

Staff Present: Barbara Buddington, Jana Butts, '

Qthers Present: Ropger Adams, Chamber of Commerce; Major John Buturla and John Vaz, Dept. of Public Safety/Div.
of Homeland Security; David Dagon, Town of Mansfield, Roberta Dwyer, Northeast Alliance; Michael Gardner, Town
of Ashford; John Jackman, Town of Mansfield; Pat Mancino, CT East; Thamas McNally, No Freeze Hospitality Center;

Daon Muirhead, Town of Windham; Virginia Sampietre, Eastern CT Workforce Investment Board; Dennis Twiss, Small
Business Development Center,

PUBLIC COMMENT

Thenias McNally nresented statistics on the usage of the No Freeze Hospitality Center which opened recently ai the
Calvary Chapel, It has been used by residents of several towns in eastern Connecticut, as well local residents. The
Center is seeking recognition as an organization, will be applying for grants, and will be seeking letters of support from
the Council of Governments for these applications. MOVED by Mr. Elsesser, SECONDED by Mr. Shifrin, that
staff be authorized to provide such letters stating that WINCOG strongly supports the efforts of the No Freeze

Hospitality Center to provide temporary care for those without housing on freezing nights. MOTION
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Dennis Twiss of the Small Business Development Center announced that Virginia Governor Mark Warner will be at
ESCU on Monday April 26. Governor Warner will be speaking on budgeting technigues focused on education, health,
and workforce development. There will be a presentation at 11:00 a.m. in the Johnson Room of the J. Eugene Smith

Library, followed by a luncheon from 1'7 1510 2:00 p.m. Local elected officials are invited to attend. Invitations w1].1 be
mailed out closer to the event. .

Chair Paulhus left at approximately 8:45 a.m. Vice Chair Wilson carried out the duties of chairman for the rest of the
meeting, '

MINUTES

MOVED by Ms. Haraghey, SECONDED by Mr. Elsesser, to approve the minutes of the 2/12/04 special meetmg
as submitted. MOTION CARRIED with Mr. Shifrin abstaining.

UPDATES

Eastern CT Workforce Investment Board: Ms, Sampietro distributed a summary version of the EWIB’s recently
adaopted work plan. She reported that the EWIB had submitied testimony against §.B. 433 that would have negatively
impacted transit services for non-English speaking persons working at the casinos.

Connecticut East Convention and Visitorg Burean: Pat Mancino distributed a report Tourism Forks for America that
containg statistics on the economic benefits of tourism. She reported that all municipalities received forms on which to
submit information on events and attractions that would ultimately be included in CT East promotions. Prior to making
revisions, a request for updates is sent to current listings, CT East board members, and to each member town. CT East

has moved into the QSHC office in Putnam. A commirttee is workmg on developmg Bed & Breakfast “packages” that
will be advertised in a new flyer.

REGIONAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

Don Muirhead (Windham EMD), John Jackman {Mansfield EMD) and Dave Dagon (Mansfield Director of Emernency
Services) addressed the COG on the need for more intermunicipal communication for efficient emergency management,
and requested support from WINCOG to begin to explore such opportunities. As a specific example, there is a need for
better communication among public works departments so that there is better awareness of who has what specialized
equipment, and among EMD’s to avoid duplication when decisions are made to open municipal shelters. Discussion
followed, Mr. Elsesser suggested the Eastern CT Public Works Association as a vehicle for improved communication
for those departments. MOVED by Mr. Berliner, SECONDED by Mr. Fletcher, to begin a process of investigating

P77
* indicates attachment to file copy of minutes COG minutes 2004-03-05



WINCOG Board Meering January 9, 2004
Page 2

how municipalities can work together better for emergency maanagement. MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY.

2004 HOMELAND SECURITY FUNDING

Major John Buturla of the CT Dept. of Public Safety/Div. of Homeland Security reported that the U.S. Office for
Domestic Preparedness (DHS) has accepted the Connecticut State Homeland Security Assessment and Strategy
Program without changes. He handed out packets of information for every town listing the equipment that each town
has received or that has been ordered. The purpose of the equipment distribution has been to increase ability and the
focus is now shifting to training. Members of the COG expressed their concerns regarding the need for storage space
and training. Major Buturla said that he would explore the possibility of using funds from the upcoming round of
homeland security funding for the purchase of small trailers for equipment storage. Ms. Buddington asked if DHS has
considered setting up a statewide exchange program for equipment that does not match a town’s cwrrent needs. Major
Buturla reported that there is a storage facility at the Brainerd Airport but that it conld also take a regional form.
Additionally, the Division of Homeland Security is working on obtaining training equipment and is sending personnel
to Arkansas for train-the-tramner exercises. Lastly, the Division of Homeland Security is working on an MOU between
the state ané rnunicipalities that w:ll include a spending plan aud other protocols.

TRANSPORTATION

STIP amendments: None.

WRTD Vehicle Storage Facility Feasibility Stydy: Ms. Buddington reported that the consulting firm, Gannet
Flemming, has negotiated their coniract proposal to meet WRTD's available funds. The comract should be signed
within the next week.,

"ADMINISTRATION

Nominating Committeer Vice Chair Wilson appeinted Mr, Elsesser, Mr. Shifrin, and Mr. Fletcher to a commities to
nominate officers for the election in April. Staff distributed the results of the survey of the Board indicating which Board
members would be willing to serve as officers.

Recommended Bylaw Changes*: The Regional Planning Commission recommended minor changes to the bylaws
concerning their membership. The COG may act on these changes at the next meeting.

Contract Authorizations*: Mrs. Buddington asked that one change be made to the list of contract authorizations distributed
with the meeting packets: inciuding FY 2004 as well as FY 2005 in the first anthorization on the list, regarding contracts
for Community Emergency Response Team (CERT) efforts, An application is being submitted for funding which may
start before the beginning of FY 2005. MOVED by Mr. Berliner, SECONDED by Mr. McGuire, to approve the
standard annual contract authorizations as amended. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

MEMBERS FORUM

Comments reflected frustration at the number of bills being considered by the General Assembly that could significantly
affect municipalities and the fast speed at which bills were being raised by various committees. Mr. Elsesser again noted
that DEP is still refusing to sign the required affidavit regarding gifi-giving. No contract over $100,000 between DEP and
another party can be executed until this mafter is resolved.

DIRECTORS REPORT _

Ms. Buddington drew the Board's attention to the directors report that contains detailed emergency planning updates
and other information. She reported that last night was the first in a series of Land Use Education Workshops
provided by the CT Land Use Education Parmership. WINCOG and the Green Valley Institute are co-hosting the
event and Columbia is the host iown. Jim Gibbons of UConn's Cooperative Extension presented The Roles and
Respongibilities of Land Use Commissioners to approximately 40 people from the Windham Region and surrounding
towns. Mr. Elsesser suppgested that the publication What's Legaily Required be called to the attention of participants.
The Town of Coventry has purchased copies of this book for each of its land use commission members.

NEW BUSINESS
Apnl 2 meeting: Willimantic Whitewater Parmership (D. Mullms)
Election of officers,
Consideration of action on bylaws changes.
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:50 a.m.
Respectfully submitted by Barbara Buddingtoen, staff.
P.78
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WINCOG
NOMINATION COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

WINCOG OFFICERS:  April 2z, 2004

Chairman Daniel McGuire, Lebanon | New

Vice-Chairman Elizabeth Wilson, Scotland | 2™ Year

Secretary Rusty Lanzit, Chaplin 2" Year

Treasurer Margaret Haraghey, 2" Year
Hampton

Member at Large Martin Berliner, Mansfield | 2™ Year

Submitted by: .
John A. Elsesser, Coventry
Chick Shifrin, Columbia
Ralph Fletcher, Ashford
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Mansfield Parks Advisory Committee
Draft Minutes for March 3, 2004

Members present: Sue Craig, Jean Haskell, Jacqulyn Perfetto, David Silsbee, Jennifer Kaufman.

Excused: John Fisher. Absent: Pat Bresnahan. Guests: Vicky Wetherell

I. The meeting was called to order by Sue Craig, acting chairperson, st 7:35 pm. The February 4 meeting minutes
were accepted.

II. New Business.
A. As arepresentative of The Willimantic River Alliance, Vicky Wetherell reported about the Alliance and the

B.

offically state designated “Greenway” they are establishing along the river with 25 miles of trails between
Stafford Springs and Willimantic. Mansfeld already has river trails in Memow Meadow end Eagleville
Preserve that will become & part of this Greenway. More efforts continue to connect public lands and use
rights-of-way on private lands to complete the system. The proposed canoe launch and six-mile trail
between Rt. 44 south to Plains Road will be & welcome Mansfield addition. Special Greenway signs will be
posted at junctions and white blazes will be used throughout the system.

Pat Bresnahan and/or Heather Fried volunteered to lead walks for CT Trails Day in June.

III. Continuing Business
A. PAC member recrunitment for three positions continves. .

E.

=

Grants

1. The Town is submiiting a Plains Road Blueway/Greenwsy grant proposal as part of the 2004 Recreational
Trail Program Grants, There will be a land swap between UConn (Plains Road) and the Town (Middle
Turnpike).

+ 2. Jenmifer will resubmit the NAV program proposal for the QSHC Partnership grants program.

Tasks for 2004, Jennifer and Jean reported on the progress of a proposal for improved land management in
our natural areas in 2004. This has been discussed at the two recent Lend Management Committee meetings
and we are encouraged to amend g submitted draf proposal, Tesubmit to committee members, and eventually
pess on to the Town Council for approval. The proposal includes accounting estimates of Parks Coordinator
time, lshor distributions for volunteer, DPW, contractor, or staff time, specific projects for 2004, and the
creation of  new part-tme job of Field Coordinator.

PAC Reports

1. Management. David Silshee will offer a review process of land menagement plans at the April meeting.
2. Volunteers. Jean reporied that the next workday is March 27 at Old Spring Hill Field. The official
“thank you“/cake and coffee/volunteer recognition, 1s scheduled for & half hour before the April PAC
meeting. Jacqulyn Perfetto will help. Invitations will be mailed to as many formes/present volunteers as we
can remember.  Sue requested publicizing a butterfly momtormg training session again this summer before
the butterfly connt date.

3. Edueation. The Winter tracling program was a great success. Plans continue for the May 2 Bird aud
Brealcfust, Sumimer Insects in late July, and a native bushes program in September,

4. Communications. Jennifer reported the Parks & Rec. Spring Magsazine is in press, with mfonnaf:mn
about the spring FOMF event and workday scheduie. The summer issue will include further dates for
summer activities,

5. Science. Enhancements. Txecutive. No reports.

Park Updates. None.

Non-PAC Reports. No comments on Conservation Comm. minutes or OSFC minutes. PZC#1151-2 or
PZC#1113-2 were difficult to review as the information was presented. There appeared to be no (PAC-
related) recreational opportunities on either property. General comments about PZC files included that it is
ofien difficult to put the proposed Open Space 1n context when given the information provided by the
applicent. An attached prereview by a town ecologist, or wetland ecologist, or OSPC would be helpful, with
an overview of how any conservation easement connects with the surrounding landscape or public lands.
The Town’s continuing collection of conservation eesements without having in place an adequaie monitoring
or maintenance system also concerns PAC, Jean suggested that a pien with a conservation easement also
gives money to the Town for all the future years of stewarding the property.

IV. Correspondence. None.

V. Future Agendas. Schedule dates for summer and fall FOMP programs. Begin land management plan review

process.

The meeting adjourned at 9:10 pm.
Respectfully submitted,
Jean Haskell, Secretary, March 4, 2004
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MINUTES

MANSFIELD INLAND WETLAND AGENCY
Regular Meeting, Monday, March 1, 2004
Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present:  R. Favretti (Chairman), A, Barberet, B. Gardner, .J. Goodwin, R. Hall, K. Holt (arr. 7:43),
P. Kochenburger (arrived 7 20), G. Zimmer

Members absent: P. Plante

Alternates present: B. Ryan

Alternates absent: B. Mutch, B. Pociask

Staff present: G. Meitzler (Inland Wetlands Agent)

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m., appointing Alternate Ryan to act as a voting member,

Minutes : 2/2/04 — Barberet MOVED Hall seconded to approve the Minutes as presented; MOTION PASSED
unanimously.

2/10/04 field trip — Goodwin MOVED, Favrett seconded to approve the Minutes as presented; MOTION
CARRIED, Favretti and Goodwin in favor, all others disqualified.

Communications: Conservation Comumission 2/18/04 Minutes regarding W1250 (B. Thompson); W1247 (Jung-
den), and W1248 (Rock). It was noted that in the case of the Thompson application, Cons. Comm. members felt
more information was needed; in the case of Rock, Cons. Comm, members voted that construction on proposed Lot
4 might have significant impact on wetlands (this would necessitate a vote of at least % of IWA members in favor
of the application to approve it.) The Wetlands Agent’s 2/26/04 Monthly Business memo was also acknowledged.

Old Business

w1247, hwpden, proposed dnvewav relocation, Mansfield City Rd. — Mr, Meitzler’s 2/20/04 memo was noted.
Hall MOVED, Barberet seconded to grant an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Water-
courses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to Michael Jungden (file W1247) for changes to the location of his
driveway as part of a house addition project, on property owned by the applicant at 752 Mansfield City Rd,, as
shown on & map dated 1/23/04 revised through 2/25/04, 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, maintained during
construction, and removed when disturbed areas are completely stabilized;

2: This approval is valid for a period of five years (until 3/1/09), unless additional time is requested by the
applicant and granted by the Inland Wetland 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.

W1248, Rock, proposed 4-lot subdivision. Browns Rd. — Mr, Meitzler’s 2/26/04 memo was noted, along with the
Cons. Comm.’s comment described above. Mr. Hall disqualified himself on this application. Mrs. Barberet
moved and Mrs. Gardner seconded a motion regarding the application, after which members discussed what some
felt was the undesirability of proposed Lot 4, After discussion, Mrs, Barberet withdrew the motion, with the
consent of the seconder. The project engineer, M. Dilaj, described the proposal, with special attention to attempts
to mitigate effects on wetlands on proposed Lot 4. He noted that, although the lot is narrow, it does contain more
buildable area than the regulations require; in addition, a 25-ft. conservation easement buffer along wetlands has
been included to fiwther protect the wetlands. A pump-operated septic system would also be required. In
conclusion, Mr, Dilaj said he feels that use of the proposed lot is sufficiently resiricted and the design would have
no’ major impacts on the wetlands. He agreed that a certified soils scientist would attend the next TWA meeting to
supply additional information, and members agreed to hold off further discussion and action until that time. Mrs.
Barberet will draft an approval motion, and Mrs. Goodwin agreed to draft a denial motion.
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W1250, Thompson. proposed 9-lot subdivision, Mansfield City Rd. — Mr, Meitzler’s 2/25/04 memo recommended
tabling of the proposal pending receipt of further information in answer to concerns raised by the Conservation
Commission about the important wetland in the vicinity of the discharge location for proposed street drainage.
Gardner MOVED, Zimmer seconded to table further discussion until the April meeting; MOTION FPASSED
unanimously. (Holt arrived at this time, 7:43 p.m.)

W1251. Harslkaly. Tequest for modification of an existing permit. Warrenville Rd. — Mr. Meitzler’s 2/25/04 memo

explains the location of the storage shed, which was approved in March, 2001. The shed was place on concrete

blocks, without any excavation. Holt MOVED, Hall seconded to modify the existing license (W1128) issued in

March of 2001 to Steve Marakaly in accordance with Section 5 of the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses

Regulations of the Town of Mansfield, to include a 10-ft. by 16-ft. addition to an existing shed on property owned

by the applicant located at 583 Warrenville Rd., as shown on a map dated 1/27/04 and as described in other

apphcatlon submissions. This action is based on a finding of no anficipated 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 consh'uchon, maintained during
construction, and removed when disturbed areas are completely stabilized,

2. This approval is valid for a period of five years (until 3/1/09), unless additional time is requested by the
applicant and granted by the Inland Wetland 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.

New Business — The 2/25/04 New Business memo discusses these applications.

W1251. request for a declaratory ruling, Hitchcock property, Hanks Hill Rd. — Mr, Meitzler’s 2/25/04 memo was
noted. Project engineer J, Luzak explained that the prospective applicants have requested that water testing be done
on property of Hitchcock in the vicinity of Hitcheock’s Pond on Hanks Hill Rd. in order to determine what uses
could take place in the fisture. The Health District Director has directed that further testing is needed, and a 200-ft.-
long trench is proposed to facilitate this testing. Mr. Meitzler stated that no as-of-right permission applies in this
case, and a formal application would be needed, as included in members’ packets., Goodwin MOVED, Holt
seconded to receive the application submitted by Civil Solutions, LLC, (file W1252) under Section 5 of the
Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to install a temporary test trench and monitoring
wells required by the Sanitarian to show suitability for onsite subsurface residential sewage disposal on property on
Hanks Hill Rd. owned by Sylvia Carson, as shown on a map dated Jan. 27, 2004, revised through Feb. 2, 2004 and
as described in other application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and Conservation
Commission for review and comment. MOTION PASSED unanimously.

W1253, Semerzalis, proposed 2-lot residential subdivision on Hunting Lodge Rd. — Goodwin MOVED, Holt
seconded to receive the application submitted by Elizabeth Semerzakis, (file W1253) under Section 5 of the
Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield for a 2-lot residential subdivision on the west
side of Hunting Lodge Road, approximately 3,000 feet north of North Eagleville Road, on property owned by the
applicant, as shown on a map dated 2/20/04 and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said
application to the staff and Conservation Commission for review and comment. MOTION PASSED unanimously.

Field trip — Scheduled for Tuesday, March 16, 2004, at 2 p.m.

Wetlands Repulations Review Committes — Mrs, Holt and Mr. Favretﬁ- reported work on revisions is ongoing,
Other Communications and Bills — As lisied on the Agenda. o

The meﬁﬁﬁg was adjourned at 8:05 p.m. |

Respectfully submitted,
Katherine K. Holt, Secretary
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. MINUTES

MANSFIELD PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION
Repular Meeting, Monday, March 15, 2004
Council Chambers, Audrey P, Beck Municipal Building

Members present: R. Favretti (Chairman), A. Barberet, B, Gardner, R. Hall, X. Holt, P. Kochenburger (arr.
7:11 p.m.), G. Zimmer

Members absent: P. Plante ,

Alternates present: B. Pociask, B. Ryan

Alternates absent; B. Muich

Staff present: C. Hirsch (Zoning Agent), G. Padick (Town Planner)

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m., appointing Alternate Pociask to act for Mr, Plante and
Alternate Ryan to act until Mr. Kochenburger’s anticipated arrival.

2/17/04 Minutes — Barberet MOVED, Ryan seconded to approve the Minutes as presented; MOTION CARRIED
all in favor except Poc1ask, Who was dlsquahﬁed

Zoning Agent’s Report — The March, 2004 Enforcement Acnwty Report was noted,

Single-family residence issues — Mr. Hirsch continues to monitor houses which may have more occupants
than allowed by the Regulations; 10 such cases are now in court. Mr. Hirsch reported that, while most landlords
have agreed that there is an overpopulation problem, others are still looking into their situations. Although it is
recognized that there is probably not much that can be done within the time frame of this semester, the Town hopes
to get written verification from landlords that they will fry to avoid this situation in the fall.

Almaveigh Inn — The Zoning Agent and Chairman have approved a request from the new owner for interior
alterations to allow use of some portion of the second floor as living quarters.

Zoning Board of Appeals — A meeting is to be arranged with the staff, PZC officers and members and ZBA
officers to discuss the issue of signage for pending ZBA applications.

" Recent CT Daily Campus article regarding housing — Mr. Hirsch explained that it is Town staff’s policy
not to respond in writing to newspaper articles, -Mr. Hirsch, the Town Planner and the Ass’t. Town Manager met
recently with the University’s Dean of Students to discuss ways to improve the current situation.

Partridge Way subdivision — After receiving several telephoned expressions of concern from the public,
Mr, Hirsch and the Ass’t. Town Engineer went to the site to investigate possible wetlands and stone walls viola-

. tions. Mr. Meitzler concluded there has been no wetlands violation; Mr. Hirsch reported there has been no
disturbance near the old house foundation or the well. He has spoken with the developer, to make sure he under-
stands the approval conditions and the way stone wall revisions are to be treated.

Holiday Mall — The mall owners were sent a violation notice mandating removal of the flags, pennants,
banners and signs announcing a new restaurant; the flags and pennants have been removed. In response to

members’ comments, Mr. Hirsch agreed to notify the mall owners that the fire lane, handmap spaces and other
parking lines needs restnpmg this spring. . .

. Old Business

Subdivision application. 4 proposed lots on Browns Rd “Kidder Brook Estates, Ph. IL” R.&V. Rock. file 1151-2-
Submission of revised plans is expected in time for the next meeting.

Subdivision application. 9 proposed lots off Mansfeld City Rd., “Wild Rose Estates. Sec. 2.” B, Thompson. owner,
file 1113-2 (Public Hearing scheduled for 4/5/04)

Subdivision apnlication.‘Q lots on Hunting Lodee Rd.. E. Semerzakis, file 1216, was iabled, awaiting staff reports,

Remilatory Review Committee-proposed revisions o the Zoning and Subdivision Regulations. file 706-23 — A
Puhblic Hearing is scheduled for 4/19/04. Mr. Padick noted some minor revisions added as a result of discussion at
the last PZC meeting, and summarized draft language he has submitted to the Town Attorney and WINCOG for
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comments. He mentioned proposed revisions in regard to dimensions of parking spaces and aisle widths and access
lanes i larger parking lots. This language is considered minor and, with the consensual agreement of the
Commission, will become part of the draft proposed revisions that go to Pubhc Hearing.

Verbal Updates:
Storrs Center Downiown project — Progress is being made, but at this time there is nothing new to report.
UConn_Hazardous Waste Storage Facility Comparative Site Studv — The investigative committee has
completed its study, and comments on its recommendations are expected for the next PZC meeting;
UConn Environmental Policy Advisorv Council and UConn Master Plan Updaie — A presentation during
. the next Town Council meeting will be given by R. Miller, UConn Dir. of Environmental Policy, at 7:30 p.m. M,
Miller is also expected to discuss the Hazardous Waste Storage Facility issue and other aspects of the Master Plan.

Field frip — Members were remunded that a field trip is scheduled fﬁr Tuesday, March 16®; Barberet, Favretti,

Goodwin, Gardner and Holt, who said they planned to attend, wﬂl be notified if the trip has to be rescheduled
because of inclement weather.

Public Hearing: Special permit application of J. Chen for restaurant service of alcoholic beverages at
University Plaza. 1232 Storrs Rd., file 274-2 — The Public Hearing was called to order at 7:32 p.m. Memnibers and
~ Alternates present were Barberet, Favretti, Gardner, Goodwin, Hall, Holt, Kochenburger, Pociask, Ryan and

- Zimmer, The 1epal niotice was read and Mr. Padick’s3/11/04 memo wastioted. ™ The applicant submitted all the
neighborhood notification receipts and explained that he wishes to sefve alcoholic beverages only with meals at his
Tapanese restaurant; there would be no bar. Since the site is located across from a high school, Mr. Chen was asked
how he would confrol potential sale of liquor to minors. He responded that the restaurant would have only 46 seats,
and identification cards would be checked. Hours would be 11 a.m. to 9 p.m. on weekdays, and until 10 p.m. on
weekends, The restaurant is planned to open in late April. No one in the audience wished to comment, and the
Hesaring was closed at 7:43 p.m. Mz, Kochenburger agreed to work on a draft motion.

New Business

DEP-approved Aquifer Protection Regulations — Mr., Padick’s 3/12/04 memo was noted. The PZC had previously
been designated by the Town Council as the Town's official Aguifer Protection Agency, but, based on current
regulations, the desighation must be reapproved through the adoption of 2 municipal Ordinance. Mis. Barberet
MQOVED, Mrs. Holt seconded that the Planning and Zoning Commission communicate to the Town Council its

desire to be officially designated, through the adoptlon of 2 municipal Ordinance, as Mansfield’s Aquifer Protection
Agency. MOTION PASSED unanimously.

Windham Water Works Supply Plan Update — Mr, Padick’s 3/12/04 memo was noted. The draft is still being
reviewed by the Town Planner; there is a 3/30/04 deadline for comments. Since this deadline date precedes the
next PZC meeting, Holt MOVED, Barberet seconded that the PZC authorize its officers, with staff assistance, to

send comments on the proposed Windham Water Supply Plan Update to the State Dep’t. of Health, MOTION.
PASSED unanimously.

Public Hearing, resubdivision application. 3 proposed lots off Hanks Hill Rd.. “Hanks Hill Estates. Sec. 5.7
Hunting Todge Partners. LL.C, file 556-4 - The Public Hearing was called io order at 7:46 p.m. Members and
Alternates present were Barberet, Favretti, Gardner, Goodwin, Hall, Holt, Kochenburger, Pociask, Ryan and
Zimmer. The legal notice was read and communications were noted from the Town Plammer (3/11/04), Ass’t.
Town Engineer (3/11/04), Eastern Highlands Health District (L. South, 2/24/04), Fire Marshal (3/11/04) and M.G.
Harper (3/12/04, submitted at meeting). Neighborhood notification cards were submitted by the applicant’s
engineer, D, Holmes, from all abutters except M. Harper. Mr, Holmes explained that he had revised the original
plans on the basis of the most recent staff memos, and submitted them at the meeting. An application for 5 lots had
been approved in 1988; the present application requests only three lots on the same 18.29 acres on the west side of
Hanks Hill Rd. The lois would be accessed by three driveways leading off a common driveway which would
follow the path of & prior uncompleted road. Soils have been re-tested and comply with current State Health Code
requirements.

The applicant proposes using the Town’s model conservation easement with modifying language allowing
future completion of improvements required by the previous Inland Wetland Agency approval (although that work
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is not a part of this application). None of the lots would front on Hanks Hill Rd. and all would have froniage on
the common driveway.

A .81-acre linear strip, comprised mostly of wetlands and located at the southern end of the site, has been
added to the proposed open space dedication. The open space would then be 3.55 acres, 19.4% of the site. Mr.
Holmes later described the way in which the open space had been selected to comply with the Town’s requirements
that it be similar in character with the entire site. All utilities would be run underground.

A waiver of the recent requirement to have the survey coordinated with the CT Plan Coordinate System of
1983 is requested by the applicant; Mr. Padick stated that such requests have been previously been granted, and
staff feels the request is reasonable.

In response to 8 member’s suggestion, Mr. Holmes stated that the applicant does not wish to grant a right-
of-way within the proposed open space for a possible future trail. The audience was then invited to comment.

R._Hitcheock, executor of the abutting Hitchcock estate, stated that he is in favor of the proposal so long as
it does not endanger natural drainage into the Hitchcock pond

M. Harper, 129 East Rd., the southern abutter, who is also a historic preservation professional consultant,
voiced concern regarding potential disturbance of the historic character of Hanks Hill Village. She felt that the
planned house to be built on the ridge on Lot 3 would interrupt the tree line and view of the ridge, and asked that
the size of the house be limited and that it be set back far enough and provided with sufficient buffer so that it could
not be seen from the road. Mr. Holmes noted that the house is already planned at 750 feet back from the road, and
an existing 50-ft. tree buffer would remain. Mr. Padick said that the Commission has no power to limit or
otherwise regulate the size of houses, other than their maximum height. Mr. Hall added that he does not feel it is
within the PZC’'s purvue to make sure all houses are invisible from roads, Ms. Harper noted the Plan of
Development’s recognition of the historic importance of Hanks Hill Village, and requested that Lot 3 have the
thickest tree buffer possible. Mrs. Goodwin pointed out that, in the area of the lot where the house is planned, the
tree buffer is really only 10 feet wide.

The applicant, Michael Taylor, felt the view should be left open for the buyer of the house to enjoy, and

said the Town already has stringent requirements regardmg buffering protection. The Public Hearing was-closed at
8:46 p.m.

New Business (cont.)

- Well House subdivision. Browns Rd.. reguest to_extend the post-approval filing period, file 1212 — Mr. Padick’s
3/12/04 memo explains this request. Holt MOVED, Barberet seconded that the Planning and Zoning Commission
‘approve a second 90-day extension for submittal of final documents for the Well House subdivision on Browns
Road, which was approved by the Commission on 11/3/03. MOTION PASSED unanimously.

Freedom Green. Phase IVB. request for additional units, file 636-4 — Mr. Padick;s 3/12/04 memo was noted. Mr.
Kochenburger MOVED, Mrs. Holt seconding, that the PZC table discussion on this item until the April 19"

meeting and that Mr. Poitras’s request be referred to staff and The Villages of Freedom Green Condominium
Association president. MOTION PASSED unanimously.

Communications and Bills — As noted on the Agenda. The CT Town & City article on discontinuation and
abandonment of roads was noted as particularly important.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:50 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary
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WINDHAM REGION COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

968 Main Street, Willimantic Connecticut 06226
(860) 456-2221/Fax: (860) 456-1235  Email: wincog@snet.net

Ashford  Chaplin  Columbia  Coventry  Hampton  Lebgnon  Mansfield  Scotlond  Windham

Ttem #11 _ April 5, 2004

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
WINCOG ELECTS NEW OFFICERS

On April 2, the Windham Region Council of Governments {WINCOG) unanimously elected Lebanon
First Selectman Dan McGuire to succeed Windham First Selectman Michael Paulhus as its Chairman.
WINCOG’s bylaws limit an individual to two consecutive terms in one office, making Mr. Paulhus
ineligible for re-election. The following were re-elected to serve a second term: Scotland First Selectman
Elizabeth Wilson, Vice Chairman; Hampton First Selectman Margaret Haraghey, Treasurer; and
Mansfield Town Manager Martin Berliner, Member-at-Large. Rusty Lanzit, Chaplin First Selectman,
was elected to serve a first term as Secretary, having been appointed to that office to fill a vacancy last
November.

Coventry Town Manager John Elsesser and Mr. McGuire both thanked Mr. Paulhus for his effective
leadership and dedicated service to the Council for the past two years, and for his ongoing hesting of the
monthly meetings. During his term, he co-chaired the Northeastern Connecticut Economic Partnership
with NECCOG Chairman (at that time) Dale Clark. This Partnership developed a comprehensive
economic development strategy for the combined regions, and the acceptance of this plan by the U.S.
Economic Development Administration made member towns eligible to apply for EDA grants and loans.
As chairman, Mr. Paulhus also served as WINCOG's representative to the five-member council of the
Eastern Connecticut Workforce Investment Area, the policy board of elected officials that guides the
warkforce investment efforts.

In other business, the board heard a presentation by representatives of the Willimantic Whitewater
Partnership, discussed concerns about the process being developed for the state’s use and distribution of
funding for homeland security, endorsed amendments to the state’s Transportation Improvement
Program, and made the decision to look further into opportunities to share facilities and staff for animal
control.

WINCOG provides a forum for discussing regional issues, explores effective and efficient regional
approaches to challenges faced by its towns, offers cost-effective technical assistance to the region’s
elected officials, planners, economic development staff and land use commissioners, and links member
towns with a variety of state and federal programs. Additional information about the Council and its
activities is available at www.wincog.org.

The WINCOG Board will next meet on May 7, 2004, at the Windham Town Offices.
XX

For further information, contact

Barbara Buddington, Executive Director

(860) 456-2221
director.wincog(@snet.net
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
BY
MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP, INC.
AND

STORRS CENTER ALLIANCE LLC
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

This DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is made as of the 5th day
of E%;_-; |_, 2004, by and between the MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP, INC.
(the “Partnership™) a nonprofit corporation with an address at P.O. Box 513, 1244 Storrs Road,
Storrs, Connecticut 06268 and STORRS CENTER ALLIANCE LIC (the “Master
Developer™) a Connecticut limited liability company having an address in care of
LeylandAlliance LLC, 16 Sterling Lake Road, Tuxedo Park, New York 10987.

RECITALS

A. The Partnership is a Connecticut nonprofit, nonstock corporation incorporated
September 5, 2002, as successor to an unincorporated association of similar name.

B. The Partnership commissioned the preparation of a concept master plan for the
area of downtown Mansfield to be known as Storrs Center (or such other name as may be agreed
upon by the Partnership and Master Developer) which culminated in the completion of the
“Downtown Mansfield Master Plan, May, 2002” (the “Master Plan™). The Master Plan
recommended that the Mansfield Town Council create a municipal development corporation
under Chapter 132 of the Connecticut General Statutes to act as a municipal development agency
charged with both the preparation and implementation of a Municipal Development Plan for

Storrs Center satisfying the requirements of Connecticut General Statutes section 8-189 (the
“MDP™).

C. By action of the Mansfield Town Council on or about May 28, 2002, the
Partnership was designated as the municipal development agency for the Town of Mansfield
pursuant to Chapter 132 of the Connecticut General Stafutes. -

D. The main campus of the University of Connecticut (the “University™) is located
adjacent to Connecticut State Route 195 and the Storrs Center area. The University’s policy is
that redevelopment of the Storrs Center area in a manner consistent with the Master Plan will
further its institutional mission.

E. In furtherance of its interest in facilitating the development of its property located
in the Storrs Center project area, the University commissioned Baystate Environmental
Consultants, Inc. to prepare an “Environmental Impact Evaluation for the Proposed Graduate
Student Apartments and Downtown Mansfield Master Plan Projects, Storrs, Connecticut” (the
“EIE”) pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes section 22a-1 et seq.

F. On or about April 28, 2003, the Secretary of the Connecticut Office of Policy and
Management approved the EIE, subject to two conditions, including the condition that a

municipal development plan be prepared pursuant to Chapter 13'7 of the Connecticut General
Statutes.
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G. On or about May 12, 2003, the Partnership released to the public a “Request for
Developer Qualifications and Concepts (RFQ), Downtown Mansfield Municipal Development
Plan, Mansiield, Connecticut™ (“RFQ™). The purpose of the RFQ was to solicit written
qualifications and concepts from development organizations interested in being designated the
Master Developer for Storrs Center. The RFQ pertained to the parcels of land described in
Exhibit A and located in the Town of Mansfield adjacent to or in the vicinity of Connecticut
State Route 195 and the campus of the University of Conmecticut (the parcels described in
Exhibit A being the “Project Area™). It is understood that the Project Area may be modified
from time to time, by mutual consent of the Partnership and the Master Developer. The
Partnership neither owns nor plans to acquire any real property located within the Project Area.

H. The Partnership has engaged the firm of Looney Ricks Kiss Architects, Inc.
(*LRK™) and LRK’s subconsultants including, but not limited to, EDAW Inc., Urban Pariners
and URS Corporation (collectively with LRX the “LRK Team™) to assist the Partnership in the
preparation of the MDP. The LRK. Team is responsible for completing certain tasks for the
Partnership, as set forth in a certain scope of services (the “LRK Team Scope of Services™)
attached as Exhibit B of this Agresment.

I The RFQ provided that, once selected, the Master Developer would participate
with the Partnership and the Partnership’s consultants in the conceptual design of Storrs Center
and the preparation of an MDP and ultimately in implementing the MDP by developing the
Project Area in a manner consistent with the MDP (the “Project™).

J. In furtherance of its interest in being designated the Master Developer for the
Project, Storrs Center Alliance LLC invested resources in responding to the RFQ, including
consulting with various real estate, planning, architectural, engineering and legal professionals,
preparing materials responsive to the RFQ and participating in interviews with the Partmership.

K. At the conclusion of the Partnership’s review of qualifications from the various
entities that responded to the RFQ), the Partnership selected Storrs Center Alliance LLC to be the
Master Developer for the Project.

L. Since its designation as Master Developer, Storrs Center Alliance LLC has
undertaken substantial additional efforts toward developing the Project, including research, data
gathering, planning, preliminary engineering, retention of consultants and attending numerous
meetings to discuss the Project with its professional team and the Partnership.

M.  The University owns certain parcels of land located within the Project Area. The
Master Developer has entered into negotiations with the University to enter into a mutnally

acceptable agreement for the acquisition of certain parcels of land owned by the University (the
“Land Acquisition Agreement™). ' '

N. The University currently owns and operates a water supply system that serves the
Storrs Center area of Mansfield. The University has stated its commitment to fully serving all
water supply needs arising from the Project. The Master Developer and the University shall
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enter into negotiations for a mutually acceptable water supply agreement (the “Water Supply
Agreement™).

0. The University currently owns and operates a water pollution control facility that
provides sanitary sewer service to the Storrs Center area of Mansfield. The University has stated
its commitment to fully serving all sanitary sewer needs arising from the Project. The Master
Developer and the University shall enter inio negotiations for a mutually acceptable sanitary
sewer service agreement (the “Sanitary Sewer Service Agreement™).

- P The Developer and the Partnership desire to memorialize their various agreements
relating to the Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and agreements herein
set forth, and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are
hereby acknowledged, the parties hereto hereby agree as follows:

ARTICLE I

DEFINITIONS

For purposes of this Agreement, thé following terms shall, unless the context otherwise
requires, have the respective meanings assigned to such terms in this Article I or the Section or
Article of this Agreement referred to below:

(13

Agreement” has the meaning set forth in the initial paragraph of this Agreement, as such
Agreement may be amended from time to time.

“Business Dav” means any day other than a Saturday, Sunday, legal holiday as
recognized in the State of Connecticut, or any other day on which, in the State of Connechcut, :
the United States Post Office has no scheduled deliveries.

“Business Plan” has the meaning set forth in Section 2.1 of this Agreement.

“Conceptual Site Plan” has the meaning set forth. in Section 2.1(b) of this Agreement.

“Development Program” has the meaning set forth in Section 2.1(a) of this Agreement.
“ETE” has the meaning set forth in Recital E of this Agreement.
* “Financing Plan” has the meaning set forth in Section 2.1(d) of this Ag;reeinent.

“Governmental Approvals”™ has the meaning set forth in Section 5.2 of this Agreement.

“Governmental Authority” means any and all courts, boards, agencies, commissions,
offices or authorities of any nature whatsoever of any governmental unit (whether federal, state,
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county, district, municipal or otherwise), whether now or hereafter in existence, which have
jurisdiction -over all or any portion of the Project.

“Land Acquisition Apreement” has the meaning set forth in Recital M of this Agreement.

“Land Records” means the land records of the Town of Mansfield.

“LRK Team Scope of Services” has the meaning set forth in Recital H of this Agreement.

“Master Developer” means Storrs Center Alliance LLC, a Connecticut limited liability
company, its successors and permitted assigns in connection with the rights and obligations
assigned.

“Master Developer Defanit” has the meaning set forth in Section 13.1 of this Agreement.

“Master Plan” has the meaning set forth in Recital B of this Agreement.

“Municipal Development Plan” or “MDP” has the meaning set forth in Recital B of this
Apgreement.

“Partnership Defanlt” has the meaning set forth in Section 14.1 of this Agreement.
“Project” has the meaning set forth in Recital I of this Agreement.
“Project Area™ has the meaning set forth in Recital G of this Agreement.

“Project Management Plan™ has the meaning set forth in Section 2.1(f) of this
Agreement.

“REFQ™ has the meaning set forth in Recital G of this Agreement.
“ROER Perniod” has the meaning set forth in Section 13.2(d) of this Agreement.

“Sanitary Sewer Service Agreement™ has the meaning set forth in Recital O of this
~ Agreement.

“University” has the meaning set forth in Recital D of this Agreement.

“Water Supply Agreement” has the meaning set forth in Recital N of this Agreement.

ARTICLE II

DEVELOPMENT OF A BUSINESS PLAN FOR THE PROJECT

Section 2.1. Business Plan. The Master Developer, in consultation with the
Partnership, shall prepare a confidential business plan for the development and construction of
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the Project (the “Businegs Plan™). The Business Plan shall include, but not be limited to, the
following elements: '

(2) A development program consisting of a statement of the proposed number,
types and mix of residential units within the Project (which may be in the form of a range,
consisting of proposed minimum and maximum amounts) and a statement of the proposed square
footages (which may also be a proposed range of square footages) for each type of non-
residential use proposed within the Project (the “Development Program™).

(b) A conceptual site plan for the Project identifying the proposed locations of
each type of land use; proposed locations of buildings, public and private sireets, parking areas,
public spaces and sidewalks; approximate locations of storm drainage improvements for the
Project; and approximate locations of utilities servicing the Project (the “Conceptual Site Plan™).

(c) A preliminary list of all governmental permits and approvals that will be
required to complete the Project.

(5] A financing plan for the Project generally identifying proposed sources of
funding for each component of the Project, approximate amounts of funding for each component
of the Project and anticipated timing and sequencing of Project financing (the “Financing Plan™).

(e) A critical path chart or similar timeline gutlining the anticipated sequence
and phasing of development of the Project.

) A preliminary management plan for the Project setting forth the
‘anticipated methods and responsibilities for maintaining the improvements contained in the
Project following the completion of construction (the “Project Management Plan™).

Section 2.2.  Timing of Business Plan Completion. The Business Plan shall be
completed in two phases. First, the Master Developer, in consultation with the Partnership, shall
prepare a preliminary draft of the Business Plan within 120 days of the execution of this
Agreement. Second, the Master Developer, in consultation with the Partnership, shall prepare a
final draft of the Business Plan. Given that implementation of the Business Plan will depend
upon approval of the MDP and the receipt of all Governmental Approvals, the final draft of the
Businessg Plan shall be completed no later than 120 days following final approval of the MDP
and the receipt of all required Governmental Approvals. The preliminary and final drafts of the
Business Plan shall be subject to. approval by the Partnership, which approvals shall not be
unreasonably withheld or delayed. R

Section 2.3. = Flexibility. The Parties acknowledge that the viability of the Project
depends upon the Business Plan being flexible enough to adapt to changing circumstances,
including changes in economic and real estate market conditions. Therefore, the Business Plan
may be modified from time to time by the Master Developer, such modifications to be subject to
approval by the Partnership, such approvals not to be unreasonably withheld or delayed.
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ARTICLE III

PREPARATION OF THE MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Section 3.1.  Preparation of the MDP. Within 120 days after the execution of this
Agreement, the Developer and the Partnership shall prepare an MDP for the Project. The 120
day time period does not include any of the review and approval processes referenced in Article
IV. Iiis expected that there will be overlap between elements of the MDP and the Business Plan.
Each party’s work on the MDP shall be at its own expense. The MDP shall include, but not be
limited to, the-following elemenits, to the extent legally required:

(&) A legal description of the land within the Project Area.
(b) A description of the preseht condition and uses of the Project Area.

_ (€) A description of the types and locations of land uses or building uses
proposed for the Project Area.

(d) A description of the types and locations of present and proposed streets,

sidewalks and sanitary, utility and other facilities and the types and locations of other proposed
site improvements. '

(e) Statements of the present and proposed zoning classification and
subdivision status of the Project Area and the areas adjacent to the Project Area.

(D A plan for relocating Project Area occupants.
(2) A financing plan for the Project.
(h)  An administrative plan for the Project.

; (1) A marketability and proposed land use study or building use study for the
Project Area. ‘

§)] Appraisal reports and title searches of the Project Area.

(k) A statement of the number of jobs which the Partmership anticipates would
be created by the Project and the number and types of existing housing units in the Town of
Mansfield and in confignous towns which would be available to employees filling such jobs.

D Findings appropriate to the Project and necessary to comply with Chapter
132 of the Connecticut General Statuites.

Section 3.2. Role of the LRK Team. Nothing in this Agreement limits any of the LRK
Team'’s obligations to the Partnership under the LRK Team Scope of Services. The Partnership
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shall use best efforts to canse the LRK Team to consult and cooperafe with the Master Developer
in completing the tasks described in the LRK Team Scope of Services.

Section3.3. Extension Periods. The Parties will cooperate to achieve the earliest
possible approval of the MDP. The Parties acknowledge that the completion of the MDP will
require input from, and the involvement of, various other agencies and individuals.
Circumstances may reasonably prevent the completion of the MDP within 120 days after the
execution of this Agreement. Therefore, either the Master Developer or the Partnership may
request one or more extensions of time from the other in which to complete the MDP; the parties
shall act reasonably and expeditiously in consideration of any such request.

ARTICLE IV

REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Section4.1.  Generally. The Master Developer shall, at its own expense, pursue the
MDP approval process to completion, and will participate in such revisions as may be needed to
obtain all approvals on the same basis as preparation of the originally-submitted MDP. Itis
understood, however, that the Partnership and the LRK Team shall cooperate fully with the
Master Developer, and that certain tasks required to complete the MDP process shall be
completed by the Partnership’s consultants, who shall be paid by the Partnership. Unless and
until the MDP is fully approved by all necessary authorities, the Master Developer shall not
-apply for any permits relating to construction of any part of the Project, including improvements
on any land the Master Developer may acquire from owners other than the University. -

Section4.2. Review by the University of Connecticut. The Partnership, the Master
Developer and its consultants shall present the MDP to the Board of Trustees of the University of
Connecticut and request the endorsement of the MDP by the Board of Trustees.

Section 4.3  Review by the Town of Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission. The
Partnership, the Master Developer and its consultants shall present the MDP to the Mansfield

Planning and Zoning Commission and request a determination that the MDP is in accord with
the Mansfield Plan of Conservation and Development.

Section 4.4, Review by the Windham Regional Council of Governments. The
Partnership, the Master Developer and its consultants shall present the MDP to the Windham

Regional Council of Governments and request a determination that the MDP is in accord with
the plan of development for the region.

Section 4.5. Review by the Partnership. The Master Developer and its consultants
shall present the MDP to the Partnership in a public hearing and request approval of the MDP.

Section 4.6. Review by the Mansfield Town Council. The Partnership, the Master

Developer and its consultants shall present the MDP to the Mansfield Town Council and seek
approval of the MDP.
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Section 4.7. Review by the Commissioner of the Conmecticut Department of Economic
and Community Development. Immediately upon approval of the MDP by the Mansfield Town
Council, the Parinership shall submit the MDP to the Commissioner of the Department of
Economic and Community Development for approval.

Section 4.8.  Joint Meetings. Nothing in this Agreement shall preclude any of the
required meetings or public hearings with the Partnership, the Mansfield Planning and Zoning
Commission, the Windham Regional Council of Governments or the Mansfield Town Council
from being held as joint meetings.

ARTICLE V

PERMITS AND APPROVALS; TIMING;
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROJECT

Section 5.1. Timing of Agreements with the Universitv. The Master Developer shall,
with reasonable diligence, pursue negotiations with the University with the goal of executing the
Land Acquisition Agreement, the Water Supply Agreement and the Sanitary Sewer Service
Agreement at the earliest possible date. The Master Developer shall not be in default of this
Agreement if the Land Acquisition Agreement, the Water Supply Agreement or the Sanitary
Sewer Service Agreement is not executed.

Section 5.2. Permits and Approvals. Beginning promptly after final approval of the
MDP, the Master Developer shall, with reasonable diligence, prepare detailed plans and
appropriate supporting materials and apply for all permits and approvals that are required from
any Governmental Authority in order to construct the Project substantially in accordance with
the MDP (each a “Governmental Approval” and collectively the “Governmental Approvals™),
with the exception of the following:

()  Any permits or approvals required to provide a potable water supply to the
Project pursuant to the Water Supply Agreement.

(b) Any permits or approvals required to provide sanitary sewer service to the
Project pursnant to the Sanitary Sewer Service Agreement.

Section 5.3. Utility Service to the Project. Nothing in this Article is intended to relieve
the Master Developer from paying for the normal cost of utility services and assessments (it
being understood that the terms of supply of water and sanitary sewer service shall be governed
by the Water Supply Agreement and the Sanitary Sewer Service Agreement).

Section 5.4. No Defanlt. The failure of the Master Developer to receive any one or
more Governmental Approvals shall not constitute a Master Developer Defanlt under this
Agreement. The Master Developer may, in its sole discretion, prosecute, defend or withdraw
from, any appeals or other litigation relating to the Project. The failure of the Master Developer
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to prosecute, defend or prevail in appeals or other litigation relating to the Project shall not
constitute a Master Developer Default under this Agreement.

Section 5.5. New Zoning District. The Partnership intends to seek approval from the
Town of Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission of a new zoning district designation for
the Project Area that will permit all of the contemplated uses of land within the Project,
including all relevant and appropriate zoning requirements. The Partuership agrees to consult
with the Master Developer before submitting any specific zoning proposals to the Town of
Mansfield. The Master Developer may, in its sole discretion, be co-applicant with the
Partnership on this or any other zoning related matters, provided that the Master Developer bears
all of its own expenses in such participation. '

Section 5.6.  Timine of Construction. The Master Developer shall construct the Project
substantially in accordance with the terms and conditions of the Governmental Approvals
according to the following schedule:

(a) The Master Developer shall obtain a written construction loan commitment, and
provide evidence of same to the Partnership, no later than ninety (90) days following the receipt
of or in the event of, as the case may be, each of the following:

(1) all Governmental Approvals;

(if)  written assurance from the University that an adequate supply of potable
water is available to serve the entire Project pursuant to the terms of the Water Supply
Agreement;

(iii)  written assurance from the University that adequate sanitary sewer service
is available to serve the entire Project pursuant to the terms of the Sanitary Sewer Service
Agreement; and

(iv) any and all appeals or other litigation relating to the Project have been
fully and finally concluded in favor of the Master Developer in all respects and all
applicable appeal periods have expired.

(b)  The Master Developer shall start construction of the Project no later than sixty

(60) days following the receipt of the written construction Joan commitment described in section
5.6(a) above.

(¢)  The Master Developer shall pursue the Project with reasonable diligence. The
Master Developer may at any time request the Partnership’s agreement to phasing of
construction pursuant to Section 16.6, which requests shall not be unreasonably withheld. The
Master Developer shall complete construction of the Project no later than four (4) years
following the start of construction described in section 3.6(b) above.

(d) The foregoing deadlines shall be subject to extension upon the written request of
the Master Developer in the event that one or more events not reasonably within the control of
the Master Developer (other than difficulty, delay or failure to acquire land from grantors other
than the University) make such request reasonable. In addition, it is understood that if a deadline
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is extended for any task that is required to be completed before proceeding to a later task, the
deadline for the succeeding task shall also be extended for a corresponding period of time.

Section 5.7.  Costs of Construction. The costs of construction of the Project shall be
borne entirely by the Master Developer, with the understanding that the Master Developer may
pursue certain public funding from local, state and/or federal sources, as well as private funding
from equity investors, lending institutions and such other sources as the Master Developer may
elect to pursue in its sole discretion. The Master Developer agrees that the receipt of such

funding is not a condition precedent to its obligations to construct the Project as set forth in this
Agreement.

Section 5.8.  Coordination of Construction. The Master Developer shall coordinate the
activities of its general contractors in connection with the construction of the Project with the
Partnership, the Town of Mansfield and the Umversity of Connecticut. The Master Developer’s
general contractors shall review construction schedules with the Partnership on a regular basis to
facilitate timely cooperation and public awareness of the Project.

ARTICLE VI

TRANSFER OF REAL PROPERTY RELATED TO PROJECT

Section 6.1. Generally. The Partnership and the Master Developer acknowledge that,
before construction shall commence on any particular property, the Master Developer shall have
acquired fee simple interest to such real property (or such other legal interest that may be
acceptable to Master Developer). Nothing in this Agreement shall preclude the Partnership and
the Master Developer from agreeing to structure development of all or part of the Project through

other means of control over real property including, but not limited to, one or more ground
~ leases.

Section 6.2.  Transfer of University Property. Any defanit by the University under the
Land Acquisition Agreement shall not constitute a Master Developer Default under this
Agreement.

Section 6.3.  Transfer of Other Real Propertv. The Master Developer may acquire any
other real property that it deems necessary for the completion of the Project.

ARTICLE VI

WATER SUPPLY; SANITARY SEWER; UTILITIES

Section7.1. Water Supply. Any default by the University under the Water Supply
Agreement shall not constitute a Master Developer Default under this Agreement.
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Section 7.2.  Sanitary Sewer. Any default by the University under the Sanitary Sewer
Service Agreement shall not constitute a Master Developer Default under this Agreement.

Section 7.3.  Utilities. The Master Developer shall arrange for all utility service to the
Project including, but not limited to, electric, gas, telephone and cable TV. The foregoing
obligation shall be subject to the University’s willingness to enter into the Water Supply

Agreement and the Sanitary Sewer Service Agreement, on terms mutually acceptable to the
University and the Master Developer.

ARTICLE vII

COOPERATION

Section 8.1.  Cooperation. The Master Developer and the Partnership, and each of their
respective agents, consultants, representatives and advisors, shall fully and expeditiously
cooperate in a reasonable manner and in good faith for the duration of this Agresment in all
matters relating to this Agreement including, but not limited to, the following:

(a) The Partnership and the Master Developer agree to meet on a regular basis

for the purpose of achieving final approval of the MDP and the complete development of the
Project.

(b) The Partnership shall use its best efforts to assist the Master Developer in
the expeditious preparation and processing of all applications for Governmental Approvals.

(c)' To the extent that the Partnership is required or requested to review plans,
applications or other materials prepared by the Master Developer relating to the Project, the

Partnership shall cooperate in completing such review in an expeditious manner recognizing that
time is of the essence.

(d} To the extent that the Partnership’s authorization, consent or approval is
required on any written materials, plans, applications or other matters relating to the MDP or to
the Project, the Partnership shall cooperate in prowdmcr such authorization, consent or approval
in an expeditious manner, recognizing that time is of the essence, and shall not unreasonably
withhold or delay the granting of such authorization, consent or approval.

(e) The Partnership shall use its best efforts to assist the Master Developer in
any negotiations or discussions with any public or private entity related to the Project including,
but not limited to, the University of Connecticut and the Town of Mansfield, and in seeking
public and private funding for the Project. '

@ The Partnership and the Master Developer acknowledge that extensive
public communications will be necessary to ensure the success of the Project. The Partmership
and the Master Developer shall cooperate in the regular dissemination of mformatlon to the
public in a timely manner.
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(g)  Future circumstances may cause either party to believe that the uses,
density, design, arrangement or any other aspect of the Project should be changed. In such an
event, the parties agree to cooperate with each other in resolving whether or not to modify the
Project, including the potential modification of the Business Plan, the MDP or any Governmental
Approvals. No such modification proposed by either party shall be rejected unreasonably by the
other party.

(h)  The parties shall jointly prepare, print (at the Master Developer’s expense)
and disseminate a public report on the status of the Project at least annually, provided that this
shall not limit the frequency, distribution or content of such additional public communications
the Master Developer wishes to make.

ARTICLE IX

DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Section 9.1.  Arbitration. Any dispute arising between the Parties hereto concerning
any matter of performance under, or interpretation or breach of, this Agreement shall be settled
by arbitration. Either Party may serve upon the other Party a written notice demanding that the
dispute be resolved pursuant to this Article. Within ten (10) days after the giving of the above
mentioned notice, each of the Parties hereto shall nominate and appoint an arbitrator and shall
notify the other Party in writing of the name and address of the arbitrator so chosen. Upon the
appointment of the two arbitrators as hereinabove provided, said two arbitrators shall forthwith,
and within ten (10) days after the appointment of the second arbitrator, and before exchanging
views as to the question at issue, appoint in writing a third arbitrator and give written notice of
such appointment to each of the Parties hereto. In the event that the two arbitrators shall fail to
appoint or agree upon such third arbitrator within said ten (10) day period, a third arbitrator shall
be selected by the Parties themselves if they so agree upon a third arbitrator within a further
period of ten (10) days. If any arbitrator shall not be appointed or agreed upon within the time
herein provided, then either Party on behalf of both may request such appointment by the
American Arbitration Association (or a successor or similar organization if the American
Arbitration Association is no longer in existence). Said arbitrators shall be sworn faithfully and
fairly to determine the question at issue. The three arbitrators shall each be duly qualified in the
subject matter of the dispute under arbitration and shall afford to the Master Developer and the
Partnership the privilege of cross-examination, on the question at issue, and shall, with all
possible speed, make their determination in writing and shall give notice to the Parties of such
determination. The concurring determination of any two of said three arbitrators shall be binding
upon the Parties hereto, or, in case no two of the arbitrators shall render a concurring
determination, then the determination of the third arbitrator appointed shall be binding upon the
Parties hereto. Each Party shall pay the fees of the arbitrator appointed by it, and the fees of the
third arbitrator shall be divided equally between the Parties. In the event that any arbitrator
appointed as aforesaid shall thereafter die or become unable or unwilling to act, his or her
successor shall be appointed in the same manner provided in this Article for the appointment of
the arbitrator so dying or becoming unable or unwilling to act. '
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Section 9.2. Location of Arbitration Proceedinigs. All arbitration proceedings pursuant
to this Agreement shall be conducted in either Hartford, Connecticut or Mansfield, Connecticut,
or any other locaftion to which all Parties agree.

Section 9.3. Mediation. Nothing in this Agreement shall prevent the Parties from
mutually agreeing to engage in non-binding mediation in an effort to resolve any dispute arising
out of this Agreement. To the extent that the Parties agree to engage in such mediation, either

party may elect to withdraw from the mediation at any time, in which case all provisions of this
Article shall continue to apply.

ARTICLE X

REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES OF THE PARTNERSHIP

Section 10.1. Due Authorization. This Agreement has been duly authorized, executed
and delivered by the Parinership, and constitutes the legal, valid and binding agreement of the
Partnership, enforceable against the Partnership in accordance with its terms.

Section 10.2. Full Disclosure. The Partnership has disclosed to the Master Developer all
information, whether embodied in written or oral form, that is material to the Project. No
representation or warranty of the Partnership, and no statement made in any document delivered
by it to the Master Developer, omits to staie a material fact necessary to make the statements
herein or therein, in light of the circumstances in which they were made, not misleading. -

Section 10.3. Exclusive Dealings. The Partnership is pursuing the development of the
Project Area exclusively with the Master Developer, and the Parinership covenants that it has not
and will not engage in any communications, whether written or oral, with any other developer
entity for so long as this agreement is in effect.

Section 10.4. Noncompetition. For a period of seven (7) years following the date
hereof, the Partnership shall not engage in any development or other business activity which, if
successful, might reasonably compete with the business interests of the Master Developer or any
of the actual business tenants, owners or occupants of property developed by the Master
Developer unless the Partnership obtains the Master Developer’s written permission to engage in
such activity. The Master Developer shall not withhold such permission unless the Master
Developer reasonably believes the activity would materially harm the Project. The following
activities of the Partnership shall not constitute a breach of this covenant: physical
improvements made or supported by the Partnership to any land located outside the Project Area,
without change of use of such land, and general land use planning activities for land located

outside the Project Area, provided that the Partnership consults regularly and in good faith with
the Master Developer regarding such act1v1t1_es
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ARTICLE XI

REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES OF THE MASTER DEVELOPER

Section 11.1. Due Authorization. This Agreement has been duly authorized, executed
and delivered by the Master Developer, and constitutes the legal, valid and binding agreement of
the Master Developer, enforceable against the Master Developer in accordance with its terms.

Section 11.2. Full Disclosure. No representation or warranty of the Master Developer,
and no statement made in any document delivered by it to the Partnership, omits a material fact

necessary to make the statements herein or therein, in light of the circumstances in which they
were made, not misleading.

Section 11.3. No Discrimination. The Master Developer shall not discriminate upon the
basis of age, race, color, religion, disability, sex, national origin or sexual orientation in the sale,
lease or rental or in the use or occupancy of the Project Properties.

Section 11.4. Compliance with Laws. The Master Developer shall comply with all
applicable laws in the execution of the Project and performance of this Agreement.

Section 11.5. Hold Harmless: Indemnification. The Master Developer shall hold the
Partnership and its officers and employees harmless from, and shall indemnify them against, any
claims arising out of actual or alleged negligence, or any intentional wrongdoing on the part of
the Master Developer or any of the Master Developer’s officers, employees or agents in
connection with the Project.

ARTICLE XTI

NOTICES

Section 12.1. Notices. Any notice which may be or is required to be given hereunder
must be in writing and must be: (i) personally delivered, (ii) transmitted by United States mail, as
registered or certified matter, return receipt requested, and postage prepaid, or (iii) fransmitted by
nationally recognized overnight courier service to the applicable party at its address listed below.
Except as otherwise specified herein, all notices and other communications shall be deemed to
have been duly given and received, whether or not actually received, on (a) the date of receipt if
delivered personally, (b) five (5) business days after the date of posting if transmitted by
registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, or (c) one (1) Business Day after pick-up if -
transmitted by a nationally recognized overnight courier service, whichever shall first occur. A
notice or other communication not given as herein provided shall be deemed given if and when
such notice or communication and any specified copies are actually received in writing by the
party and all other Persons to whom they are required or permitted to be given. Any party hereto
may change its address for purposes hereof by notice given to the other party in accordance with
the provisions of this Article XII, but such notice shall not be deemed to have been duly given
unless and until it is actually received by the other party.
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Notices hereunder shall be directed:
To the Partnership:

Mansfield Downtown Partmership, Inc.

P.O. Box 513

1244 Storrs Road

Storrs, Connecticut 06268

Attn: Cynthia van Zelm, Executive Director
Telephone: (860) 429-2740

Facsimile: (860) 429-2719

With copies at the same time to:

Leeland J. Cole-Chu, Esg.
Cole-Chu & Company, LLC

261 Williams Street

Post Office Box 1390

New London, Connecticut 06320
Telephone: (860) 442-0150
Facsimile: (860) 442-8353

To the Master Developer:

Storrs Center Alliance LLC

c/o LeylandAlliance LLC

16 Sterling Lake Road

Tuxedo Park, New York 10987

Attn: Howard Kaufman, General Counsel
Telephone: (845)351-2900

Facsimile: (845) 351-2922

With copies at the same time to:

The Marquette Companies
175 South HighPoint Drive
Romeoville, IT. 60446
Att: Bruno Bottarelli
Telephone: (630) 364-0000
Facsimile: (630} 364-0001

and
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Robinson & Cole LLP

280 Trumbull Street A
Hartford, Connecticut 06103
Attn: Thomas P. Cody, Esq.
Telephone: (860) 275-8264
Facsimile: (860)275-8299

ARTICLE XTIT

DEFAULT BY THE MASTER DEVELOPER

Section 13.1. Default. The occurrence of any one or more of the following shall
constitute a “Master Developer Default” under this Agreement:

(8)  The occurrence (including the discovery of any prior occurrence) of any
intentional, material misrepresentation by the Master Developer to the Partnership, to the Town
of Mansfield, to the University, or to any of their officers or agents.

(bj The occurrence of a material defanlt by the Master Developer under the
Land Acquisition Agreement, the Water Supply Agreement or the Sanitary Sewer Service
Agreement, subject to whatever rights to cure the respective agreement(s) may provide.

(c) The occurrence of any breach by the Master Developer of a2 material
covenant or warranty contained in this Agreement, and the failure to cure such breach in a
manner reasonably acceptable to the Partnership within thirty (30) days following the
Partnership’s giving of written notice of such breach; provided, if the Master Developer
commences the cure of said breach within said thirty (30) day period, and continues with
diligence to cure same, said thirty (30) day period shall be extended, and no Master Developer
Default shall be deemed to occur, for such additional period as shall reasonably be required to
enable the Master Developer to complete such cure.

Section 13.2. Remedies. Upon the occurrence of a Master Developer Default, the
Partnership shall have no further obligations under this Agreement and the Partnership shall have
the following rights:

(a) To revoke the designation of the Master Developer as Master Developer
for the Project.

(b)  To demand and receive from the Master Developer liquidated damages in
the sum of $200,000.00, it being agreed that it is and will remain unreasonably difficuit to
calculate with precision the Partnership’s damages from a Master Developer Default, and to
commence legal action and obtain judgment for such sum if it is not promptly paid.

(c) To seek and appoint another master developer for any land not controlled
by the Master Developer.

P.112



(d) In the event of a Master Developer Default, the Partnership shall, for a
period of three (3) years following such Master Developer Default (the "ROFR Period"), have a
right of first refusal, as more particularly described herein, with respect to any and all parcels of
land, with the buildings and improvements thereon, owned by the Master Developer within the
Project Area (as the Project Area is defined at the time of the Master Developer Default), and
with respect to which the Master Developer has received an offer or offers it wishes to accept. It
is expressly understood and agreed that such right of first refusal shall not apply to any sale of
property pursuant to a foreclosure or other involuntary sale, and that such right is a conditional
right not intended to be an encumbrance on the Master Developer's land in the Project Area
unless and until there occurs a Master Developer Default. However, in such case, this right shall
be effective without further notice or demand to the Master Developer and shall be enforceable
by any legal and/or equitable remedies generally available in aid of the enforcement of real estate
contracts. In the event the Master Developer wishes to accept an offer or offers to sell property
within the Project Area during the ROFR Period, the Master Developer shall send a notice to the
Partnership with the terms and conditions of the offer or offers it wishes to accept. The
Partnership shall then have a period of twenty (20) calendar days in which to notify the Master
Developer that it wishes to acquire said property on said terms and conditions, and an additional
period of twenty (20) calendar days to enter into a purchase and sale agreement substantially in
accordance with said terms and conditions; if no notice is given within said initial twenty (20)
day period, or the Partnership fails to enter into a purchase and sale agreement within said
additional twenty (20) day period, the Partnership shall be deemed to have waived said right of
first refusal, and Master Developer shall be free to sell said property on terms and conditions
substantially as set forth in the notice.

ARTICLE XTIV

DEFAULT BY THE PARTNERSHIP

Section 14.1. Default. The occurrence of any one or more of the following shall
constitute a “Partnership Default™ as that term is used in this Agreement: (a) The occurrence of a
breach by the Partnership of a material covenant or warranty contained in this Agreement, which
breach is not promptly cured as provided herein; or (b) the occurrence of an intentional material
misrepresentation by the Partnership. Notwithstanding the foregoing, if the Partnership
commences the cure of said breach or misrepresentation within a thirty (30) day period, and
continnes with diligence to endeavor to cure same, said thirty (30) day period shall be extended,
and no Partnership Default shall be deemed to occur, for such additional period as shall
reasonably be required to enable the Parinership to complete such cure.

Section 14.2. Remedies. Upon the occurrence of a Partnership Default, the Master
Developer shall have the right to enforce all terms, provisions and conditions of this Agreememt
by any remedies available at law or in equity, including specific performance, and the right to
recover reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in connection with said enforcement.
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ARTICLE XV

INSURANCE

Section 15.1. Developer’s Insurance Obligations. The Master Developer shall maintain
the following insurance:

(a) Liability insurance with limits of no less than $500,000.00 per person and
$2,000,000.00 per occurrence and with the Partnership named as an additional insured;

(b)  Workers compensation insurance to the extent required by law, and the
Master Developer shall require each of its contractors and subcontractors to maintain workers
compensation insurance; and

(©) After the start of construction, builder’s risk insurance.

ARTICLE XVI

MISCELLANEOQUS

Section 16.1. Master Developer Costs. To the extent not specified otherwise in this
Agreement, the Master Developer’s responsibilities under this Agreement shall be performed
entirely at the Master Developer’s expense. The Master Developer shall, for example, obtain
and pay the cost of any letters of credit or bonds that are customarily required (and not waived)
by the Town of Mansfield, the University or any agency of the State of Connecticut to secure
proper completion of infrastructure improvements included within the Project. The Master
Developer shall not be entitled to reimbursement or compensation from the Partnership for
expenses incurred in connection with the Project.

Section 16.2. Municipal Taxes. To the extent that the Master Developer owns land or
improvements within the Project Area in fee simple, the Master Developer shall be responsible
for timely payment of all municipal taxes applicable to such land or improvements.

Section 16.3. Project Advertising. For so long as the Partnership is not in default under
this Agreement, all advertising (including signs) for sale or rental of any portion of the Project
shall include the words “An Open Occupancy Building” in a legible type size and design, and
shall include the words “in cooperation with the Mansfield Downtown Partnership, The
University of Connecticut and the Town of Mansfield.” The words “project” or “development”
may be substituted for the word “building” where circumstances make it appropriate.

Section 16.4. Interpretation. Unless otherwise specified herein: (a) the singular
includes the plural and the plural the singular; (b) words importing any gender include the other
genders; (c¢) references to persons include their permitted successors and assigns; (d) references
to statutes are to be construed as including all rules and regulations adopted pursuant to the’
statute referred to and all statutory provisions consolidating, amending or replacing the statute
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referred to; (e) references to agreements and other contractual instruments shall be deemed to
include all subsequent amendments thereto or changes therein and entered into in accordance
with their respective terms; (f) the words “approve,” “consent” and “agree” or derivations of said
words or words of similar import mean, unless otherwise expressly provided herein, the prior
approval, consent or agreement in writing of the person holding the right to approve, consent or
agree with respect to the matter in question; (g} the words “include” or “including” or words of
similar import, shall be deemed to be followed by the words “without limitation”; (h) the words
“hereto” or “hereby” or “herein” or “hereof” or “hereunder,” or words of similar import, refer to
this Agreement in its entirety; (i) all references to arficles and sections are to the articles and
sections of this Agreement; () in computing any time period hereunder, the day of the act, event
or default after which the designated time period begins to run is not to be included, and the last
day of the period so computed is to be included, unless any such last day is not a Business Day,
in which event such time period shall run until the next day which is a Business Day; and (k) the
headings of articles and sections contained in this Agreement are inserted as a matter of
convenience and shall not affect the construction of this Agreement. The Parmership and the
Master Developer have each jointly, with the advice and assistance of their respective legal
counsel, participated in the negotiation and drafiing of all of the terms and provisions of this
Agreement, and, accordingly it is agreed that no term or provision of this Agreement shall be
construed in favor of or against any party by virtue of the authorsh1p or purported authorship
thereof by any party.

Section 16.5. Applicable Law. This Agreement shall in all respects be governed by, and
construed in accordance with, the substantive federal laws of the United States and the laws of
the State of Connecticut. All duties and obligations under this Agreement are to be performed in
the State of Connecticut and venue for purposes of any actions brought under this Agreement, or
under any agreement or other document executed in conjunction herewith, shall be the state or
federal courts located within and having jurisdiction over the State of Connecticut.

Section 16.6. Amendment and Waiver. This Agreement may be amended or changed
only by written instrument entitled “Development Agreement Amendment™ duly executed by the
Partnership and the Master Developer, and any alleged amendment or change which is not so
documented shall not be effective as to either party. Provisions of this Agreement may be
waived by the party hereto which is entitled to the benefit thereof by evidencing written waiver
entifled “Development Agreement Limited Waiver” executed by such party.

Section 16.7. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement or the application thereof
to any person or circumstance shall, for any reason and to any extent, be invalid or unenforceable
but the extent of the invalidity or unenforceability does not destroy the basis of the bargain
between the parties hereto as contained herein, the remainder of this Agreement and the
application of such provision to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby, but
rather shall be enforced to the greatest exient permitted by applicable law.

Section 16.8. Confidentiality of Information. To the extent permitted by law, all
information obtained by either party from the other party hereto pursuant to this Agreement shall
remain confidential; provided, however, the foregoing shall not prevent either party hereto from
disclosing such information, if any, as may reasonably be required to carry out its obligations
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hereunder (including without limitation disclosure to its lenders, attorneys, accountants or
consultants retained for the purposes of this transaction) or as reasonably requested by potential
or current investors in the Master Developer or as reasonably requested by a construction lender
or any permanent lender in connection with any consiruction loans or permanent loans or as may
be required in connection with any litigation or alternative dispute resolution proceedings
between the parties to this Agreement or as required by applicable law, court order or any rule,
regulation or order of any governmental authority or agency having jurisdiction over the
Partnership, the Master Developer or the Project.

Section 16.9. Entire Agreement. This Agreement, and exhibits attached hereto, contains
the entire agreement between the parties hereto relating to the subject matter hereof.

Section 16.10. Estoppels. Each party shall, without charge, at any time and from time to
time, within ten (10) days after written request by the other or by any mortgagee, execute and
deliver a certificate or certificates evidencing: (a) whether this Agreement is in force and effect;
(b) whether this Agreement has been modified, amended or waived in any respect pursuant to
sectien 16.6 and, if so, submitting copies of or otherwise specifically identifying such
modifications or amendments; (c) whether, to the best knowledge of such party, the other party
has complied with all of its warranties, representations and covenants contained herein and, if the
other party has not so complied, identifying with reasonable specificity the nature of such non-
compliance; (d) stating whether or not any notice of default has been given to the other party
which has not been cured and, if so, including a copy of such notice; and (e) such other matters
as either party or any mortgagee may reasonably request.

Section 16.11. Duty to Sign Supplemental Effectuating Documents. At any time or times
after the date hereof, each party hereto shall execute, have acknowledged, and delivered to the -
others any and all instruments, and take any and all other actions, as the other parties may
reasonably request to effectnate the transactions described herein.

Section 16.12. Multiple Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in one or more

counierparts, each of which shall be an ong;mal but all of which shall constitute but one
instrument.

Section 16.13. Successors and Assigns. This Agreement shall be binding on, and shall
inure to the benefit of, the parties hereto and their respective successors and permitted assigns.
No assignment of the rights of a party hereto shall be permitted without the consent of the other
party hereto, such consent not to be unreasonably withheld. '

Section 16.14. No Partﬁership. Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be construed
to create a partmership or joint venture between the parties or their successors in interest. -

Section 16.15. WAIVER OF TRIAL BY JURY. THE PARTNERSHIP AND THE
MASTER DEVELOPER EACH HEREBY KNOWINGLY, VOLUNTARILY AND
INTENTIONALLY WATVE ANY RIGHT THAT IT MAY HAVE TO TRIAL, INCLUDING

TRIAL BY JURY, IN ANY LITIGATION ARISING IN ANY WAY OUT OF THIS
AGREEMENT.
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MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP, INC.

@N\J\

Philip H. Lodewick
Its President
Duly Authorized

STORRS CENTER ALLTANCE LLC

// [
B‘y: Q%—L, /ﬁ
Stgfe I Maun  ~
Its Manager

Duly Authorized

P117



THIS PAGE LEFT
BLANK

INTENTIONALLY

P.118



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
OFFICE OF POLICY AND MANAGEMENT

Itemn #14

To: Municipal Chief Elected Officials
Municipal Chief Administrative Officers

Chairpersons of Municipal Planning &/or Zoning Commissions
Municipal Planners

From: W. David LeVasseur, Undersecretary d——v

Intergovernmental Policy Division

Date: March 17, 2004

Subject: -~ Recommended Conservation and De\}elopment Policies Plan for
Connecticut, 2004-2009

I amn pleased to notify you that the Recommended Conservation and Development
Policies Plan for Connecticut, 2004-2009, has been completed and is available for review. In
accordance with Governor Rowland’s Executive Order Number 30, the Recommended Plan will

not be distributed in printed format, but has been made available at T_he Office of Policy and
Management's website at www.opm.state.ct.ns/,

This Recommended Plan replaces the Draft Plan that was distributed in December of
2003. The Recommended Plan reflects the thoughtful and careful consideration that was given
to all comments received on the Draft Plan during the formal public review period. My staff has
communicated with appropriate state agencies and conducted a total of seven public hearings
throughout the state, in cooperation with the fifteen Regional Planning Organizations, and
received strong support for the Plan’s introduction of Growth Management Principles.

~ Please note that while the text of the Recommended Plan has been revised to address
cominents pertinent to its chapters, the website also includes a separate document containing a
summary description of all requested and recommended Locational Guide Map changes. Due to
the lack of in-house GIS resources, a recommended “change” map will not be prepared at this
time.. However, OPM has planned and budgeted for the development of a final printed map,
upon adoption of the Plan by the General Assembly. In addition, for the first time, OPM will be

able to make the final map and its component data layers available electronically for use by other
interested parties.

In accordance with Section 16a-29 of the Connecticut General Statutes, the
Recommended Plan has been submitted to the Continuing Legislative Committee on State
Planning and Development. This Committee is responsible for holding a public hearing on the
Plan and making a recommendation to the General Assembly during the 2004 Session.

450 Capitol Avenue - Haip 1] 1 QConnecticut 06106-1308
, www.opm.state.ct.us
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TOWN OF MANSEFIELD

AUDREY P. BECHK BUILDING

: FOUR SOUTH BAGLEVILLE ROAD -
Mr, Daniel Morley, Planning Specialist STORRS. CONNFQTICUT 0682882598
Intergovernmental Planning Division ) ‘
Connecticut Office of Policy and Management

450 Capitol Avenue )

Hartford, Connecticut 06106-1308 January 29, 2004

Re: Mansfield's recommendations regarding Draft 2004-2009 Connecticut Pohces Plan for
Conservation and Development

Dear Mr. Morley:

Mansfield’s Planning and Zoning Commission and Town Council, with staff assistance, have reviewed the draft
2004-2009 Connecticut Policies Plan for Conservation and Developmant

The following comments and
recommendations for revision are forwarded for your consideration: - i

1. The draft Policies Plan text and six growth management principles appear to bc c:onsmtent W'lth local and

regional land use goals and objectives.

The University of Connecticut Sforrs Campus area and an area in southern Mansfield along Route 195
immediately north of the Windham town line should be reclassified from “Neighborhood Conservation” to
“Regional Center.” These two developed areas are served by public utilities and State highways are among the
few areas classified as “Central Area with Public Utilities” in the 2003 Windham Reg—mn Land Use Plan. Both
of these areas appear to meet the State’s proposed definition of “Regional Center.”

The UConn Storrs Campus area is within Census Tract 8812 and, based on the 2000 Census, the 7,500 per-
sons per square mile criteria of the Regional Center definition is exceeded in this avea, Furthermore, over
3,500 dormitory beds have been added on the campus since the 2000 Census, and additional growth will occur
in conjunction with the “UCorm 2000%/721%- Centu:y YCom” program and Mansfield’s Dowitown
Partnership initiative. The Storrs Campus area is a regional employment center and has State-wide
significance with respect to the draft Plan’s economic development objectives. In reclassifying this area, the
district boundaries should follow the cumrent “Neighborhood Conservation™ delineation except for those -

* revisions identified in #3 below. Census tract boundaries do not reflect land use goals and objectives and
should not be used for district boundaries.

The proposed “Regional Center” in southern Mansfield is an extension of a currently depmted “Regional
Center” in Windham, which appesdrs to end at the town line, due to an inappropriate use of Census Tract
boundaries. The cumrent depiction actually bisects an existing higher-density multi-family housing
development, and does not include existing commercial and multi-family residential development north of
Route 6. The proposed Regional Center extension should incorporate the existing boundaries of the depicted
“Neighborhood Conservation™ district. This entire area is served by public utilities in association with an
existing arrangement between the towns of Windham and Mansfield. This district also should include a
segment of Route & east of Route 195 which currently is depicted “Rural Land "

The current delineation of the UConn Storrs Campus area, which is proposed as a “Regional Center,” should be
revised to;

A. Include the Mansfield Community Center which was recently built on Town land depicted as
Preserved Open Space in the draft Plan;
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More accurately depict existing and potentia] development areas within the Downtown Parmership's
Storrs Center development area. With the assistance of State funding, a Municipal Development Plan
is being prepared for this area;

More accurately depict existing development areas adjacent to the Mansfield Apartrnents at the comer
of State Routes 105 and 275.

Mansﬁeld officials are working with WINCOG staff members to submit digital mapping of these proposed
disirict boundaries.

The current delineation of the “Growth” classification situated to the north of the UConn campus area should
be revised to incorporate an area north of Route 44 and east of a depicted “Preservation” area. The subject
area, which is currently depicted as rural land, abuis existing commercial and higher-density residential areas
and the depicted “Preservafion” area is considered a more appropriate boundary for this “Growth”

classification. Mansfield officials are working with WINCOG staff members to submit digital mapping of
these proposed district boundaries.

Meansiield officials are in the process of finalizing digital mapping of preserved open space areas in our town.
Upon completion, this information will be submitted to State DEP officials for incorporation into the State's

. open space mapping. It is noted that some of the preserved open space areas as depicted on the draft guide plan

include schools and other municipal facilities that should not be classified as preserved open space.

The draft guide plan does not include State-registered historic districts within UConn’s Storrs and Depot

campuses; these district boundaries should be added, Addmonally, the guide plan should specifically note that
reg;lstered historic sites have not been depicted.

Noting that the guide plan depicts both chel A and Level B “Aquifer Protection Areas,” and that revisions to
depicted boundaries are expected, the Plan text should emphasize that the boundaries of depicted aquifer areas
are subject to revision, and that all land use decisions should be based on up-to-date aquifer mapping,

- Consideration should be given to recognizing rural commumnity centers in Mansfield Center, Mansifield Depot

and Eagleville. These areas are df:pmted on the local and regmnal land use plans.

Thank you for affording the town of Mansﬁeld an opporiunity to comment on the State’ s draft wpdate of its Policies

Plan for Conservation and Development. If you have any qllBStlDDS regarding this letter, please contact Mr.
Gregory . Padick at 860-429-3325, .

cc:

%W%W%

eth Paterson, Mayor

Mansfield Town Council

Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

B. Buddington, Exec. Dir., WINCOG

J. Butts, Regional PlaImer WINCOG

K. Fox, Co-Chair, UConn Master Plan Advisory Commlttee

R. Schwab, Co-Chair, UConn Master Plan Advisory Committee
T. Callahan, UConn Director of Environmental Policy

L. Schilling, UConn University Architect
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Draft 2004- 2009 Conservation and Development
Policies Plan for Comlectlcut

Recommended Changes to the Locatmnal Gmde Map"

Windham Region

Wmdham Region Council of Govemments

» Request: Mansfield: Reclassify the Storrs area as a Regional Center due 1o: l)
its high population density; 2) its importance as one of the primary service areas
for the Windham Region Transit District; and 3) its designation as the highest
priority for development in the Windham Regmn Land Use Plan (“Central Areas
with Public Utilities™).

Response: No change recommended. While Storrs does, in fact, meet some of

" the criteria for being designated as a Regional Center, the university setting
presents a unigue anomaly to the traditional centers of industry and commeérce
that comprise Regional Centers on the statewide map. As aresnlt, OPM believes
that the Neighborhood Conservation Area designation is most appropriate for the
Central and Depot Campus areas while the Growth Area designation is
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appropriate for the surrounding areas served by public utilities. These
designations are generally consistent with the WINCOG description of “Central
Areas with Public Utilities” found on page 9 of the regional plan.

Request: Watercourses (i.e. linear streams) should be shown on the map as
Preservation Areas and added to the definitional criteria.

Response: Watercourses are defined as Preservation Areas whether or not ﬂley
appear on the map. OPM uses the existing hydrologic data layer provided by
DEP (‘pwsss’ and ‘hydrom®). There are certain instances where stream channels
appear either intermittently or not at all. Our understanding is that this is based on
the width of the stream channel.

Request: Stratified drift (high yield) aquifers as delineated by DEP should be

shown on the map as Conservation Areas and added to the definitional criteria.
Response: This data is not currently reflected on the map, because we are not

- aware of its availability in electronic format. OPM will consider adding such

information in the foture if it is available, especially with regard to identified
potential high-yielding future sources of drinking water.

Request: The Existing Preserved Open Space layer still has many errors,
Response: DEP is currently in the midst of a multi-year, comprehensive update
to its statewide open space inventory. Once this data becomes available, it will be
incorporated into the Locational Guide Map. OPM has accepted digital open
space shapefiles and other mapped open space parcels from a number of
municipalities where that information is available. In the case of site-specific
reviews, the most up-to-date open space data will be used.

Columbia:

Request: Change Rural Community Center bou.ndaries to conform to the town’s
proposed Village District boundaries.

Response: Town request is accepted and map will reflect the shapefile data that
was submitted.

Request: Change the area along the entire length of Route 6, and along portions
of Route 66 near the Route 6 interchange, fo reflect a “Rural Business Comidor,”
roughly equivalent to the “Rural Commermalﬂndusmal Nodes™ category of the
regional plan.

Response: No change recommended. OPM understands the town’s desire to
develop its well-traveled business corridor to provide some relief from increasing
property taxes. The town indicates that the scale of development would be
designed to preserve “rural character” and to avoid a strip mall appearance. OPM.
applands these efforts, but does not believe that any of its four development
categories are appropriate for this rural corridor. However, the current Rural
Lands and Conservation Area designations for this area do not prevent the town
from moving forward with its plans, subject to environmental constraints. The..
town’s Rural Business Corridor should be environmentally self-sustaining without

*the need for public expenditures for water and sewer. See page 3 of the C&D

Plan for further discussion of “Plan Text and Locational Guide Map Application
and Implementation.”
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Coventry:

Request: Remove three school parcels from permanenﬂy protected open space.
Response: Town request is accepted and map will reflect the shapefile data that
was submitted.

Request: Add Coventry Village and Glass Factory Historic Districts.
Response: Town request is accepted and map will reflect the shapefile data that
was submitted.

Request: Change the Neighborhood Conservation Area boundary on the south
side of Coventry Lake to match that of the 1998 Plan. '

Response: Town request is accepted and map will reflect the shapefile data that
was submitted.

 Request: Revise the Growth Area boundary to exclude sites that are

undevelopable due to excessive slopes and environmental consiraints.
Response: Town request is accepted and map will reflect the shapefile data that
was submitted.

Request: Add-a Rural Community Center designation on Route 44 near the
Bolton town line.

Response: No change recommended. This area does not currenﬂy meet the
criteria for Rural Community Center, as we are not aware of local plans to

‘proactively concentrate mixed-use development in this area. Furthermore, the

regional plan does not include this under either ofits correspondmg land use
categories.

l Hampton:

'Request: Add Hampton Hill Historic District.

Response: Town request is accepted and map will reflect the shapefile data that
was submitted.

Request: Add the latest acquisition of the Eastern CT Forest Landowners
Association (a.k.a. the Wolf Den Land Trust) to the map as Existing Preserved
Open Space.

Response: Town request is accepted and map will reflect the shapefile data that
was submitted.

Mansfield:

Request: Add to the Fenton River Aquifer Protection Area two drainage basins
for Fisher’s Brook and another unnamed stream.

'Response: No charige recommended. The issue in question deals with the

technical mapping gnidelines used by DEP when it delineates Level A aquifer
protection areas, and is beyond the scope of this general policies gnide. Since the
map reflects the best available digital, standardized, statewide data, any changes
to aguifer protection areas would be reﬂected ona futura map, or in a site-specific
evaluation. _

Request: Reclassify the Storrs campus area from a Neighborhood Conservation
Area to a Regional Center due its role as a regional employment center and its

statewide 51g:n1ﬁcance with respect to the Plan’s economlc development
objectives.
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Response: No change recommended. See response to similar request from
WINCOG.

Request: Reclassify the area in southern Mansfield along Route 195 immediately
north of the Windham town line from a Neighborhood Conservation Area to a
Regional Center, due to inappropriate use of Census Tract boundaries that do not
take into account the area’s high population density and existing commercial and
multi-family residential development.

Response: No change recommended. Because this Plan is a general policies

- guide, the use of Census Tract boundaries is a reasonable approach to determining
applicable map categories. Therefore, the area in question does not meet the -
overall density or distressed criteria to be deemed a Regional Center.

Request: The UConn Storrs Campus area, which is proposed as a Regional
Center, should be revised to inclnde: 1) the Mansfield Community Center which
was recently built on town land depicted as Preserved Open Space; 2) the
Downtown Partnership’s Storrs Center development area; and 3) existing
development areas adjacent to Mansfield Apartments at the corner of State Route
105 and 275. . ,

Response: 1) Land that is incorrectly shown as Existing Preserved Open Space
will be removed to reveal its underlying conservation or development priority
designation; 2) The Downtown Partnership’s Storrs Center development area
encroaches on the Fenton River watershed area. Development in this area is not
prohibited, but it must proceed cautiously in accordance with the Plan’s policies
for the protection of public water supply watershed lands, and not pose a threat to
drinking water quality; and 3) No change recommended since the Locational
Guide Map is not intended to serve as a mirror image of all existing local
development or zoning.

- Request: Change an area north of Route 44 from Rural Lands to a Growth Area
designation. This area is surrounded by existing commercial and higher-density
residential development.

Response: Town request is accepted and map will reflect an expa.udcd Growth
Area up to wetlands boundary.

Request: Open space is not accurately depmted on the map.

Response: All open spaces that are held in public or quasi-public ownership,
including land trusts, for the purpose of long-term preservation and public
enjoyment meets the definitional criteria of Existing Preserved Open Space for
this Plan. Every effort will be made to include all such accurately mapped areas.
Regardless, in site-specific reviews, the most accurate mapping of the Plan’s
categories that is available will be used even if the information is not available at
the time the Locational Guide Map is assembled and presented for approval Any
digital data supplied by the town that meets the definition of Existing Preserved
Open Space will be incorporated to the map. In addition, DEP’s ongoing update

* to the statewide open space inventory will be incorporated once it is complete. -
Request: Add state reglstered historic districts Wlthln UConn’s Storrs and Depot
campuses.

Response: Historic Areas, as defined on the Locational Guide Map, include only
Local Historic Districts defined in state statute and National Register Historic
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Districts. Historic Areas are shown when there is digital boundary information
available. A

Request: Recognize Mansfield Center, Mansfield Depot and Eagleville as Rural -
Community Centers, consistent with the regional plan. 7
Response: No change recommended. While these areas effectively serve as local
community centers, there map already includes significant amounts of land in

higher priority development categories. Furthermore, Mansfield Center is located
entirely within the Fenton River Watershed.

Scotland:

Request: Revise the Rural Community Center boundary to better correspond to
the municipal plan’s Village District.

Response: No change recommended. The current Rural Commumty Center
designation incorporates the majority of municipal buildings and services, and is
intended to serve as the area for the most intensive use within the town’s much
larger Village District

Request: Change the area along Route 114 to the east and west of the Village
District to reflect a “Rural Business Design Zone” in order to allow some gateway
transition to the Village District. '

Response: No change recommended. The current Rural Lands and Conservation
Area designations for this area would not deter the town from moving forward
with its plans, subject to existing environmental constraints. The town’s Rural
Business Design Zone should be edvironmentally self-sustaining without the need

‘for public expenditures for water and sewer. Seepage 3 of the C&D Plan for

further discussion of “Plan Text and Locational Guide Map Application and

Implementation.”

Windhams:

Request: Add Windham Center, Main Street, and Prospect Hill Historic
Districts.

Response: Town request is accepted and will reflect the shapefile data that was
submitted.

‘Town of Stafford (not a member of any Regional Plamlmg
Organization):

Request: At the public hearing in West Hartford, a representative from the Metro
Hartford Economic Development Alliance noted that the map did not reflect any
development policies areas in Stafford:

Response: This was a mapping error that occurred during the assembly of the 15
RPO maps into the statewide map, which mistakenly excluded Stafford.
Neighborhood Conservation and Growth Areas that should have been included for

Stafford were forwarded to the town for review/comment and will be incorporated
into the final map.
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Item #15

Martin H. Berliner

From: Eric Thomas [eric.thomas@po.state.ct.us]

Sent: Wednesday, March 24, 2004 3:52 PM

To: Eric Thomas

Cc: wralliance@yahoo.com

Subject: State PoCD Document With Greenways Map - Includes Willimantic River Greenway

Ta éupporters of the original Willimantic River State Greanway application,

You may be interested to view the Greenway Locational Map appendix to the text portion and the locational

guide map of the now completed 2004-09 State Plan of Conservation and Development. Number 34 is the
Willimantic River Greenway.

This statewide map is provided as a pdf file and will fit horizontally on a letter sized page. You may want to print
it out and share with your group, arganization, municipal andfor legislative staff and administration.

It can be viewed at: hitp://www.opm.state.ct.us/igp/cdplan/C&D%20-%20greenways2.pdf

The recommended plan with appendices is posted on the OPM website (as of 3¥/23) at:
http:/Avww.opm.state.ct.us/igp/cdplan/cdplan.htm

In accordance with Section 16a-29 of the Connecticut General Statutes, the Recommended Plan has been
submitted to the Continuing Legislative Committee on State Planning and Development. This Committee is
responsible for holding a public hearing on the Plan and making a recommendation to the General Assembly
during the 2004 Session. Upon approvai by the General Assembly, OPM will be able to make the final map and
its component data layers available electronically for use by other interested pariies.

Eric D. Thomas
Greater Thames Watershed Coordinator

Bureau of Water Management, Planning and Standards Division
Department of Environmental Protection

79 Elm Street

Hartford, CT 06106

V {860) 424-3548

F (860) 424-4055

gric.thomas@po.state.ci.us
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Item #16

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
_TOWN OF MANSFIELD
AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SQUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD -
STORRS, CONNECTICUT 06268
(@B60) 429-3330 '

"March 30, 2004

Mr, Jason Sirois, Environmental Analyst

Drinking Water Division, CT Dep’t. of Public Health ’
410 Capitol Avenue, P.O. Box 340308 !
Hartford, Connecticut 06134

Re: Water Supply Plan, Windham Water Works
Dear Mr. Sirois:

Pursuant to your February 18, 2004 referral, portions of the Jannary 2004 Windhsm Water Works Supply Plan have
been reviewed by Mansfield's planning and engineering staffs. At a March 15, 2004 Planning and Zoning
Commission meeting,.the PZC officers were autborized to submit the following comments for your consideration.

1. Mansfield ofﬁmals commend the Windham Water Works and Town of Windham for their continuing efforts to
provide a safe and adequate supply of water to all residents and businesses within the Water Works service
area. In addition to recent treaiment facility improvements, a Vulnerability Assessment and Emergency
Response Plan was completed in 2003, and a draft Watershed Analysis Report was completed in June 2003,

Mansfield Officials pledge our continued cooperation in helping to protect the reservoir watershed and working -
with Windham officials on water supply issues of mutual mnterest. '

2. Section 8.2 appropriately references preliminary discussions regarding the possibility of extending public
water to portions of the town of Mansfield proximate to the University of Connecticut. Recognizing the
increasing importance of collaborative water supply plamning at local, regional and State jurisdictional levels, it
is recommended that the possibility of making water available to areas proximate to the University of
Connecticut campus be referenced in the Future Service Area portion of Section 7. -

If you have any gquestions regarding these comments, please contact Mr. Gregory J. Padick, Mansfield Town
Planner, at 860-429-3329,

E ( i
W . ) W ’
Rudy Favretti, Chai '

Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

ce: James Hooper, Superintendent, Windham Water Works
I, Michael Callahan, Chairman, Windham Board of Water Commissioners
Mansfield Town Council
Robert Miller, Director of Health, Fastermn nghlands Health District
Thormas Callahan, Univ. of CT, Ass™t. to the President
Richard Miller, Univ. of CT, Director of Environmental Policy
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Item #17

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Lon R. Hultgren, P.E., Director

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTE EAGLEVILLE RoAD
MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3331 TELEPHONE

(360) 429-6863 FACSIMILE

News Item for Immediate Release
Mansfield Depariment of Public Works Begins Spring Sweeping
For more information contact Scott Bacon (429-3676) or Lon Hultgren (429-3332)

On March 29% the Mansfield Department of Public Works began sweeping the winter
sand off the paved Mansfleld Roads. Sweeping will begin in the southern portions of
the Town and then proceed to the northern part of town along the Town's bike routes.
The effort iIs expecied to take about 6 to 7 weeks. Contact the Town Garage (429-
3676) for more information or specific requesis. ' ' |
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AEOTTEN Ao~ Tt

ROB SIMMONS

CONGRESSMAN 4 2ND DISTRICT ¢ CONNECTICUT

Ttem #18

SIMMONS SECURES $45 MILLION FOR EASTERN
CONNECTICUT’S TRANSPORTATION NEEDS

House-Passed Transportation Bill Good For CT/2, But Battles Lie Ahead

WASHINGTON, D.C. - Rep. Rob Simmons, R-2nd District, today announced the House of Representatives
has passed legislation that included $45 million in federal transportation funds for various transportation
projects throughout eastern Connecticut. The funding was part of the $275 billion bill passed by the House
that will provide federal funding for the nation’s highway and transit programs for the next six years.

Simmons said, “After months of hard-work, I am very pleased that this House bill provides the Second
District with critical dollars for our transportation needs. These dollars are an investment in eastern
Connecticut’s infrastructure and will create much-needed jobs in the area.”

As the only member of the Connecticut delegation serving on the Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee, Simmons secured funding for the following projects:

$16 million for Route 11 '

$6.6 million for Vernon Intermodal Transportation Center and Parking with Streetscapes

$5 million for UCONN Storrs Campus Hillside Road connection

$3.44 million for Stonington/ Mystic Village improvements

$3 million for Montville-Preston Mohegan Bridge Expansion

$2.3 million for Enfield high-speed rail crossing with connections to bike and pedestrian trails
$2 million for New London streetscape and safety improvements

$2 million for Enfield train station to support New Haven - Springfield Commuter Rail line
$1.91 million for Enfield South Maple Street Bridge Replacement

$1 million for Madison Shoreline Greenway Trail

$500,000 for North Stonington CT - Westerly RI bridge

$380,000 for Groton bicycle and pedestrian trails and facilities

$300,000 for Plainfield Moosup Road Pond Resurfacing and Repair

$300,000 for Plainfield Cemetery Road Drainage Improvements, Widening and reclamation
$120,000 for Pomfret Pedestrian Bridge over wetlands connecting town facilities

$100,000 for Salem Greenway

$50,000 for Putnam ADA-compliant curb cut

Simmons concluded, “While passage of this bill on the House floor is good news for eastern Connecticut,
there will be many battles ahead. There are those in both the House and the Senate that want to redistribute
federal transportation dollars at the expense of Connecticut. As the House and Senate begin to craft a single
transportation bill, I pled ge to work with our Senators and the entire Connecticut congressional delegation
to ensure our state gets its fair share of federal highway and transit money.”
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TItem #19

Mansfield Town Council
Town of Mansfield
Town Hall

Mansfield, CT 06269

April 1, 2004
Subject: Farwell Barn Dedication

Dear Councilil Members,

With the coming of the spring season, the Friends of the Farwell
Barn wish to acknowledge the restoration of the barn and silo by the
University of Connecticut with a small dedication ceremony.

We have obtained a National Register of Historic Places plague that
will be affixed to the barn in a celebration of the survival of the
Farwell Barn and its symbolism to the agricultural pasi of the town
and the colilege.

The Town Council and the Mansfield Historical Society were
instrumental in helping to address the historical importance of the
structure. We would like to take this moment to have the Town of
Mansfield, the University of Connecticut, the Friends of the Farwell
Barn, students and the general public gather to mark this achievement.

We are hoping to have this ceremony take place in May, on a
Saturday, before the student population leaves for summer recess.
We are also hoping that the University of Connecticut will open the
inside of the barn for this event, so folks can really see and
appreciate the restoration work that was completed on the inside of
the barn as well as the outside.

Please get back to us so that the town, the university and our

organization can get a date for this event on record, publicized, and
interested parties notified. Thank yvou for your help and cooperation.

Sincerely,

Bruce Borders
on behalf of
The Friends of the Farwell Barn
P. 0. Box 131
Coventry, CT

day 456-2551
evening 742-9861

Cc: Thomas Q. Callahan - University of Connecticut

Kirklyn Kerr - College of Agriculture and Natural Resources
Mansfield Historical Society
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Itemn #20

Eastern HIgQEmds Health District

4 South Eagleville Road * Mansfield CT 06268 + Tel: (860) 423-3325 ¢+ Fax: (860) 428-3388

Memo

To:  Martin Berliner, Town Manager W g//z.{'_..
From: Robert Miller, Director of Health '
Date: 3/30/04

RE: Four Corners Area Drinking Water Well Monitoring Update

This office has reviewed the most recent available data from the drinking water monitoring
program for the Four Corners Area administered by Eastern Highland Health District. The
current program includes: B & D Package Store (1650 Storrs Road), Public America (1659 Storrs
Road), CVS (632 Middle Turnpike), Zenny’'s Restaurant (625 Middle Turnpike), Texaco/Kathy
John’s (650 Middle Turnpike), and Dick’s Auto (644 Middle Turnpike). The Subway
Administrative Office (650 Middle Turnpike) is presently closed. The sites were monitored
using the analytical method: EPA Method 524.2 for the measurement of organic compounds in

water. All subject wells were tested in the past month. Below is a summary of the status of each
site.

B & D Package Store 1650 Storrs Road
The latest test results for the untreated water indicate the only constituent remaining detected by .
this method is MTBE of Methyl T-Butyl Ether at a level of 0.5 ug/l (micrograms per liter). The
untreated water at this site meets the parameters set forth by the EPA and the State of
Connecticut for organic compounds. The treated water also meets this same standard with the
same constituent falling below 0.5 ug/l (micrograms per liter). The action level for MTBE is 70
ug/l, consequently; this water source is potable for the parameter analyzed.

Public America 1659 Storrs Road

The latest test results for untreated water indicated that the following constituents were present:
1,2-Dichloroethane at <0.5 ug/l (micrograms per liter), 1,2 Dichloropropane at<0.5 ug/l, MTBE
at 14 ug/l and Toluene at<0.5 ug/l. All fell under the maximum contaminant levels set forth by

the state. With Treatment there are no constituents detected. This water source is potable for the
parameters analyzed.

CVS 632 Middle Turnpike

This property does not have a treatment system. Three constituents were detected, MTBE at 0.6
ug/l, Toluene at <0.5 ug/l, and T-amyl Methyl Ether at <0.5 ug/l. These values are below the
state standards allowing the water to be considered potable for those parameters analyzed.

Serving the Communities of Bolton, Coventry, Mansfield, Tolland & Willington
Satellite Offices: 222 Bolton Center Road * Bolton, CT 06043 / 1712 Main Strest + Coventry, CT 06238
21 Tolland Green * Tolland, CT 0608p, § 3 91d Farms Rd ¢ Willington, CT 06279



Eastern Higfllz:nds Health Diskrict

4 South Eagleville Road + Mansfield CT 06268 + Tel: (860) 425-3325 + Fax: (860) 429-3388

Zenny’s Restaurant 625 Middle Turnpike

The latest test results for the untreated water indicate that all constituents were undetected with
the exception of MTBE at 12 ug/l. This water meets the State of Connecticut Drinking Water
Standards for Organic Compounds and is considered potable for those parameters analyzed. Side
note: According to owner Xenophon Zorba the new well is the only water supply source. The
old well was properly abandoned.

Kathy John’s/ Republic Uconn Texaco 650 Middle Turnpike

The latest test results indicated two constituents were preseat in the treated water: 1,2
Dichloroethane and 1,2-Dichloropropane both had levels of <0.5 ug/l detected. We are contacting
the water system operator to recommend this filter be serviced and evaluated.

Dick’s Auto 644 Middle Turnpike
The latest test results for the untreated water indicate that all constituents analyzed were
undetected. The water source is potable for these parameters analyzed.

The data generated indicates a general improvement over time of the drinking water quality for
this area. Although the data indicates an improving trend in the Four Corners Area (all wells
sampled are potable for those parameters analyzed), the same data demonstrates that ground
water contamination still exists. Appropriately, Eastern Highland Health District will continue to
monitor the well water quality in this area. ' '

Serving the Communities of Bolton, Coventry, Mansfield, Tolland & Willington
Satellite Offices: 222 Bolton Center Road ¢ Bolton, CT 06043 / 1712 Main Street ¢+ Coventry, CT 06238
21 Tolland Green ¢ Tolland, CT 060fp, { 4 (P14 Farms Rd + Willington, CT 06279



Ttem #21

Town of Mansfield
Office of Emergency Services

g
I

To: Martin Berliner, Town Manager | y ( \
From: David J. Dagon, Emergency Services Administrator \}\\/ f
Date: April 4, 2004

Subject: 2004 Fire Prevention and Safety Grant

Attached are the two 2004 Assistance to Firefighter Grant applications submitted on
behalf of both the Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company (MVFC) and the Eagleville Fire
Department (EFD).

MVFC’s grant application requests funding in the amount of $98,641.00 to upgrade the
department’s complement of Self Contained Breathing Apparatus (SCBA) and for the
purchase of several new SCBA related products to enhance emergency operations. The

- Town’s share of 10% for the MVFC’s application would be $9,864.00. The upgrades -
include breathing connections to provide air for trapped/downed firefighters and a
Visual-Alert Heads-up display to provide a visual as well as an audible alert to indicate
SCBA end-of-service time. New equipment inciudes SCBA Facepieces w/Voice
Amplifier for each firefighter, Facepiece filter cariridges, RIT PAXKSs, a Mobile Air Cart,
and a Cylinder Filling Station.

EFDy’s grant application requests funding in the amount of $142,120.00 for
communication equipment and SCBA equipment. The Town’s share of 10% for the
EFD’s application would be $14,212.00. The communications equipment includes
portable radios, in-vehicle mobile repeaters, portable radio battery chargers and
maintenance units. The SCBA upgrades and new SCBA related equipment are similar to
the MVFC grant application with the exception of the Cylinder Filling Station.

1 would be happy to answer any questions you may have regarding this application.
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Preparer Intormation rage 101l

Overview

Are you a member, or are you currently involved in the management, of the fire department  Yes
applying for this grant? :

If you answered No, please complete the information below and click on the Save and Coninue button. If you
answered Yes, please do not complete the information requested below and click on the Save and Continue
button.

Note: If you answered No to the above question, the fields marked with an * are required.

Preparer Information
* Organization Name
- Address 1
Address 2
« City
- State
- Zip -

* |s there a grant-writing fee associated with the
preparation of this request?

If you answered yes above, what is the fee? 5

P.143
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Lontact nrormanon

Contact Information

rupe 1oL

* Title
Prefix
* First Name
Middle Initial
* Last Name

-+ Business Phone
*Home Phone
Mobile Phone/Pager
Fax

‘Email

* Title

Prefix

* First Name

Middle Initial

+ Last Name

* Business Phone
*Home Phone
Mohbile Phone/Pager
Fax

-Email

Hhme-fimartal fema oov/Breorant/ien/fire? 004/ anmlicatian/eantart infn 1enPinsa=nmint frruant

Alternate Contact Information Number 1

Fire Chief

Mr.

Ryan

w

Hawthorne

860-429-5200 Ext.
860-429-5440 Ext.
860-847-0232

860-429-3388
HawthorneRW@Mansfieldct.org

Alternate Contact Information Number 2

President

Mr.

Steve

J

Lofman

860-429-5200 Ext.
860-429-8080 Ext.
860-260-0301 '
B860-429-3388
LofmanS.J@Mansfieldct.org
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Apphcant intormation

Applicant information

Page | ot 2

EMW-2004-FG-19222

Originally submitted on 02-APR-2004 by David Dagon (Userid: dagon)

Based on information you have provided, your deparirment serves a Rural community.

Contact Information:

Address: 4 South Eagleville Road
City: Mansfield

State: Connecticut

Zip: 06268

Day Phone: 860-429-3209
Evening Phone; B60-487-7628
Celi Phone: 860-260-7826

Email: dagondj@mansfieldct.org

Application number is 19222

» Applicant Name -

* Type of Applicant

If other, please enter the type of Applicant
« Employer ldentification Nurhber

- Does your organization have a DUNS Number?

If yes, please enter the DUNS Number
Headquarters Physical Address '

* Physical Address 1

Physical Address 2

~ City

- State

~Zip

Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company, Inc.
Fire District

06-0761066
Yes

083345884

999 Storrs Road

4 South Eagleville Road
" Mansfield

Connecticut

06268 - 2613
Need help for ZIP+47

Mailing Address is the same as the Physical Address

= Mailing Address 1
Mailing Address 2

« City

- Slate

+Zip

Account Information

* Type of bank account

* Bank routing number - 9 digit number on the bottom

left hand corner of your check
“Your account number
Additional Information

* For this fiscal year {Federal) is your jurisdiction

httmer/inartal fema oov/firesrant/isn/fire2004/annlication/applicant info.isp?prnnt=true&vie...

999 Storrs Road

4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfieid

‘Conngcticut

06268 - 2613
Need help for ZIP+47

Checking
221172186

1067000384
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Applicant Information Page 2 0’2

receiving Federal funding frem any other grant
prograrn that may duplicate the purpose andfor scope No
of this grant request?

- If awarded this grant, will your jurisdiction expend
greater than $300,000in Federal share funds during No
the Federal fiscal year in which the grant was
awarded?

* Is the applicant delinquent on any federal debt? Na

if you answered yes to any of the additional guestions
above, please provide an explanation in the space
provided below:

P.146
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Fre Department Charactenstics (Part 1) Page | o1 !

Department Characteristics {Part 1)

* Are you a member of a Fire Department or

authorized representative of a fire department? Yes

* Are you a member of Federal Fire Department ar
cantracied by the Federal government and solely No
responsible for suppression of fires ovn Federal

property?

* What kind of Department do you represent? Combination
If you answered combination, above, what is the 339y
percentage of career firefighters in your department? v
*What is the square mileage of your primary response 29

area?

- What percentage of your response area is protecied 10 %

by hydrants? - ’

* Does your dapartment protect critical infrastructure of Y

the State? ©s

* How much of your jurisdiction's land use is for

agriculture, wild land, open space, or undeveloped 85 %
properies?

* What percentage of your jurisdiction's land use is for

a7
commercial, industrial, or institutional purposes? 5%
* What percentage of your jurisdiction's land is used 10 Y%
for residential purposes? ?

* How many commercial, industrial, residential, or
" institutional structures in your jurisdiction are more 0
than four stories tall?

* What is the permanent resident population of your

Primary/First Due Response Area or jurisdictio 6222
served? '
* How many active firefighters does the department 25
have who perform firefighting duties?
* How many personnel provide only EMS service )
delivery?
* How many stations are in your department? 1
~ Do you currently repart to the National Fire Incident Yes
Reporting System (NFIRS)? _
If you answered yes above, please enter your .
FDIN/FDID 03070
* What services does your department provide?
Structural, Fire Suppression Hazmat Operational Level
Wildland Fire Suppression Basic Life Support
‘ Rescue Operational Level
P.147
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Depariment Charactensucs {Part 11) Page 1l ot 2

Department Characteristics (Part If)

* What is the total number of fire-related civilian fatalities in your 0
jurisdiction over the last three years?

* What is the fotal number of fire-related.civilian injuries in your

jurisdiction over the last three years? 0

* What is the total number of fire-related firefi ghter fatalities inyour 0
jurisdiction over the last three years?

« What is the total number of fire-related firefi ghter injuries in your 5
jurisdiction over the last three years?

* In an average year, how many times does your department 60
receive mutualfautomatic aid?

* In ap average year, how many times does your depariment 128
provide mutual/automatic aid?

« What was your department's estimaled average annual operating BTODDD
budget over the last three years?

= What percentage of your annual operating budget is dedicated to 81 o
personnel costs (salary, overtime and fringe benefits)? ?

- What percentage of your annual operating budget is derived from:

Enter numbers only, percentages must sum up to 100%

Taxes? 100 %
Grants? ' _ 0%
Donations? 0%
Fund drives? : 0%
Other? 0%

If you entered a value into Other fleld (other than 0), please explain

*How many vehicles does your department have in each of the categories below? Enter numbers only and enter
0 if you do not have any of the vehicles below

) Total Number
a. Engines (or pumpers):

Pumper, Pumper/Tanker, Rescue/Pumper, Foam Pumper, CAFS Pumper, Quint 2
(Aerial device of less than 76 feet), Fire Boals {more than 13 feet long), Type |,

Type I, Type lll Engine

b. Aerial Apparatus: :
Aerial Ladder Truck, Telescaping, Articutating, Ladder Towers, Plaiform, Tiller 0
Ladder Truck, Quint (Aerial device of 76 feet or greater)

c. Tankers:

Tanker, Tender, Tanker/Pumper (Pumper with a tank that has a greater than 1,200 O
gallon capacity), Foam Tanker/Tender {greater than 1,200 gallon tank capacity}

d. Rescue Vehicles: 1
Rescue Squad, Rescue (Light, Medium, Heavy), Technical Rascue Vehicle

e. Brush/Quick attack :

Brush Truck, Patrol Unit (Pick up w/ Skid Unit), Quick Attack Unit, Mini-Pumper, 1
Type IV Engine .

f. Other:

EMS Transport Unit, EMS Chase Vehicle, Air/Light Unit, Rehab Uniis, Hazardous
Materials Unit, Bomb Unit, Technical Support {(Command, Operational 2
Support/Supply}, Hose Tender, Salvage Truck, ARFF {Alreraft Rescue Firefighting),
Command/Mobile Communications Vehicle, Other Vehicle

P.149 '
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Department Characteristics (Part 11) Page 2 of 2

Provide in the space below the following information only if you are applying for a firefighting vehicle: List all your
vehicles by type (for example, engines/pumpers, brush, rescue, etc.). Then provide the year each was
manufactured. If the department has more than two of any type, provide the total number of vehicles in that
category and the years the oldest and the newest were manufactured.

"P.150 .
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Department Call Volume

* How many responses per year by category? (Enter whole numbers anly: If you have no calis for any of the calegories, enter 0)

Structure Fires 2
Vehicle Fires ) 5
Vegetation Fires 3
EMS - . 432
Rescue A9
Hazardous Condition/Materials Calls 28
Service Calls 24
Good Intent Calls/False Alarms ' 69
Other Calls and Incidents 7

https://portal.ferna.gov/ﬁregrant/j5p/ﬁre2004/a]_11}ﬁ_ﬁonfresponse.jSp?view=pﬂnt&prim=n'u... 4/5/2004
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Request Information

~

* 1. Select a program for which you are applying. Remember, you can only apply for one program this year. You
can apply for as many activities within a program as you need. '
{If you modify your selection, you will lose data entered under the original activity.)

Program Name

Operations and Firefighter Safety

* 2. Will this grant benefit more than one depariment?
Yes

If you answered Yes to Question 2 above, please explain. (You can only enter 4000 characters)

The Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company is part of a County-Wide mutaul aid response system that relies on.
neighboring fire districts to respond on automatic aid for select call types. All requested equipment will be made
available to neighboring communities and is compatible with equipment currently in use by surrounding fire -
districts. The air refilling station will be available to neighboring fire districts for the refilling of SCBA bottles. The
mobile air cart, a specialized piece of equipment, would provide expanded capabilities to other depariments and
would be made available during mutual ald operations. In the case of the Rapid Intervention Team Paks (RIT-
Paks) it will directly benefit the operations of neighboring communities when the Mansfield Volunteer Fire
Company responds mutual aid and is assigned the RIT function. The Scott AirPack upgrade will benefit other .
departments during rescue operations as it affords the opportunity to *buddy breathe”. The Scott voice amplifiers
will improve communications during beth local and multi-jurisdictional operations.

. P.152 ) . .
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Request Details

The. activities for program Operations and Firefighter Safety are listed in the table below.

Activity Number of Eniries Total Cost Additional Funding Action
Equipment 8 $ 54,001 $0 %ﬁ%nal Funding
Modify Facilities 0 80 $0 View Details ‘
Personal Protective Equipment 4 § 44,640 §0 yow Detalls .
iew Additional Funding
Training 0 50 $ 0 View Details
Wellness and Fitness Programs 0 $0 50 View Details

https://portal.fema.gov/ﬁregranﬂjsp/ﬁreZOOillaplj:},E.%mnfrequestdetajls/acﬁvitySummary.jsp... 4/5/2004
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Budget
Budget Object Class
a. Personnel . 30
b. Fringe Benefits - _ 50
C. Travel- . - 50
d. Equipment § 08,641
e. Supplies ‘ _ 30
{. Contractual ' $0
g. Construction : 50
h. Gther 50
i. Indirect Charges 50
Indirect Cost Details
Agency Indirect Cost Agreement with
Indirect Cost Rate %
Agreement Summary
Federal and Applicant Share
Federal Share _ . $88,777
Applicant Share $ 9,864
Federal Rate Sharing (%) 90/10
* Non-Federal Resources (The combined Non-Federal Resources must equal the Applicant Share of § 9,864) A
a. Applicant ' 5 0,864
b. State _ 50
c. Local 7 - . $0
d. Other Sources _ $0
If you entered a value in Other Sources, include your explanation below. You can use this space to provide
information on the project, cost share match.
Total Budget $ 98,641

‘ P.154
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Narrative Statement

Project Description

* Please provide your narrative statement in the space provided below (1) Project Description, (2) Financial
Need, and (3) Cost-Benefit of Request:

The Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company's objective is to prowde a respiratory protectton program forits
firefighters that mc[udes individually issued facepieces, is adaptable to incidents requmng different levels of
resplratory protection, expands operational capabilities and extends SCBA in-service time for operations
requiring full respiratory protection, and simplifies and reduces multiple stocks of equipment inventory.

We are proposing a cornprehenswe program that addresses equipment deficiencies of our respzratory protection
program: The new program would inélude the purchase of a cylinder recharging system for Self Contained
Breathing Apparatus (SCBA), individually issued personal SCBA facepieces with voice amplification, Rapid
Intervention Team RIT-PAKs, and a mobile air cart. In addition to the new program we are seeklng to upgrade
the department’s current complement of SCBA to inciude breathing connections to provide airfor

trapped/downed responders and Visualert Heads-up display capability to provide a visual as well as an aedible
alert to indicate end of service time. '

The proposed upgrade of SCBA is the only component of this proposal that addresses equip'm"eﬁt’tha't 'i.'s :
currently in use by the department During the period that existing SCBA equipment has been in sérvice we
believe the advancements in product development that allow for increased versattllty and cornpat,brllty justify
inclusion of an upgrade in this request. In addition, it is our opinion that by issuing individual facepleces to our
firefighters it i improves their safety and allows a greater number of firefighters to be deployed during operations.
We believe it is superior to the department’s current Respiratory Protection Program as it relates to SCBA
facepieces. The current program allows only a fixed mventory of different sizes, requiring a fi refi ighter, upon
arrival at an incident to locate a facepiece in the correct size that provides the most appropriate fit. Thls feature

of the program also limits the number of firefighters that can be deployed dunng an operation to the current’
inventory of SCBA facepieces.

The department is certain that thts program, combined wrth existing SCBA equipment mventory, and departrnent
policies and procedures is both cost effective and will achieve a safer work environment for MVFC personnei
while providing enhanced multl-}urlsdlct:onal interoperability with neighboring communities.

The Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company (MVFC}) is a combination department with fifteen full and part~t1me paid
personnel and, at present, ten active volunteers. The department provides fire and Emergency Medical services
to a fire district within the Town of Mansfield with a population of 6,222 (Census 2000). The fire district also
hosts a regionat high school with a total student and teacher population of 1,370. In addition, the ‘department
responds automatic aid to two other districts within the Town of Mansfield; the Eagleville Volunteer Fire
Department and the University of Connecticut (UConn) Fire Department These two districts have a combined
population of greater than 25,000 when UConn is in full session from September to June.’ UConn is the State of
Connecticut’s largest university and it is currently experiencing tremendous growth in its student population. Last

year the number of students enrolled at the main campus in Mansfield increased over 1,200 from the previous
year.

Recently, the Town of Mansfield was been selected to receive a Mass Decontamination Trailer from the State of -
Connecticut Department of Homeland Security. This selection was'based in part on'the popula’non concentration
represented by the University of Connecticut. The two fire departments that serve the Town of Mansft eld the
Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company and the Eaglewlle Fire Department will operate the tra;ler '

The Air Refilling Sta_tlon, Mobtte Air Cart, individually issued Facepieces with voice amplification, and SCBA
Filter Cartridges are ihe elements of this grant request that expand operational capability into new mission
areas. This equipment is direclly retated to the need to effectively manage events employing mass
decontamination. This specific equipment will allow for more effective person to person communication and
provide the ability to conduct operations for extended periods while addressmg issues related to firefighter

fatique The mobile air cart alone would provide supplied breathlng air without the nece551ty of t‘ ret' ighters
wearing individual SCBA units during lengthy operations.

https://portal fema. gov/ﬁregrantﬁsp/ﬁreZOO‘HapP 15 50n/narrative.jsp?view=prjnt&print—=tr... 415/2004
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The MVFC's resources are not sufficient to handle all emergency incidents and also provide continuous
coverage io the disfrict; therefore mutual and automatic aid agreements exist with surrounding fire districts and

Towns. This system requires reliable multijurisdictional mteroperabillty during emergency operations to ensure
the safety of firefighters and the community we serve.

The Town of Mansfield has experienced town-wide budget cuts and the Town has.issued a spending watch for
the current fiscal year for all departments. Also, there has been a reduction in satisfying most capital
improvement requests. In the next fiscal year ('04 -'05) capital improvemenis in the amount of $15,000.00 has
been approved for the Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company. The decline in State financial aid to communities has
inordinately affected the Town of Mansfield. The amount of property that comprises the campus of the University
of Connecticut is significant and is owned by the State of Connecticut, which renders it exempt from local .
property taxes. ' '

Program Budget

The {otal cost of this program is $98 641 .00. The Town of Mansf eld will fund 10 percent of the cost-share at
$9,864.00. The total cost of this request is $88,777.00.

The breakdown of equipment and _cbst_ is as follows:
Fixed cylinder filling station

1 6000 psig Breathing Air Compressor $29,411.00

2 Extra A.S.M.E. Cylinder ($2,060.00ea.) $4,120.00

1 CO monitor kit w/calibration $2,340.00

1 Cabinet enclosed hose reel wlregu]ator $1,730.00
1 Qutside air mtake $300.00 .

Cylinder Filing S}t_é_atinn ~ Total: $37,901.00
1 Mobile Air Cért w/ 4 — one hour cylinders $6,800.00
3 RIT-PAK lIs ($3,100.00ea.) $9,300.00

30 — Scott AV 3000 Facepleces $7, 050 00
(30 x $235.00ea.) ~

30 Scott AV 3000 Voice Amplifiers $10,200.00
(30 x 340. 0088 )

90 ﬁlter cartridges for Scott AV 3000 $990.00
{90 x $11.00ea.}

Upgrade to existing SCBA inventory $26 400.00
(24 SCBA x $1 100.00ea. )

We anticipate the following objectives and activities timetable based on grant award date:

Within 30 days of grant award notification specifications will be prepared for bid.

Within 60 days of the award of bid, the order for equipment will be placed.

Within 30-40 days, delivery of equipment is expected

Within 14 days of delivery, training will be provided and personnel and policies will be updated

Within 10 days of delivery, installation of fixed equipment will be completed.

No later than 12 months after the date of award the department will follow up with a Wnﬁen report to FEMA.

To evaluate the bengfit of this program the department will conduct training on all new equipment. Perform fit
testing on all newly issued facepieces to insure the best possible user fit. Conduct dnlls to insure the new -
eguipment is eﬁentwely incorporated into depariment operations.

* Please describe any grants that you currently have with DHS including the AFG, for example, 2002 AFG grant
for vehicle or 2003 ODP.grant for exercises. (Enter "N/A" if Not Applicable)

'https://portal.fema.gov/ﬁregrant/jsp/ﬁrez()04/app£L£E§MnanaﬁVe.jsp?view=pﬁnt&pﬁnt=&... 4/5/2004
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The Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company was awarded a 2003 AFG for radio communication equipment. The
grant included funds for both fixed equipment o be installed at a Tower site (i.e antennaes, control stations,
cabling, etc.) and mobile and portable radios.

htr_ps://portal.fema.gov/ﬁregrant/jsp/ﬁerOOll/ap}lilzEu?on/nanative.jsp‘?view=print&print=tr... 4/5/2004
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Assurances and Certifications

Form 20-16A

You must read and sign these assurances by providing your password and checking the box at the
bottom of th|s page.

Note: Fields marked with an * are required.

Assurances Non—Construct[on Programs

Note: Certam of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program If you have any questlons
please contact the awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may reqture applicants to
certify to additional assurances. If such is the case, you will be notified.

As the duly authonzed representatlve of the applicant | certlfy- that the applicant:

1. Has the legal authority to apply for Federal asslstance and the mstitutlonal managerial and
financial capabllity (including funds sufficient to pay.the non-Federal share of pro]ect cosis) to
ensure proper planning, management and completlon of the pl’DjECt described in, thls
app]lC&thl’l e

2. Wil give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General ofthe Unlted States and rf
appropriate, the State, through any authorized representative; access to and the- rlght to
‘ examme all records, books, papers, or documents related-io the award; and will establish a

‘praper-accounting system in accordance with genérally’ accepted accountlng standards or
agency directives.

3. Will:establish safeguards to prohibit employees from usmg thelr positlons for a purpose that
constitutes or presents the appearanceof-persenal gain®

4. Wil initiate and complete the work w1thln the appllcable time frame after recelpt of approval
of the awardmg agency ‘

5, Wlll comply with the Intergovernmentai Personnel Act of 1970 (42 us. C. Sectlon 4728-4763)
relating to prescribed standards for merit systems for programs funded under one of the
nineteen statutes or regulations specified in Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merlt
System of Personnel Administration (5 C.F.R. 800, Subpart F)

6. Will comply with all Federal statutes relatlng o nondlscrlmlnatlon These snclude btit are not
limited to: (a) Title V1 of the Civll Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352) which prohibits *
discrimination on the basis of race, color or natiohal origin; (b) Title IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 LES.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 (28 U.S.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 6101-
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; {f) the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment
and Rehabijlitation Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616),.as amended,:relating. to nondiscrimination on
the basis of alcohol abuse or alcoholism; (g) Sections 523.and 527, of the Public Health
Service Act of 1912 (42 U.5.C. 290-dd-3 and 280-ee-3), as amended, relating to '
confidentiality of alcohol and drug abuse patlent records; (h) Title VIl of the Civil Righis Acts
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. Section 3601 et seq.); as amended, relating io nondiscrimination in the
sale, rental or financing of housing; (i) any other nondlscnmmatlon 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.

7.  Will comply, or has already complied, with the requirements of Title Il and 11l of the Uniform

. P.159 . .
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10.

11.

12,
13,
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

19.

Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-648)
which provide for fair and equitable 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 regardless of Federal participation in
purchases.

Will comply with provisions of the Hatch Act (5 U. S C. Sections 1501-1508 and 7324-7328),
which fimit the polltloa[ aciivifies of employees whose prlnolpal employment ac:tlwt:es are
funded in whole or in part with Federal funds. -

Wilt comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Da\ne Bacon Act (40 U.S5.C‘Secllons
276a to 276a- 7), the Copeland Act (40 U.S.C. Section 276¢ and 18 U.S.C. Seciions 874),
and the Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.5.C. Sections 327-333),
regarding labor standards for Federally assisted construction sub agreements.

Will comply, if applicable, with-flood insurance purchase requirements of Section 102(a} of
the Fiood Disaster Protection Act-of 1973.{P.L. 83-234) which requires recipients in a special
flood hazard area {o participate-in the pragram and to purchase fiood insurance if the total
cost of insurable construction and acquisition is $10,000-0r more.

Will comply with environmental standards which.may.be prescribed pursuant to the followmg:
(a) institution of environmental quality control measures under the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-1980) and Executive Order (EO) 11514; (b) notification of violating
facilities pursuant to' EO 11738; (c) protection of wetlands pursuant to EO 119907 (d)
evaluation of flond hazards in ﬂood plains in accordance with EO 11988; (e) asstrance of
project conststency with the approved State management program déveloped tinder the
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. Section 1451 et seq.); (f) coriformity of
Federal actions:to State (Clean Air)-Implementation Plans under Section 176(c) of the Clean
Air Act of 1955, as amended (42 UJ.5.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); ang (h)protection.of endangered species under-the-Endangered- Speoles Aot of1973
as amended, (P.L. 93-205).

Will. comply with the Wild and Scenie Rivers. Act of 1968-(16 U.5.C. Seo’non 1274 et seq. )
related to protecting oomponents or: potentlal components of.the national wild and scenic -
nvers system

thl assist the award:ng agency m assunng oompl:anoe wrth Sectlon 1086. of the Natlonal
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470), EO 11593 (identification and
proteotxon of historic propertles) and the Arohaeologloal and Hrstono Preservatlon Act of
1974 (16°U.5.C. 46%a-1 et seq. )

Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regardingithe proteot;on ef human subjects lnvolved in research
development, and related aCtIVltIES supported by thts award of assistance.

Wilt comply with the Laboratory Anlrnal Welfare Aot o 1966 (P.L.. 89-544, 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.

Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. Séction 4801 et

seq.) which prohsblts the use of Iead based palnt in constructlon or rehabrlltatlon of residence
structures.

Will.cause to be performed the. requured f nancial and oomphanoe audits in accordance with
the Smgle Audit Act of 1984. )

Will comply with all applicable requirements of all other Federa] laws, executive orders
regulations and pohmes govemmg this program. '

it will comply.with the minimum wage and maximum_ hours provisions of the Federal Fair
Labor Standards Act (28 U.S.C. 201), as they apply to employees of institutions of hlgher
education, hospitals, and other non-profit organizations. :

‘ P.160 i
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Form 20-16C

You must read and sign these assurances by providing your password and checking the box at the
bottom of this page.

Note: Fields marked with an * are required.

" Certifications Regarding Lobbying, Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibily 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 {Non-procurement} and Governmeni-wide Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace (Grants).” The
certifications shall be treated as a material representation of fact upon which reliance will be piacad when the

Department of Homeland Security (DHS) determines to award the covered transaction, grant, or cooperative
agreement,

1. Lobbying

A. As required by the section 1352, Title 31 of the US Code, and implemented at 44 CFR Part 18 for persons

{entering) into a grant or cooperative agreement over $100,000, as defined at 44CFR Part 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 atiempting to influence an officer or employee of any
agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of congress, or an empioyee of a Member
of Congress in connection with the making of any Federal grant, the entering into of any

cooperative agreement and exiension, continuation, renewal amendment or maodification of any
‘Federal grant or cooperative agreement.

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

(c) The undersigned shall require that the language of this ceriification be included in the award
documents for all the sub awards at all tiers (including sub grants, contracts under grants and

cooperative agreements and sub contract(s)) and that all sub recipients shall certify and disclose
accordingly.

2. Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters (Direct Recipient)

A. As required by Executive Order 12549, Debarment and Suspension, and implemented at 44CFR Part 67, for

prospective participants in primary covered fransactions, as defined at 44 CFR Part 17, Section 17.510-A, the
applicant certifies that it and its principals:

(a)-Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, sentenced
to a denial of Federal benefits by a State or Federal court, or voluntarily excluded from covered
transactions by any Federal department or agency.

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

{c) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a government entity
(Federal, State, or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1){b) of

P.161 :
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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 certify to any of the statements in this certifi cat:on ‘he or she shall attach an
explanation to this application.

3. Drug-Free Workplace (Grantees other than individuals)

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and implemented at 44CFR Part 17, Subpart F for
grantees, as defined at 44 CFR part 17, Sections 17.615.and 17.620:

{A) The appllcant certifies that it will continue to prowde a drug-free waorkplace by:

{(a) 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 -
employees for violation of such prohibition; -

(b) Establishing an on-going drug free awareness program to tnform employees
aboui:

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

(2) The grantees policy of mainiaining a drug-fres workpiace

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

(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse
violations occurring in the workplace;

(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) Notifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (a) 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 wnting of his or her conviction for a violation
of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace no Iater 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 convicied employeses must provide notice, including
position title, to the applicable DHS awarding office, i.e. regional office or DHS office.
(f) Taking one of the following actions, against such an employee, within 30 caiendar

days of receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2), with respect to any employee
who is 50 convicted:

(1) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up

to and including termination, consistent with the requirements of the

Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or

{2} Requiring 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.

{(9) Making a good faith effort fo continue to maintain a drug free workplace through

- P.163
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implementation of paragraphs {a), (b), {(c}, (d}, (e), and {f}.

(8) The grantee may insert in-the space provided below the 51te(s) for the performance of work
done in connection with the specific grant:

Place of Performance

Street City State Zip _ Action
9899 Storrs Road Mansfield Conneclicut 06268 -2613

If your place of performance is different from the physical address provided by you in'the Applicant
Information, click on Add Place of Performance bution above to ensure that the correct place of

performance has been specified. You can add multiple addresses by repeating this process multiple
fimes.

Section 17.630 of the regulations provide:that a grantée 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 DHS' fundlng States and State
agencies may eiectto usea Statewxde certification.

Signed by David Dagon on 04/01/2004

P.164 ‘ ‘
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Only complete if applying for a grant for more than $100,000 and have lobbying activities. See Form 20-16C for
iobbying activities definition.

This form is not applicable
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Preparer Intormation _ Page 1ot

Overview

Are you a member, or r are you currently involved in the management, of the fire department Yes
applying for this grant?

If you answered No, please complete the information below and click on the Save and Continue button. If you
answered Yes, please do not complete the information requested below and click on the Save and Continue
buﬁon .

Note: If you answered No to the above question, the fields marked with an * are required. '

Pfeparer information
. Orgamzatlon Name
» Address 1
Address 2
* City
* State
*Zip ' S -

* Is there a grant-writing fee associated with.the
preparation of this request?

If you answered yes above, what is the fee? 3

P 167 o
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Contact Informaton

Contact Information

Pagelofl

+Title

Prefix

* First Name

Middle initial

+Last Name

* Business Phone
*Home Phone
Mobile Phone/Pager
Fax.

*Ermail

- Title

Prefix

* First Name

Middie Initial

* Last Name

. Business Phone
*Home Phone
Mobile Phone/Pager
Fax

*Email

Alternate Contact [nformation Number 1

Fire Chief
Mr.
William

Jordan
86_04429-2050 Ext,

'860-420-8322 Ext.

- 860-428-3388

jordanwa@mansﬁeldct.org ,

Alternate Contact Information Number 2

Emergency Services Administrat
Mr.

David

J

Dagon

B60-420-3364 Ext.

860-487-7628 Ext.

860-260-7826
860-429-3388
dagondj@'mansﬁé[dct;urg

P.168
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Apphcant Information ©

Applicant Information

.Pagelof2

EMW—2DO4 FG- 18843

Originally submitted on 02-APR-2004 by Mlchae! Gergler (Userid: gergler)

Based on information you have provided, your depariment serves a Rural community.:

Contact Information:

Address: 879 Stafford Road.

City: Mansfield

State: Connecticut -

Zip: 06268 .

Day Phone: 860-429-2050
Evening Phone: 860-429-8322
Cell Phone: 860-260-0847

Email: JordanWA@Mansfieldct.org

Application number is 18843

- Applicant Name

* Type of Applicant

If other, please enter the type of Apblicant
+ Employer ldentification Number

f'-‘Does your organiiation'have a DUNS Number?

If yes, piease enter the DUNS N.umber
Heédquarters Physical Address
*Physical Address 1
Physical Address 2
+ City
« State
*Zip
Mailing Address
* Mailing Address 1
Mailing Address 2 -
* City
. + State
» Zip
Account Information
. *Type of bank account

* Bank routing number - 9 digit number on the bottom

left hand corner of your check
~Your account number
Additional Information

* For this fiscal year (Federal) is your jurisdiction

hitps:/foortal. femagov/ﬁregranﬂ]sp/ﬁreZOO4/apphcat10n/apphcant info. ]sp‘?pnm—true&we_..

Eagleville Fire Department
Fire District

- PB-0760527
Yes

- 083345884

879 Staﬁord Road

Mansfield
Connecticut

06268 - 2006 -
Need help for ZIP+47

879 Stafford Road-

Mansfield
Connecticut

06268 - .2006
Need help for ZIP+47

Checking
- 221172186

1007000384

P.169 - : e
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Applicant Information : Page 2 of 2

receiving Federal funding from any other grant
program that may duplicate the purpose and/or scope No
of this grant request?

* If awarded this grant, will your jurisdiction expend
greater than $300,000 in Federal share funds during

the Federal fiscal year in which the grant was No
awarded?
* |s the applicant delinquent on any federal debt?  No
If you answered ves to any of the additional questions
above, please provide an explanation in the space
provided beiow:

e .~ P170
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Fire Department Charactenistics (Part 1)

Departrnent Characteristics (Part )

Pagelotl

* Are you a member of a Fire Department or

YBS

authorized representative of a fire depariment? .
* Are you a member of Federal Fire Department or
contracted by the Federal government and solely No
responsibie for suppressron of fires on Federal
property?
~What kind of Department do you represent‘? Combination

If you answered cambination, above, what is the 339
percentage of career firefighters in your department? ?
*What is the square mrleage of your primary response 22
area? _
- What percentage of your response area is protected 5 o
by hydrants? ?
* Does your department protect critical infrastructure of Yes

" the State? :
* How much of yourjurisdiction's land use is for
agriculture, wild land, open space, or undeveloped 85 %
properties? .
*What percentage of your jurisdiction's land use is for 5 %
commercial, industrial, or institutional purposes? ¢
« What percentage of your jurisdiction's land is used 10 %
for resldentlal purposes? 0

~How many commaercial, rndustnal resrdentlal or
institutional structures i’ your jurisdiction are more 0
than four stories tall?

* What is the permanent resident population of your

Primary/First Due Response Area or jurisdiction 5389
served? .
* How many active firefighters does the department 35
have who perform firefighting duties?
* How many personnel provide only EMS service 0
delivery? :
* How many stations are in your department? 2
* Do you currently report to the National Fire Incident Yes
Repoiting System (NFIRS)? .
if you answered yes above please enter your :
FDINFDID | . 03070
* What services does your department provide?
Structural Fire Suppression Medical First Response
Wildland Fire Suppression

P71
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Department Charactenstics (Part 11)

Department Characteristics (Part I}

Page 1 ot2

- What is the total number of fire-related civilian fatalities in your 1
jurisdiction over the last three years?

*What is the total number of fire-related cwlllan injuries in your

jurisdiction over the last three years? 1
» What is the total number of fire-related firefighter fatalities i inyour 0
jurisdiction over the last three years?
=VWhat is the total number of fi re-related firefi ghter H‘IJLII']BS in your 0
jurisdiction over the last three years?

"+ In an average year, how many times does your department . 88
receive mutual/automatic aid?
* In an average year, how many times does your department 180
provide mutual/automatic aid? .

o What was your department's estimated average annual eperatlng 575000
budget over the last three years? :
*What percentage of your annual operating budget is dedicated to 80 %
personne! costs (salary, overtime and fringe benefits)? °
* What percentage of your annual operating budget is derived from:

Enter numbers only, percentages must sum up to 100%

Taxes? : o . 100%
Grants? ' 0%
Donations? 0%
‘Fund drives? 0%
Other? - 0%

f-you entered a value into Other fi eld {other than. 0), please explatn

*How many vehicles does your department have in each of the categones below? Enter numbers only and enter

0 if you do not have any of the vehicles below

a. Engines (or pumpers):

Pumper, Pumper/Tanker, Rescue/Pumper, Foam Pumper, CAFS Pumper, Quint 3
{Aerial device of less than 76 feet), Fire Boats {more than 13 feet long), Type |,

Type i, Type i Engine

b. Aerial Apparatus: ' ‘
Aeriat Ladder Truck, Telescoping, Articulating, Ladder Towers, Platform, Tller 0
Ladder Truck, Quint {Aerial device of 76 feet or greater)

c. Tankers:

Tanker, Tender, TankerfPumper {Pumper with a tank that has a greater than 1,200 0
gallon capacity), Foam Tanker/Tender (greater than 1,200 gallon tank capacity}

d. Rescue Vehicles:

Rescue Squad, Rescue (Light, Medium, Heavy) Technlcal Rescue Vehicle 2.

e. Brush/Quick attack:

Brush Truck, Patrof Unit {Pick up wf Skid Unit), Quick Atk Unit, Mini- -Pumper, 0
Type IV Engine

£. Other:

EMS Transport Unit, EMS Chase Vehicle, Alr/Light Unit, Rehab Units, Hazardous
Materials Unit, Bomb Unit, Technical Support {Comimand, Operational 1
Suppori/Supply), Hose Tender, Salvage Truck, ARFF {Alreraft Rescue Flreﬁghhng}
Command/Moblie Communications Vehicle, Other Vehicle

ST LTI - A - ) e ':- .'PI 172. PRV
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Department Characteristics (Part 11) ' : : : Page 2 ot 2

Provide in the space below the following information only if you are applying for a firefighting vehicle: List all your
vehicles by type (for example, engines/pumpers, brush, rescue, etc.). Then provide the year each was
manufactured. If the department has mare than two of any type, provide the total number of vehicles in that
category and the years the oldest and the newest were manufacturead.

I',_ 1 7 3 CIhL I e e o . v ke e e T
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Department Call Volume Page1 ot'l

Department Call Volume

* How many responses per year by category? (Enter whole numbers only: If you have no calls for any of the categories, entar 0}

Structure Fires 8

Vehicle Fires 7

Vegetatioh Fires _ } 2

EMS 607
Rescue - . ' 18

Hazardous Condition/Materials Calls A0

Service Calls ' 73

Good Intent Calls/False Alarms _ 67

Other Calls and Incidents - o 1

- P174. R
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Request Information Pagel ot

Request Information

* 1. Select a program for which you are applying. Remember, you can only apply for one program this year. You
can apply for as many activities within a program as you need.
{Ifyou modify your selection, you will lose dats entered under the criginal activity.)

Program Name ,
- . Operations and Firefighter Safety

- 2. Will this grant benefit more than one depariment?
Yes ‘

ti.you answered Yes to Question 2 above, please explain. (You can only enter 4000 characters)

The Eagleville Fire Department belongs to a county-wide communication and mutual aid system and relies on
receiving.and providing both mutual and automatic aid to reésolve incidents. This program will provide more
effective and reliable multi-jurisdictional communication not only for Eagleville Fire Department operations within
their own jurisdiction but aiso when operating in mutual ald communities as well. Communication will be
improved during mutual aid responses both given to and received from neighboring communities.

Town of Mansfield was been selected to receive a Mass Decontamination Trailer from the State of Connecticut
Department of Homeland Security. The two fire depariments that serve the Town of Mansfield; the Eagleville
Fire Depariment and the Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company will jointly operate the trailer. The additions and

enhancements to the current Respiratory Protectlon Program will benefit each departrnent Jocally and
surrounding fire distircts.

P 1 7 5 . N PR P, - PR .'
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Request Details o Page 1 of']

" Request Details

The activities for program Operations and Firefighter Safety are listed in the table beiow.

Activity Number of Entries Total Cost Additional Funding . 'Adtion
. . o n View Details _
Equipment . 10 $91,400 %0 View Additional Funding
Modify Facilities 0 80 $0 View Details
: " S . : e~ View Details
Persqnai Protective Equipment 4 $ 50,?20 .$ 0 View Additional Fun ding
Training . 0 $0 $ 0 View Details -
Welliness and Fitness Programs ’ 0 50 30 View Details
e 'P. 1 7 6‘-:-" s AT T - LD UTLLL S L ama oaniry LTI
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If you éntered a valug in Other Sources, include your explanatlon below You can use thls space to provide

information on the project, cost share match.

7 Total Budget

e/ mnrtal fema oav/fAreorant/ien/Are?00d/amnlication/budeet total ien?view=nmntornrnt

‘T'otal Budget - Page 1l of'l
Budget .
Budget Object Class
a. Personnel $0
b. Fringe Benefiis 30
c. Travel 50
d. Equipment $ 142,120
e. Supplies " $0
f. Contractual 50
g. Construction 50
h. Other 7 $0
i. Indirect Charges 50
Indirect Cost Detaiis,
Agency Indirect Cost Agreement with
Indirect Cast Rate ' ‘ } %
Agreement Summary
Federal and Applicant Share
Federal Share % 127,008
Applicant'Share $ 14,2;12
Federal Rate Sharing (%) 8010
* Non-Federal Resources {The combined Non-Federal Resources must equal the Applicant Share of § 14,212}
a. Applicant ' $14,212
b. State $0
c. Local _ $0
d. Other Sources $0

$ 142,120
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Narrative Statement

Project Description

* Piease provide your narrative statemient in the space provided below (1) Project Description, (2) Financial
Need, and (3) Cost-Benefit of Request: ,

Communications.

The Eagleville Fire Depariment (EFD) is recommending a program that seeks to address the sizable area of our
response district that experiences two-way radio frequency coverage deficiencies that negatively impact
operations. Efforts to address the coverage problem by the use of remote tower sites, in-vehicle repeaters,

and/or frequencles have not provided conststently reliable or effective department communication or dependable
multl—JunsdlctlonaI mteropereblhty

- In an effort to address the.cornmunlcation issues that plague this section of our response district we ﬁ_ave;met
with the Tolland County Mutual Aid System (TN) to explore options and solutions. TN provides the regional
emergency dispatching and communication function to the EFD and surrodnding fire districts and communities.

We are proposing a comprehensive new program that addresses our communication deficiencies. The proposal
seeks o improve the.communication system by expanding the use of in-vehicle repeaters to all officers’ vehicies
and increasing the number. of firefighters that have access to the communication system through portable radios.
Qur proposal also seeks the support equipment necessary to insure the radios are properly charged and ready
for use. The department is 'seeking to purchase 5 new mobile in-vehicle repeater units for the department’s
officers and 45 new portable radios for assignment to all department firefighters and personnel that directly
support emergency operations. We are also requesting funding for four new 6-unit battery chargers (2 for each
station) and two battery malntenanoe sysiems (‘1 for each statlon)

"As part of thts program: we are aleo propasing the replacement of 3 existing in-vehicle repeaters 15 existing-
portable radios and 20 pagers. The replacement units will allow us to retire communication equipment that has
been in service for eleven (11+) years. It is our inténtion to acquire a portable radio model that provides for unit
identification and an-emergency signaling feature in order to enhance the department's- effort to insure firefi ighter:-
safety at incident scenes. The pagers will assist in notifying qualified personnel.of calls for service to insure’
‘adequate levels of manpower are avellable to conduct safe and gifective: emergency operations.

The proposed purchase of 3 an-vehlcle repeaters, 20 pagers and 15 portable radios is the only component of this
proposaithat replaces existing equipment currently in use. The reason we have included it in this proposal is
due to the equipment's age; it has-been in use by the department for 10+ years. Over the perlod that the

porteble radios have been. in service the wear and tear of operating in emergency situations. has compromlsed
their dependability.

The department's objectiveis to reduce the failure-of radto communication tranemrssmns during emergency and
non-emergency operations, improve multi-jurisdictional interoperability, increase the length of usage hours of
fully charged batteries, and integrate the radio system as part of ihe personnel accountability system.

The Eagleville Fire Department is 'a combination department with eighteen full.and part-time paid personnel and
37 active volunieers. The EFD responds from two stations and provides both fire and Emergency Medical
services to a fire district within the Town of Mansfield with a population of 6,388 (Census 2000). The department
responds automatic aid to two other districts within the Town of Mansfield. These two districts; the Mansfield
Volunteer Fire Company, which includes a regional high school with a student and staff population of 1,370, and
the University of Connecticut (UConn}) Fire Department, have a combined population of greater than 25,000
when the university is in full session from September to June. UConn is the State of Connecticut’s largest
university and it is currently experiencing tremendous growth in its student population. Last year the number of
students enrolled at the main campus in Mansfield increased over 1,200 from the previous year.

Recently, the Town of Mansfield was been selected to receive a Mass Decontamination Trailer from the State of
Connecticut Department of Homeland. Security. This selection was based in part on the population concentration
represented by the University of Connecticut. The two fire departments that serve the Town of Mansfield; the

Eagieville Fire Department and the Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company will jointly operate the trailer. Elements of

P U P_ 1 '7 8 SRR IR -:-;.:‘.:_':::":r:_':‘; L i nmm e T

hitins+//portal fema. cov/fBrecrant/isn/fre? 004 /anolication/narative 1sn7view=nrnt&nrnt=tr.__  4/5/2004



Narrative Statement ' Page 2 of 4

this grant request assist in expanding our operational capability to effectively manage evenis employing mass
decontamination.

The EFD's resources are not suffi ment to handle all emergency mcrdents and also provide continuous coverage

~ to the district; therefore mutual and automatic aid agreements exist with surrounding fire districts and Towns.

- This system requires reliable mulfi-jurisdictional communication interaperability during emergency operations to
ensure the safety of firefighters and the community. Effective communlcation is essential to fire ground

operatlons as well as non-emergency communications.

The EFD believes this proposal is a cost—-eﬁectwe means of addressing the-communication problems -
experienced by the department. The depariment is certain that this program, combined with the existing i .
infrastructure, and department policies and procedures will achieve a safer work environment for EFD personnel
- and provide reliable multl—Junsdrctronai mtero;)erablllty with neighboring fire-districts and communities.

The Town of Mansfield has experienced town-wide budget cuts and the Town’ has issued a spending watch for
the current fiscal year for all departments. Also, there has been a reduction in addressing most capital
improvement requests, In the next fiscal year ("04 - "05) capital improvements in the amount of $20,000.00 has
been approved for the Eagleville Fire Department. The decline in State financial aid to communities has’
inordinately affected the Town of Mansfield. The amount of property that comprises the campus of the University

of Connecticut is significant and is owned by the State of Connecticut, whrch renders it exempt from local
property taxes.

Resplratory Protection Program

The Eagle\nlle Fire Depariment is also seeking to provide a respiratory protectlon program for its firefighters that
includes individually issued facepieces, is adaptable to incidents requrrlng -different levels of- resprratory
protection, expands operational capabilities and extends SCBA in-service time for operations requrrmg full
resplratory protection, and 5|mpln" ies and reduces multiple stocks of eqmpment mventory

This program would address equrpment def‘ iciencies of our current resplratory pretectlon program The new
program would include individually issued persenal SCBA facepieces with voice amplification, Rapid intervention
Team RIT-PAKSs, and an upgrade to the department’s current complement-of SCBA 1o include breathing
connectiens to provide air for trapped/downed responders and Visualert: Heads-up display capability to provide a
visual as well as an audibie alert to indicate end of service time. An.addition fo our current respiratory protection
program is the request for a Mobile. Air Cart that would compliment extended operations that the depariment

expects to be a part of its entry into a new service area related to the receipt of a Mass Decontamination trailer
mentloned earlier.

The proposed-upgrade of SCBA is the only compenent of this proposal that addresses. equrpment thatis
cumently in use by the department. During the period that existing SCBA equipment has been'in service we
believe the advancements in product development that aflow for increased versatility and compatibility justify
inclusion of an upgrade in this request.

in additian, it is our opinion that by issuing mdmdual facepleces to our fi reﬁghters lt improves thew safety and
allows a greater number of firefighters to be deployed during operations. We believe it is superior to the
department's current Respiratory Protection Program as it relates to SCBA facepieces. The current program
allows only a fixed inventory of different sizes, requiring a firefighter, upon arrival at an incident to locate a

. facepiece in the correct size that provides the most appropriate-fit. This fixed inventory feature of the program

also limits the number of firefi ghters that can be deployed during an operatmn to the current inventory of SCBA |
facepieces.

The depariment is certain that this program, combined with its existing SCBA equipment,inventory; and
depariment policies and procedures is both cost effective and will achieve a safer work environment for EFD
personnel while providing enhanced multi-jurisdictional interoperability with neighboring communltles

As stated previously in this narra’tlve the Town of Mansfield was been selected to receive a Mass
Decontamination Trailer from the State of Connecticut Department of Homeland Security. The two fire
departments that serve the Town of Mansfield; the Eagleville Fire Department and the Mansfield Volunteer Fire
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 Narmrative Statement Page 3 of 4

Company will jointly operate the trailer.

The Mobile Air Cart, individually issued Facepisces with voice amplification, and SCBA Filter Cariridges are the
elements of this grant request-that expand operational capability into new mission areas. This equipment is
directly related to the need to effectively manage events employing mass decontamination. This specific
gquipment will allow for more effective person-to-person communication and provide the ability to conduct
operations for extended periods while addressing issues related to firefighter fatigue. The mobile air cart alone

would provide supplied breathing air without the necessity of firefighters wearing Indl\ndual SCBA units during
lengthy operatlons.

Budget '

The total cost of this program.is $142,120. 00 The Town of Mansf“ eld will fund 10 percent of the cost-share at
$14,212.00. The total cost of this request is §127,008.00.

The breakdown of equipment and cost is as follows:

Equiement ’

Commumcatlons

8 In-Vehicle Repeaters @$2,500.00 ea. $20, 000.00

60 Portable Radios @$700.00 ea. $42, OOO 00

20 Pagers $8,800.00

4 Six-Unit Batiery chargers @$450.00 ea. $1,800. 00

2 Battery Maintenance Systems @%1,350.00 ea. $2,700.00

Respiratory Protection

1 Mobile Air Cart w/ 4 — one hour cylinders.$6,800.00

- 3RIT-PAKIs ($3,100.00ea.) $9,300.00
40— Scott- AV 3000 Facepieces $9 400.00

{30 x $235.00ea.)
40:Scott AV 3000 Facepiece wNotce Amplier $13,600.00
{30 x340:00ea.) -
120 filter-cartridges for AV 3000 Facepieces $1,320. OD
(120 x $11.00ea.)
Equipment Upgrade to-existing SCBA mventury $26,400.00
(24 SCBA x $1,100.00ea.)

The following objectives and activities timetable are based on grant award date:

Within 30 days of grant award, notiiication specifications wil! be prepared for bid.

Within 60 days of the award of bid, the order for equipment will be placed

Within 30-40 days delivery of equipment is expected

Within 14 days of delivery of portable radios, personnel and policies will be updated.

No later than 12 months after the date of award the department will follow up with-a written report fo FEMA.

To evaluate the benefit of this program the department will conduct radio transmission/reception tests of the

. district utilizing in-vehicle repeaters. We will-log radio repairs. We will.log the number.of battery changes during a
shift. Overall EFD expects to see a reduction in missed communication transmissions caused by frequency
reception issues or low poriable battery conditions. We expect to enhance firefighter safety-with unit identifiers
and emergency signals. Mutual aid personnel will be afforded more effective communication interoperability
while operating on Eagleville Fire Department's frequency. Overall the department believes. the program will

provide more reliabie-and consistent communications, thereby assunng the safety of firefighters and providing a
" betfier servu:e to the communlty

To evaluate the benefit of the Resplratofy Protection Program the department will conduct training on all new
eqmpment Perform fit testlng on all newly issued.facepieces te insure the best possible-user fit. Conduct drllls o
insure the new-equipment is effectively mcorporated into department aperations.
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Narrative Statement : : Page 4ot 4

* Please describe any grants that you currently have with DHS including the AFG, for éxample, 2002 AFG grant
for vehicle or 2003 ODP grant for exercises. (Enter "N/A" if Not Applicable)

The Eagleville Fire Department was awarded a 2003 AFG for a PASS/Accountability system.
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Assurances and Cerhiications Page 1017

Assurances and Certifications

Form 20-16A

You must read and sign these assurances by providing your password and checking the box at the
bottom of this page.

Note: Fields marked with an * are required.

Assurances Non-Construction 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 appllcants o
certify to additional assurances. If stich is the case, you will be notified. -

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant | certify that the applicant:

1. Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance, and the irlstitutional, 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: projeot described in this
application.

2. Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General of the United States, and if
appropriate, the State, through any authorized representative, access to and the right to
examine ali records, books, papers, or documents related to the award; and will establish a

~ proper accounting system in accordance with generally accepted accountlng standards or
agency directives. .

. 3. Wil establish safeguards to prohiblt employees ‘l’rom usmg their. posmons fora purpose that
- constitutes or presents the appearance of personal gain.

4.  Will initiate and complete the work within the appllcahle tlme frame after receipt of approval
- ofthe awardmg agency.

5.  Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of 1870 (42 U.8.C. Section 4728—4?63)
relating to prescribed standards for merit systems 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 Administration (5 C.F.R. 900, Subpart F).

6. Wil comply with all Federal statutes relating to nondiscrimination. These include but are not
fimited to: (a) Titie V] of the Civil Rights Act.of 1964 (P.L. B8-352).which prohibits
discrimination on the basis of race, color or national origin; {b) Title IX of the Educatiori
Amendments of 1972; as amended (20 U.S.C. Sections 1681-1683, and 1685-16886), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of sex; {c)-Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of ‘1973
as amended {29U.8.C. Seciion 784}, which prohibits discrimination on the basis of
handicaps; (d) the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. Sections 6101-
6107}, which prohibits discrimination on the basis of age; () the Drug. Abuse Office and
Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), as amended, relating to nondiscrimination on the basis
of drug abuse; (f) the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment
and Rehabxlttatlon Act of 1970 (P.L. 81-616), as amended, relating to. nondiscrimination on -
the basis of alcohol abuse or alcoholism; (g) Sections 523 and 527 of the Public Health
Service Act 0f 1912 (42 U.5.C. 290-dd-3 and 290-ee-3), as ameénded, relating to -
confidentiality of alcohol and drug abuse patient records; (h) Titie VIII of the Civil Rights Acts
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. Section 3601 et seq.), as amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the
sale, rental or financing of housing; (i) any other nondiscrimination previsions in the specific
statute(s) under which application for Federal assistance is being made; and {j) the
requirements of any other nondiscrimination statuie(s) which may apply to the application.

7. Will comply, or has already complied, with the requ:rements of Tltle 11 and LIl of the Uniform
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Assurances and Certifications : ‘ Page2 o017

Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646) .
which provide for fair and equitable 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.

Will comply with prowsuons of the Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. Sections 1501-1508 and 7324-7328),
which limit the polmcal activities of employees whose principal employment activities are

. funded in whole or in part with Federal funds.

10.

1.

12

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 276c 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 construction sub agreements.

Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance purchase requirem'ents of Section 102(a) of
the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which reqmres recipients in a special
floed hazard area to participate in the pregram and to purchase flood i lnsurance if the total
cost of insurable construction and acquisition ts $10,000 or more,

Wil comply with environmental standards which may be prescnbed pursuant 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 (EQ)-11514; (b) notification-of violating
facilities pursuant to EQ 11738; (c) protection of wetlands pursuant to EO 11890; {d)
gvaluation of flood hazards in flood plains in accordance with EO 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.); (f) conformity of
Federal actions to State {Clean Air) Implementation Plans under Section 176(c) of the Clean
Air Act of 1955, as amended (42 U.5.C. Section 7401 et seq.); (g) protection of underground
sources of drinking water under the Safe Drmkmg Water Act of 1974, as amended, (P.L. 93-

.523); and (h) protection of endangered species under the Endangered Spemes Actof 1973

as amended, (P.L. 93-205).
Wil camply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C. Section 1271 et seq. )

- related fo protecting components or potential components of the natlonal wild and scenic

13.
14,
15.
16.

17.
18.

19.

rivers system.

Wil assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance with Section- 106 of the National

Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470), EO 11593 (identification and

protection of historic properties), and the Archaeological and Historic Preservatlon Act of
1074 (16'U.5.C. 469a-1 et seq.).

Will comply with P.L_. 83-348 regardmg the protection of human subjects involved i |n research, -
development, and related activities supported by this award of asmstance

Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of 1966 (P.L. 89~ ~544, as amended, 7
U.5.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.

Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act (42 1.S.C. Section 4801 et

seq.) which prohibits the use of lead based paint in censtruction.or rehabllita’non of residence
structures. .

Wili cause to be performed the required ﬁnan’cial and compliance audits in accordance with
the Single Audit Act of 1984.

Will comply-with all appl:cable requirements of all other Federal Iaws executwe orders,
reguiations and policies governing this program.

It will comply with the minimum wage and maximum hours provisions of the Federal Fair

" Labor Standards Act (29 U.S.C. 201), as they apply to employees of institutions of h:gher

education, hospitals, and other non-profit organizations.

I’ 183
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Signed by Michael Gergler on 04/02/2004
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Assurances and Certiications " Page 4 of 7

Form 20-1 BC

You must read and sign these assurances by providing your password and checking the box at the
bottem of this page.

Note: Fields marked with an * are required.

Certifications Regarding Lobbying, Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibily Matters and Drug-Free
Workplace Requirements.

Applicants should refer o the reguiations cited below to determine the certification to which they are required 1o
attest. Applicants should also review the instructions for certification included in the regulations before
compileting this form. Signature on this form provides for compl:ance with certification requirements under 44
CFR Part 18, "New Restrictions on Lobbying; and 28 CFR Part 17, "Government-wide Debarment and
Suspension (Non~procurement) and Government-wide Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace {Grants)." The
certifications shall be freated as a material representation of fact upon which reliance will be placed when the

Department of Homeland Security (DHS) determines to award the covered transaction, grant, or cooperative
agreement.

1. Lobbying

A. As required by the section 1352, Title 31 of the US Code, and implemented: at 44 CFR-Part 18 for persons

(entering) into a grant or cooperative agreement over $100,000, as defined at 44CFR Part 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 persaon forinfluencing or attempting to influence an.officer or employee of any
. agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of congress, or an employee of 2 Member
. of Congress in connection with the making of any Federal grant, the entering into-of any

coeperative agreement and extension, continuation, renewal amendment or modlf' cation of any
Federal grant or cooperative agreement.

{b)If any other funds than Federal apprapnated funds have been paid or -will be paid to. any persorn
forinfluencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of
Congress, an officer or employee of congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in.
connection with this Federal grant or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall complete and
siibmit Standard Form LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying Activities"; in accordance with its instructions.

{c) The undersigned shall require that the language.of this certification be included in the award
documents for all the sub awards at all tiers (inciuding sub grants, coniracts under grants and

cooperative agreements and sub contract(s)} and that all sub recipients shall certify and disclose
accordingly.

2. Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters (Direct Recipient)

A. As required by Executive Order 12549, Debarment and Suspension, and implemented at 44CFR Part 67, for

- prospective participants in primary covered transactlons as. def ned at 44 CFR Part 17, Sec:tlon ‘1? 510-A, the
applicant certifies that it and its principals:

(&) Are not présenﬂy debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared. ineligible, sentenced
1o a denial of Federal benefits by a State or Federal court, or vuluntarliy excluded from covered
transactions by any Federal departrnent or agency.

(b) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application been convicied 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-confract under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or

commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsifi cation or destruction of records, making
false statements, or receiving stolen property.

(c) Are not presentiy indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a government entity
(Federal, State, or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1)(b) of
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Assurances and Certihicabions

this.certification: and

{d) have not within a three-year period preceding this application had one or more public

transactions (Federal, State, or Iooal) terminated for cause or default; and

- Pagelot7

B. Where the applicant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, he or she shall aftach an

explanation to this appllc:atlon

3. Drug-Free Workplace (Grantees other than mdwnduals)

As required-by the Drug-Free Waorkplace Act of 1 988,.and. lrnplemented at 44CFR 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 provide a 'drug—free workplace by

(a) Pubiishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful mantifacture,
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
employees for violation of such prohibition;

(b) Establishing an on- going drug free awareness .prograrn to mforrn employees _
about

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

{2) The grantees policy-of maintaining a drug-free workplace;

(3).Any available drug counseling, rehablhtatlon and emp]oyee
assistance programs,; and

{4) The penalhes that may be lmposecl upon employees for drug abuse
violations ocourrlng in the workplace;.

(e} Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the perfoermance of
" the grant to be given a copy of the statement required by paragraph (a);
(d) Notifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (a) 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. wntmg of his or her conviction for a Violatlon
of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace no later than five
calendar days after such:conviction.

{e) Notifylng 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 employses must provide notfice, including
position title, to the applicable DHS awarding office, i.e. regional office or DHS office.
{f) Taking one of the follewing actions, against such an-employee, within 30 calendar
days of receiving netice under subparagraph (cl)(2) with respect io any employee
who is so convicted: ,

(1) Taking appropriate personnel action. against such an employee, up
to and including termination, consistent with the reqwrements of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or -

(2} Requiring such employee to participate satisfactarily in a drug abuse
assistance or rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a
Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement or other appropnate
agency.

{g) Making a good f{aith effort to continue to maintain a drug free workplace through
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Assurances and Cerhlications Page 6ot 7

implementation of paragraphs (a}, (b}, (c), (d). (e), and (). ‘

(8) The grantee may insert in the space provided below the site(s) for the performance of work
done in connection with the specific grant.

Place of Performance

Street City - State Zip “Action -

If your place of performance is different from the physical address provided by you in the Applicant
Information, click on Add Place of Performance button above to ensure that the correct place of '

performance has been specified. You can add muItlple addresses by repeatmg this process multiple
times.

Seétion 17.630 of the regulations provide that a grantee 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 DHS funding. States and State
agencies may elect to use a Statewide certification.

Signed by Michael Gergler cn 04/02/2004
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FEMA Standard Form LLL

Only complete if applying for a grant for more than $100,000 and have lobbying activities. See Form 20-16C for’
lobbying activities definition. -

This formr is not applicable

L IJ.188
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Item #22

Town of Mansfield
Proclamation

In celebration of Stephen Christopher Glow’s Eagle Scout Award

Whereas, Mr. Steven Chrisfopher Glow is.a Mansfield resident and a young
man with a language and neurological disability impacting and
challenging many aspects of his life; and

Whereas, on Saturday, April 25, 2004 Steven will receive an Eagle Scout
Award as a member of Boy Scout Troop 56; and

Whereas, the Eagle Scout Award represents the highest rank in scouting and
recognizes great skill, determination and leadership; and

Whereas, Steven's efforts to strive and achieve his goals and potential serve
as an inspiration to all scouts and the greater Mansfield community.

NOW, THEREFORE, [, Elizabeth C. Paterson, Mayor of Mansfield,
Connecticut, on behalf of the Town Council and the citizens of Mansfield
do hereby acknowledge Steven Christopher Glow for his outstanding
efforts and congratulate him upon his receipt of the Eagle Scout Award.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand and caused the seal of the
Town of Mansfield to be affixed on this 227¢ day of March in the year 2004.

g//.;‘lﬁf./% / /- p [gmﬂv
E]izabe}‘ﬂl C. Paterson

Mayor, Town of Mansfield
March 22, 2004
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