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REGULAR MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL-JULY 26, 2004

The regular meeting of the Mansfield Town Council was called to order by Mayor
Elizabeth Paterson at 7:37 p.m. in the Council Chamber of the Audrey P. Beck Municipal

Building.

L.

1L

111.

ROLL CALL

Present:Blair, Clouette, Haddad, Hawkins, Paterson, Paulhus, Redding(arrived
at 7:45) and Schaefer.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded to approve the minutes of July
12, 204 as presented.

So passed. Mr. Haddad and Mr. Schaefer abstained.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

Katherine Paulhus, Middle Turnpike, expressed her concern over the proposed
fees for the Mansfield Community Center. She suggested that the one adult

“household with children was too high.

OLD BUSINESS

1. University Spring Weekend

Assistant Town Manager, Matt Hart, discussed his memo of July 22, 2004
A summary report, on issues surrounding the Spring weekend events at the
University of Connecticut. The Council members asked about
terminology.ie. what does “probation™ mean. The Town Manager will
download the student code for all council members,

2. Mansfield Community Center Fee Schedule
Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Schaefer seconded that effective July 28,
2004, to approve the Mansfield Community Center Fee Schedule dated
July 21, 2004, which schedule shall be effective August 23, 2004.
After much discussion with the Director of Parts and Recreation. Mr. Curt

Vincente, the decision was made to change the category for one single
household at $290 and each child under 14 in that household $25.00.
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Motion so passed. Ms. Blair and Mr. Haddad voted against.

Mr. Vincente reminded members that this was for new members only,
with the exception of a member who now falls into this category.

Mr. Schaefer moved and Ms. Blair seconded that effective July 28, 2004,
to appropriate a sum not to exceed $10,000 from the town’s General Fund
to subsidize the operations of the teen center at the Mansfield Community
Center for fiscal year 2004/05.

So passed unanimously.

V. NEW BUSINESS

3. Presentation on Freddie Mac Early Childhood Initiative

Ms. Julie Bosland, Director of National League of Cities Institute for
Youth, Education and Families, spoke on the Freddie Mac Early
Childhood Initiative.

No action was needed by the Council.
. 4. Presentation on Fire and Emergency Services Consolidation

Mr. David Dagon, Emergency Services Administrator, updated the
Town Council on the status of the Emergency Services Operations and |
Management Improvement Project. The presentation included the
potential consolidation of the two volunteer fire departments. Mr.
Dagon also gave the Council members the form to provide any ideas,
suggestions or concerns related to the fire and emergency services
consolidation project. All feedback/input provided on these forms will
be reviewed by the Emergency Services Management Team. This
process will include an ordinance, which will establish a municipal
department of fire and emergency services and will create the position

of fire chief.
The Council needed no action.

5. Mansfield-Coventry Data Processing Agresment
Mr. Hawkins moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded that retroactive to July
1, 2004, to authorize the Town Manager to execute the proposed
Mansfield-Coveniry Data Processing Agreement for a term to run

from July 1, 2004 through June 30, 2005.

So passed unanimously.



6. Agreement for Professional Services-Deputy Building Official

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Clouette seconded that effective July
26,2004, to authorize the Town Manager to execute the proposed
Apreement for Professional Services-Deputy Building Official, with
the Town of Tolland for a term to expire on June 30, 2007.

So passed unanimously.

7. Grant Application to Small Town Economic Assistance Program
Mr. Hawkins moved and Mr. Haddad seconded to authorize the Town
Manager to send to the Office of Policy and Management a grant
application for a Downtown Mansfield Revitalization and
Enhancement Project Small Town Economic Assistance Program
(STEAP) for $500,000.
So passed unamimously.

8. August 2004 Town Council Meetings

By consensus the Town Council agreed to cancel the August 23, 2004
meeting.

V1. DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

VII. REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

Mr. Bruce Clouette reported that the Ad Hoe Comumnittee of the Town
Council the *“ Committee on Community Qualityhas met and has
proceeded to list areas of concern and positive suggestions for the Town
and University.

VII. REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS

Mr. Al Hawkins presented the Council members with a copy of “A Call
for Action” the Blue Ribbon Report on Preserving and Improving the
Future of the Volunteer Fire Service.

The Mayor announced that there would be a volunteer Service award

ceremony by the Secretary of the State on September 9, 2004 to honor the
firemen in our region.
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IX.

>

XTi.

TOWN MANAGERS REPORT

The Town Manager handed out a letter from the Planning and Zoning
Commission to the Connecticut Siting Council regarding the proposed
telecommunication facilities in Ashford.

The Town Manager handed out the Notice of scooping for proposed new
hazardous waste storage facility to be located at the University of
Connecticut Storrs Campus. The Meeting will be on August 20,2004.

The building permits have been pulled for the new cinema theatres at the
Eastbrook Mall. Hopefully they will be completed by the Holidays.

FUTURE AGENDAS

PETITIONS. REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

9. Matt Hart re: Amendments to Regulations for Mapping Wells in
Stratified Drift Aquifers

10. Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection-Aquifer
Mapping Regulations
11. The Daily Campus-“UConn Adopts New Environmental Policy”

EXBCUTIVE SESSION

Not needed,

ADJOURNMENT

At 9:42 p.m. Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to adjourn the
meeting.

So passed unanimously.

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

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council

From:  Maft Hart, Assistant Town Manager el

CcC: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager

Date: August 2, 2004

Re: Issues Regarding the UConn Landfill including the UConn Consent Order,

Public Participation Relative to the Consent Order and Well Testing

Subject Matter/Backaround

Attached please find new correspbndence concerning the UConn landfill. At present,
the Town Council is not required to take any action on this ifem.

Atiachments _

1) Haley & Aldrich Comments to Comprehensive Hydrogeologic investigaiion Report
and Remedial Action Plan

2) Juiy 30, 2004 Monthly Progress Report
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Kansas City
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New Jersey

Poriland
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Rochester
New York

San Diego
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Caiifornia
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District of Colimibia

Haley & Aldndhy, Inc.
483 Medford St

Suite 2200

Boston, MA 031281200
Tel: 017.866.7400

Fax: 617.886.7800
HalevAldrich.com

22 July 2004
File No. 91221-612

Statz of Connecricut

Deparmment of Environmental Prorecton
79 Elm Strest

Harrford, Connecticutr 06106-3127
Artznion: Reymond Frigon

Consent Order SRD-101

Comprehensive Hydrogzsologic Investigation Report and Remedial Action
Plan '
University of Connecricut

Storrs, Connectcut

Subject:

Dear Mr. Frigon:

This lztter responds to commenis from the Connecticut Department of Environmental
Prowection (DEP), U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and Loureiro Enginesring
Associates, Inc. (LEA), on the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Investigarion Reporr and
Remedial Action Plan (CHIR) Addendum (the Addendum) dated January 2002. The
Addendnm was prepared on behalf of the University of Connecticut (UComn) by the UCcnn
landfill team, comprised of Haley & Aldrich, Inc., Environmenial Research Instimute (ERI),
United States Geological Survey (USGS), Epona Associates, LL.C, and Regina Villa
Associates, Inc., with third party oversight provided by Mitretzk Systems, Inc. -

The revised Volume I (the Report text), tables, fipures, and supplemental materials that
were generated in response to reviewer's comments are transmitied under separate cover as
Addendum #2 to the Comprehensive Report (Addendum #2).

The comments, which are in italics, and our responses to commenis, are as rollows:

Memorandum te Ray Frigon, CTDEP Bureau of Water Management, from Traci Iott,
dated 31 March 2003

1. Figure 39 (revised) in the Addendum indicares the areas in which sedimenr will be
remediared. Along the Southern section, the figure indicates that jurther samples will
be raken 1o Scope our the boundaries for sedimen: removal in this arec. I suggest thar
a similar proczss be undertaken in the other areas marked jor sediment removal. The
current data ser jor sediment is insufficient 1o adequarely define the boundaries within
which sediment should be remediared. Samples ouwrside the proposed waste
consolidarion aree should be analyzed to determine If conigminarec sediments exist
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HAIFYA:

State of Comnecrcu:
Deparmert of Environmental Prochon
22 July 2004

beyond this boundary. A scope jor this work should be submimed 10 DEP for review
and approval prior 1o tie collecrion of any samples.

UConn performed additional sediment sampling 1a January 2003 and March
2004 1o further delineare the propossd sediment remediation areas. Plois
camparing sediment data to ecological benchmarks were provided in a letter
report io CTDEP dared 27 April 2004, Based on these data, the sediment
remediation areas were expandad to the proposed lirnits shown on Figurs 59
of Addendum #2. '

2 Sediment remediarion is nor proposed for either the wibutary 10 Engleville Brook or
F Lor. However, borh areas have conaminants of concern that should be removed.
The wibutary 10 Eagleville Brook contcins elevared nickel concentrarions in ar least
one location. The exienr of the nickel contaminarion shouid be defined and a plan for
removing these sedimenss drafied for review and approval. Addirionally, sediments
associated with F-Lor have measurable levels of chliordane. The nature and extent of
this contaminarion should be defined and a plan for sedimenr removal developed.

Sediment remediation is proposed in the wesiern tributary o Eagleville
Brook, bur does not exiend as far as sampling point WT6, where the nickel
benchmark was excesded, because nickel is not regarded as an indicaior
compound for landfiil leachate or contamination from the former chemical
pits. For example, the maximum nickel concentrations in groundwater within
the Eagleville Brook drainage basin are typically below detection lmits or are
within the range of 0.01 to 0.1 mg/L., which is below the numerical
Remediarion Standard Regulations (RSR) Surface Waier Protection Criterion
of 0.88 mg/L and at or below the RSR GA Groundwater Protection Criterion
of 0.1 mg/L. Consequently, the mickel exceedance in sediment is considered
an anomaly and is not afributed to migration and discharge of groundwater
contaminated by the landfill or the former chemical pits. The maximum
conceniration of nickel was detecred downgradient of the landfill, in sediment
sample WT6 (Figure 13, Addendum #2). Because the samnple was collected
adjacent to the Eagleville Brook weir, this anomaly may be due to leaching of
nickel from the stesl weir. Nickel is one of several metals commonly added
to carbon stee! for alloying (1)

Sediment remediation is not propoesed at F Lot because the contaminants
detected in sedirnents near F Lot are not atiributed 10 migration and dischargs
of croundwater or surface water runoff that is conaminared by F Lot fill
marerials, As detailed in Sections 7 and 8 of the CHIR and Addendum #2,
the majority of the ash fill below F Lot is unsamrated and F Lot is capped
with cover materials, including liner and pavemsnt, which are designed o
eliminate precipiration infiltration through the F Lot fill.

P.7



TITAT T VWS _
BEATEYS=

ATDRICH

< weeme . .. ...pesticides were not-detzcred in. groundwater downgradient of E Lot. - -

State of Connectzut
Department of Environmenral Proecrion
22 Juiy 2004

Regarding rhe presence of chiordans in F Lot sediments, it is our opinion that
pesticides in sediment near the F Lot enrance may be due 10 local application
of pesticidas in jandscapsd areas near the F Lot entrance, as dascribed in the
CHIR and Addendum #2. For example, none of the pestcides dewecrsd in the
sediment samples - 4,4-DDE, chlordane and endrin - were detecied in
moniroring wells thar are downgradient of F Lot (MW-3 and MW-4);
however, these and other pesticides, including 4,4-DDE, were deteciad in
MW116, MW119 and GW51, which ars upgradient of F Lot. Accordingly,
the pestcides detected in sediments near F Lot are nor anributed to migration
of groundwaser thar has been conaminated by F Lot fill materials since

The report menrions in several locations that humans would potentially come in
conzact with the landfill areas as rrespassers. This assumprion is incorract given the
exisring bike path through the area and the proposal 1o construct a parking lor on op

of the landfill. Exposure assumprions cOnsisien: Wit a irespasser scenario are nor
appropriaie jor this siruarion.

4 separaie or independ=nt human health risk characrerization was not required
and was not performed for the CHIR,; therefore, no exposure scenario
assumptions (such as the trespasser scenario) apply. Potential risks io human
health were evaluated by comparing groundwater and soil dara 1o numericat
RSR criteria, RSR criteria were developed to be protsctive of human health
and the environment.

Y

The report indicazes thar dioxin sampling was undertaken previously. However, the
results of that study are not provided nor is the issue of dioxin discussed in context of

the remediarion. It may be that dioxin is not an issue here; however, this needs 10 be
made clear one way or the other.

Results of dioxin analyses are discussed and presented in Section 8§ and

Table XXX of the CHIR and Addendum #2. Numerical RSR crireriz have
not been established for dioxins, Appendix AB of the CHIR presents
estimartes of cancer risks for residential exposure bassd on conversion of the
dioxin isomers to 2,3,7,8-TCDD equivalents. The reported concentrations do
0L pose an excess lifetime cancer risk (1E-6 or greaier) for the residential
SCENATIO, '

Ly

Although many of the comments on the Draft Final Comprehensive Report were
addressed in the Addendum, some were not presented in a clear manner, For
example, a comparizon gf groundwarer daia 10 surface water criteria {aquaric life and
human health based) was discussed in the Addendum. However, appropriate tables in
the Drajt Final Comprehensive Report were nor updated with these criteria. Currently
the old wables are present in the document thar indicaie the use of the surface warer
prorecrion criteria in the RSRs as opposed 1o the WQC comparison reguired. This
may be misleading ro other readers of the repor:. Before the document is jinalized,
P8
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=3

there shouid be a review to insure thai all wables and jigures are updared os
necessary. Additonally, some of the comments were addressed in only a cursory

Jashion (i.e., wetlands will be impacied - not how much, or whether the impacr is

consorucrion related or long rerm). Some of these items may need to be addressed as
plans jor remediatrion proceed.

Groundwater quality datz were commpared fo the numerical RSR Surface Wat=
Protection criteria to evaluare potential effects of groundwater discharge on
surface waiter. Groundwarer and surface water guality data were compared
the Warer Quality Standards (WQS - aguatic life and human-health based) o
assess potential environmental and human health risks o surface water.

Table XXTII of Addendum #2 summarizes the groundwarer quality data, the
numerical RSR criteria and the WQS, including the benchmarks
recomumended by DEP in an internal memorandum from Traci Iott to

Ray Frigon dated 15 April 2003, Table XXV (revised) of Addendum #2
provides the surface warer testing resulis and the WQS, Swmdy Area dam are
compared to the WQS in the revised Sections 7 and 8 of Addendum #2.
Derails on the acreage of wetlands that will be dismurbed (temporarily or
permanently) or filled have been provided to CTDEP in permit applications
and related materizals, including the June 2004 Wetland Mirigarion Plan.

The report concludes thar the landfill is nor impacting the surrounding areas except
Jor those in close proximiry to the landfill. I disagree with this staremen:. [ believe
thar the dara shows that the landfill has changed surface water and sediment chemistry
at some distance from the landfill. These changes in general do not exceed
environmental benchmaris or will be addressed by proposed remediation (suijace
water impacts should improve with leachare interception}. Iron, barium, magnesium
and manganese are sone of the chemicals thar appear 1o be elevared even ar some
distance Jrom the landfill,

It is our opinion that the compounds that exceed ecological benchmarles at
locations distant from the landfill, incinding iron, barium, magnesium, and
manganese, are not indicative of landfill leachatz, We auribute these
conraminanrs 10 geologic sources, wiich vary widely in concenerations of
metals, inclnding the four metals cited in the cormment above, and other
sources of contamination in the Study Area, such as roadway runofi. As
described in Secrion 7 of the CHIR and Addendum #2, the Study Area
reference locarions are not representative of pristne conditions, bur rather of
conditons that are consistent with regional land use and hydrogeologic
setring. Warer quality and sediment quality in these areas are likely affecied
by other contaminant sources in the ragion such as stormwarer mnoff from
roadways and ammospheric deposition of air pollutants, incinding automobile
emissions, For exampie, CT2 is located south of Routs 195 and Cedar
Swamp Brook drains a caichment area with roadways and residential
development, which are porentdal sources of pollutants by stormwarer runoff.
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Stare of Connecticur
Deparment of Environmental Prorecdon
22 July 2004

It is our opiniocn that landfill leachare cont2minants have aifected Study Arsa
sediments 1o distances of approximarsly 300 w 400 it south of the landfil and
approximately 400 10 300 fz north of the landfill, and the Closurs Plan
addresses these sediments.

7 Prior to jinalizing my commenrs on the Addendum, I will need 10 have DPH review
the Draft DEC and GWPC developed within the repor:, This review is proceeding ar
this rime. -

Comments were recaived from the Deparmment of Public Health (DPH) that
requested addirional supporting information for the Draft DEC and GWPC,
At the direcdon of DEP, an alternative approach nas besn taken to support the
‘Drafi DEC and GWPC summarized in the Report. Tables X-AD through
XI-AD in Addendum #2 suminarize Maximum and mnimem Concenirations
and freguency of detection for ali constituents including the draft DEC and
GWPC developed for the Investgation for soil and groundwaizr, respecuvely.
Study Avea dara are compared with these criteria in Section 8 of

Addendum 72,

8. It should be noted thar remediarion of sedimeris in the Southern section and the
triburary to Eagleville Brook will require penmission jrom the current landowner if a
decision 10 sell this parcel (Parcel 7} 1o the Universizy is not made.

UConn sent a lener dared 25 July 2003 to the owner requesting approval for
excavation of sediments south of the landfill. The owner provided permission

"to conduct this work;, through a signed access agreement dated 12 January
2004,

Letier to Town of Mansfield from Loureiro Engineering Associates, Inc., dated
26 March 2003

We have prepared this lener to provide the Town of Mansfield with our general opinion
regarding the October 2002 report enritled Draft Report Comprehensive Hydrogeologic
Investigarion Report and Remedial Action Plan and the January 16, 2003 response io
‘technical review comments prepared by Haley & Aldrich, Inc., Environmenial Research
Instinure, Epona Associates, LLC, F.P. Haeni, LLC, and Regina Villa Associazes, inc. In
reviewing the Ociober 2002 report, we identified a number of instances thar warranted
revision. These instances were documented in our technical review comments dared
December 21, 2002. Recemtly, on January 16, 2003, the Universiry of Connecticur ream
Drovided responses to technical review comments provided by all members of the Technical
Review Comminee. In reviewing the January 16, 2003 document, while we are not entirely
Sarisfied with the responses provided, and with one exceprion, we do nor believe that
resoluzion of the owstanding irems will materially afject the overall approach 1o remedy
selecrion jor the UCONN Landfill, Chemical Pizs, or F-Lot. The single exception is nored
below. In addition, we have also provided oz part of this letier, a summary qy those
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ourstanding issues thar we will conrinue 10 pursue in our roie ex members of the technical
review tearn,

In our review gf the October 2002 draft report, we had noted that in Section 10.6,1.1, the
technology of warer diversion is dismissed. We had previously provided commen: 1o the
November 2001 Technical Memorandum - Evaluation gf Remedial Alternarives, UCONN
Landsill, Srorrs, Connecricur, that this technology should be more fully evaluared. In response
0 our December 21, 2002 comments, the UCONN team indicares thar upgradient water
diversion structures would have the effect of lowering surface waier elevarions within the
landfill. The technology is dismissed from further consideration due to the facr thar they
would have 10 be advanced into bedrock 1o be effective. We believe thar the technology of
upgradient hydraulic control (diversion strucrure) is a technology thar could be implemenied
and may have the beneficial impact when coupled with a low-permeability cap, o significantly
reduce leachate generation razes.

We are of the opinion thar the diversion technology has bean dismissed prematurefy,
particularly in lighr of the January 16, 2003 lemer documenting the UCONN ream's opinion
thar the rechnology could be effective in reducing water suiface elevarions within the jootprin:
of the landfill. The lack of informarion relative 1o the pracricality of implementation of the

 technology is apparen:, and prior to final dismissal, the UCONN ream should be required 1o

present conclusive evidence that the implementation of the rechnology will provide no
substanrive benejit.

The Technical Memorandum (TM) dated 4 Angust 2002 responded io this
comment ané addressed Condition Ne. 1 of the Deparmment’s 5 June 2003
letter providing Conditional Approval of the Report and Addendum.
Condition No. 1 stated the following:

On or before July 1, 2003, snbmit for the commissioner’s review and
writien approval a scope of work for evaluating the options o prevent
groundwater migraring from the east of the landfill from coming inio
coniact with the waste. Such scope of work shall include a schedule
for conducring such evaluaiion.

The TM summarized the results of a suppiemental evaiuation of remedial -
alternarives, pursuant 10 a Scope of Work that was submitted io the DEP on
1 July 2003. The TM specifically addressed remedial alternatives that could
mitigare groundwater flow from the easi. It compared those alternatives
with the remedial aliernarive proposed in the CHIR. The proposed remediat
alternative includes constructing a low-permeability cap over the landfill and
former chemical pits and constructing leachate intercepror trenches (1ITs) 0.
collect leachate-contaminared groundwater downgradient of the landfiil. The
collected leachate would b= pumnped to the UConn Warer Pollution Control
Facility (WPCF) for weamment. '
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The alterpanves that ware evalnaed wers:

Groundwater diversion (forcing groundwarer io fiow around rather
inan throvgh the landfill)

Groundwater interception (capruring groundwater by pumping wells
efore it flows through the landfill wase)

Leachare collection and wearment (allowing the groundwaizr o flow
through the base of the landfill, then be collectad and pumped io
UConn's Water Pollution Conirol Facility [WPCEF])

The team evaluated each alternarive based on implementability, effectiveness,
and ability to meer the Consent Order {CO) requirements and regulatory

criteria.

The TM concluded the following:

Based on the Smdy Area concepinal model, most of the groundwatsr
from the east (the drurnlin) discharges to the wetland to the north of
the landfill; and the unconsclidated deposits immediately east of the
landfill are thin and seasonally unsaturated. These conditions
influence the effectiveness of the potendal remedial alternatives for
reducing or eliminatng groundwater flow from the east as foliows:

2 - Remedial alternatives would nesd io address groundwater
flow in the fracmred bedrock, Due to the variable namre of
the bedrock fractures, there are considerable unceriainiies
regarding the effectivensss of alternatives to divert or
intercept groundwater in the bedrocl.

® Based on the sizeable drainage basin draining to the wetland
to the north, the wetland controls the regional groundwater
elevations such that groundwater elevations under the landfill
are unlikely to be lowsred beiow the waste, regardless of the
alternative usad, including diversion or interception of
eroundwater fiow from the east,

The modeling resnlts for groundwater interception and diversion
altermagves indicaie these alternarives would not eliminate saturated
waste in the landfill. Therefore, 10 comply with the CQ, which
requires that the selected remedial alternative eliminate leachate
discharges 10 surface waters and wetlandg, these alernadves would
need 1 be supplemented by collecting and treating leachate
downgradient of the landfill. Therefore, there would be minimal
benefit in diverting or inercepting groundwarer as these altermarives
P12
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would not eiiminare i=achare discharge, and LITs would srll be
required to conizin the leachate and comply with the CO. Based on
this result, these altzrnatives were dismissed from further
consideraton.

Based on this re-evaluation of remedial aliernatives, UConn is
proposing to cap the landfill and former chemical pits and collect and
irear leachare 10 meet its obligations under the CO and state law and
repulations. The ieachate will be weared at the UConn WPCF. The
LITs and the other componenis of the RAP comprise an integrared
system that will meet the requirements of the Consent Order,
Remediation Standards Regulatons, and Solid Wasie Regulations.

In addirion 1o the above, we have nored a number of insiances within the January 16, 2003
response 10 comments document thar we feel should be pursued in furure iechnical review
meerngs. However, as noted in the jirst paragraph of this letier, we do no: beiieve thar
resolurion of the ouzstanding items will marerially ajfect the overall approach to remedy
seleciion jor the UCONN Landfill, Chemical Pits, or F-Lor team. These insiances are relared
primarily 1o docwmenzarion of the results of the qualiry assurance/guality control (GA/QC)
measures thar were used to ensure the technical quality of the data used 1o make decisions
regarding porential risk and remedial oprions and o present daia in a manner that permits
relatively simple assessment of the starements thar are made regarding compliance with
applicable RSR criteria. In the first instance, we are still nor sarisfied with the discussion of

how the QA/QC reguirements jor data usability meer the objectives set forth in the Work Plan
and Quality Assurance Plan,

The list of compounds analyzed in the Investigation is consistent with the Scope of
Study, the Scope of Study Addendum, the Laboratory Qualicy Assurance Plan (QAP),
and other submiitals, including respeonses to comments on the Scope of Study (leuer of
20 April 1995), and the detection limits for the majority of the analyses (i.e., the
second round of sampling onward) were at or below applicable criteria (RSRs).
Section 3.17 of the CHIR and Addendum #2 summarizes the project completeness,
including percentages of data dismissed/rejected/qualified. Based on the analytical
program, and the results of the darz assessment (described in Secrion 3 of the CHIR
- and Addendum #2), it is the opinion of the project eam that the majority of the data
meet the QA/QC criteria for data usability outlined in the aforemeniioned submirtais.

Our concerns include the lack of discussion in the text regarding the actual comparison of
resulis for duplicare analyses and the RPD for each comparison. Even the daia validation
memoranda in Appendix § do nor discuss aciual results of such comparisons, but merely siare
whether the RPD me: reguiremenis or was over a parncular perceniage.

To assist with evaluation of the data qualiry, Table XZXIIT (which includes the majoriry

of duplicate samples collected during the Investigation) of Addendum #2 summarizes

the field sample results, duplicatwe results, and reiative percent difference (RPD)
HALEY:%; calculadons (RPD is defined as the absolute value of the difference betwesn the two
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results, divided by the average of the two resuits and mulriplied by 100). Qualifiers
have bezn added 1o the analytcal summary ables for analyies for wnich the EPD
acceptance criteria (defined in Secrion 5) were not mst. Results of the field sampie-
duplicate comparison are discussed in Section 5 of Addendum 2.

In Appendix S of the CHIR, some of the data assessment memoranda indicared that
the mean of field sample and duplicate Tesults shouid be used in cases whers RPD
acceplance criteriz were not met. Tais was not done in the Investigadon: msizad,
duplicare sample sets that did not meer the RPD criteria were qualified. The
applicable dara assessment memoranda wers revised by deleting the referencss
means (averages) berween field samples and duplicates. The revised memorands ars
provided in Section 3 of Addendum #2.

It is also not possible 1o discern whether the OA/QC requirements were mer for all analvrical
methods for all marrices. A review of the data validation memoranda indicate thar on
numerois occasions, holding imes were exceeded for particular samples and parricular
analyses. While the overall resuits may meer the QA/QC requirements, it is not clear thar
these requiremens were met jor all rarger compounds groups.

Section 3.17 of the CHIR and Addendum #2 summarizes overall project completeness
individually for volatile organic compounds, semivolatile organic compounds, racs
metals, and pesticides for soil and groundwater, The project completeness ranged
from over 57% to over 99%, which meets the overall program objecrive of >90%
completeness, as proposed in the laboratory QAP.

It is also not clear that all of the data qualification that was indicated in the data validarion
memoranda were actually included in the project database. We performed a random checl: 1o
see if data thar was supposed to be flogged as “R” (rejected) due 1o an inabiliry 1o meet
QA/QC requirements, and in one instance, we nored thar the dara qualification flag was not
included next 1o the dara jor well MW-103 for the first guarter sampling event in 2002, It is

difficulr 1o know whether this was the only instance in which this occurred.

The revised data summary tables included in the Addendum #2 have heen checked

against the data validation memoranda (Appendix S) and the caleulated RPD vaiues,
and gualifiers have been added or modified as necessary.

We are also concerned that a review of Table XXIIT to determine whar compounds did nat
have RER criteria established indicared several addirional compounds 1o those that were nored
in the Addendum, with no explanarion as o why no criteria were deveioped, We aiso believed
thar a final comprehensive table should be prepared which includes the newly developed
criteria, as well as thar acrual dara, on the same table, so it would be possible for a reviewer
10 verijy which criteria were exceeded where and by how much. Instead, we must rely on the

informarion presenied on a separate 1able in the addendum thar indicares where exceedances
occurred.
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Haley & Aldrich derived equivalent numerical Remsadiation Standard Regulatons
(RSRs) in accordance with Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies (RCSA
Sections 222-133k-1 through 22a-133k-3 effecuve 30 January 1996, for the
compounds thart did not have promulgated RSRs developad by Coannscricut DEP. For
soil, non-carcinogenic and carcinogenic Residential Direct Exposure Conceniration
(DEC) were devsloped for the applicable compounds. For groundwater, non-
carcinogenic and carcinogenic Groundwartes Proiection Criteria (GWPC) were

- calculated for the applicable compounds. Residential DEC and GWPC, providad in

Tablas IH-AD through VI-AD of the Addendum, were caleulated in accordance with
RCSA and the CT Remediarion Standard Reguiarion ~ Corrected Criteria Formulas
memoranda daied 26 July 1996 and 18 November 2002, The {following additional
informarion pertains to how compounds with no promuigated numeric RSR criteria
were addressed in the Investigation:

e For compounds that did not have availabie toxicity information, available
toxicity values for surrogate compounds were used

As discussed in the Addendum, neither soil nor groundwater RSEs for
calcium, magnesium, potassium, and sodium were developed, since toxicity
data were not availahle and appropriate surrogaies are not avaiiable. In
general, Recornmended Dietary Allowances for these metals exceeded DEP
default soil ingestion rates for children and adults.

x A GWPC was not developed for bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane since neither
xicity valies nor appropriate surrogates were available

u For the compounds grouped as “Other Analytes,” GWPC were calcuiated
only for those compounds for which roxicity data or appropriate surrogate
values are available. These include nitrate and nirrite, total phosporus,
chloride, and sulfaie.

E GWPC were not developed for 2,3,4,6-ietrachlorophenol, 4,6-dinitro-2-
methyiphenol, aniline, Ethy! methansulfonate, DCPA, dinoszb, phenaceiin,
2,2-dichloropropane, or 2-chloroteluene, due to their low frequency of
detection, Calculated RSR criteria for these compounds are sumpnarized in
Tables I-AD through VI-AD and X311 (Part 1) of Addendum #2,

To assist the reader, Tables X-AD through XII-AD of Addendum #2 summarize for
eroundwater, soil, and sediment, respectively, compounds detecied at least once in
each respective media, the number of times the compound was analyzed, the
frequency of derection, the maximum and minimum concenranons, and the
promulgated or derived RSR. Connecricut has not developed RSRs for sedimen;
therefore, for compararive purposes, concenrrations of compounds detected in
sediment were compared fo derived or promuigated RSRs for soil.
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Interdepartmenta] Memo to Ray Frigon of Connecticut Department of Eavironmental
Protection, Bureau of Waste Management, from Traci Ioti, dated 15 April 2003

This memo supplements commenzs provided 1o vou on March 31, 2003 regarding the UCONN
Landfill Report Addendum. DEP has previously required UCONN 1o evaluare the poiential
impacrt of groundwarer on surface water using water quality crizeria and benchmarks, The
larest compilarion of these values is contained in Table XV of the Drafi Reporr Comprehensive
Hydrogeologic Invesigarion and Remedial Action Plan, University of Connecticuz, Starrs,
Connecricur, Volume II of VIII. Ay indicated in nry previous commenis, iables comparing
groundwarter with appropriaie groundwater quality benchmarks within the Draft Final
Comprehensive Report were nor updared. UCONN was instructed 1o use benchmarks for both
ecological and human heakh prorecrion 1o update these rables.

Table XV does nor provide ecologically based warer qualiry benchmarks jor all of the
substances on the list. The following informarion should be used to jill in the dara gaps.
Additionally, when UCONN is updating the tables comparing groundwarer to appropriare
benchmarks, any addirional deta gaps jor either ecological or hwman health benchmarls and
crizeria should be addressed ar thar rime,

Ecologically based water quality benchmarks

2,6 dinitrotoluene L2 ug/l {1)
Bromobznzene use values for benzens
Chloroethane 230,000 ug/l (1)
dichloromerhane use values for dichloromethane
isopropylbenzene use values jor benzene
Burylbenzenes use values jor benzene

Endrin aldehyde use values for endrin
hexachlorobutadiene 0.223 {1)

(1) EPA Region V, Ecological Screening Levels

Tables IX-AD, XV, XXIIT, and 35{V in Addendum #2 wsre revised to include the
ecologically-based water quality benchmarks and surrogate benchmarks described in
the comment. Seciion 7 of Addendum #2 discusses the results of the comparison of

surface water and groundwater quality data with ecological benchmarks, including
these additional parameters,

We are currently awaiting the results of a CT Deparrmenr gf Public Health review of
Groundwarter Protecrion Criteria included in the UCONN Addendum Report,

At the direction of DEP, an ahernative approach has besn taken 10 support the Draft
DEC and GWPC summarized in the Report. Tables X-AD through XII-AD in
Addendum #2 summarize maximum and minjimum concentrations and frequency of
detection for all constituents including the draft DEC and GWPC developed for the
Investigadon. An assessmeni based on comparison of the data with these criteria is

BEATTwv S ided in Secn i ;
-ﬁ _"“;L._":!_ ;L‘_’:;.:_‘.':-;_ provided in Secion 8 of the Addendum #2.
ALDRICH P16
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If you have any guestons or need further clarification on the responses presanied in this
lerrer, please do nor hesitate 10 conrace us.

Sincerely yours,
HALEY & ATDRICH, INC.

IR, & Sieinos, P.G.
i_sil;eior Hydrogeologist
&/

GARI2INGINCHIR RAP RTCs\Te:\RTCs_ 0704 _final.doc
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F. Peter Haeni, P.G., F. P. Haeni, LLC

Carole Johnson, P.G., USGS

P19



Archireerura] and

Enginesring Services

July 30, 2004

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

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

RE:

University of Connecticut
Administration and Operations Services

CONSENT ORDER #SRD 101, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (CTDE®R)
MONTHLY PROGRESS REPORT - JULY 2004

UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT LANDFILL, STORRS, CT

PROJECT # 900743

Dear Mr. Frigon:

The University of Connecticut (UConn) is issuing this monthly Progress Report to the Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protection (CTDEP). Project progress is discussed for the following
topics:

Remedial Action Plan Implementation,
Landfill and Former Chemical Pits
UConn Landfili Closure

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

UConn Landfill Interim Monitoring
Program

Closure Schedule Following CTDEP
Approvals

Hydrogeologic Investigation — UConn
Landfill Project

Long-Term Monitoring Plan

Technical Review Sessions

Technical Review Session
Information

UConn’s Technical Consultants -
Hydrogeologic Team

Discussion on Activities Completed in
July 2004

Schedule for Compliance (Revision Na.
3)

Listing of Project Contacts

Reports

Certification

Area Map

An Egual Oppornunizy Employer

31 LeDoyt Road Unir 3038
Scorrs, Connecticur 06269-3038

web: htep://www.aes.uconn.edu P.20
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The following actions undertaken or completed during this period comprise of the following:

Remedial Action Plan Implementation, Landfill and Former Chemical Pits

UConn accepted Pre-Qualification Applications on March 3 1 2003 from Construction Management firms
for the following Project: Remedial Action Plan Implementation, Landfill and Former Chemical Pits,

UConn Project Number 900748. UConn has evaluated the Construction Management firms' submittals of
June 18, 2004.

Project Objective: UConn awarded a Construction Management firm an at-risk contract with a
Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) with separately negotiated pre-construction services. The selection
process included, but not limited to, a firm’s proven performance to manage large projects of 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 technmical
excellence and share UConn's utmost concern with maintaining schedule compliance.

Each pre-gnalified firm was asked in June 2004 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 were considered in the final selection process. The
GMP will be negotiated during the contract document phase of project development.

A Notice of Award for the Remedial Action Plan Implementation Landfill and Former Chemical Pits, -

UConn Project No. 900748 based on Construction Management Proposal Results was sent to O & G
Industries.

Notlce of Award for the Remedial Action Plan Implementation Landfill and Former Chemical Pits
900748 based on Construction Management Proposal Result

Contractor . Construction Management General Conditions  Preconstruction
Fee (% of Total Construction ~ Compliance Cost Services Cost
Cost)
O & G Industries 1.5% $408,690 $20,000

112 Wall Sireet
Torrington, CT 06790

Caonstruction Manager Contract Documents assembled by Haley & Aldrich and UConn included
preliminary drawings and specifications since finalization is dependent on USCOE and CTDEP pEI'm:lt
requirements. The information provided this project management firm mc]uded

* TUConn General Conditions

e Technical Specifications (latest sets with revisions)
» Drawings (latest sets with revisions)

* Closure Plan

* Boring/Well Information

»  Soil/Groundwater/Sediment quality data
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¢ FBarthwork Quantities

s  Schedule

» Permit Information (Army Corps & CTDEP)
o  Wetlands Mitigation Information

o Other Information

Pre-Consiruction Phase Services required by UConn and are to be provided by the Construction Manager
include the following tasks:

e Prepare and submit Preliminary Construciion Cost Estimates

»  Update project regarding cost and schedule impacts of additional work requested by UConn

»  Update project regarding cost and schedule impacts based on CTDEP and ACOE approved permit
requirements when received including the wetland mitigation plan

¢ Prepare and submit a Dust Control Plan and prepare and submit a Contractor Health & Safety -
Construction Safety Flan

¢  Prepare and Submit a Construction Manager’s Construction Schedule
= Preparation of Preliminary Construction Schedule '

» Attend Pre-Construction Meetings

o  Attend Public Mesting -

UConn Landfill Closure

Project Status Bacleround

On June 26, 1998, the CTDEP issued a Consent Order io UConn. The order requires UConn to
thoroughly evaluate the nature and extent of soil, surface water and groundwater pollution emanating
from the UConn landfiil, 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 UCounn Landfll 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. '

Closure

The closure and post-closure recommendations for the landfill in consideration of current site conditions
and the proposed posi-closure use were presented in the Closure Plan. The age and character of the
landfill, volume of waste, the presence of an interim cover, the topographical configuration of the site,
landfill gas management requirements, and the need to accommodate time-related site settlement resulting
from waste consolidation were considered as part of closure plan development. Closure plan design has
also been developed to provide a stable veneer above the waste, minimize water infiltration to the landfill
waste mass, manage surface water runoff, and limit the potential for erosion.
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Redevelopment

The site redevelopment scheme and specific information for post closure development is provided in the
Remedial Action Plan (RAP) and Interim Monitoring Plan (IMP). Post-closure redevelopment and use is
proposed as part of the closure approach. With regulatory approval, UConn intends to construct a parking
lot on the landfill and continue to use the F-Lot area as a parking lot. An environmental iand use
restriction (ELUR) will be placed on the landfill area, the chemical disposal pits, and F-Lot to protect the
landfill cap and limit site use. Elements of the closure include:

. Site preparation, limited waste relocation, compaction and subgrade preparation and capping;

. Landfil cap construction that includes a gas collection layer, low permeability layer and
protective cover/drainage layer;

° Construction and operation of a gas collection, recovery and destruction system to manage
methane gas emissions from the landfill and prevent uncontrolled migration;

® Construction and operation of & storm water management system,

° Development of a comprehensive post closure maintenance and monitoring program;

® Development of the chemical pits area as green space; and

° Use of the landfill and F-Lot site as parking lots.

Post-closure development at the site, along with the post-closure use plans, were prepared in accordance
with the requirements of the Scolid Waste Management Regulations and the Remedial Standard
Regulations (RSRs). Further, post-closure use design considered the need to:.

o Maintain the integrity of the final cover;

- Provide for long-term maintenance of the final cover;

) Protect public health, safety, and the environment;

. Mitigate the effects of landfill gas both vertically and laterally thronghout post-closuie;
. Maintain final cap integrity considering site settiement and post-closure use; and

Landfill Closure and Redevelopment Objectives.

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 Notice 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 & Assaciates are preparing a detailed Mitigation/Restoration Plan following
an on-site meeting with the ACOE NE and with the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA). Comments from CTDEP are also being addressed.
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CTDEP: Qu September 12, 2003, Permit Application Transmittal Forms for the UConn Landfiil Project
Number 900748 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 cornments by CTDEP on the ACOE
NE Application No. WQC 200302988, TW-2003-112, FM-2003-205. On May 24, 2004 a letter response
to comments from the CTDEP on the ACOE Application was submitted.

Conditional Aporoval Letter Received

A Conditional Approval Letter dated June 3, 2003, regarding the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Report

and Remedial Action Plan, was issued by CTDEP to UConn. CTDEP approved the Plan that includes the
following elements:

» Landfill regrading

» Installation of a final cover over the landfill and former chemical pits

= Elimination of leachate seeps

o Regrading and capping of the chemical pit area

o Establishing a vegetative cover

e  Plan for post-closure maintenance

o Long-term program for monitoring groundwater and surface water quality
¢ Schedule for implementing the work.

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, s Construction and operation of a storm water
compaction and subgrade preparation and ©  management system
capping » Development of a comprehensive post
v Landfill cap construction, which includes a closure maintenance and monitoring
vas collection layer, low permeability layer Program
and protective cover/drainage layer e Development of the former chemical pits
» Construction and operation of a gas area as green space
collection system to manage methane gas »  Use of the landfill and F-Lot site as parking
emissions from the landfill and prevent lots
uncontrolled migration

« Construction of a leachate collection system

On January 22, 2004, the revised Closure Plan repori 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,
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including soil processing and stockpiling, room for sioring materials and equipment, and soil and waste
removal areas.

UConn's construction management firm will have to comply with odor, noise, dust and other controls,
including keeping any relocated waste covered. The coniractor will alse build a construction fence

around the site for security. The first steps in closing the land{ill will focus on removing sediments and
consolidating waste.

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 consclidate 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.

Intended Seguence of Operations

The following is a sequential list of the proposed operations:

s  Mobilization, Site Preparation, and s Leachate Interceptor Trench (LIT)
Stormwater/Erosion Control Construction '

¢  Staging of field offices and related ' »  Installation of Pre-Cast Concrete Buildings
equipment »  Land reshaping and grading

»  Security fencing e«  Cover System Installation

»  Construction of service roads s  Road and Parking Lot Construction

v+  Contaminated Sediment Removal and *  Project Completion, Demobilization and

Relocation
»  Waste Consolidation

Closeout

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.

Privaie Properiv 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 samples, to install wells, and to purchase parcel. A landowner
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response has been received by UConn to remediate sediments, continne to collect samples, and to instail
wells.

Interim Monitoring Program Update

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

Wetlands Mitipation

Based on coordination with the various regulatory agencies, a proposed wetland mitigation plan has been
developed in accordance with the ACOE New England District “New England District Mitigation
Guidance” and “New England District Mitigation Plan Checklist” dated December 135, 2003. The
weiland mitigation plan has evolved in response to guidance received from the CTDEP, and ACOE.
Alternative wetland mitigation sites were evaluated.

Some or all of these sites will be used to create wetlands by excavating and removing fill and natural soils
to a pre-determined depth below the water table. The excavated materials will be used to backfill

sediment remediation areas within existing wetlands adjacent to the landfill. Principal criteria used in the
evaluation of mitigation area suitability were:

@ Site construction should not disturb valuable wildlife habitat
® Site hydrology must be reliable to support desired wetland hydroperiod
o Sites should be isolated from human activity

Other components of the Mitigation Plan include restoration of wetland areas disturbed by waste consolidation,
landfill closure, or sediment remediation; establishing an open space cerridor, and controlling invasive species.
The wetland mitigation program’s main goal is to provide compensation for wetland functions and values that
will be adversely affected by the proposed site remediation. As documented in the Owner’s Section 404
permit application and associated “Wetland Assessment: UCONN Landfill”® (Wetland Assessment), the
principal wetland function of the affected wetlands is wildlife habitat. Water quality improvement, sediment
retention, and education are also important functions. Approximately 1.79 acres of wetland will be
permanently lost to remediation activities. Wetlands that will be temporarily disturbed as a result of proposed
sediment remediation total approximately 2.7 acres.

Update on Extension of Water Service - Meadowood and North Eagleville Roads

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. UCoun 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 had notified owners at these properties of the CTDEP
requirements and had requested owner approval to install a service connection and abandon the existing
well. The table that follows notes to which residences water system connections were made,
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Table 1

Residences Connected to UConn Water Svstem and Well Abandonment Responses
Address Offer to Connect Well Abandonment
10 Meadowaod Road Accepted Accepted
11 Meadowood Road Accepted Accepted
21 Meadowood Road Accepted : Accepted
28 Meadowood Road Accepted Accepted
213 North Eagleville Road Accepted by new owner Acecepted by new owner

Residence Not Connected

22 Meadowood Road Rejected Rejected

Schedule for the Design. Approval. and Construction for Extension of Water Service

= Bid Results for: North Eagleville and Meadowood Roads Water Main Extension, Project MAC-BI-
901004 - MCC Construction @ $150,872.45
»  Awarded contract to MCC Construction

MCC Construction kas completed the residential water system connections and well abandonment
noted above

TConn F-Lot Landfill Closure

In the summer and fall of 1999, interim closure of F-Lot was undertaken by installing cover materials
including a liner and pavement, which expanded the parking area to the north.

UConn Landfill Interim Monitoring Program (IMP)

IVIP 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
VP, will continue until the Long-Term Monitoring Program (LTMP) is initiated in 2004. CTDEP has

requested UComn to sample residences on Meadowood and Separatist Roads utilizing a State-certified
labaratory.

Closure Schedule Following CTDEP Approvals -

s  Preparation of Bid Documents Weeks 1-4 » Construction of the leachate interceptor
. (Completed) trenches (LITs) Weeles 35-40

s Hire Project Construction Management « Land Reshaping and Grading Weeks 38-42
Weeks 2-3 (Completed) ~» Cover System Installation Weeks 43-49

» Review Contractor Submiitals Weeks 3-11 » Road and Parking Lot Construction Weeks

s Mobilization, Site Preparation, and - 38-50
Stormwater/Erosion Control Weeks 11-16 s Project Completion, Demabilization and

s  Contaminated Sediment Removal and Closeout - Installation of Monitoring Wells
Relocation Weeks 17-22 Weeks 51-54 _

s  Waste Consolidation Weeks 23-34 s Preparation of closure certification report
' Weeks 53-58



Hydrogeologic investigation — UConn Landfill Project

Phoenix Environmental Laboratories, Inc. (Phoenix) is located in Manchester, CT, and is an independent
State-certified laboratory (http.//www phoenixlabs.com/Profile.htmi). UConn is utilizing Phoenix for

project analytical analyses.

Long-Term Monitoring Plan (L TMP)

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 guality and
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 called for the following Mansfield residences to be included in
the LTMP:

. 38 Meadowood Road . 635 Meadowood Road s 206 Separatist Road
. 41 Meadowood Road . 202 Separatist Road . 211 Separatist Road

Technical Review Sessions

Public involvernent princinles are summarized as follows:

o  Public involvement includes the promise that the public’s contribution can influence decisions.

»  The process must be periodically updated to ensure that it is effective in facilitating these principles.

-+ The process provides pariicipants a way to define how they want to be involved and participate.

» 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:

o 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.

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

o 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.
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Technical 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, envirommental monitoring programs, and potential
cleanup of the site

Public Availabilitv Review Session

There were no public availability sessions held during this reporting period.

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
hrtp:/www.lapdfillproject. 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 the review of permitting and design work
comments for [andfill and former chemical pits remediation based on draft Remedial Action Plan.
Consultant has submitted Closure Plan and Permit applications to CTDEP. ’

Mitretek Systems: Mitretek’s work included meeting attendance and input, technical review of data,
fieldwork and coordination with the hydrogeclogic 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 Survev: The USGS work tasks included Final Supplemental Hydrogeologic
Investigation Scope of Work 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 presently 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.
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Phoenix Environmental Laboratories. Inc.: Phoenix is conducting sample analyses as part of the UConn
Landfill project and IMP.

Epona Associates. LLC: As subconiractor to Haiey & Aldrich, Epona provided professional risk
assessment services as well as meeting attendance and technical input. This consultant was involved 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. RVA 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.

Discussion on Activities Completed in July 2004

UConn;
» Completed construction of the extension of Water Service - Meadowood and North Eagleville Road

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

s  Review of detailed Weiland Mitigation Plan
o JIssued Notice of Award and Began Pre-Construction Phase Discussions with Construction

Management Firm

Haley & Aldrich: '

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

» Preparation and submittal of the detailed Wetland Mitigation Plan and Revised Alternatives Analysis

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

» Review of Contract Documents submitted to Construction Management firms
» Review of proposed well abandonment program and permanent discrete zone moniforing system

program
Epona;

e Continued review of permitting and design work for 1andﬁll and former chemical pits remediation
" based on draft Remedial Action Plan

USGS:

» Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits I‘BIHECII&T.IDD
based on draft Remedial Action Plan

‘B30
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Mifretelc:
o Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on RAP

¢ Began preparation for public meeting in September to discuss public comments on various permits.
e Reviewed draft Update

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

ERL

¢ Limited verification analyses of sampling from IMP

RVA:

¢ Continued to communicate with public and respond to public queries
» Notification of Wetlands Mitigation Plan

¢ Discussed summer public meeting issues with staff and CTDEP.

Schedule for Compliance (Revision No. 3)

The submitted Plan for presentation and the Schedule for Compliance for Conmsent Order SRD-101
Hydrogeologic Investigation - University of Connecticut Landfill, F-Lot, and Chemical Pits, Storrs, CT,

has been proposed for modification as follows (completed ifems in ifalics):

Updated July 8, 2004

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

Consent Order
Deliverable

Contents

Dates of Presentations and
Submittals to CTDEP

UConn Landfill and
Former Chemical Pits —
Ecological Assessment

Results of Ecological Assessment
and Implications of the Assessment
on Evaluation of Remedial

| Alternatives

January 9, 2002 {presentation
completed); April 11, 2002 (interim
report submiitted®)

UConn Landfill and
Former Chemical Pits —
Conceptual Site Model
(CSM), impact on bedrock
eroundwater quality

CSM details and supporting
geophysical, hydrological, and
chemical data

February 7, 2002 (presentation
completed)

April 8, 2002 (interim report
submitted*)

Remedial alternatives for
the UConn Landfill,
former chemical pits, F-
Lot, and contaminated
ground water

Report will be included as the
Remedial Action Plan in the
Comprehensive Report

June 13, 2002 (presentation
completed)
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Scheduie for Compliance (Revision No. 3) Hydrogeologic Investigation of UCona Landfill, F-Loz,
and Former Chemical Pits, Storrs, Connectient (complered items in italics)

Updated July 8, 2004
Consent Grder Contents Dates of Presentations and
Deliverable Submittals to CTDEP
Comprehensive »  Results of Comprehensive

Hydrogeologic Report and
Remedial Action Plan -
infegration of informarion
in all interim reports and
all previous reports

Hvdrogeologic nvestigation

»  Remedial Action Plan

«  Long Term Monitoring Plan

= Schedule (to include public
and agency review, permirting,
design, and construction)

«  Posr-Closure

+  Redevelopment Plan for the
UConn Lendfill and F-Lort

August 29, 2002 (presentarion™™)

October 31, 2002 (Comprehensive
Report Submitted to CTDEP)

Comprehensive Final
Remedial Action Plan
Reporr

Release of Report and Plan for
CTDEP and public review of
remedial design

Jorwary 2003

Remedial Action Design

to include comprehensive
interpretive design of the
Landiill final cap

Detailed design drawings and
specifications of the preferred
remedial alternative(s)

A TRC Meeting was feld
Wednesday, Jume 23, 2003,
Summmer 2003 (Comprehensive
Design Submittal)

A public review session jor the
UConn landfill design took place at
the Town of Mansfield coumcil
chambers at the Audrey P Beck
Municipal Building, Mansfield, CT
on Wednesday, September 3, 2003.

Implement Remedial
Action Plan for the UConn
Landfill, former chemical
pits, F-Lot and

contaminated groundwater |

Finalize detailed construction
drawings, and specifications
Develop bid packages based on
approved Remedial Action Plan

- Competitive Bidding Process

- Select Conmractor

- Obtain Permits as detailed in the
Remedial Action Plan
Mobilization & Fieldwork

July 2003 through Juie/Fuly/
August 2004

(Contractor selection June/July
2004)

REVISED #%*%#

Initiation of Construction
of Approved Remedial
Option

Selection of contractors and the
beginning of Pre-Construction
Phase Services and construciion of
approved remedial options

Jaruaryl Februory/March/dpril/
Moyl hme/July/August 2004
mobilize contractor(s) (Contingent
on Construction Timetable *#*)
REVISED ##*+

Initiation of Long Term
Monitoring Plan (LTMTP)

IMP sampling continues quarterly.

Januaryl/ February/Mech 2004
April/ MaylJune 2004/ July/August/
September 2004

REVISE
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Undaied July 8, 2004

Schedule for Compliance (Revision No. 3) Hydrogeologic Investigation of UConn Landfill, F-Lot,
and Former Chemieal Pits, Storrs, Conneecticut (completed items in italics)

Consent Order
Deliverable

Contents

Dates of Presentations and
Submittals to CTDE?P

Completion of Remedial
Construction

Comprehensive final as-built
drawings and closure report for the
UConn Land{fill, former chemical
pit area.

August 2005 (Winter - Spring
2005) - Anticipated completion of
construction (Contingent on
Construction Timetable *#%)
REVISE]D ##%%

Post-Closure Monitoring

Begin post-closture monitoring
program of the Remedial Action
upon approval from CTDEP

August 2005 (Contingent on
Construction Timetable ***)
REVISED ***=*

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

interpretive text sufficient for review. Comments received will be addressed.

e

sk

R gop

P.33

Results will not be complete until evaluation of data from MW 208R, if permission to drill from
the property owner is received or an alternate is approved.
Contingent on CTDEP approvals, construction timetable based on bidding market, weather

conditions, numerous permitting issues, along with State and iocal reviews and conditions.
Updated July §, 2004 '
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Listing of Project Contacts

Town of Mansiield
Martin Berliner

Town of Mansfield
Andrey P. Beck Building

4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3336

U.S. Environmental
Protection Aeency
Chuck Franks

17.S. Environmental
Protection Agency
Northeast Region

1 Congress Street (CCT)
Boston, M4 02114-2023
(617)918-1554

Hulev & dldrich, Inc.
Rick Standish, L.E.P.
Haley & Aldrich, Inc.
300 Connecticut Blvd.

East Hartford, CT 06108-7303

(860) 282-9400

Reports

CT Department of Environmental Protection
Raymond Frigon, Project Manager

CT Department of Environmental Protection
Water Management Bureau

79 Elm Street

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

(860) 424-3797

University of Connecticut

Scott Brohinsky, Director

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

Storrs, CT 06269-4144

(560) 486-3530

Richard Miller, Director

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

Storrs, CT 06269-3038

(§60) 486-8741

James Pietrzak, P.E., CHIMM, Senior Project Manager

University of Connecticut, Architectural & Engineering Services

31 LeDoyt Road, Unit 3038
Storrs, CT 06269-3038
(860) 486-5836

Copies of all project documents are available at:

Town Manager's Office
Audrey P. Beck Bldg.

4 Sounth Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268
(860) 429-3336

Mansfield Public Library
34 Warrenville Road
Mansfield Center, CT 06250
(860) 423-2501

CT Dept. of Environmental Protection
Contact: Ray Frigon

79 Elm St.

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

(860) 424-3797

UConn at Storrs

Contact: Scott Brohinslcy
University Communications
1266 Storrs Road, U-144
Storrs, CT 06260-4144
(860} 486-3530
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Certification
As part of this submission, I 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 I undersiand that any false statemnent 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.

Architectural and Engineering Services

LGS/IviP
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cC.

Gail Batchelder, HGC Environmental Consultants
Martin Berliner, Town of Mansfield

Scott Brohinsky, UConn

Thomas Callahan, UConn

Marion Cox, Resource Associates

Brian Cuiler, Loursiro

Amine Dahmani, ERI

Elida Danaher, Haley & Aldrich

Dale Dreyfuss, UConn

Nancy Farrell, RVA

Linda Flahertv-Goldsmith, UConsa

Charles Franks, USEPA

Todd Green, GZA

Peter Haeni, F.P. Haenj, L1LC

Allison Hilding, Mansfield Resident

Traci Iptt, CTDEP

Carole Johnson, USGS

Avla 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 McKeegau, CTDEP

Richard Miller, UConn

Robert Miller, Eastern Highlands Health District
Greg Oneglia, O&G

Elsie Patton, CTDEFP

James Pietrzak, UConn

Susan Soloyanis, Mitretek .

Rick Standish, Haley & Aldrich

Brian Toal, CTDPH

William Warzecha, CTDEP
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Ttem #2

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: - Town Counci )
From: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager /~ i
CcC: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager

Date: August 9, 2004

Re: University Spring Weekend

Subieci Matter/Backaround ‘

The Town Council's special commitiee has begun meeting under the title of “The
Committee on Community Quality of Life.” Council member Bruce Clouette is serving
as chair, with Mayor Paterson and Council members Hawkins and Whitham Blair as

committee members,
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Ttem #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Gouncil L
From: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager #7is/7
CC: Martin Berliner, Town Manager; Jeffrey Smith
Date: August 8, 2004

Re: Reynolds School Renovation

Subject Matter/Backarocund

Staff has prepared this communication to bring the Town Council up-to-date on the
status of the Reynolds School Renovation project, and to request that the Council
amend its previous action on this item.

After an in-depth review of the project with Superintendent Silva, Lawrence Associaies
completed the schematic drawings and preliminary construction budget on June 9,
2004. The total estimated project cost is $1,998,000, which is substantially more than
our original estimate of $1,000,000. The increased cost is primarily attributable to the
addition of extra square footage necessary to mest programmatic requirements.

- Staff filed an application on June 30, 2004 for a state school construction grant.
Subsequent to the filing of the grant, we were notified by the Division of Grants
Management that the Conneciicut Depariment of Education as a result of a recent
settlement agreement (P.J. et al V. State of Connecticut, Board of Education, et al) has
suspended the approval of new regional special education projects. At the same time,
the state notified us that it would accept this project as a regular school building project
with a reimbursement rate of nearly 85-percent (84.64%). (By contrast, a regional
special education project would receive 95-percent reimbursement.)

In short, this project is going to cost more and the reimbursement rate is going to be
less than we had contemplated. With this said, the total local share is siill iess than
$310,000. Over a 40-year useful life, the total local share equals $7,750 per year. We
shared this information with the Regional Board of Education at its meeting of July 27,
2004. It was the consensus of the Board that the capital costs to the district are still
minimal and if the Town Councii is willing to increase the Town's loan commitment from
$200,000 to $310,000, the project should go forward.

As you will recall, the final decision on whether to complete this project is dependent
upon the results of a full programmatic and operating cost analysis, which the
Superiniendent expects to complete by October 31, 2004. The primary goal, to provide
students with the same or better level of education at a lower cost, has not changed. If
we cannot accomplish this objective, the project wouid not go forward. However, we
are requesting the Town Council's tentative approval of this project at this time only
because of the long lead times necessary to receive state grant approval.
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The State Division of Grants Management has requested two changes beiore the
application can be formally accepied and passed on to the Legislature for funding:

1) A signed 20-year leass. This condition does not appear to present a problem as
- we could draft the lease so that it becomes effective only upon project
completion; and

[

increase the local funding to $310,000 from our original estimate of $200,000. In
order to implement this change, the Town Council would need to amend its
resolution of June 14, 2004 by increasing the loan amount from $200,000 to
$310,000. Furiher, to keep the annual payment at $40,00 per annum, we

recommend that the Region repay the loan over an eight-year penod rather than
five years.

Financial Impact

Staff maintains ihat the estimated financial impact of this proposal is positive, as the
Town would be able to preserve a historic building at little fo no cost. The Region would
begin to make rent payments after the loan has been retired. If and when the Region

ceased to use the building for educational purposes, the buiiding would again become
available for Town use.

It is also important to note that the Region's ability o accept tuition-in students from
outsida the district is not contingent upon any state designation. Tuition-in students

would play an iniegral part in financing the operating costs for this program, and nothing
has changed in that regard.

Leaal Review
The Town Attorney did prepare the original resolution.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the council adopt the proposed resolution wnth the understanding
that this project is still very tentatlve

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

Whereas, the Town Council wishes to rescind its previous resolution adopted on June

14, 2004 regarding the Reynolds School Renovatron project, and to substrtute the
following resolutlon in lieu thereof; and

Whereas, i‘he Region 19 School District Board of Education has voted to request that
the Town of Mansiieid lease to if the former Reynolds School on Depot Road in
Mansfield for a minimum period of twenty (20) years for the purpose of creating a
satellite high school expected to accommodate and address the educational needs of
approximately 35 students at the location; and

Whereas, on June 1, 2004, said Region 19 Board of Education voted to establish a
Building Committee, fo authorize the preparafion of schematlics for the project, to
authorize the filing of a grant application to the State Depariment of Educaiion to fund
the project, and fo approve educational standards for the project; and '
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Whereas, in order for said project to be viable, the Town of Mansfield must advance io
the Region 19 Board of Education its local share of the funds necessary for said Board
to renovate said Reynolds School buiiding for said purpose, which is expected fo
amount to no more than $310,000.00, any such advance pavment by the Town of
Mansfield to be reimbursed io the Town by the Board of Education in eight equal
installment during the eight years following completion of the construction of said
renovations; and

Whereas, it is determined to be in the best interests of the people of the Town of
Mansfield that a satellite educational program be established at the former Reynolds
School in accordance with the foregoing considerations;

Now, therefore, be it hereby resolved, that effective August 9, 2004 the Town Manager
is authorized to negotiate and sign a twenty (20) year lease of said Reynolds Schoal
Building fo the Region 19 School District Board of Education in accordance with the
foregoing considerations, providing that the lease is contingent upon Region 19 carrying
out the renovations substantially as contemplated in the plans dated June 9, 2004 from
Lawrence Associates, and to advance to said Board of Education an amount up to
$310,000.00 as the Region’s local share of the cost of renovating said school building to
serve as a satellite high school under a contract which provides for the reimbursement
of said funds to the Town of Mansfield in eight (8) equal annual installments, the first of

which shall become payable one (1) year after the completion of construction of said
renovations.
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Ttem #4

Town of Mansfieid
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council .
From: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager AT
CcC: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager

Date: August 9, 2004

Re: Appointment of New Town Council Member

Subiect Matier/Background

Deputy Mayor Haddad has informed us that at its June 29, 2004 mesting, the Mansfield
Democratic Town Committee voted to recommend Helen Koehn of Separatist Road io
fill the Council vacancy created by Chris Thorkelson's resignation. The Deputy Mayor
requests the Town Council's approval of the Town Committee’s recommendation.

Recommendation
If the Town Councll supporis this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, in accordance with Section C206 of the Mansfield Town Charter, fto appoint
Helen Koehn to the Mansfield Town Council for a term to run from August 9, 2004 uniil
the next biennial town election.
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Item #5

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council

From: Mait Hart, Assistant Town Manager/’fdbx/;’/

CC: Martin Berliner, Town Manager

Daie: August 8, 2004

Re: Personal Service Agreement — Day Care Support at Mansfield Discovery
Depot

Subject Matter/Background

Attached please find the annual personal service agreement between the Town and the
University of Connecticui to provide day care services at the Mansfield Discovery Depot
for the children of university employees and students. The proposed agreement covers
the period from July 1, 2004 through June 30, 2005, and provides that in exchange for a
lump sum payment of $78,750, the Discovery Depot will resarve one-third of iis total day
care enroliment slots for the children of university parents. The Town and the University
have executed the agreement every year since the inception of the Discovery Depot.

Please note that we are submitting the proposed agreement somewhat late, as we were
working with the University on a revision that we could not compiete in time for this
fiscal year. The University has expressed an interest in reserving additional slots at the

Discovery Depot, and we may have a revised agreement to present to the Counoll for
the next fiscal year.

Financial Impact

As stated above, the Discovery Depot would receive $78,750 under the proposed
agreement. This sum is an important revenue source for the daycare.

Recommendation
Staff requests that the Council authorize the Town Manager to execute the agreement

on behalf of the town. if the Town Council supports this recommendation, the following
resolution is in order:

Resolved, retroactive to July 1, 2004, to authorize the Town Manager, Martin H.
Berliner, to execute a personal service agreement between the Town of Mansfield and
the University of Connecticut to provide day care services af the Mansfield Discovery
Depot for the children of University employees and studenis.

Attachments
1} Proposed Personal Services Agreement
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~AD24 REV. 10/2003 (Siecironle Version-UCONNT)

:=EPARE | COFY - 2 IF CONTRACTOR REQUIRES CRIGIMAL

e o wmais A memeaIwaa—d® 2

STATE CF CONNESTICUT
CFFICE OF THE 8TATE COMPTROLLER
ACCOUNTE PAYABLE DIVISICN

“HE STATE ASENCY AND YHE CONTRACTOR AS LISTED BELOW HERESY SNTER INTO AN AGRESMENT

MUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND COMDITIONS

T
STATED HEREIN AND/OR ATTACKHED MERETD AND SUBJECT TG

=S FROVISIONS OF S2CTION £-38 OF THE COMNESICUT GEMERAL STATUTES AS AFFLICABLE.

\CCESTANCE OF THIS CONTRACT IMPLIES CONFORMANCE WITH TSRIMS AND CONDITIONS 557
ARTH AT SHEST 2 OF THIS FILE, AS ATTACHED HERETO AMD INCORPORATED BY REFSRENCE.

i (ZHDENTIFICATION NG,

i+] oRiGINAL [} AMENDMENT

(3} CONTRACTOR NAME [4) ARE YOU FRESENTLY

ONTRACTOR Town of Mansfield aswrzzaiovesy Llvee [
CONTRAGCTOR ADDRESS CONTRACTOR #=IM / 55N - SUFFIX
4 South Ezoleville Road, Storrs, CT 05288-2558 000-00-0078
SIATE {5) AGENCY NAKIE AND ADDRESS j _ {8) AGEMCY ND.
AGEMNCY University of Conneciicui, Ofc of VP, U-2072, Siors, CT 08269-2072 7301
CONTRACT [7) DATE (FROM) THROUGH (70) (BVINDICATE _
8ERI0D 07/01/04 lUG/BO/DS L] MASTER AGRESMENT [ CONTRACT AWARD I+ | METTHER
ANCELLATION THIS AGRESMENT SHALL REMAIN 1IN FULL FDRCE AND EFFECT FOR THE SNTIRE TERM OF THE CONTRACT (BREQUIRED NG, OF DAYS WRITTEN NOTICS:
cLaUse =HI0N STATED ABQVE UNLESS CANCELLED BY THE STATE AGENCY, BY GIVINE THE CONTRACTOR WRITTEN a0
NOTICE OF SUCH INTENTION (REQUIRED DAYS NOTICE SEECIFIED AT RIGHTL
(10} CONTRACTOR AGREES TO: {ineluds spacial provisions - Attach sodiionsl blank sheets if necessany.)
IMPLETE Provide daycares services for the children of University empicyees and studenis at the Mansileld Discovery Depot,
SCRIPTION OF One-third of the total available day care enrollment will be set aside for the children of University employees
RVICES and siudents. :
) ACPRRNYIAE)
T IDENTIFY

AVICE PROVIDED,
TES, LOCATION,
THOD & NAMES
ALL INVOLVED
TALL

ADLINES &
UJIPMENT NEEDIS

See conilnuation of Sacticn 10 - Complete Description of Services page 3 of 3

Bepariment Head's Signature: See Below Dept. Contaci Phone: 486-4340

‘ST AND
YMENT
HEDULE

ICIFY PAY RATES
R DIEM/HR) OR

TASK. ADD TRAVEL
373, MEALS, =TC.

{11} PATHMENT 7O E5 MADE UNDER THE FOLLOWING 5CHEDULE (fPON RECERT OF PROPERLY EXECUTED AND AFPROVED IMVCICES,

THE MAXIMUM AMOUNT PAYABLE UNDER THIS CONTRACT IS $78,750.00

TAGT. GO, [{13] DOC. TYFE |(14} COWM, TYF= [{15) LSE TYPE {16} ORIE. AGGY. [(17) OOCUMENT NO, [{18) COMM. ABGY. |(18) COMM RO, |{20) VENDOR FEIN / SN - SURFIX
7301 E 000-00-0078
| COMMITT=D AMOUNT (22)0BLIGATER AMGUNT {23) CONTRACT FERIOD [FROMITO} :
$78,750.00 " :
ACT.  J(Z51COMM.  |(23) {Z7] COMM,  [(2B)_COST Ceffer_|{2a) AGENCY TAIL (3]
co. LINE ND. COMMITTED AMOUNT AGENCY FUND S0 QRIECT  |{30) FUNGTION [31ACTIVITY  [{B21EXTENSICN FY.
78,750.00 7301 1161 | 800 02230 202803 05
{

Irdividusl emepng ino 2 Personel Service Agreemant withs the State of Connecticut is contracting wnder 2 *won-for-hire” 2rangement. As sucn, the indivigual Is
ndependent coniractor, and dees ot salfsiy the characieristics of an employae under the comman faw rules ior deiermining the employer/employes relationship
wternai Revenve Code Section 3121 (d) (2). Individuals performing services as independesnt contractors sre not employees of the Stats of Connecticut and ara
Jonsible themseives far cayment of all State and local income taxes, fadera Income taxes and Federal Insurance Contribution Aet (FICA) taxes.

{EiGNATURES IR ELUE {NK) {34} STATUTORY AUTHORITY:
ACGEPTANCES AND APPROVALS 10a-104, 10=-108

CONTRACTOR [QWHER On AUTHORIZED SIGHATURE) TITLE DATE
Martin H. Berliner, Town Managsr

AGENCY (AUTHORIZ=D GFFICIAL} TITLE DATE
Dale M. Dreviuss, Vics President

CFFICS OF FOUICY & MECMTJDEST, OF ADMIN, SERV, TITLE DATE

ATTORNEY GENERAL (APPROVED AS TL FORM) CATE

P.46



{ECUTIVE ORDERS

s contract is subject to the provisions of Sxecutive Order No. Three of Governor Thomas J. Meskill prammrigatad June 16, 1871, and, as such, thls contrsct may ke

nceled, terminated or suspendad by the Steis Leber Commissianer for vioiztion of or noncompliznce with sald Executive Order No. Three, ar any stsie ar fedeml faw

niceming nondisgriminatian, notwithsanding that the Lebor Commissioner is nat & pary to this contract. The panies o this contracr, 2s pan of the considerstion fierecd,

irea that said Executive Order No. Thrae is incomporated harsin by reference znd made a pary heraof, The parles agree o ablde by safd Evecutlve Qrder end agrae that

a Staie Labar Commissionsr shalf have continuing jurisdiction in respect to contrast parformancs in ragard te nondiscrimination, unili {he canract is comoletad of ierminated

ior to eompletion. Tha coniracior aoress, as part conslderaton heraof, that this contract is subject {o the Guidelinas and Rules issued by ine Siste Labar Commissioner io
olement Executive Order Mo, Thrae, and that he will not discriminate in his employment practices ar policies, will file 2ll reponts a5 reguirad, and will fully conperate with the

ate of Connaciicut sRd the Staie Lebor Commissioner. This coniract s afso subject io provisions of Executive Ordar No. Sevenigsn of Governor Thomas . Meskill

amuigsted Febnesry 15, 1573, snd, 25 such, this contrsct may be canceled, teminzed or suspendad by the contracting snancy or the Stste Labar Commissioner fur -

slatlon of or roncompliznce with said Execuiive Order No. Savemzen, nawithsisnding that the Labor Commissionar may not be = pany 10 this congac:. The panies ta this

niract, 35 part of the censideration herent, agree that Exacutive Order Mo, Sevenieen is Incorporsied herein by refgrence and made a pan herecf, The panles aoree to

ide by sald Executive Order =nd agree thst the contracting sgancy and the Ststz Labor Sommissioner shall have jaint and severst continuing jurisdicton in respect io

nrract performance {n regard 1o lsting ell employment apenings with the Connectigut Staie Employment Service, This contract is subject 1o the provisions of Executive

der Ne. 18 of Govemor John G. Rowiangd promulgatad August 4, 1959, the Violence in the Warkplace Preventian Policy, and, as such, this contract may be cancalled, iemminatsd
sugpendsd by the state for violstion of the provisions of paragranh 1 of sald Execulive Order by any employee of the contractor or by any employes of its subcontraciors or
ndars with any ather oravisions of sald Executlve Order No. 16, Executive Ordar Mo. 16 Is incarporated herzin by referenca snd mads a pan herea. The contractor agress thai,

2 pan of the canslderation hereof, # shalf ablds by said Sxecutive Qrdar, and it shail require any subcontractor or vendor with whom # enters inio an agrezment in order o fulAl
y obligation of this contract, to 2gras to abide by said Exscuilve Ordar.

NON-DISCRIMINATION

\. Far the purpnses of this sectlon, "minoriy business enterprisa” means any small contractor ar suapiier of materals fiity-one percent or mare of the capitsl stack, if 2ny, or
sets of which is owned by = person or persons: (1) who are scrive In the daily gifairs of the enterprise; (2) who have fhe power o direct the manapement and pollcies of the
tarprise; and (3) who are membars af 2 minority, 25 such term Js defined in subssction (a) of Conn. Gen. Stal subsaction 32-8a; #nd "good faith" means that degires of
igence which a reascnsbie person would axercise in the performance of legal dutles and obligations. "Good fsith eforis” shall Include, but not be limited to, thase

asonable inifial sfarts necessary to comply with staiutory or ragulstary requiraments snd additional or substifuted efforts when it is determined that such initlsl effors wil nat
. sufficient to comply with such requirements.

For purposes af this Sactien, "Cammizslon™ means the Cammission on Human Rights and Caparbenities. .

For gurmpases oi this Section, "Public works zontract” maans any agresment batween apy individust, firm or corperztion and the sistz ar any political subdivision of the
nie ofher than @ munleipality for construction, rehabllitation, conversian, extznsien, demolition ar repair of & public bullding, highway or ether changes or {mprovements In
3l propary, ar which is financet in whole or in part by the stais, including but not limited to, matching expenditures, grants, loans, Insurence or guarantisss.
} {1} The Contractar agrees and warrants that in the perfarmance of the contract such Contractor will not discriminata or permit discrimination against any parson or group of
rsans on the grounds of rAce, color, religious creet, age. marital status, national arlgin, ancestry, sex, mentzl reiardation ar physical dissbllity, including, but not limited to
neness, unlass it i shown by such Cantractor that such disahiiity prevents performance of the work invoived, In any manner prohibied by the laws ofthe United States or of
3 Stste of Conneclicut. The Contractor jurther agrees to teke afirmative sction to fnsure that apolicants with job relsted quslifications are emploved and that employeas ars
ated when ampoioyed without ragard fo their race, color, mfiglous creed, sge, marital status, national orgly, ancestry, sex, mentsl retamsation, or physical disanility,
duding, but nat fimitad b3, blindnass unless it is shown by the Contracior that such disability prevents performence of the wark involved; (2) the Centracior 2gress, in all
licitstions or adverisemants for employess placad by ar an behalf of the Contracior, io stats thst it is an "afMtmative actien - aqusi opporunity employer” in agcordzence with
juistions agoptad by the Commission; {3} the Contractor agrees to provide each Izhor unfon ar representstive of workars with which the Coniractor has a collective
roainfng sgreement or other cbntract or understanding and each vendor with which the Contracior has a contract or undersianding, 2 notice to be provided by the
rmissian, edvising ihe tsbor tnion.or workers' representative of tha Contractor's commitments under this zection end to post coples of the notice in conspicuous pisces
allahle to employees and applicants ior employment; {¢) the Contrector agrees o comply with each gravisfon of this sectien and Cann, Gan. Stat. subsections 46s-88e and
2-58f snd with each regufation or relevani erder igsued by sald Comimilssion pursuant to Conn. Gsn. Stat. sibsections 46a-58, 462-88e &nd 4Ba-88F (h) the Contrsctar
reas io grovide the Commission an Human Rights and Opportunitizs with stech information reguestad by the Commisslon, and permit access to periinent bonks, racords
g accounts, cengeming the employment practices and procegures of the Contracter as relata to the provisions of this ==cilon =nd seciion 46a-36. {fthe Contract [s @ puhlis
rks contract, the contractor agrees and warrants that he will make good faith efforts to emplay minarity business enterprises as subcontractors and suppliers of materiais on
=1 pubfic warks projects.
Jetarminatlan of the Caontractor's good faith efforts shall Inciude, but shatl nat he limited to, the following factors: The Contracter's employment and subeontracting poilcles

tams and prectices; afimative adverlsing, recriitment and trelning; technical assistance adiivities and such other rezsonzbia activitfzs or efforts as the Cormmission may
1scriba shat are designed to ensurs the pariicipation of minorty business anterprises In public warks projects,

The Contrctor shall davelap end malntaln adagtsie documentation, in a manner prescribed by the Commission, of its good faith efforts.

The Contractor shall include the provisions of subsectian (b) of this Secticn in every subcantract or purchase arder entesed Into in arder to f8R any obligation of a contract
h the State and such provisions shal be binding on a subcontractar; vendor or manufacturer unless exempied by reguiations ar orders of the Commission. The Cantractor
all take such action with respect to any such subconfract or purchase order as the Commizsion may direct 23 a means of enforeing such provislons Inciuding sznctions for
1compliance In accordance with Conn, Gen. Stat, subsection 4Ba-58: provided, If such contractor becomes invelved In, or 5 threatened with, lillgation with a subcantracior
vendor ag a result of such direction by the Commission, the Contractor may mquest ihe State of Cnnnacﬂ:uktn enter Ints any such litigation or negotiation prior thereto io
itect the inierests of the State and the State may so enter,

‘he Contaclor agrees to camply with the regulations raferrad {0 In this Section as they exisi on the dats of this contract and a5 they may be adoptad or amanted from tims
ime during ihe tarm of this cantract and any amendments thereto,

The Conirador agress to fullow the provislons: The contracior agress and waranis that in #he performance of the agreement such contractar will not dis:rimlnate or permit
criminztion against 2ny person or group of parsans on the grounds of sexual orientstion, in eny manner prohibited. by the laws of the Unlted Sistes of of the State of
nrecticut, and that employess are treatad when employed withous regard to thelr sexual afsntation; the contractor sgraes to provide each fabar unlon or representztive of
rkars with which such contractor has a collectlve bargaining apreement ar other contract or undarstanding 2nd each vendar with which such centracior has a contract or
ierstanding, a notice tn be previded by the Cammission an Humana Rights and Oppactuniiies advising the '=har ynion or warkess' representstive of the ontractor's
nmiimants under this sectlon, and 10 post coples of the nofice in consplcuous places avalzble o employess and appiicants for employmant; the coniracior agrees fo

niply with each provisian of this sectlan and with each regulstion or relevant order Issued oy s2id commission pursvant to Section 488-50 of the general statutas; the
\tractar agrees io pravide the Commission on Human Rfghts and Opportunitias with such (nformation requastad by tha commission, and permit access to pertinent tooks,
ords and accounts, conceming the emplayment practices and procedures of the contractor which felate to the provisions of this section and Section 46a-38 af the ganeral
tuizs,

rhe Contractor shall include tha provisions of the foregalng paragraoh In every subcantrect or pumhase aorder entered Info In order to fulfill any obligation of a contract with
state and such provisions shall be binding on & subcontractor, vendor or manufaciurer unless exempted by regulations or orders of the commission. Tha contractor shall
= sWch actlan with respect fo any such subtontract or purchase onder as the commisslon may direct as a means of enjorcing such provislans fncluding sanctions for
icomefiancs in eccordance with Seciion 48s-58 of the genaral statutss; provided, i such contractor becomes involved in, or s threstened with, Bigatlon with a

icontractar or vender as a rasult of such direclion by the commission, the coniracior may request the Siate of Connecticut éo enter Into any such litigsilon er negatiatian
i thareta to profect the Interesis of the state and the siate may so enter.

+ contractor agrees that while performing serviees specified In this agresment ke shall camy suificient insurance fliabillty andfeor other) as applicatle according to the nature

12 service i he performed so asio "save harmless” the State of Connecticut from any insurable causa whatsoever. If requesiad, cerificates of such inswrance shall be
{ with the sontracilng State agency prior to the parformancea of setvices,

ATE LIAEILITY

State of Connecticut shall assume na liabiiity for peyment for services undér the tarms of this agr=ement unil] the eentractor is notfied that this agresment has hean
2oied by the contracting agency and, if applicsble,

appraved by the Dfice of Palicy and Management (GPM) or the Department of Administrative Services (DAS) and by
Attbmay Ganersl of the State of Connecticut, :
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CONTINUATION OF SECTION (10)
COMPLETE DESCRIPTION OF SERVICE

The Mansiield Discovary Depot's currant license ellows for a capaciiy of 118 chiidren to be under
stafi care and supervision, 40 chiidren under the age of three and 76 children tceiween agss inres
and six. rzll enroliment at the center is 90 children snrolled, of which &3 are childran of University
employeses. The University agress ic provide $78,750 in funding support fo the cantar in exchange
for 1/3 of the pupil spaces available being sllocated to chiidren of University staff and studenis. The

Manstield Discovery Depot's Adminisirative Policies are to give preﬂendencn to families aifiliated
wuh the University.

Daycare services provided are described as follows: The Mansiield Discovery Depot is open 50
weeks a year, Monday-Friday from 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. There is also an axtended care program
from 5:00 p.m. to 5:30 p.m., Tor children 18 months io six vears of age. The center admits children
betwesn the ages of six weeks and 17 months Monday-Friday 8:00 a.m.-5:00p.m. Mansiield
Discovery Depot is closad on 12 major holidays. As of August 23, 2004 the cenier has fwo infant
rooms with a ratio of one ieacher to three children; three toddler rooms with a ratio of one igacher o

four children; two praschools with a ratio of one teacher to ten childran; one kindergarten classroom
with a ratio of one teacher to ten children.

The Ccmer paricipaies in community and educational placement programs for volunizers. These
nrograms include three Foster Grandparents, six America Reads Volunteers, and iive Unlversny or

Conneciicut student interns. The Center has also been an active participant in Univarsity research.-
prajects 2nd educational initistives.

The State of Connecticut, Depariment of Public Health Day Care Licensing provides the Centar's
licensa. The Mansfield Discovery Depot is ailso accredited through the National Association for the
Education of Young Chiidren. This accreditation recognizes high quality early childhood programs

that provide a safe and nurturing environment while promoting the physical, social, emotional, and
intellectual development of young children.

Mansfield Discovery Depot participaies in the Child and Adult Food Program, & Federal program that
provides breakfast, lunch and an afternoon snack that mests the USDA requirements for all children
in their care. This program plays a viial role in improving the qualify of day cars and making it mors

affordable for families. The Center also provides families with referrals and services available 1o
help them as nesds arise.

The Mansfield Discovery Depot is managed by a Board of Dirsctors comprised of parants,

community, and Town Representatives. The University President has the authorfiy to appoint
representatives from the University. :



liem #6

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Councii _

From: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager;.;fizvf';i,-;"'f

CC: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works
Date: August 9, 2004

Re: State Grant to Purchase Alternate Fuel Vehicle (Pool Car) - ConnDOT’s

Alternate Fuel Vehicle Demonstration Program

Subject Matter/Background

Under its alfernate fuel vehicle demonstration program, the state has awarded the town
a grant of up to $4,205 to purchase a hybrid vehicle. (The $4205 represants the
difference in cost between a regularly powered vehicle and the hybrid.) As such, the
state has forwarded an agreement to be executed for this grant.

Financial Impact _

As the fuel costs of the hybrid vehicle are likely to be less than a regularly powered
vehicle, the vehicle should be more economical for the town to operate, particularly
since the incremental costs will be covered by the state grant. The town would finance
its share of the purchase from the fiscal year 2004/05 capital budget.

Legal Review
Legal review of the proposed agreement is not required, as the coniract language for
this type of agreement is standard with the state.

Recommendation '

Because the grant would assist the town to purchase a vehicle that is less harmful to
the environment and less cosily to operate, staff recommends that the Town Council
authorize the Director of Public Works to execute the proposed grant agreement.

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

Move, effective August 9, 2004, to authorize the Director of Public Works, Lon R,
Hultgren, to execute the proposed agreement between 2Plus, Inc. and the Town of
Mansfield concerning ConnDOT's Alternate Fuel Vehicle Demonstration Program.

Attachmenis
1) Excerpts from the Proposed Agreement
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!{M “‘f{_ %’M

AGREEMENT BETWEEN
2PLUS, INC
AND
MANSFIELD
CONCERNING
CONNDOT'S ALTERNATE FUEL VEHICLE.
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM

THIS AGREEMENT, concluded at Bloomfield, Connecticut, this 215t day of July,
2004 by and between 2PLUS, INC, Byron York, President, duly authorized, hereinafier

referred to as 2PLUS, and Mamsfield, acting herein by Lon Hultgren, hereunto duly
authorized, hereinafter referred to as OFFEROR.

WITNESSETH THAT:

WHEREAS, the ConnDOT’s Alternate Fuel Vehicle Program (Project) has been
established by the Connecticut Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as

State, to test the viability of Alternate Fuel Vehicle technology in the State of
Connecticut, and

WHEREAS, based upon the successful response and submission of a proposal

to the initial Request for Proposal by OFFEROR, 2PLUS has approved the proposal and
will extend to OFFEROR the requested funding, and

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration will provide 2PLUS with

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CM.AQ) funds to finance the spec:ﬁed porhon
of the project, and _

WHEREAS, 2PLUS has entered into an agreement mth the State 10 assistin the
development and implementation of the Project, and

WHEREAS, the State is responsible for the oversight of 2PLUS activities related
to the Project and administration of the CMAQ funds, and

WHEREAS, itis agreed that on behalf of the Project, 2PLUS will enter into an
agreement with the OFFEROR and manage all Project requirements;
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NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants herein set forth,
2PLUS and OFFEROR agree as follows:

OFFEROR SHALL:

1. Pay for necessary services inchiding all services necessary to acquire tags,
inspection stickers, and the like, consistent with the State and the United States
Department of Transportation (USDOT) requirements, including assistants and /or
consultants rendering professional, technical, or other assistance and advice to perform
the approved services.

2. Agree that any findings developed as a result of the Project will not be
binding upon the State.

3. Agree, subject to all herein contained terms and conditions, to undertake
and implement the Project in the manner described in the "Scope of Work" (refer to
Appendix A), herewith incorporated by reference, filed with and approved by the
State, and in accordance with the terms and conditions of this Agreement.

4. Agree to cooperate with 2PLUS or any consultants hired by 2PLUS in data
collection and survey activities related to the evaluation of vehicle performance, cost,

service reliability and user/operator acceptance as outlined in the Appendix section of
this agreement - See Appendix A.

5. Agree to cooperate in the vehicle emissions testing program by making each
vehicle available a total not to exceed seventy-two (72) hou:s per year upon reasonable
advanced notice, as requested by 2PLUS.

6. Agree that any Mobile Emissions Reduction Credits resulting from the
purchase of Alternate Fuel Vehicles will be assigned to the State.

7. Agree to cooperate in the marketing effort which may include, but not be
limited to, permission to place Project logos on vehicles and take photos as required,
participation in press conferences and preparatlon of press releases, and the right to

include Project data and information in any and all documents published by the
Project.

8. Agree that the cost to the Project shall not exceed four thousand two-
hundred and five dollars ($4,205) for the purchase of one hybrid sedan.

9. Permit 2PLUS, the State and/or the USDOT to review at any time all work
performed under the terms of this Agreement at any stage of the Project.
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48. The terms and provisions herein contained constitute the entire agreement
between the parties and shall supersede all previous communications, representations,
or agreements, either oral or written, between the parties hereto with respect to the
subject matter hereof.

Nothing contained in this Agreement is intended to or shall imit the
authority or responsibilities assigned to individual signatories under state or federal
law.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands and seals on the
day and year indicated. Each organization participating in this Project must also sign
this agreement that they agree to, abide by, and adhere to the requirements and
responsibilities set forth in this agreement

MANSFIELD 2PLUS, INC

By: by:

Name ' “ Name: Byvron York
Title: Title: President
Date: Date:07-21-04

Witness: A' Witness: ﬁ}?_ l Tnand %.MWM

Appendix A
CONNECTICUT'S ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE
DEMONSTRATION PROJECT
SCOPE OF WORK
OVERVIEW:
The Connecticut Department of Transportation has established the Alternatate Fuel

(ConnDOT’s AFV) Program to test a variety of alternative fuel vehicles. The goals of
this program are to encourage the use of alternative fuel vehicles and the development
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TASK 1. Vehicle Description and Purpose

Task Goal: To establish that ConnDOT’s AFV Program goals are being adhered fo

and that the vehicle(s) purchased by OFFEROR are being used for their agreed to
purpose.

Meéthodology: This task will be accomplished by the following subtasks..
Subtask 1.1 Vehicle Description and stated use.

The vehicle specifications, as well as all equipment purchased with ConnDOT’s
AFV Program Funds must be equal to that presented in the OFFEROR's original.
proposal. Vehicle specifications shall include year, make, and model of the vehicle,
as well as the alternate fuel type, alternate fuel tank/battery capacity. The stated
use of the vehicle must remain as presented in the OFFEROR’S original proposal.

TASK 2. Data Collection

Task Goal: A goal of ConnDOT’s AFV Program is to collect various types of data that
will be analyzed to determine the overall effectiveness of the technology, CormDOT’s
AFV Program, and each OFFEROR. In consideration of each OFFEROR, the data being
collected should be data that is already being collected by most of the OFFERORS for
their existing vehicles. The data collection form is standardized so that we will be
collecting the same data from all OFFERORS, attached as Appendix B. Each agency
should request the necessary Excel spreadsheet files so that data can be forwarded
electronically in a standardized format. The data collection form is available on a
spreadsheet that may be submitted via Internet e-mail or on disk through the mail. If

this option is not available, a paper form will also be available for completion, which
may be mailed or faxed.

Note: ConnDOT’s AFV Program will be responsible for the data analysis and therefore
does not require any OFFEROR to analyze their own data.

Methodelegy:  This task will be accomplished by the following subtagks.
Subtask 21 Reporting Cycle and Duration of Data Collection.
As stated in term number 35 of this agreement, data will be collected on a monthly
basis from each OFFEROR for a 24 month period, commencing on the date that each

vehicle gets put into active use, as described by the vehicle purpose.

Subtask 2.2 Data Being Collected.

P.53



<5 5 STATE OFCONNECTICUT
Fonte DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

2800 BERLIN TURNPIKE. P.Q. BCX 317540
NEWINGTON, CONNECTICUT 068131-7546
Phene:

June 7, 2004

Mr, Len Hultgren

Town of Mansfisld

4 South Eacleville Road
Manstield, CT 06268

Dear Mr. Hultoren:

Congratulations! The Connecticut Department of Transportation (ConnDOT) has approved
Manstield's request for $4,205 to fund the incremental cost of one hybrid electric Honda Civic.

1 want to take a moment to outline the next steps for your project. The Depaﬂm&n’c's consultant
on the altermative fuel vehicle program, 2Phus, Inc. will soon be sending you an agreement for your
signature. The agreement will describe your vehicle purchase and will include any reporiing procedures

that may be reqm_ red, Afier the agreement is signed, you may order the vehicle that is specified in that
document.

The Department will reimburse you for the incremental cost of the alternative fuel equipment.
After you receive the vehicle, you should send 2Plus a copy of the dealer's invoice. Your organization
will then be reimbursed for the amount of the incremental cost spaclﬁad on the dealer's invoice or for the
amount specified in the agreement (whichever is less).

We look forward to working with you on this program. If you have any questions, please contact
Mr, Brian Chapman of ConnDOT at (860) 594-3492 or by e-mail at Brian.Chapman@PO.State. CT. US.

Very trlily yours,

A /
Michael A Sanders _
Transit and Rideshare Admunistrator
Bureau of Public Transporiation

An Equal Opporwmity Emplover
Frired an Hecy::lsP 5 4::vera|:i Papar



Ttem #7

Town of Mansfield
Agenda liem Summary

To: Town Council
From: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
CC: Martin Berliner, Town Manager; Lon Huligren, Director of Public Works;

Jefirey Smith, Director of Finance; Virginia Walton, Recycling Coordinator
Date: August 8, 2004
Re: Extension of Single Family Refuse and Recycling Collection Contract

Subject Matter/Background

The term of town’'s single family refuse and recycling collection contract has expired,
and although we continue to administer the agreement with our current collector (F.W.
Mayo and Sons), we shouid formally extend the coniract to ensure that the conditions
remain in piace. Since staff is still studying the concept of a pre-paid bag collection
system, we are not ready to rebid or restructure this agreement at this time. Therefore,
we suggest that the town extend the contract while staff studies the use of the transier
station and its impact on our collection systems. To extend the agreement, the Town
Council would need to authorize a bid waiver.

Financial Impact :
There is no negative financial impact with this proposal, as it would exiend the contract
under the same terms and conditions.

Recommendation .
We recommend that the Town Council waive the fown's bidding requirements in this
instance and authorize staff to execute the contract as proposed.

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

Move, effective August 8, 2004, to waive the purchasing requirementis of Section
C506(B)(1)(c) of the Mansfield Town Charter and to authorize staff to execute the
proposed contract extension between the Town of Mansfield and F.W. Mayo and Sons
for the performance of single family residential refuse and recycling collection services
through May 31, 2005. :

Attachmenis
1) Proposed contract extension
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Contract Extension
Single-Family Residential
Refusa and Recyciing Collection
in the Town of Mansiield

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS F.W. Mayo and Sons assumed the Single-Family Residential Refuse and
Recycling Coilection Contract in the Town of Mansfield on July 1, 1996 and has
performed said collection sarvices sinca that time, and

WHEREAS the coniract was axtended to September 30, 2003 by mutual action of the
Town and F.W. Mayo and Sons, and

WHEREAS the Town of Mansfield is interested in extending said confract through May
31, 2005, and has had a bid waiver for same enacied to enable said extension, and

WHEREAS both the Town and F.W. Mayo and Sons are interested in continuing their
contractual relationship for single-family refuse and recycling collection under the same
terms and conditions specified in the original contract.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

That the parties agree to extend said contract thrdugh May 31, 2005 under the same
terms and conditions, and '

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Town and F.W. Mayo and Sons have executed this contract

extension in two (2) counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an criginal on August
15, 2004.

F.W. Mayo and Sons Town of Mansfield

Jeffrey H. Smith
Director of Finance

Lon R. Huligren
Director of Public Works.

Attest: Attest:
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AGRICULTURE COMMITTER
MIMUTES OF JULY 14, 2604 MEETING

PRESENT: Bob Peters, Charlie Galgowski, Al Cyr, Bill Hopkins, George Thompson,
Vicky Wetherell.
1 Al Cvr was aching chairman.

2. Minutes of the June 9 mesting were approved.

14

Fall Event

The Agriculture Committee will sponsor an Apple Pie Baking Contest at the
“Festival on the Green” sponsored by the Storrs Downtown Parinership on Saturday,
September 18, ffom 2 to 6. To showcase local agriculture, the conmtestants will be

required to use locaily grown apples. The contest will be guided by the rules for the siate
contest. |

4, Review of Agricultural Leases-

The commiitee has been asked to recommend terms for written leases that will be
established with lessees who currently have verbal leases. The committee requested that
a copy of the standard lease be available at the nexi meeting to assist in making these
' recommendaiions. '

5. Community Garden

Bob Peters expressed concern about the weeds in the community garden on Ri.

195. The committee considered possible solutions and requested that a member of PAC
attend the next meeting o discuss this. '

P57



ANIMAL CONTROL ACTIVITY REFCRT .
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DRAFT Minutes of the July 21, 2004 Meeting
Conierence Room B, Audrey P. Beck Building

Present: Jenmfer Kaufman, Quentin Kessel, Lanse Minkler (acting chair), John
Silander, and Frank Trainor.

Absent: Denise Burchsted, Robert Dabn, and Robert Thorson.
Town Staff: Grant Meitzler, Inland Wetlands Agent

1. The meeting was called to order at 7:35 PM.

2. The draft minutes of the May 19, 2004 meeting were reviewed, the date corrected and
item 5 clarified. The minutes were then approved on a motion by Trainor and seconded
by Silander. There was no June meeting of the CC.

3. Kessel reviewed the testimony made by Burchsted and Kessel at the July 12 DEP
hearing on amending a portion of the aquifer mapping regulations. Burchsted,
representing NWC spoke against lessening the aquifer modeling standards with regard to
drought periods. Kessel, representing himself, addressed the issue of the current DEP
practice of automatically excluding any watershed partially drained by a perennial stream
from consideration as an aquifer recharge area. He noted that the Town Council kad
already forwarded the CC concerns in the form of a letter to the hearing, His testimony
(Attachment 1) was along the lines of the March 1, 2004 CC letier to Corinne Fitting of
the DEP, but added further justification related to a portion the proposed amendments.
Specifically that if the DEP is to utilize particle tracking and/or other vector analyses to
delineate the area of contribution to an aquifer, it made no sense to stop the computer
program whenever the method showed groundwater coming from a watershed partially
drained by a perennial stream. His testimony also included rebuttal of the DEP's May 21,
2004 response to the CC letter to fiting. This DEP letter (Attachment 2) was from
Betsey Wingfield, Acting Director of the Planning and Standards Division of their
Burean of Water Management (two administrative levels above Fitting)., In it, Wingfield
wrote, "In essence, the Commission is proposing that indirect recharge areas be included
in aquifer protection areas." Kessel responded that this was an incorrect statement and
that what the Mansfield Conservation Commission was requesting is that the DEP not
antomatically exclude all portions of watersheds drained by perennial streams from being
considered as recharge areas (Attachment 3).

Kaufinan recommended and it was agreed that the CC should write a letter io the Town

Council expressing appreciation for their having forwarded the CC's concerns to the DEP
hearing and to include copies of Attachments 1- 3.

4, Kessel move, Minkler seconded and the CC unanimously voted to renew its CACTWC
membership.

3. Silander reported that the Fenton River water levels were reasonable for this time of
year.
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6. Torrey boundary marking npdate: Kaufinan reported that she had sent the map for the
Town-owned Holly Drive subdivision to Dahn so that he and Kessel could finish this
project.

7. Kaufman reported on the progress of the eleciron trail guide project. A drafi of the
Electronic Trail Guide should be available sometime this fall.

8. IWA Referrals.

a) W1266 - Moskowitz - Stone Mill Road. Map date 6/29/04. This is an
application for a second pond on the property. Silander moved and Traineor seconded that
there should be no significant negative impact on the wetlands if hay bales/silt fencing
barriers are placed where the outlet pipe goes under the driveway during construction and
removed afier the site is stabilized. The motion passed with 4 in favor and 1 abstention.

b) W1267 - Yankee - Hillyndale Road. Map date 6/25/04. This application is for
a single family house within 150 feet of wetland areas. Silander moved and Kessel
seconded that there may be a significant negative impact on the adjacent wetlands
because the septic system is within 26 feet of wetlands, the lawn goes right up to the
wetland, the house is within 30 feet of the wetland and the porch within 25 feet of the
wetland. The motion passed unanimously.

9. PZC Referral 1219 - Bone Mill Subdivision: Due the CC not meeting in June, the CC
was unable to comment on this referral in a timely manner. However, the CC wishes the
PZC to know that the CC agrees that the site plan provided is singularly uninspired. If
this is an example of what the revised PZC regulations permit, it certainly isnotinthe
spirit of cluster housing purporting io conserve open space. Furthermore, the CC notes
the apparent presence of an invasive species (winged Euonymus?) in the landscaping.

10. The meeting adjourned at 9:00 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Quentin Kessel
Secretary
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HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE TOWN OF MANSFIELI

REGULAR MEETING
MINUTES' TOWN ELEHK
June 17, 2004 TOWN OF MANSFIELD
9:00am

The members of the Housing Authority of the Town of Mansfield met in the regular
meeting at 9:00 a.m. on Thursday, June 17, 2004 at the office of the Housing Authaority of
the Town of Mansfield, 309 Maple Road, Storrs, Connecticut, the time, date and place
duly estabiished for holding such meetings.

ROLL CALL

On roll call the following Commissioners were present:

Anne Jordan Crouse - Chairperson
Richard Long - _ Vice-Chairperson
Joan Christison-Lagay - Assistant Treasurer

Also present was Cathy K. Foreier, Executive Director.
Gretehen Hall arrived at 9:08

Grace Hunderlach arrived at 9:13

MINUTES

After review and due deliberation a motion was made by Richard Long, seconded by
Joan Christison-Lagay to approve of the minutes of the regular meeting of May 20, 2004,
The motion passed. Grace Hunderlach abstained.

COMMUNICATION

From the U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) stating they have
closed the case of Brenda Morris vs, Mansfield Housing Authority as advised by the
Commission of Human Rights and Opportunities (CHRO) due to no cause,
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

None
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June 17, 2004 Minutes continued

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR

Mrs. Forcier reporied that Susan Olmo, Section 8§ Coordinator, was in court, as a
witness, for two clients irying to get their security deposits back from an owner
the Mansfield Housing Authority barred from the program.

Mrs. Forcier reported the five porches on building 5 at Holinko Estates will be
replaced shortly.

Mrs. Forcier reported the PHA Plan process had been started and then explained
the process to the new members.

Mrs. Forcier reported that twenty funds avaiiable letters were sent out to Section 8
applicants and two briefings were scheduled for June 23, 2004.

Bills
The Commissioners were presented with a list of bills for May 2004,
After review and due deliberation, a motion was made by Richard Long,

seconded by Joan Christison-Lagay, and passed unanimously, to approve
the bills.

Financial Reports

The commissioners reviewed the Financial Reports for Wright’s Village,
Holinko Estates and the Section 8 Program. After discussion and due
deliberation, a motion was made by Joan Christison-Lagay, seconded by
Richard Long, and passed unanimously, and it was voted 1o approve

the Wright’s Village, Holinko Estates, and Section 8 Financial Reports for
the month of April 2004.

Section 8 Statistical Reports

The Commissioners reviewed the Section 8 Statistical Reports for May
2004. After discussion and due deliberation, a motion was made by
Richard Long, seconded by Gretchen Hall, and passed unanimously, and

the Section 8 Statistical Reports were approved for the month of April
2004.

Report of the Tenant Representative

None
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June 17, 2004 Minutes continued
UNFINISHED BUSINESS

Legal Issue- Holinko Estates Tenant -Mrs. Forcier reported that the
tenant’s attorney reported the tenant signed the stipulation and it was in

the mail to the Housing Aunthority’s attorney, who would have it entered in
cotrt.

Tenant Meeting with Commissioners- Mrs. Forcier reported on the good
attendance by the Wright’s Village residents but the poor attendance by
Holinko Estates residents. Mrs. Christison-Lagay suggested Board
members names and telephone numbers be distributed to the tenants.

Section 8 Funding — Mrs. Forcier summarized the funding shortfalls for
FY2004 in both The HAPs and Administrative Fees and its retroactivity to
January 1, 2004. Mrs. Forcier also summarized the proposed changes to
Section 8 in FY 2005 due to projected decreases in budget.

Annual Safety Training — Mrs. Forcier reported on the completion of the
FY2004 staff training.

Small Cities Grant Application — Mis. Forcier reported the town’s
consulting firm inspected Wrights Village apartments for window and
floor conditions. They will present their recommendations to the towmn.

NEW BUSINESS

Review of State Occupancy Policies — Joan Christison-Lagay made a
motion, seconded by Richard Long, to approve the State Occupancy
Policies as presented. Motion passed, Gretchen Hall abstained.

Section § Utilization Rates- Mrs, Forcier reported on the utilization rates
and the plan for increasing the rate but will be monitoring its progress
carefully, not to exceed the budget.

Water Bills Update — Mrs. Forcier reported on the stabilization of water
bills and questioned how long the Housing Authority should continue the
meter readings. The Board suggested the Housing Authority continue

until the end of 2004 but that energy savings toilet tanks should be
investigated.

BUD NOXA — Mrs. Forcier presented the 2004 NOFA but concluded
there were no funds for our goals.

Supervisory Section § Iaspections — Mrs. Forcier reported on the results
of the June supervisory inspections and actions to be taken.
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Junel7, 2004 Minutes continued

Holinko Estates Environmental Phase II Survey- Mrs. Forcier reported
on the receipt of four proposals. The DECD requested copies of the
proposals. After their review, they will make recommendations.

Audit FY2003 Reports — Mrs. Forcier presented each commissioner with
a copy of the audit results and pointed out there were no andit findings.

RSC Resolution — Mrs. Forcier presented a resolution and the
requirement that it be approved to continue having a Resident Service
Coordinator at Wrights Village. Richard Long made a motion, seconded
by Gretchen Hall, to approve the resolution for continuing with our
Resident Services Coordinator, motion passed unanimousty.

CT NAHRO Convention — Mrs. Forcier presented the information on the
anmual convention and requested staff attendance. Gretchen Hall made a
motion, Richard Long seconded, to approve of full attendance by Susan
Olmo and Cathy Forcier and one day attendance for Gay Leedie and/or

Fred Doten, if the agenda has applicable topics, motion passed
. unanirnously.

ADJOURNMENT

After discussion and due deliberation a motion was made Richard Long,
seconded by Gretchen Hall, and passed unanimously, it was voted to
adjourn the meeting at 10:35 AM.

Respecﬁully Submitted,

Cathy K. Forcier
APPROVED:

Anne Jordan Crouse
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Mansfield Downtow Prtership

244 Stons Road
PO Box 5]3

Stors, CT 06248
{(B60) 429-2740

Fax: (860) 429-2719

~ Angust 3, 2004

Board of Directors

Mansfield Downtown Partnership
Re: tem #4 - Meeting Minutes
Dear Board members:

Attached please find the minutes for the Board meeting held on May 4, 2004 and the Special
Board meeting held on June 10, 2004.

The following imotion would be in order:
Move, to approve the minutes of May 4, 2004, and June 10, 2004.

Sincerely,

7 4 7
L 7&% i //L éfif"\-
4

Cynthia van Zelm -
Executive Director

Attach: (2)
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MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP, INC.
BOARD OF DIRECTORS SPECIAL MEETING
Mansiieid Downtown Parinership Office
Thursday, June 10, 2004

MINUTES

Present: Steve Bacon, Martin Berliner, Tom Callahan, Dals Dreyiuss, Mike
Gergler, Janet Jones, Philip Lodewick, Betsy Paterson, Dave Pepin,
Steve Rogers, Betsy Traiber, Frank Vasington

Staff: Cynthia van Zelm, Lae Cale-Chu

1. Call to Order
Philip Lodewick called the meeting to order at 4:05 pm.
2. Master Developer Selection Discussion

Mr. Lodewick reported, as follow-up to a prior e-mail, that the two partners in Storrs
Center Alliance, LeylandAlliance and Marguette Property Investments, had determined
that they could not continue their partnership in the Storrs Center project. Both entities

expressed a difierence in philosophy in the approach to the project particularly in the
upfront funding of the planning.

They both remain interested in the project, and two days ago gave separate
presentations to the Parinership’s Executive Committee, The Executive Commities felt
that both teams could do the project but is recommending to the full Board that
LeylandAlliance be considered as the master developer of the Storrs Center project,
pending successful negotiation of a new development agreement.

fn response to a guestion from Phil Spak about the composition of the LeylandAlilance,
Mr. Lodewick said it was essentially the same team just without Marguette.

Several Executive Committee members indicated that the reasons they were supporting
LeylandAlliance was their proposal more closely matches that Parinership’s vision; they
are flexible in their approach with private property owners; they have been receivad well
in the community thus far in working with the Planning and Design Commitiee.

in response to a question from Janet Jones regarding the Partnership’s risk, Tom
Callahan noted that both LeylandAlliance and Marquette Property Investments have
released the Parinership from any liability as well as releasing each other.

Mr. Caflahan made a motion for the Board to authorize the Partnership's Finance and
Administration Committee to enter into negotiations with LaylandAlliance for the
purposes of crafting a development agreement between the Parinership and
LeylandAlliance — ideally at the Board’s next meeting. Betsy Paterson seconded the
motion. The motion was approved 10-0-2 with Phil Spak and Steve Rogers abstaining.
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L=a Cole-Chu said there may be some changes ihat need io be made to the
development agresment, particularly related to target dates for the MDP and the
preliminary Business Plan, and the sign-off of the development agreement by financial

partners.
3. Ac!journr

The meeting adjourned at 4:45 pm.

Respectfully submitied,
',' vy

£ {] 'r' ;{‘7 j

gl Aetd [ FrRd] A
Cﬁ%ﬁia van Zelm 7
Executive Director, Mansfisid Downtown Partnership
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MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP, INC.
BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING
Mansiield Downiown Partnership Offica
Tussaay, May 4, 2004

MINUTES

FPrasent: Steve Bacon, Tom Callahan, Dale Dreyiuss, Al Hawkins, Janet Jones,
Betsy Paterson, Dave Pepin, John Petersen, Steve Rogers, Baisy
Treiber, Frank Vasington

Staff; C. van Zelm

1. Call to Order

Betsy Treiber, Vice Prasident, calted the meeting to order, in Philip Lodewick's absence,
at 4:05 pm.

2. Opportunity for Public ito Comment

Howard Raphaelson said there are at least two groups looking at housing for seniors.
He said these groups have disposable income and will be in Mansfield year round vs.
the students. Mr. Raphaelson urged the Parinership to form a commitiee of people

interested in housing for seniors (lifestyle, assisted living) to work with the development
team.

3. Approval of Minutes

Steve Bacon made a motion to approve the March 30, 2004 minutes. Betsy Paterson
seconded the motion. The maotion was approved unanimously,

4, Director's Report

Cynthia van Zalm reported that the Festival on the Green Committee was looking for
sponsorships to fund the Festival. Letters to the businesses in town will go out this

week, She urged anyone interested in sponsoring the Festival o let her or Ms. Paterson
know about his or her Interest.

Ms. van Zelm sald the Annual Meeting is set for June 10 at 7 pm at the Greek Center,

and will include an update from Gehry Pariners on the UConn School of Fine Arts
project.

The Mansfield Business list is now compleie and avaijlable to the public.
The Mansfield Visitor and Information Guide is out and will be distributed st Town Hall,
Community Center, Library, the Lodewick Visitors Center, UConn Admissions, Student

Unian, Mansfield businesses, the chambers of commerce, and other key locations.
Thanks io the Town of Mansiisld for helping with the costs.
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The third newsletter will also be going out soon.

Ms. van Zelm passed around a calendar and asked Board members to indicate the
iimas they will be away on vacation.

5. Update on Municipal Development Plan

Tom Callahan reperied thai the Development Agreemeant with Storrs Center Alliance has
been executed. The clock is now ticking in terms of Storrs Center Alliance delivering the
two main deliverables — the Municipal Development Plan and the preliminary Business

Plan. These items are due 120 days from the signing of the Agreement, which was April
5.

There are active negotiations going on with the development team and property owners.

Ms. van Zelm reported on the meeting with the development team and Loonsy Ricks

Kiss in Herb Newman's office in New Haven. The group spent time brainstorming on

design issues including environmental and transportation concemns. She said it was a
very productive meeting with lots of enthusiasm for the project.

Mr. Callahan reported that there was some differences in philosophy as reporied by

LeylandAlliance and Marquette Property Investmenis but the two entiiies were hoping to
resalve these issues.

8. Report from Commiitees

Festival on the Green

Ms. Paterson reported that the Festival on the Green would now be Saturday,
September 18 from 2 pm to 6 pm, immediately following Know Your Town Fair. Bruce
John, the Organic Blues Band, and 9" Wave were fined up to perform. There will be a
children's parade, food, artists, etc. Ms. Paterson and Ms. van Zelm will appear on the
Wayne Norman Show with representatives from Know Your Town Fair prior to the event.

Planning and Design

Steve Bacon reported that the Planning and Design Committee was joined by Lou
Marquet from Leyland Alliance, their "point person” for construction and environmental
issues, and Michael Klemens, a well-known expert on wetlands issues.

Mr. Marguet and Mr. Klemens asked the Committee to lock at the “lay of the land” first
before getting into specific issues.

The Committee walked the Storrs Center site where it viewed some aof the wetlands
including some waooed frogs hatching.

One of the messages that Mr. Marquet and Mr. Klemens conveyed io the Committee

was that some of the conditions on the site could be improved with the Storrs Center
project.
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Mr. Bacon said that Mr. Marquet will be meeting with tha Committes on a regular basis.
He and Mr. Klemens received a very favorable response from Commitiee members.

Mr. Bacon said thera were three new membears proposad for the Planning and Design
Commitiee. He made a motion to appoint Leon Bailey, Laurie Best, and Neil Warran to

the Planning and Design Commitiee. Ms. Paterson seconded the motion. The mction
was approved unanimously.

7. Other

Mr. Callahan said this may be John Petersen's last meeting. He recognized him for his
efforis and leadership on behali of the Partnership.

Janet Jones announced that the Mohegan All Stars will be playing at Jorgensen on May

15, 2004 as a benefit for Windham Hospital. Dave and Kathy Pepin, Subway, and the
Chronicig are all sponsors.

Ms. van Zelm said there will not be a Board meeting on June 1, as the Annual Mesting
- will be held June 10.

Further Discussion on Assisted Living/Lifestyle Housing

Al Hawkins suggested that a subcommittee under the Planning and Design Committse
lock at the idea of retiree housing.

Ms. Paterson said it is necessary to have the particulars on the size of land being

sought, the need, elc. She made the point that lifestyle housing and assisted living are
two different types of housing.

Mr. Raphaelson said that many of these retirement communities grow up around

universities and colleges. He said that these communities leaves legacies to the
university or college.

Mr. Callahan said the Urban Pariners Market Study did indicate that there is a market for
retiree housing. There is limited land area in the Storrs Center project area so the more
complex question is where this type of housing can go. Mr. Callahan suggestad that the

Planning and Design Committee mest with the different groups advocating for retires
housing.

Steve Rogers said It is important for the development team to have ﬂex1b|[fty in how they
design the Storrs Center project.

Ms. Jones advocating having the various groups inferested in retiree housmg speak o
the Planning and Design Commlttee during public comment.

Mr. Bacon invited Mr. Raphaelson fo invite the groups locking mto retiree housmg to the
next Planning and Design Commlttee meeting.

8. Adjourn

270



Mr. Petarsen made a motion to adjourn the mesting. Ms. Jones seconded. The motion
was approved unanimously. The mesting adjourned at 5:00 pm.

Respectfully submltted

. I

C/Ly,ﬂ’ ¥ 1t . :fw/fg(/ /f?/-L
Cyhthia van Lelm

Executive Director, Mansfield Downtown Partnership
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REGIONAT SCHOOL DISTRICT #19
BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETENG MINUTES
FOR JULY 6, 2004
EDWIN O. SMITH HIGH SCHOOL
1235 STORRS ROAD
STORRS, CONNECTICUT 06268

The mezting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. by chairperson, Elena Tapia.

PRESENT: Herbert Arico, Jamce Chamberlain, Xaren Fisherkeller, Bob Jellen, Bob Kremer,

Elizabeth McCash-Lilie, Debbie Potvin, Linda Sabatelli, Mike Sibiga, Elena
Tapia

ABSENT:  Fran Archambanlt, Steve Curry

OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO SPEAK: No Requests
REPORTS:

The personnel committee will be scheduling 2 meeting to be held in July.

Elizabeth McCosh-Lilie, reported that the policy commities had met and there were several items
on the agenda.

Herbert Arico reported that the EASTCONN board of directors would be mesting on September
25%,

SUPERINTENDENT’S REPORT:

Superintendent Silva informed board members that James Lyons will review the andit report at

the August meeting, He also asked board members to consider forming a sub commitiee for
curriculum.,

CONSENT AGENDA:

MOTION: by Linda Sabateili, seconded by Bob Kremer, that the following items on the
consent agenda be approved:

That the Regional School District #19 Board of Bducation approve the minutes of
the June 1, 2004 board meeting.

That the Regional School District #19 Board of Education receive for review the
revised Graduation Policy.

That the Regional School District #19 Board of Education receive for review the
revised Athletic Health Screening Policy.
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MOTION:

MOTION:

MOTION:

MOTION:

MOTION:

That the Regional School District #19 Board of Edncation receive for review the
revised Non-Certified Employee Discipline/Suspension/Dismigsal Policy,

VOTE: Unanimous in favor

by Linda Sabatelli, seconded by Debbie Potvin, that the Regional School District

#19 Board of Education adopt the new Parent Involvement Policy for Title I
Students.

VOTE: Unanimous in favor

by Linda Sabatelli, seconded by Debbie Potvin, that the Regional School District
#19 Board of Education terminate, with regret, the contract for employment for
teacher Jonathan Sawyer in conjunction Asticle IIT of the Masier Agreement

between the Board and E.O. Smith Teacher’s Association and Conn, Gen. Statute
10-151. ‘

VOTE: ' Unamimous in favor

by Mike Sibiga, seconded by Bob Kremer, to authorize Principal Deloreto to
look inio establishing an E.O. Smith High School foundation and to report his
findings back to the board of education.

VOTE: Unanimous in favor

by Bob Jellen, seconded by Elizabeth McCosh-Lilie to enter into executive
session at 8:12 p.m. with Principal DeLoreto and Superintendent Silva in
attendance to discuss legal issue.

VOTE: Unanimous in favor

Muoved out of executive session at 8:51 p.m.

by Elizabeth McCosh-Lilie, seconded by Bob Kremer, that the Regional School
District #19 Board of Education adopt the new Student Attendance at Inter-
District Magnet Schools Policy with the following modifications:

Item 2, Page 1: the magnet school shall have a requirement---—
Add #3, Page 1, Magnet school mmust have open enrollment
Item 2, page 2: changed to Item 1A

Delete Item 3 on page 2
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VOTE on amended motion:
Yes: Karen Fisherkeller, Bob Kremer

No: Bob Jellen, Elizabeth McCosh-Lilie, Debbie Potvin,
Linda Sabatelli, Mike Sibiga, Elena Tapia

Abstain: Tanice Chamberlain, Herbert Arico
Motion does not pass: Yes: 2.542  No: 6.00
Meeting adjounmed at £:035 p.m.
Respecdully submitted,

Lynda Breanlt, Board Clerk
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lartin Berliner
own Manager

LEGAL NOTICE
MANSFIELD ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

On July 14, 2004, the Mansfield Zoning Board of Appeals took the following action:

1. Approved the application of Robert & Barbara Bostrom, 802 Middle Tummpike, for a
Vanance of Art. VIII, Sec. A Schedule of Dimensional Requirements for a 27° variance
of the side yard to put a 12’ x 24° storage shed on the property as shown on the submitted

application.
Allin favor.

Reasons for approval:

Topography of the land prohibits placement any other place.
No negative impact on neighborhood
Neighborhood approval

2. Continuance of the hearing of Daniel J. Burgess so applicant can look into the
possibility of acquiring a 45’ sirip of abutiing property.

3. Denied the application of Pat Malek, Windswept Lane, for a Variance of Art. VIII,
Sec. A Schedule of Dimensional Requirements for 2 3° variance in the building height to
construct a single-family residence on Lot 4 as shown on the submitted application.

All opposed.
Reasons for denial:

No hardship shown
Sitnation self created
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Ttem #8

O3WN OF MIANSEFTELD
PFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

i

TIN H. BERLINER. Town Manager AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSETELD, CT 06268-2500

(BG0) 429-3316

Eax: (860) 429-5863

July 28, 2004

The Honorable Marc S. Ryan, Secretary
CT Office of Policy and Management
430 Capitol Avenue

Hartford, CT 06106

Re:  Downiown Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement Project
Small Town Economic Assistance Program (STEAP) $300,000

Dear Secretary Ryan:

The Town of Mansfield, in association with the University of Connecticut and private property-
owners, has been working for years to help pian the transformation of an existing commercial area on
Storrs Road (Route 193) into a vibrant and economically successfil mixed-use dowmtown that will be
the heart of our community, We would lils to request that the State consider $300,000 for a town

gresn and related infrastrucrure improvemenis for the Town of Mansfield to continue its efforis in
downtown Mansfield.” Our downtown objectives include:

Retaining and improving the economic viability of existing businesses;

Attracting new businesses and real estate development, including new housing,
Implementing needed public improvements, including pedestrian and vehicular safety
improvements;

Parking enhancements and necessary mfrastructure extensions;

Enhancmu the appearance and attraciiveness of the downtown area in conjuncnon with new
design standards.

v VY

V¥

The concept for our downtown project is a village with a Main Strest, a town green, new sirests and
lanes supporting mixed uses, and a residential enclave with row houses, individual houses, and
condominium apartments. This village of neighborhoods will be bardered on one side by the current

eivic and educaiional district — Town Hall, the regional high school the University of Ccmnectmut -
and on the other by woodlands,

Thers has been much success over the past few years toward our goal of an improved downtown for
tesidents, students, and visitors. Enthusiasm and interest continue to grow for the project as
evidenced by the financial commitment we have recsived from the federal government throngh its
Rural Business Enterprise Grant program, and, of course, from the State in the 2002 round of STEAP
funding. This project is a multi-million dollar project that will require rescurces irom a variety of
entities. Additional STEAP funds will build on prior funding received for planning and strestscape
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elements for Storrs Center. Funding for this phase of the project will be focused on the heart of the
project, which will bs the town gresn. The green will be the place where the Mansfield community,
the University, and the larger community of Connecricur, will find common ground. Surrounding the
gresn will be stores, offices, housing, and culturaf resources that will ensure that the green becomes a
primary destinarion in the region. The intention is to ring the gresn with vear-round activity,
supported by wids sidewalks, sireets, and curbside parking. Strestscape elements will includes shade
tress, benches for seating, wash recepiacles, pedestrian lighting, and paved and grassy areas to
encourage the community io congragate in the gresn, informally and for fairs and cultural events. A
new smrest parallel to the main sweet (Storrs Road/Route 193) will create a section for retail and
- commercial activity of a more specialized character than is found on the main street, Linking the
streets will be a grid of lanes — narrow connectors that may be sither one-way swests or pedesirian
paths. These will provide oppormunities for alternarive retail siares and the opportunity o open the
ear of properties on Storrs Road io the project as 2 whole, A more specific funding allocation will be
delineated with the compietion of 2 municipal development plan for Storrs Center.

Planning =fiorts for Storrs Center intensified in 1999, with the development of an enhancement
strategy for the revitalization of downtown Mansfield’s commercial areas by the nationaf planning
firm of HyenPalma. The Execurive Summary of the Mansfield Downtown Action Agenda is attached.
Two key recommendartions from the Mansfield Downtown Action Agenda were to estabiish an
independent, non-profit organization to catalyze commercial revitalization in Mansfield, and to
develop a more deiailed concept Master Plan. The Mansfield Dawntown Partnership, Inc.
{(*Parmership™) was organized with a 15-member Board of Directors representing communiry
members, the Town of Mansfield, and the University of Connecticut in June 2001. In the past three
vears, the Partnership has made much progress including hiring an Exzcutive Director, oversesing the
development of a Master Plan for Storrs Center, dsveloping 2 membership cutreach program resulting
in 280 individual, business. and organization members, becoming the Town’s municipal development
agency for Storrs Center, hiring the planning and architectural firm of Looney Ricks Kiss to develop 2
municipal development plan for the project, and finally designating LeylandAlliance, LLC in June

2004 as mastier developer for the project. Please see the attached Parmership s Mission and Vision
Staremenis. '

A consultant team led by Milone & MacBroom, Inc., was hired to prepare a physical master plan and
analysis of the economic aspects of the project. The three main elements of the Master Plan for
downtown are commercial development including retail and office spacs, a town green, and market-

rate housing. The Downrown Mansfield Master Plan was finalized in May 2002. A copy of the final
Master Plan is aitached.

The implementation method recommended for the concept Downiown Mansfield Master Plan was for
the Mansfield Town Couneil to create a municipal development agency under Chapter 132 of the
Comnecticut General Statutes, On May 28, 2002, the Mansfield Town Council unanimously approved
a motion to desigmate the Parinership as the municipal development agency for Storrs Cenier. With
the assistance of Looney Ricks Kiss and LeylandAlliance, the Partnership will prepare the Municipal
Development Plan which will address the physical issues associated with the development of Storrs
Center as well as define land acquisition and disposition, areas of demolition, design and
developmen: standards, land use restrictions, job creation, business displacement and relocation, and
project financing. In June 2002, the Town of Mansfield was the recipient of $500,000 from the Small
Town Economic Assistance Program for the development of the Municipal Development Plan, and
stre2iscape improvements along Route 195, Funding has been expended and work has besn on-going
on the Municipal Development Plan over the last year with the initial mapping of the project
boundary, zoning, and urilities; soil borings; evaluarion of local, state, and federal permits; a market
study; and public workshop, held in May 2003, on design elements, having been completed. The
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Market Study indicated that there is the potential for the downtown projest to capiurs a broad rangs of
residential, retail, and commercial marker oppormunities with the chief mariet being residential and
retail development, The Technical Memorandum: Downtown Mansfield Municipal Development
Plan Marker Study is arracied. The Municipal Development Plan is expected o be completed in the
fail of this vear.

On June 10, 2004, the Mansfield Downrown Parmership authorized its Finance and Administration
Commirtes to begin negotiations with LevlandAlliance as its master developer, on the terms of 2
development agreement between the two parties. LeaviandAlliance was one of four firms interviewsd
by the Partnership to serve as master developer for the downtown project. It is expected that a
development agresment will be signed by this fall. [nformarion about LeylandAlliance and iis
projecis is arached.

This revitalization and enhancement project will effect public and private stakeholders including
business owners and owners of commercial property in the downtown area who will benefit from the
retention and strengthening of sxisting businesses and the creation of aew business opportunities.
Oue of the key thrusts of the downtown mmitiative is to increase foot traffic and enhance the aestheties
of the area, which will directly benefir local businesses. The location of additional housing alone
would have a tremendous positive impact on existing businesses, A successful town center would
allow residents to have access 1o a wide range of goods and services at the local level, which might
alleviate some of the need to drive long distances to obtain those goods and services. Town residernts,
including University of Connecticut studenis, would benefit from an increzse in locally-available

goods and services and smployment oppormunities and the establishment of 2 new community center
that would enhancs the community’s gquality of life.

The Town of Mansfiald would benefit from an enhanced commercial tax base. The University of
Connecricut siudents, staff, and visitors would-benefit from increased eff-campus amenities and an
overall improvement of the University atmosphere, which will enhance the recruitment ot students
and faculty. The State of Connecticut would share in all of the above-noted benefits, and accordingly,
the State’s commitment to the UConn 2000 and 21 Ceniury UCaonn programs and the overall effort
o0 enhance the Universitv of Connecticut’s reputation as a prominent national university and an
appropriate “flagship™ for the State’s higher education system would be advanced.

The Town of Mansfield and the University of Connecticut are fully committed to this project and
have contributed significant financial resources including the funding of the HyettPalma study, an
Environmental Impact Evaluation for the Storrs Center area, the Downtown Mansfield Master Plan,
and the operations of the Mansfield Downtown Partnership. The Environmental Impact Evaluation
was approved by the State of Comnnecticut Office of Policy and Management on April 28, 2003, and
acknowledges the creation of 2 Municipal Development Plan for the Mansfield downtown project
and, in fact, makes it a requirement of approval by the Office of Policy and Management. A copy of
Mare 8. Ryan's, Secreiary of the Office of Policv and Management, April 28, 2003 memo approving
the Environmental Impact Evaluation to Larry Schilling, Executive Divector jor Architectural &
Engineering Services at the University of Connecticut is artached.

Continued funding throngh the Small Town Economic Assistance Program for the town green and
related infrastructure improvements will greatly promote this exciting economic development and
community enhancement project. We would appreciate an oppornunity to work with you and your
staff and the Stats Department of Economic and Community Development 0 address program
requirements and obtain funding assistance.
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Please fe<l fres 10 contact me at {860) 420-3326 for project details or regarding aay quesnion that vou
mavy have concerning this apolication.

Thank vou again for your assisiance.

Very truly vours,

Marzin H. Berliner
Town Manager

CC (no attachmenzs):

Atrachmenis:

vy

PR AP e T U

State Representative Denise Merrill

State Senator Donald Williams

1.5. Representative Rob Simmons

Philip Austin, President, University of Connecticut

James Abromaitis, Commissioner, State Dept. of Economic and Community
Development (DECD)

Sheila Hummel, Fiscal Administrative Manager, DECD

Mansfield Town Council

Mansfield Downtown Partmership Board of Dirsciors

1) STEAP Application

1) Executive Summary: Mansfield Downtown Action Agenda - 2000

3) Mansfield Downtown Partnership Mission/Vision Statements

4y Downtown Mansfield Master Plan — May 2002

5) The Technical Memorandum: Downiown Mansfield Municipal
Development Plan Markst Study

6) LeylandAlliance Background Information

7) A copy of Marc S, Ryan’s, Secretary of the Office of Policy and
Management, April 28, 2003 memo approving the Environmental Impact
Evaluation to Larry Schilling, Execurive Director for Architectural &
Engineering Services at the University of Connecticut

8) May 13, 2002 letter from Town Manager Martin Berliner to Town Council
re: Downtown Master Plan Implementation Alternatives

9) Partmership Board of Directors List

10) Town of Mansfield Organizational Chart

11) Partnership Budget through FY2005-2006
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Item #9

Mansfield Downiown Partnership

Halping to Bujld Mansvield’s Futura

July 29, 2004

Mr. Dimple Desai

Project Manager

State of Connecticut

Department of Economic and Community
Development (DECD)

Infrastructure and Real Estate Division

505 Hudson Street

Hartford, CT 06106-7106

Re: June 30, 2004 Progress Report, and Semi-Annual Financial Report for the Downtown
Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement Project

Dear Mr, Dega;

I am pleased to provide you with a June 30, 2004 Progress Report, and Semi-Annuat
Financial Report for the Downtown Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement Project.

As reported in the March 30, 2004, report, the Mansfield Downtown Partnership
(“Partnership”) signed a Development Agreement between the Partnership and Storrs
Center Alliance on April 3, 2004, as its master developer for the town center project.
Unfortunately, the two partners, LeylandAlliance, and Marquette Property Investments,
who were to serve as master developer, terminated their business relationship as it relates
to the Downtown Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement Project.

Subsequently, the Partnership decided to interview both LeylandAlliance and Marquette
Property Investments separately to serve as master developer for the project. If the
Partnership Board of Directors was not satisfied with either entity, it would release a new
Request for Qualifications. The Parinership’s Executive Committee mterviewed
LeylandAlliance and Marquette Property Investments on June 8, 2004. The Executive
Comumittee recommended designating LeylandAlliance as its master developer pending
the negotiation of a successiul development agreement. The Partnership Board of
Directors endorsed this decision at its June 10, 2004 Board meeting.

Negotiations are underway with LeylandAlliance on 2 new development agreement with
approval expected by the fall of 2004. During this time period, LeylandAlliance has
continued to work on the Municipal Development Plan and the Business Plan for the
Storrs Center project. And, on July 27, the LeylandAlliance team met with members of

1244 Srorrs Road » P.O. Box 5713 » Storrs, CT 06268 » 860.428.2740 = fax 860.428,.2719 » mdp@mansfie/ldct.org
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Manstield Downtown Parinership
Helping to Build Mansfield’'s Futurs

the Partnership Board of Directors and Town staff to outline the process for completion
of these docwments and review by the Parinersiup Board, Town of Mansfield stati, Town
Commitiees, University of Connecticut staff, and the general public.

The termination of the business relationship between LeylandAlliance and Marguetie
Property Investments siowed dowa the work being performed by Looney Ricks Kiss and
LeylandAliiance on the Municipal Development Plan but with the active negotiations of a
new development agresment, work will pick up noticeably in the next few months, We
expect to have the initial draft of the Municipal Development Plan completed this fall,

Loocney Ricks Kiss and LeylandAlliance will continue to work together on the Municipal
Development Plan. With the designation of the master developer LeylandAlliance, some
of the tasks that Looney Ricks Kiss was to perform as part of the Municipal Development
Plan will shift and Looney Ricks Kiss will take on a design review role for sorme of the
tasks to be completed. Looney Ricks Kiss will continue in its role of Municipal
Development Plan coordination for the Mansfield Downtown Partnership.

In addition, LeylandAlliance continues negotiations with the University of Connecticut -~
on the property and land owned by the University in the project area, and it is expected

that approval of the land agreement and the development agreement will occur at the
same time.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at 860-429-2740 if you have any questions. We look
forward to continuing to work with you on this critical project for the Town of Mansﬁeld.

Smcerely,

7
Abﬁ’ifff‘@f % /GZé/J?’L__..

C},Pﬁthla van Zelm
Executive Director

ce: Sheila Hummel, DECD

Martin Berliner, Mansfield Town Manager

Cherie Trahan, Mansfield Comptroller

Mansfield Downtown Partnership, Inc., Board of Directors w/o attachmenis

Lee Cole-Chu, Cole-Chu & Company, LLC, Partnership Attorney w/o attachmenis

Enclosure: June 30, 2004 Semi-Annual Financial Report

1244 Storrs Road = PO. Box 5713 » Storrs, CT 06268 » 860.428,2740 » fax 860.428.2719 = mdp@mansiieldct.org
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Item #10

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

GREGORY I, PADICK, Town PLARNER

Memo to;. Planning & Zoning Commission/Town Council
From; Gregory J. Padick, Town Planner

Date: 7/29/04

Re:

Notice of Scoping, proposed UConn Hazardous Waste Storage Facility

Please find attached a notice of a public scoping meeting for UConn’s proposed relocation of its hazardous
materials storage facility from an existing area off Horsebarn Hill Rd. to a proposed location adjacent to its sewage
treatment facility off North Eagleville Rd. The proposed location follows & recommendation contained in a
comparative site study completed in March and previously distributed to the PZC and Town Council. Iserved as
the Town's representative on an advisory committee for the aliernative site study and, in my opinion, the proposed
location is the best available on UConn’s Storrs campus. I have attached a March 22™ letter from the advisory

commitiee to UConn President. Austin and a summary portion of the comparative study report which lists the
primary review considerations that resulted in the recommended site.

The public scoping meeting 18 scheduled for Thursday, August 5% at 6:30 p.m. in the Bishop Center, and I
plan. to atfend this meeting to represent Town interests. The purpose of a scoping meeting is to identify review
factors 10 be considered in preparing an Environmental Impact Evaluation under Connecticut’s Environmental
Policies Act review program. Upon completion of the EIE, a Public Hearing opportunity will be provided. . At this -
time, based on the comprehensive efforts of the University, its congultants and the advisory committee members,
additional Town mput into the scoping process is not considered necessary. The deadline for any scoping
comments is August 20%, but UConn officials have refated that input will be accepted throughout the EIE process.

: No action by tbe PZCor Town Councﬂ is considered necessary at this time.
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Ly Lurrent issue

Motice of Scoping for Proposad New Hazardous
Waste Storage Facility

Municipality where propesesd project might be locatzd: University of
Canneciicut Storrs Campus, Mansfield, CT

Address of Possible Preject Location: off LeDoyi Road
Project Dascription:

The proposed action is the construction of a new Hazardous Waste Storage
Facility (HWSF) for the University of Connecticut at a site located west of, and
adjacent fo the University's Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) off LeDoyt
Road in the northwestern area of the Storrs Campus. The proposed action also
invoives the decommissioning of the existing HWSF located off Horsebarn Hill
Rd. in the eastern portion of the Storrs Campus. The new HWSF would be a
state-of-the-art facility designed in compliance with all applicable state and
faderal regulations and standards. An area of approximately 1/3 acre is needed
for the new facility and supporting infrastructure. The preferred site is an area
that was formerly the sand fiiter beds of the WWTP.

Project Map: Click here to view a map of the project area.

Written comments frem the public are welcomed and will be accepted
until the close of business on:  Augusi 26, 2904,

There will be a Public Scoping Meesting for this project at:
DATE: Thursday, August 5, 2004

TIME: 6:30 PM - 8:30 PM

. PLACE: Merlin D, Bishop Center, One Bishop Circle, Storrs, CT, Room 7

NCTES:

Written comments shouild be sent to:

Mame: Richard Miller, Esq.
Agency: University of Conneciicut
' Office of Environmental Policy
Address: 31 LeDoyt Road, Unit 3055
Storrs, CT 06269-3055
Fax -
E-Mail. rich.miller@uconn.edu

iIf you have gqusstions about the public meeting, or other questions
aboui the scoping for this project, contact:
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Mame: Richard Miller, Esq.

Agency:. University of Connecticut
Office of Environmental Policy

Address: 31 LeDoyt Road, Unit 3055
Storrs, CT 06269-3055

Phone: (860) 486-8741

Fax:

E-Mail: rich.miller@uconn.edu

The agency expecis to release an Environmental Impact Evaluation for
this project, for public review and comment, in December, 2004.

EIFE MNotices

The following Environmental Impact Evaluations have been compieted by state
agencies and are available for review and comment.

UL b SN S Ay s £ 4 B TP AT b0, 3.4 Vi K £ M S Ty et Ol LTI M g e PP SR 0 TR

1. EIE Notice for Parking Garage and Assocciated Site
Improvements at the Midtown Campus of Westarn
Connecticut State University

Municipality where project is proposed: Danbury

Address of Possible Project Location: On the Midtown Campus of WCSU at
the corner of Fifth Avenue and Osbourne Street

Project Description: The purpeose of the proposed action is to construct at the
WCSU Midtown Campus in Danbury, Connecticut, a parking garage for
approximately 831 cars, In addition to minor surface parking and associated
courtyards, walkways, and landscaping.

Project Map({s): Click here to view a map of the project area.

Comments on this EIE will be accepted until the clese of business on:
September 3, 2004

The public can view a copy of this EIE at: Western Connecticut State
University's Ruth Haas Library in Danbury, CT

Any person can ask the sponsoring agency to held a Public Hearing on
this EIE by sending such a request to that address below by July 39,
2004, If a hearing is requesied by 25 or more individuals, or by an
association that represents 2E or more members, Connectlcut State
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March 22, 2004

Philip Auvstin, President
University of Connecticut
Gulley Hall

Storrs, Connecticut 06269

Letter of Tranamittal: Hazardous Waste Facility Comparative Site Study
for the University of Connectict March, 2004

Dear President Austin,

Our Advisory Committee has completed its work to provide input on the above noted study, to locate a site for a new

facility to house the temporary storase of hazardous waste at the University of Connecticut campus in Storrs. The
charge originally given to the Committes was to evaluate the current site (southeast of Horsebarn Hill Rd) and one
other (inside the fenceline of the existing UCONN water poliution control facility (WPCF)). The Committee was to
nse methodology, developed by the Consultants chosen, to analyze the suitability of each site for & new hazerdous
waste storage facility which would be used, as is the current facility, to receive, consolidate and temporarily store

such waste awaiting sEnpment to an approved d;sposa.l facﬂ:lty The Adwsory Commttee mcluded the following
Embers

‘Jchn Flaherty, Captain, UCONN Firs Department
lenn Wamner, Associate Professor & Director, UCONN Tnstitute of Water Resources
.“Michael Caliahan, P.E. & Chatrman, Windbam Water Works Commission
Meg Reich, Willimantic River Alliance
. Gregory Padick, Town Planner, Mansfigld, CT

Karla Fox, Associate Vice President & Chair, UCONN Master Plan Advisory Cemmlttee
Pamela Schipani, Associats Dirgctor, UCONN Residential Life
* Jennifer Kaufman, Mansfield Resident near WPCF

As is detailed n the accompanying report, the Comumittee met periodically from Ociober, 2003 through March, 2004
with the University’s Director of Environmental Policy, who chaired the Committee, and Staff of the Environmental
Health & Safety Department, who provided tschnieal expertise about the operation of the facility, as well as the
Consultants selecied to prepare the site analysis and report. A Public Meeting was also held in November, 2003, at .
which citizens from Mansfield, Windham and the University community provided comments, concerns, backgmund
information and correspondence, particularly on the current facility’s location.

Given the interests the members represent and the concerns raised at the Public Meeting, the Committee insisted that
additional sites be evaluated and the recommended methodology modified. In all, six sites were evaluated using the
modified method. Adfter some productive discussions,as well as exira time and effort by Staff and Consuliants, the
Committee unanimously agreed that the site to the west of the WPCF is best suited for such a facility, and
recommend it to you for further consideration.
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The Committee would like to offer the fallowing specific obgervations and/or conclusions:

1. The existing facility has been at its current location, wiihin the public drinking water supply watershed of
the Willimantic Reservoir since 1982, It has not had any incidents, due undoubiedly 1o the care and efforts of
the staff that run it. The current facility is inadequarte and a new facility is needed. Now is the time for the
University to locate a new facility, on campus, outside of the public drinldng water supply watershed.

2. The Committes strongly believes that g hazardous waste storage facility located on the campus, and
associated collection and consolidation services provided by UCONNs Environmental Health & Safety
Department, ensures the highest level of protection to the University community and its neighbors. We believe

that alternative "pproaches (such as dirsct pick up by a vendor) without a storage facility would afiord less
pmtectlon .

3. A new,-state-of-the-art facility located on the main campus is necessary. Even though the Committes is
confident thar we have selected the best site, we urge the University to make special efforts to minimize and
mitigate the risks from a new facility on adjacent neighbors & land uses, as well as on the Willimantic River
WaIEIShEd, wiere the Committee is recommending that it will be located_

4., The Commities urges the University to procead expedjtiously to conduct the Environmental Tmpact
Evaluation and provide a new facility at the recormmended location.

5. The Commitiee has developed and aitached a list of recommendations which we think should be taken into
account in siting, designing, constructing and operating a new facility. We hope that these thoushts wili be of
nse in the next phases of plann.mo for a new hazardous waste storase facility for the University’s Storrs campus,

6. Once a site is nnahzed, the Umvermty s Master Plan should be updated to mclude this new facility,

And finally, the Committee also wants to commend the efforts of Richard Miller, UCONN Director of

Environmental Policy , Meghan Ruta, Environmental Intern and Betsey Frederick, SEA Consultants for providing

structure, organization and technical supportio the Committee; and also for the:r good humor and flexibility in
esting the changing demands of Committee members.

Sincerely,

<

Dosed
Meg Reich
for the Advisory Commities members

enclonres os noted:

HW Site Study 3/2604
HW Committee Recommendations
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Design Recommendations
{March 17, 2004)

In order to satisfy the concerns of the broader University community, the buiiding codes,
fire codes, and NFPA-recommended practices should be considered as minimuim
standards and only as an appropriate starting point for the design. The University should
strive for a very high standard and commit to a state-of-the-art facility. The following are
issues that the Committee believes should be taken into consideration during the next
planning phase for the Hazardous Waste Storage Facility.

Site Issues

!\J

[¥3)

Access to the proposed site is less than ideal because it Tequires travel through a
congested parking lot. Consideration should be given to providing a more direct
access to the proposed new facility through F-Lot, North Eagleville Road, or
North Hillside Road.

When evaluating storm water management options, UConn should evaluate the
feasibility of using special retention basins that would not onty control the
normal run-off associated with the building and impervious surfaces, but basins
that inclnde specific, special provisions to minimize or eliminate the negative
impacts of an accidental spill and/or contaminated run-off from possﬂJle
firefighting activities at the site,

Site security should be a high priornty. Lighting, fencing, and exterior CCTV
surveillance cameras should be included.

Building Design and Configuration

(W8]

The building should be large enough to ensure that all hazardous materials are
securely stored inside the building. Containers should not be stored outside.
The building shonld have adequate facilities for a laboratory and an office
including, at a minimum, resiroom facilities, eyewash and drench shower, offics
area with electrical outlets, telephone and data jacks.

To assist in the selection of materials and other major design decisions, the
University should consider performing a formal vulnerability analysis during the
design phase for the building.

The building materials used should be selected to minimize the impact of any
accidental spills, explosion, and/or fires, as well as deliberate sabotage or a
terrorist attack.

The Iayout of the building should be appropriately compartmentalized to

minimize the impact of any accidental spills, explosion, and/or fires, as well as
deliberate sabotage or a terrorist attack,
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The building should include fire detection and fire suppression systems.
Secondary containment should be used for all storage systems within the building,
Special consideration should be given to the design of a loading dock to ensure
that the transfer of hazardous material from the transportaiion trucks to the
building (and vice versa) can be accomplished with minimal effort and will
minimize the likelihood and any impacts of an accidental spill. A covered loading
dock is required by CT DEP; dock levelers should be included to increase the
functionality of the dock

Special means should be incorporated into the building and site design to delay
and detect any accidental releases,

. A state-of-the-art building security system with intrusion detection and formal

door access system should be incinded.

Adminisreative Issues

1

-~ To-ensure that-anew facility becomes-operational ASAP; theEIE provess should

be commenced immediately and completed expeditiously.

A direct CCTV and andio link should be established between the Police
- Dispatcher and the new facility.

And finally, the University, throngh an Administrative mandate, should commit to
a formal waste reduction program with the goal of reducing the total amount of
hazardous materials dahvered, used stored and processed throughout the

CAmpus,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The University of Connecricut’s Hazardous Waste Storage Facility has been located at its present site
'since 1989. The facility provides for centralized interim storage and is the location 2t which hazardous
wastes collected from throughout the campus are prepared for off-site disposal. Several improvements
have been incorporated into the facility since its incepdon to enhance security and provide improved

working conditions for the Environtoental Health & Safety (BEH&S) personnel who manage the materials
and waste stored at the facility. '

Prior to investment of capital funds to substantally improve this facility at its present locatiom, the
University undertook a Comparative Site Study in tate 2003/early 2004 to evalnaie optidns for relocation
of the facility to a different on-campus site. The University sought a site that could adequately meet the
operating demands, public health and safety requirements, and environmental protection mission of the
EH&S Department in a manner that met or exceeded standards established at the existing facility.

S E A Consultants Tne, was engaged by the Umvar‘sn:y to conduct the Comparative Site Study, with.the

-assistance.of a project Advisory Committee composed of représentatives from the Jocal community, the
campus population, environmental advocacy groups, and the University admifistration. — The tharge
given to the Committee was to' evaluate a minimum of three sites, including the existing site, and
determine the most appropriate location for a new, or substantially renovated facility. Ultimately, SE A
and the Committee evaluated six sites that were identified throngh a preliminary screening procass.

S E A worked closely with the Committee to develop the criteria against which the sites would ba
- evaluated in greater detail. Members of the Committee brought with them considerable kmowledge and

information about the University and the surrounding commumity - information that was essential <o the
identification of appropriate and measurable criteria for this analysis. § E A would ke to aclnowledge
and express gratimde to the Committee members for their efforts and contributions to this study:

The Committee inclndes:
.= Captain John Flaherty, University Fire Department
... Associate Professor Glenn Wamer, Director, Institute of Water Resources
Mr, Michael Callahan PR, Cham‘.nan “Windham Water Wotks Conmission
Ms. Meg Reich, Willimantic River Alliapce
Mr. Gregory Padick, Town Planner, Mansfield, CT
Ms. Karls Pox, Assaciate Viee President, Chair, UConn Master Plan Ad\qsorj,' Committes |
Ms. Pamela Schipani, Associate Director, Residential Tife
Ms, Japnifer Kaufman, Resident, Mansfield, CT

- % oW W wW.W

The Committee was chaired by Richard Miller, Director of Environmental Policy. Frank Labato,
Director, and Stefan Wawzyniecki, Chemical Health and Safety Manager/Chemical Hygiene Officer, of
‘the University’s Environmental Health and Safety Department, provided technical assistance to the
Commiittes. Additional assistance was provided by a stndent Environmental Intern.

The Committee agreed that the evaluation should rely on objective data to the extent practicable. Among
the data sources referenced for the evaluation were existing operating records for the current facility, the
University's North Campus and Outlying Parcels Master Plans, engineering plans for uiilifies and sites,
orthophotos and aerials of the campus, USGS topography maps and Gaographic Information Systems
(GIS) mapping for the University and swrounding area. The (IS mapping allowed the commiites to see
graphic representation of existing natural and built resources, and evaluate potential impacts to those -
resources based on proximity, topography and adjacencies to other existing or proposed land uses.
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To compile and process the daia obtained from these sowrces, the Commitiee used 2 Mulg-Attribute
Decision Matrix (the “matrix™) to determine how each site compared relative 1o 2ach of the others. The
mairix calculates scores for each site relative to specific criteria. . While all of the criteria were chosen
because they were deemed: important to the process, each of the criteria was not deemed to be equa]ly

imperiant. The Commitiee achieved a COISEnsus sround the criterla to be included in the mam}n. asg
Iollows:

Environmental/Ecological Impact — proximity to plant and animal habitats as well as wetlands
and watercourses.

Public Health Impact — prmmty to exlstmg or annmpat ed academic/classroom buildings,
homes, or student housing. .

Public Water Supplies — proximity o groundwaier or surface water pubﬁc water supplies, and
proximity to the Iachargaareas or watersheds associated with those supplies.

Public Safefy/Seoumity and Accessibility = “Hioes the sl Minimiz

well 25 malicious damage, or terrorist threats, and will it allow for timely emergency TeSpanse
and Inlmmﬂl disruption of campus acm‘lty in the event of a release?

Consistency with University of Connecticnt Master Plans, Local and State Plans of
Conservation and- Development and Surrounding Land Use — is the site location in

conformance with plans for future wse and/or preservation and conservatlon, and does it
cemplement surrounding land nses?

Operational Efficiency and Cost ~ dOE't.S the site allow for appropriate upgrades in waste

handling systems, site interior circulation, staff oversight from a proximate location; and cost
efﬁczanmes in labor and equipment?

Traffic Safety/Circulation — ‘does the site location minimize pedestnan!vehlcle. conflicts,
agcommindate efficient waste vendor access and-egress-from-the campus;-and minimize -distance -

traveled on campus roads for internal waste p:ck-ups/dehvenas (ie. proximity to waste
generators)}? .

Reuulatory Reqmrements will the site location tngger addltmnal pBi'm:Lthg or Ieportmg
requ::eme:nts? .

The Committee reached consensus about the appropriate criterla to evalnate, however, members differed
. in their opinion as to the relative importance of each eriterion. The matrix tool allowed SE A and each
Committes member individually to assign his or her own value (referred to as the “weight factor™) to the
respective criterion, and independently score the six sites selected for detailed evaluation. Therefore,
each member arrived at an independent assessment of relative site suitability. Upon completion of the
site 'scoring by 8 E A and Committee members individually, the range of scores for each site was

recorded, and the average of the range was calculated Through ﬂ]J.S analysis, 2 CONSEnsus was mat
regarding a preferred site.

The following six sites were evaluated:

= The existing facility location; ’ _
= A parcel within the fenced area of the Water Pollution Control fﬂcﬂity (WeCh);

P.94
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A parcel west of the WPCF in the vicinity of the existing Transfer Station and decommissioned
sand filter beds; ‘

The northem portion of Pascel D (see North Campus Master Plan);

The northeastern portion of Parcel E (see North Campus Master Plan); a.ud_.
An area within the Core: Campus/Smence Quad.

‘Based on the data available, and the process established, the site that scored best ralanve to the ofhers.was
the parcel west of the WPCF in the vicinity of the existing transfer station. On the basis of the ev alviation

results, § E A recommends that the Transfer Station site become the primary ajl:ematwe site for a re-
located hazardous waste storage facility.
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CHRISTOPHER J. DODD
CONMECTICUT

hem #11

COMIITTEES:

BANIKING, HOUSING, AND
URBAN 2FFLIRS

: AELATIONE WASHIMGTON, D 205702702
FOREIGM AELATIONE WASHINGTOM, DC 2057 {60 286840
TR (350; £22-T408

HEALTH, EDUCATION, LAZ0R,
ANG FEHISIONE

June 9, 2004

RULES AMD ADMIMISTRATION

The Honorable Elizabeth C. Paterson
Mavor, Town of Mansfield

Four South Eagleville Road

Audrev P. Beck Building

Mansfield, Connecticut 06268

7 S s
Dear T\iay@r%r_}son:
= /4'a j /

i . . . . - . . . -
Thank vou for contacting me regarding the highway bill and funding for the extension of
Hillside Road. It was a pleasure to hear from you.

I share vour concern about this issue. As vou know, the House version of the Highway
bill, which was passed on April 2, 2004, included §4.5 miltion for the project to extend Hillside
road from the University of Connecticut’s Stomrs campus to connect with Route 44, This bill has
not vet gone to conference, but please be assured that I will continue with my colleagnes Senator
Joseph Lieberman (D-CT) and Representaiive Rob Simmons (R-CT} to include this project in the
final version of the highway bill. e

The University of Connecticut has also requested Federal support for the Hillside Road
extension in the fiscal year 2005 Transportation, Treasury, and Independent Agencies
appropriations bill. Federal funding, if secured in this bill, would be used for the road’s
extension to Route 44, As you may know, the current budget 1s expected to contain the largest
deficit in our nation’s history — more than $400 billion. This deficit will make it difficult to
secure funds in an appropriations bill, even for a worthy cause such as the Hillside Road

extension. However, you may be assured that I will support the University's request to my
utmost ability.

Again, thank you for taking the time tg-eontact me. Please do not hesitate to do so again
if I may be of any further assistance.
‘ W Singerely,
%W why M o
C TOPHER J. DCDD
7
/4 . |

United States Senator

CID:Ikb
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C ‘g rﬁ' Item #12

2800 BERLIM TURNFIKE, 7.0, BOX 317546
NEWINGTON, TONNECTICUT (6131-7546
Phone:

July 20, 2004

Mr. Martin H. Berliner
Town Manager

Town of Mansfisld _ .
4 South Ezgleville Road RECD Jut 29 2mp
Wiansfield, Conneclicut 06268

Dear Mr. Berliner:

Subject: Project No. 77-202
Sait Siorage Facility at
US Route 6 Norih Frontage Road
Town of Mansfield

Enclosed is a sat of preliminary design plans for constructing a new salt sicrags shad at
the Depariment's highway mainienance facility on North Frontage Road adjacani to the US
Route 6 expressway, plus a picture of a typical salt shed building. This project is part of &
comprehensive program to update all of the Departmeni’s salt storage facilities in Connecticut
by constructing state-of-the-art salt mixing and storage buildings and related site wark
improvements. These projects are needed to minimize the release of sodium and other storm
control maierial into the environmeant, as required by State regulation.

The improved salt storage facility will allow the Department to better mainiain the state
roads in the Mansfield area, Final design plans for this projec:t are scheduled to be completed
in September 2004. Construction is anticipated to beg;n in the spnng or 2005 contlngent upon
recaipt of :undlng and environmental permits.

Mr. Robert Messina, the Project Manager, will be in contact with you shortly io discuss

the project. Should you have any questions in the meantime please contact M. Messma at
(860) 594-3305. _

Veryﬁtruly yours,

NI \r\,

James A, Norman, P.E.

‘Manager of State Design

Bureau of Engineering and
.Highway Operations

Enclosurs

An Egual Goportunizy Employer
Primed cn Aecycled or E;m'=r-d Faper
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Shed Deseription: The sall shed is a gambrel style building constructed of wood und typically measures 96" long X 57 wide X 33" highe The roof of (he shed s
covered with asphalt shingles. The ends of the shed are covered with cedar shingles. Site work (ypically inclodes the installation o new Limminous pavement wilh an
: ] I 1

impervious membrane, site lighting, and a closed drainnge system. The sile is deseeedsternrmmdtms e frlmtrr et re e
the site. The gross particle separator is desipned to trap any sand that may wash ofT the site.




Item #13

Total Acras of Lanc with Buildings/Facilitiss: 157.24]
Toral Acras of Land with [ndividual Manasgemsnt Plans: 133803
Toial Acras of Land with Groupad Managemeant Plans: 187.81
Total Acres in Eassmenis 241.07
Total Acres of Town Owned Land snd Easamenis 123831
Notes:
“Exchudes roads owned by T.he Town
*Diozs not inciude two parcels ownsd by the Mansfield Housing
Authority

“Through a iesss arangement, the Town manages aciive
recraational uses ai the 53-acrs Lions Club properiy west of
Warmwooed Hill Rdl.
~“Through a lease arrangemeni, the Town manages a 44-acrs opan
space parcel along Nelson's Braok between Birch Road and Middle
Turnpika, ‘
*Through a lease arrangsment, the Town maintains limited public
access rights from Depot Road to the Willimantic Rivar.
*Through an ezsement arrangement with J. James, the Town
maintaing an open space and recreation sasament on
approximately 4.5 acres of land adjacent to Schoolhouse Braok
Park (between Clover Mill Road and Browns Road)
* There is a irail agreement with John Troyer for a trail on his
property connecting to the Southern portian of Dunhamtown
Forest

*Through s cansarvation ezsement with the Prlunano iamily a

portion of Nipmuck trail aleng Sawmlll Brook is permansntly
preservad,

Piol



Town Twnad Land and ¢

Juiy 1, 2004

Land with Buildings/Facilitiss
Nams il.ocation |Asraags
lAucrey 2. Beck Euilding |Sa. Ezaivite Rd | 5,40
\Euchapan Cansrilioramy) \Warranvilis Rd. (Ri.59) L10
Discovisry Denet (Childears cantsr) Depot Rd, 13.80
Eaglevils Fire Dent, Siorrs Fd.(RL 193 1.00
IGoodwin 3enooni Huniing Lodos Rd. 11.80
Surlayl(Ping Faving) Cametary Bonsmill Bd 1.0
Middis|aehool |Spring Hilt Rd. 25.00
New Mansiisid Cenier Camstery Cemetery Rd 4,40
Stafford Rd (Ri 32/S. Eagleville
Old Eagleville Schoolhouss Rd.(Ri. 275) 1.70
0Old Mansfield Canter Cematery Storrs Rd. at Cemesiery Rd 1.50
Old Town Hall (Historical Society) Siomrs Rd.( Rt 1985 |  0.70
Reynoids School (storags use Depot Rd, 1.00
Senior Center Maple Rd. 1.80
Southeast Schoal. Warrenvllle Rd. (Rt.B9) 16.10
Town Garage/Dog Pound Clover Mill Rd. 20.00
Transfer Station Warrenville Rd. (Rt.88) 268.70
Vinton School - Siafiord Rd (Rt 32) 22.70
Total Acres of Land with Buildings/Facilitiss: | 181.40
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rarks and Other Land with Siis-Speciiic
Mznagement Plans
{Name |Locaticn {Acrsags|
{Beviar Tarm [E. side of Eaxter Bd. 25.20)
Soring Hill =d. (M. of Mansiieio
Bodwell Sarm Middle School) 6.30
Biceniznnial
Fond/Schoolhcuse Brook
Pond N. Side of Clover Mill Rd. 170.00|"
950 ' of irontage aiong Crans Hill
Crang Hill Fisld Rozd 12.23
Comman Fields/Cal, £ Siorrs
Field Bassatis BriCamatiary/Storrs Rd 18.00
Mulbarry Road includes & S-acra
open space dedication from
Consy Rock Praserve Horsashos His subdiv. 62.25
5. of Dunham Pond Rd.J,
Fieldsione Drive, former
Dunnzack Proparty, formar Siblay
Fropsny, and Maplewoods
Dunhamiown Forest Subdivision 22815
' Stajiord Rd./ E. of Willimaniic
Eaglaville Preserve River 23.00
Echa Lake off Echo Rd. 13.00
Fifty Foot Easi/ Storrs Roads 102.00
Ferguson Property Crane Hill Road 1.19
1o - Warrenville Rd. {South of Mt
Harakaly Properiy Hope Rd) 0.80
Litile Lane Property Little Lans 1.80
McGregor Property Stonemill Rd./ E of Fenton River 2.20
ierrow Meadow Merrow Road 16.00
M. of Northeast Correciiona
Middle Turnpike Property Center 43.60
Mt. Hope River Park Warrenville Rd. 358.33
Storrs. Rd. opposite Puddin
Porter Meadow Lane 5.80
So. Side of Clover Mill Rd
(Includes Barrows, Hall,
Schoalhouse Brook Park Swanson Larkin Property) '328.80
Sheiter Falis Park Birch/ Huniing Lodge Roads 75.10
Soring Hiil Field Spring Hill Road 16.001
Sunny Acres park Meadowbrook Lane 6.50
Thornbrush Road (Off Old Kent .
Thornbrush Road Properiy Rd} 0.8t
S, sidg of Gurleyville Rd. W of
Tarrey Property Fanion River 28.80

2103
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Town Owned Land and Conssrvaiion Sassmenie Az of July 1, 2004

Saw Miil Brook Prasarve ! ]
South of Crane Hill Rd along
Sawmill Brock Includes Fesik
proparty and Landiock parcsl

purghasad from ihe Yernon Family), 79.54
Mansiieid Citv/ Whiis Cak
White Cedar Swamp Roads 30.00

Total Acres of Land with Individual Management Plans:| 1338.03

Noie: * = portions of one 231-acre parcsl
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Town Cwned Land and Conservaticn E2semenis A

P il b zaE -
Opan Space Landg with Grous

Mamsz

Birchweooa Heighis Rd.

o

Boutder Lane |

-1

Candide Lans (M. o7 Sizarns Rd. includes segment of Cider Mill Srock)

iChathem Drive (3 parceiz) I

03 Gafcm
o]
—l

[

Chenay Drive

1.0
Cosiello Clrcle 0.90
Caoventry Rd, | 1.20
Covaniry Rd, (Smith Farms Subdivision) I 2.70
Crane Hill Rd. | 1.20
Davis 24, i 1.30
Deerisld Lane [ 17.00
Elizaheth Ra. 200
Eliiss Road 1.80
Farmsisad Rosd | 2.10
Fellen Road ! 0.90
Fsllen Road l £.90
Gurlavville Roac (east of B ngv Lana) | 1.20
|Hichland Road (carner of Stearns Rd.) | 24.80
|Hillcrest Drive 0.20
Hillvndsis Road 210
Hoily Drive 1.80
Homestead Drive (2 parcels) 5.70
Jacobs Hill Road 2.70
1Kaya Lane 9.40
Lorrains Drive 210
North Eagleville Road(twe groups of parcels at Meadowood Road) 3.70
North Eagleville Road/ Hillvndale Rd. 3.30
Philip Drive - 5,80
Meadowbrook Ln opposite Pollack Rd (Pine Grove Subdivision) 0.85
Meadowbrook Ln opposiie Pollack Rd {(Fine Grove Subdivision) 0.85
Quail Run Reoad (Vinion Woods subdivision) 6.45
Russat Lane L 0.80
Sawmill Braok Lane 13.80
Stafford Road (Morth of Coventry Road) 8.90
Staiford Road (South of Cider Mill Road) 6.00
Stearns Road (No. side East of Vinton School} 2.30
Stearns Road (So. Side betwesn Stafiord and Woodmont Roads 6.20
Warrenville Rd. (Scuth of Mt Hope Rd)-Stephen Estates 0.80
Storrs Rosad (So. Of Cedar Swamp Road) 4,00
Thomas Drive 5.50]
Westgate Lane 0.90
Woodmoni Drive 1.70
Total Acras of Land with Grouped Manacremenz Plans: 204.86
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Town Owned Land and Consarvaifon S2sements As of Julv 1, 2004

-
Conssryation Easemenis
Land Protecisd with Writien Agreements with the Town
Names |Acraags
Adeling Pl. {Pine Grovs subdivision} | 1.60
Bassaits Bridos Rd. {Hawthorne Park Subdivision) | 147
Birch Road/Hunting Lodge Rd.(Highbrook subdivision) | 3.80
Broocksids Lane (Desr Ridgs subdivision) 3.00
Brookside Lane (Dear Ridge subdivision) 3.00
Browns Rd. (Southern portion of Schoclhouse Brook Park) 4.50
Browns Rd, (Well House Subdivsion) 1.58
_|Candids Lane {Ouimetts/ Pichey Parcels) ~ 1.00
Candide Lane/Stearns Road (Pond View Ssiates) .73
Cantor/Grous Subdivision, Storrs Ra, 6.40
Chatham Dr. (2 parcsig) ‘ 1.80
Caonantvilie Rd. {Ledgebrook) 3.00
Coveniry Rd. (Smith Farms Subdivision) 82.30
Crane Hill Road (Drassler & Weliz Subdivsion) 2.75
Crane Hill Road {Paimar Property (DevsiopmentRighis)) 14.00
Davis Rd. (Gifford Sstates subdivision) 15.00
Dunnock (Dunnock Acres) 5.52
Ezasi md/Windswapi Ln {Windswapit Manor subdivision) 6.30
Fieldsione Drive/Maplewoods subdivision) ' ' . 13.80
Highland Rd./Steneridge Lane(Laure! Ridge subdivision) 7.00
Hillyndale Rd. (Lyrnwood subdivision) 1.90
Homestead Dr. (Homestead Acres subdivision) : 2.00
Lorraine Dr.{Woodland Estates subdivision) 5.00
Maple Rd/MaxFelix Dr. (Maplewoods Sect. 2 subdivision) 18.93
Mapls Road (Mapleview Farms subdivision) 11.50
Mzple Road (Nursing and Rehab Center) 3.00
Middle Turnpiks (Favretii propsrly) - 7.70
Maulion Rd. (Raynor Subdivsion .14
Mulberry Road (Partridge Way subdivision section 2) 4.75
" [Mulberry Road {Pariridge Way subdivision) - 4.30
Nipmuck Rd. {Fenton Valley subdivisian) 0.50
South Bedlam Rd. (Buhrman Estaies Subdivision, Sections 1,2 and 3) 16.70
South Eagleville Rd. (Crassing at Eagle Brook subdivision) - 11.80
South Eaglevila Rd. (Mansfield Cooperativas project) 15.70
Soring Hill Rd, {resubdivision of Gifford Estates, lat 27) 2.901-
Steams Rd./Candide Ln (Pondview subdivision) 0.73
torrs Heights Rd. (Jznas praperty) 1.70
Storrs Rd. {Norling propariy) 7.00
Warrenville Rd.(Rozaring Brook subdivision) 3.20
Warrenville Rd.(Stephen Estates) 2 parcals ' 12.50
White Oak Rd. {Cidsr Farms | subdivision) 8.00
Wildwaod Rd.{Nichols/Heppie property) 9.50
Woadland Rd. (Bast Subdivisian) 5.20
|Wormwood Hill Rd. (Abbe Esiates subdivision) 0.30
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Town Owned Land and Conservaiion Eas

smenis As oi July 1,
[Wormwood Hill Rd, (Abbe Esiates subdivision) 2.49
Waormwood Hill Rd. (Litile Divide subdivision) 4,00
Total Acras In Easemenis; 279.83
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hem #14
June 12,2004

Cynthia van Zelm, Executive Direclor
iviansfield Downtown Parmership

PO Box 313 -

Storrs, CT (06268

Dear s, van Zelm,

I am pleased to congratulate you on the inclusion of Mansfield, Connecticut in the
National League of Cities” Examples of Programs for Cities database. Your Mansfield
Downtown Action Agenda 2000 joins more than six thousand proven city solufions that
NLC provides to its 18,000 member cities on & wide range of issues. To ensure database
accuracy, please look over the enclosed program description, make any changes or
addifions that you see fit, and return it to NLC at your earliest convenience.

In addition to the database, NLC offers other venues through which your city can exhibit
its successful program.

e The James C. Howland Awards for Municipal Enrichment recognize and
highlight communities that, through effective policies and thoughtful planning, have
preserved and/or enriched a high quality of life in cities, towns, and villages. The
nomination deadline for 2004 has passed, bui information and nomination forms for
2005 will be available shortly at www.nle.org Programs/Awards/Howland awards.

* NLC s City Showecase is an annual exhibition of succassful, creative programs from
cities and towns across the couniry. This year, the Showcase will be held in
Indlanapohs at NLC’s anmual Congress of Cities, November 30 - December 4, 2004.
This is NLC’s biggest conference of the year, atiracting more than 4,000 of the
nation’s city officials. Information and an application can be found at www.nle.org

Conferences/Congress of Cities/City Showcase.

Once again, congratulations on your accomplishments, and please consider participating
in either or both of the aforementioned programs. If you have any questions, please fzel
free to contact Dylan Nicole de Kervor at (202) 626-3073 or via email at

dekervor@nlc.org.
Sincerely, i

A
Bruce Calvin
Manager

Municipal Reference Servn:c

-t f ) . ) e, - " Lt

- .
Past Prosidentz: Karen-And Nayar, Wi Minnest « Clarence E. Antaany, Mayar, Sou Bay, Floddz = Willizm 5. Hudnut, 1, Vicz Mevt, Town of Chavy Cifast, Marvizng » Shome demes,
Mayar, Hawark, Hew Jerssy » Brian J. O'Nelll, Councdman, Priledelmhie, Fentsylvenia » Direciors: Lorraine Andersen, Countiimember, Awvata, Ceinrade = fionald Betes, Mayar Pro e, Loz Alemites. Califgmie
+ Phil Bazemare, hayor Fro Tem, Monice, Monh Caroiing » Danfel Baardsiey, ir, Execuiive Girerer, Rhoue lsizod Leznue of Cilies and Towne » Canrad W, Bowers, Mayar, Brisgston, Missmni = ozelle Bayd,
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A Mambsar Service of the National League of Cities

Plezse indicate any changes in contact information or program description in the areas
provided and return to the address listed beiow. Thank you.

t There are no changes.
[ have raviswed the provided program information and it is accurate.

% thave indicated changes below.
1 This program no longer exisis:

O it has been complefad, O It has been discontinued.
Proaram contact information: Updated contact information:
Coniact: Cynthia van Zeim, Executive Director Contact:
' Title:
Phone: (860) 428-2740 Phone:
Email: None on record Email:
Web address: Program Web address:

www.mansiieldct. org/town/Deparimants_and_Servi
ces/downiown_partnership

Address: Address:

Mansfield Downtown Parinarship

PO Box 513 :
Storrs, CT 068268

Program description: Mansfield Downtown Action Agsenda 2000

3

The Mansfield Downtown Action Agenda 2000 outlines the concepts of Mansfield's downtown
revitalization plan. To accomplish the goals set forth, Mansiield entered into & partnership with the
University of Connecticut and members of the community to create the Mansfield Downtown Partnership.
The concept master plan includes three main elements: mixed-use developmeant, a town green, and
marketi-raie housing. Strestscaps improvements are also a vital piece of future development.

Updataed proaram description:

**Please aftach an updated description, if necessary.™

COMPLETED BY:
Name:
Piease return to: Signaturz!
Dylan Nicole de Kervor Ignature:
Mational League of Cities .
1301 Pannsylvania Ava, N\ o Phone:
Washington DC 20004 ' N "
Fax: (202) 626-3043 e . R Email
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	Agenda
	APPROVAL OF MINUTES
	1.	Issues Regarding the UConn Landfill Including the UConn Consent Order, Public Participation Relative to the Consent Order and Well testing (Item #1, 07-12-04 Agenda)
	2.	University Spring Weekend (Item #1, 07-26-04 Agenda)
	3.	Reynolds School Renovation (Item #9, 06-14-04 Agenda)
	4.	Appointment of New Town Council Member
	5.	Personal Service Agreement – Day Care Support at Mansfield Discovery Depot
	6.	State Grant to Purchase Alternate Fuel Vehicle (Pool Car) - ConnDOT’s Alternate Fuel Vehicle Demonstration Program
	7.	Extension of Single Family Refuse and Recycling Collection Contract
		DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS
	8.	M. Berliner re: Downtown Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement Project Small Town Economic Assistance Program
	9.	C. van Zelm re: June 30, 2004 Progress Report, and Semi-Annual Financial Report for the Downtown Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement Project
	10.	G. Padick re: Notice of Scoping, Proposed UConn Hazardous Waste Storage Facility
	11.	Honorable C. Dodd re: Hillside Road Extension
	12.	CT Department of Transportation re: Salt Storage Facility at US Route 6 North Frontage Road, Town of Mansfield
	13.	Town Owned Land and Conservation Easements as July 1, 2004
	14.	National League of Cities re: Examples of Programs for Cities Database

