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REGULAR MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL-SEPTEMBER 27, 2004

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the regular meeting of the Mansfield Town Council to
order at 7:32 p.m. in the Council Chamber of the Andrey P. Beck Municipal Building.

L.

1L,

III.

ROLL CALL

Present Blair, Clouette, Haddad, Hawkms Koehn, Paterson, Paulhus,
Schaefer :

Absent: Redding

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Clouette seconded to approve the minutes of
September 13, 2004, with one spelling correction.

So passed unanimously.

There was a short break in the meeting to wish Carl Schaefer a happy 700
birthday and to share a cake with him. '

QPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

Mr, Bob Cook, 219 Separatist Road, spoke on the problems created by the
parties being held on Hunting Lodge Road specifically at Carriage House
Apartments. On September 3, 2004 he returned home late, and found 1t
almost impossible to go down Hunting Lodge Road because of the amount of
people who were drunk and walking down the road. He did not feel safe in his
car. This issue is not a University/Town issue it is a public safety issue and
therefore a Town issue. This has been a long-standing public issue and
containment of a crowd is not the answer. He urged the Town Council to
identify the problem as a public safety issue and gave potential solutions. The
town needs to pass and enforce ordinances on jaywalking, loitering and
littering. He felt that state police were not needed to enforce these ordinances
just the town police or perhaps town constables. They could fine those persons
involved. However, these solutions need to be announced by the media in the
local radio stations, newspaper, and the Daily Campus.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. An Ordinance Regarding the Exemption of Property leased to Charitable,
Religious or Nonprofit Organizations

The Public Hearing was opened at 7:45 p.m. No comments Public Hearing
closed.
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2. Amendment to An Ordinance Regulating the Possession of Aleohol by
Minors

The Public Hearing was opened at 7:48 p.m. No comments. Public
Hearing closed.

V. OLD BUSINESS

3. An Ordinance Regarding the Exemption of Property leased to Charitable,
Religious or Nonprofit Organizations

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Schaefer seconded that efiective September
27,2004, to adopt “An Ordinance Regarding the Exemption of Property
Leased to Charitable, Religious or Nonprofit Organizations™ as presented
by staff in its draft dated September 13, 2004, and which ordinance shall
become efiective 21 days after publication in a newspaper having
circulation in the Town of Mansfield.

So passed unanimously.

4. Amendment to An Ordinance Regulating the Possession of Alcohol by
Minors

Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded that effective September 27,
2004 to amend “An Ordinance Regulating the Possession of Alcohol by
Minoers™ as presented by staff in its draft dated September 13, 2004 and

 which amendment shall become effective 21 days after publication in a

" newspaper having circuldtion in the Town of Mansfield.
Motion so passed Ms. Koehn abstained.

5. University Spring Weekend and Campus/ Cbmmunity Relations

No action taken.

VI. NEW BUSINESS

6. Open Space Acquisition

Mr, Haddad moved and Ms. Blair seconded that effective September 27,
2004, to refer theacquisition of the Morneau property to the Planning and
Zoning Commission for review pursuant to Connecticut general Statutes
8-24, and to schedule a public hearing for 7:30 p.m. at the Town Council’s

regular meeting on October 12, 2004 to solicit public comment on the
proposal. ' '

So passed unanimously.
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Section 1. Title.

This ordinaace shall be known and may be cited as the “Exemptlon of Propeny Leased to
Charitable, Religious or Nonprofit Organizations Ordinance.”

Section 2. Legislative Authority,

This ordinance is enacted pursuant to the provisions of Connecticut General Statutes §12-81(58),
as amended. ‘ '

Section 3. Intent and Purpose.

This ordinance is designed to implement the provisions of Connecticut General Statutes §12-
81(58), as it may be amended from time to time, to allow the Town to exempt from local taxation
certain real and personal property that is leased by a charitable, religious or nonprofit
organization from another charitable, religious or nonprofit organization and is used exclusively
for the purposes of the lessee charitable, religions or nonprofit erganization.

Section 4. Exemption of Real or Personal Property.

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 12-81(58) of the Connecticut General Statutes, the Town of
Mansfield does hereby exempt any real or personal property leased by a charitable, religious or
nonprofit organization to another charitable, religious or nonprofit organization, provided that: a)
the lessor is, as determined by the assessor, exempt from local taxation as of the date of the
applicable tax list; b) the lessee 15, as determined by the assessor, exempt from local taxation as
of the date of the apphicable tax list; and c) the leased property is used exclusively for the

purposes of the lessee. Said exemption shail apply io the tax list of October 1, 2004, and io each
tax list thereafter,

Section 5. Quadrennial Submission of Proof of Tax Exempt Status.

On a quadrennial basis in accordance with the assessor's schedule, any charitable, religious or
nenprofit organization leasing property from another charitable, religicus or nonprofit
organization, shall submit evidence in a form prescribed by the assessor demonstrating that the
lessee organization is, as determined by the assessor, exempt from local taxation as of the date of

the applicable tax list and that the leased property is used exclusively for the purposes of such
charitable, religious or nonprofit organization.
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Section 6. Certificate of Correction.

Pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §12-57, any charitable, religious or nonprofit
organization may at any time prior to the payment of the tax or within one yéar subsequent to the
payment thereof, request a certificate of correction from the assessor to remave certain leased
property from the tax list of the mumcipality. Thereafter, in the event of prior payment of the tax,
any chantable, religious or nonprofit organization may make application, in writing, to the
collector of revenue for a refund of said tax pursuant to Section 12-129 of the Connacticut
General Statutes. Any such charitable, religious or nonprofit arganization requesting a
certificate of correction must submit evidence in a form prescribed by the assessor demonstrating
that the orgamzation is, as determined by the assessor, exempt from local taxation as of the date
of the applicable tax list and that the leased property is used exclusively for the purposes of such

charitable, religious or nonprofit organization.

Section 7. Construction.

Whenever uged, the singular number shall include the plural, and the use of the plural the
singular. : . ' ' : '
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Section 7. Viclations and Penaliies.

A.

For the first violation, any person cited under Section 3 of this Ordinance shall be subject to a
fine of pinety dollars (390) ese-hundreddetass3300) OR requirad to complete a substance
abuse awareness and prevention prograil, which cost shall not exceed ninety dollars ($90)
pre-hundred-dellars-(5108). For each subsequent violation, any person cited under Section 3
of this Ordinance shall be subject te & fine of ninety dollars (390) spe-hundrad-dallas

. For the first violation, any person cited under Section 4 of this Ordinance shall be subject to a

fine of pinety dollars ($90) szehundred-dellazs {5308) OR required to complete a substance
abuse awareness and prevention program, which cost shall not exceed ninety dollars ($90)
ens-hundred-dollass-{S100), For each subsequent violation, any person cited under Section 4
of this Ordinance shall be subject to a fine of ninety dollars (390} ene-hundred dalinss

(54005

All fines paid pursuant to this Ordinance shall be payable to the Collector of Revenue of the
Town of Mansfield
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7. MRRA- Amendment to Solid Waste Regulations

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Clouette seconded to recess as the Town
Council and convene as the MRRA. R _

So passed unanimously.

Mr. Schaeffer moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded that effective September
27,2004, to schedule a public hearing for 7:45 p.m. at the Town Council’s
regular meeting on October 12, 2004 to solicit public comment on the
proposed amendment to Section A196-6 (L) of the Solid Waste
Regulations. '

So passed unanimously.

Mr. Haddad moved and Ms. Blair seconded to adjourn as the MRRA and
reconvene as the Town Council

So passed unanimously.

8. Presentation on Strategic Planning

Mr. Mati Hart, Assistant Town Manager, gave a presentation to the
Council on Strategic Planning,

By consensus the Council requested that the staff prepare a draft proposal.

VII. QUARTERLY REPORTS

Mr. Haddad moved to table to the next meeting all quarterly reports,
Seconded by Ms. Blair.

So passed unanimously

VIII. DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

IX. REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

Mr. Clouette reported on the Committee on the Community Quality of
Life. Members are: Mr. Clouette, Mr. Hawkins, Ms, Blair and Mayor
Paterson.
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The committee has met three times to discuss the quality of life in town
and the impact of large off campus parties on residents and property in
Mansfield. The committee knows that this is a personal safety issue. They
will move forward and look at existing ordinances and how they can be
enforced. The committee has drafted 13 strategies on this issue, 8 of which
are solely the town’s responsibility. Hopefully by the end of Ociober there -
will be a report given to the Council. Sean Cox, our Resident Trooper has

"been working with other law enforcement agencies to step up
enforcement. Nao restrictions have been placed on the committes on their
recommendations 1., Staffing. Other ordinances may be needed fo assist
in the achievement of these recommendations, o

X REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS

Mr. Paulhus reported that he attended the Festival on the Green and that it
was very successful.

Mayor Paterson announced that there were over 200 volunteers that
assisted with this program held on September 19, due to the inclement

weather on the 18",

X1, TOWN MANAGERS REPORT

There is a Downtown Partnership meeting on October 5, 2004 at 1244
Storzs Road.

There 1s a Town/University Relations Committes Meeting on October 15,
2004. from 4-5:15pm

The DEP, as part of the state’s Natural Heritzge, Open Space and
‘Watershed Land Acquisition Grant Program, has awarded Mansfield the
grant to preserve the Dorwart Property,

The Town Manager handed out the list of STEAP Awards for Fiscal Year
2004-2005.

The Town Manager handed out a list of construction projecis for the
University also an article from the Daily Campus “freshman class best in
UConn history™.

Mr. Hawkins handed out the story in the Chronicle of September 27,2004,
about the police sting which arrested 8 at an UConn fTat party. -

Xil. FUTURE AGENDAS

XIII. PETITIONS. REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

9. Town Owned Land and Conservation Easements as of July 1, 2004
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10. E. Paterson re: Town Representatives to Community-Campus Partnership
on Substance Abuse

11. E. Paterson and M. Berliner re: Inmate Work Crew
12. E. Paterson and M. Berliner re:. Accessible Mailbox
X1V, EXECUTIVE SESSION
Not needed.

AV.ADJOURNMENT

At 8:38 p.m. Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded to adjourn the
meeting. _ -

So passed unanimously.

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

LEGAL NOTICE
TOWN OF MANSFIELD

PUBLIC HEARING
OPEN SPACE ACQUISITION-MORNEAU PROPERTY

The Mansfield Town Council will hold a Public Hearing at their regular meeting on
Tuesday October 12, 2004 at 7:30 p.m. in the Council Chamber of the Andrey P. Beck
Municipal Building, 4 South Eagleville Road to hear public comment regarding the
acquisition of the Morneau property on Clover Mill Road abutting the Harrison Marsh
portion of Schoolthouse Brook Park. '

Packets describing the parcel are on file in the Town Clerks office. At this hearing
interested persons may appear and be heard and written communications received.

Dated at Mansfield, Connecticut, this 28% day of September, 2004.

Joan E. Gerdsen, Town Clerk
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Ttem #2

LEGAL NOTICE
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
PUBLIC HEARING®
AMENDMENT TO SOLID WASTE REGULATION

The Town Council, acting as the MRRA, will hold a public hearing on the amendment to
the solid waste regulations at their regular meeting on Tuesday October 12, 2004 at 7:43
p-m. in the Council Chamber of the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building, 4 South
Eagleville Road to hear public comment on this amendment.

The change is in the definition of a “multi-family™ residence from three units to two units
to accommodate the occasional need for a dumpster at a two-unit residence.

Packets describing the amendment are on file in the Town Clerk’s office. At this hearing
interested persons may appear and be heard and written communications received

Dated at Mansfield, Connecticut, this 28" day of September, 2004.

Joan E. Gerdsen, Town Clerk
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Itemn #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: JowryGouncil,~ 2
From: Mg%ﬁ%ﬁngemager

CC: Jefirey Smith, Director of Finance; Matt Hari, Assistant Town Manager
Date: October 12, 2004

Re: Financial Statements Dated June 30, 2004

Subject Matter/Background
At its September 13, 2004 meeting, the Town Counci referred this item to the Finance
Committee.

Recommendation |
The Finance Committee has reviewed the statements, and recommends that the
Council accept the item as presented.

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

Move, effective October 12, 2004, to accept the Financial Statements Dafed June 30,
2004 as prepared and submitted by the Department of Finance.
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To:
From:
CcC:

- Date:

Re:

Item #4

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary
Io)/v Councly 2 » - :
ATt (et f afrtn”
Mam%ﬁ’ﬁ:Bé/r |ng€‘fgm7n Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
October 12, 2004

Issues Regarding the UConn Landfill Including the UConn Canseni Order,
Public Pariicipation Relative to the Consent Order and Well Testing

Subiject Matter/Backeground

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

Attachments

1) Quarterly Progress Report — July, August and September 2004

P15



University of Connecticut
T A Adminisiration and Operations Services

Achimod md | | RECD ocT 04 2002

Engineering Services
September 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: CONSENT ORDER#SRD 101, STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (CYDEP)
QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT — JULY, AUGUST & SEPTEMBER 2004
UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT LANDFILL, STORRS, CT
PROJECT # 900748

Dear Mr. Frigon:

The University of Connecticut (UConn) is issuing this Quarterly Pro gress Report to the Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protectlon (CTDEP) Project progress is discussed for the following
topics:

Remedial Action Plan Implementation, Landfill and Former Chemical Pits
TUConn Landfill Closure

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

UConu Landfill Interim Monitoring Program

Closure Schedule Following CTDEP Approvals

Hydrogeologic Investigation — UConn Land{ill Project

Long-Term Monitoring Plan

Technical Review Sessions

»  Technical Review Session Information

» UConn's Technical Consultants - Hydrogeologic Team

Discussion on Activiiies Completed in July 2004

Discussion on Activities Completed in Angust 2004

Discussion on Activities Completed in September 2004

Schedule for Compliance (Revision No. 3)

Listing of Project Contacts

Reports

Certification

An Egqual Oppartunisy Emplayer

31 LeDayt Road Unir 3038
Storms, Connecticur 06269-3038

web: hoop:/fwww.aes.uconn.edu P16



CTDEP Consent Order
Quarterly Progress Report < July, August, & September 2004
September 30, 2004

The following actions undertaken or completed during this period comprise of the following:
Remedial Action Plan Implementation, Landfill and Former Chemical Pits

The selection of the Construction Manager (CM) for the project, and the Award of the Construction Manager
contract, was based on an evaluation by UConn of the Proposals submitted by Pre-Qualified Construction
Managers, the Pre-Qualification Application, and further supplementary mformahon a5 obtained by the
University. The CM represents UConn on the job and will also be the liaison for issues that may arise in the
community during construction. While the design and implementation plan tried to anticipaie problems during
construction, if any problems arise, the on-site manager Wﬂl be the person fo address them as quickly as
possible. . .

A Notice of Award for the Remedial Aei_:ien Plan Implementation Landfill and Former Chemical Pits,
UConn Project No. 900748 based on Construction Management Proposal Results was sent to O & G
Industries (O&G). A Notics to Proceed was issued to O & G on August 31, 2004, :

Pre- Constructlon Phase Serv1ces requu'ed by UConn that are to be provided by the Construction Manager
include the following tasks:

. Prepare and submit Prehmmmy Construction Cost Estimates -

¢ Update project regarding cost and schedule impacts of additional Work requested by UComn

». 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 Plan .

¢ Prepare and Submit a Construction Manager’s Construction Schedule - .

¢ Preparation of Prehmmary Construction Sehedule

» Attend Pre-Construction Meetmge

. 'Aﬁend Public Meeting K

TUConn Land#ll Closure

Project Statns Backoround

On Tue 26, 1998, the CTDEP issued a Consent Order to UConn. The order requires UConn to
thoroughly evaluate the nature and extent of soil, surface water and groundwater pollution emanating
from the UConn landfill, former chemical pits and an ash disposal site known as F-Lot. “The order also
requires UCconn to propose and implement remedial actions necessary to abate the pollution. The
Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Report and Remedial Action Plan- have been submitted to CTDEP.
UConn released the Draft Final Comprehensive Hydrologeologic ‘Investigation Report- and Remedial
Action Plan for the UConn Landfill for public view on January 20, 2003. Copies of the eight-volume
report, comments from reviewers (CTDEP, United States Environmental Protection Agency - USEPA,
and the Town of Mansfield) and a summary fact shest are available in the research section of the
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CTDEP Consent Order °
Quarterly Progress Report — July, August & September 2004
September 38, 2004

Maensfield Public Library, in the Town Manager's Office, at University Commumcaﬁous and at the
CTDEP in Hartford.

Location

The Study Area includes the former UConn landfill, former chemical pits and F-Lot, which are located in
the northwest corner of the UConn campus. The area is bordered by North Hillside Road to the
east/northeast, Cedar Swamp Brook to the north and west, and Hﬂlynda.le Road to the south. The locanon
of the Study Area is illustrated on Figures 1.

The Study Area is located primarily on the UConn campus, with residential areas to the west and
commercial areas to the south of the landfill and F-Liot. Businesses in the commercial district include gas

", stations and a Connecticut Light and Power (CL&P) electrical substation along North Eagleville Road.

The landfilt and its environs are abutted by a number of UConn facilities, including the Motor Pool,
Central Warehouse, the UConn Facilities Management/Operations Departments, parking areas, and the
water pollution contrel facitity (WPCF). UConn dormitories, ‘classrooms, and a parking garage are
located southeast of the Study Area along North Eaglevilie Road.

The residential areas near the Study Area include single-family homes and a number of apartment
complexes. The closest residential property to the Study Area is a student apartment complex known as
Celeron Square. Celeron Square is located immediately west/northwest of the landfl]l and former
chemlcal pits area. :

Closure

The closure and post-closure recommendations for the landfill in consideration of current site conditions
and the proposed post-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 consclidation 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.

Redevelopment

The site redevelopment scheme and specific information for post closure development is provided in the
Remedial Action Plan (RAP) aud 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 land use
restriction (ELUR) will be placed on the landfill area, the chemical disposal p1ts and F-Lot to protect the
landfill cap and limit site use. Elements of the closute mclude

. Site preparation, ]muted waste relocatlon compaction and subgrade preparation and capping;
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CTDEP Consent Order

Quarterly Progress Report July, Augngt, & September 2004
September 30, 2004

. Landfill cap construction that includes a gas collectmn 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 mlgratmn,,
Construction and operation of a storm water management system;

. Development of a comprehensive post closure maintenance and mnmtormg 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 nse plans, were prepared in accordance
with the requirements of the Solid Waste Management Regulations and the Remedlal otandard
Regnlations (RSRs). Further, post-closure use design considered the need to:

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 throughout post-closure;
Maintain final cap integrity considering site settlement 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 radins of the TUConn 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 regunlated wetlands disturbed
during the remediation project construction and other mitigation for wetlands that will be permanently
lost due to the project. It also addresses Jmplementatlon of the restoratmn plan, mcludmg topscnl
requirements, plantings, and control of invasive species.

Haley & Aldrich and Mason & Associates have prepared a detailed Mitigation/Restoration Plan and
conducted an on-site meeting with the ACOE NE and with the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA). Comments from CTDEP were also addressed.

CTDEP: On September 12, 2003, Permit Application Transmittal Forms for the UConn Landfill 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 Saniiary Sewer. A December 3, 2003
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CTDEP Consent Order
Quarterly Progress Report — July, August, & September 2004
September 30, 2004

transmittal from Haley & Aldrich to CTDEP provided responses to comments 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 Approval Letter Received

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

Landfill regrading

Installation of a final cover over the landfill and former chemical. pits
Elimination of leachaie seeps

Regrading and capping of the chemical pit area

Establishing a vegetative cover

Plan for post-closure maintenance :

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 therclosure plan included: .

»  Site preparation, limited waste relocation, »  Construction and operation of a storm water
compabtion and subgrade preparation and _ managsment system
capping : - »  Development of a comprehensive post
» TLandfill cap construction, which includes a - closure maintenance and monitoring
gas collection layer, low permeability layer program
and protective cover/drainage layer : s 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 parkmg
emissions from the landﬁll and prevent lots
uncontrolled migration '

» Construction of a leachate collection system

On January 22, 2004, the revised Closure Plan report was submitted to CTDEP, Town of Mansfield,
EHHD, and the USEPA. The closure plan sets aside areas for a number of activities to take place,
including soil processing and stockpﬂmg, room for storing materials and equipment, and soil and waste
removal areas,
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CTDEP Consent Order
Quarterly Progress Report — July, August, & September 2004
September 30, 2004

UConn's construction management firm will have to comply with odor, noise, dust and other controls,
inciuding keeping any relocated waste covered. The comtractor will also build a construction fence
around the site for security. The first steps in closing the landfiil will focus on removmg sediments and
consolidating waste. :

On July 22, 2004, Addendum No. 2 to the Comprehenswe Hydrogeologic Iuvestlcratmn and Remedial
Work Plan was submitted to CTDEP.

Narrative Report -Nature of Construction

The project consisis 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 landfili. 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
atherwise discharge to adjacent streams and wetlands.

Contaminated sediments will be remediated by excavation, dewatering and placement of sediments in the
landfill prior to final grading and capping, Excavation, filling and construction activities will be required
. along the perimeter of the landfill to consolidate landiill 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 sedJments and solid waste through consolidation and capping,
and collect leachate-contaminated groundwater to prevent d1scharue to waters of the State of Connecticut.

Intended Sequence of Operations

The following is a sequential list of the proposed operations:

e  Mobilization, Site Preparation, and »  Leachate Interceptor Trench (LIT)

Stormwater/Erosion Control Construction

e  Staging of field offices and related *  Installation of Pre-Cast Concrete Buildings
equipment ‘s Land reshaping and grading

e Security fencing »  Cover System Installation

e  Construction of service roads *  Road and Parking Lot Construction

*  Contaminated Sediment Removal and - »  Project Completion, Demobilization and

Relocation _ - : Closeout
¢  Waste Consolidation

Area of Disturbance

Approximately 2.58 acres of wetland will be disturbed by-landfill closure and removal of contaminated
sediment north and south of the landfill. Approximately 1.39 acres of wetland will be permanently filled
during the project.
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Private Propertv 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
response has been received by UConn to remediate sediments, continue to collect samples, and to msta]l
wells. : :

Interim Monitoring Program Update

The IMP Repart will follow the initiation of Round #13 IMP Sampling and will be distributed to CTDEP
and others.

Wetlands Mitigation

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 15, 2003. The
wetland mitigation plan has evolved in response to guidance received from the CTDEP and ACOE.,
Alternatwe wetland nuttgatlon 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 eriteria used in the
evaluation of mitigation area suitability were:

. Site construction should not disturb yaluable wildlife habitat
. Site hydrology must be reliable to support desired wetland hydropenod
. Sites should be isolated from human activity

Other components of the Mmgatlon Plan include restoration of wetland areas disturbed by waste consolidation,
landfill closure or sediment remediation, establishing an open space corridor and controlling invasive species,
The wetland mitigation program’s main goal is to provide compensation for wetland functions and valnes 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 temporanly disturbed as a result of proposed .

sediment remediation total approxlmately 2.7 acres,
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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. UConn aunthorized Lenard Engineering, Inc.
to conduct surveying, review existing property informaticn, 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.

Table 1

Residences Connected to UConn Water System and Well Abandonment Resnonses
Address _ Offer to Connect Well Abandonnient
10-Meadowood 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 Accepted by new owner

_ Residence Not Connected ‘
22 Meadowood Road Rejected Rejected

. ASchedule for the Desion. Approval. and Construction for Extension of Water Service .~ _

« Bid Results for: North Eaglevﬂla and Meadowood Roads Water Main Extension, Project MAC-BI-
901004 - MCC Construstion @ $150,872.45
*  Awarded contract to MCC Construction

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

UConn 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 Landiill Interim Monitoring Program (IMF)
IMP sampling continued duﬁug this period. Twenty-five 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 thirteen active resideniial water supply wells. On Aupust 13, 2004
Interim Monitoring Report May 2004 Sampling Round #14 was submitted to CTDEP.
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Closure Schedule Following CTDEP Approvals

» Preparation of Bid Documents Weeks 1-4

Land Reshaping and Grading Weeks 38-42

(Completed) . e Cover System Installation Weeks 43-49

* Hire Project Construction Management » Road and Parking ot Constructlon Weeks
Weeks 2-3 (Completed) ' 38-50

» Review Confractor Submittals Weeks 3-11 » Project Completion, Demobilization and

*  Mobilization, Site Preparation, and " Closeout - Installation of Monitoring Wells
Stormwater/Erosion Control Weeks 11-16 Weeks 51-54 A '

» Contaminated Sediment Removal and s Preparation of closwre certification report
Relocation Weeks 17-22 Weeks 55-58

+ Waste Consolidetion Weeks 23-34
* (Construction of the leachate interceptor
trenches (LITs) Weeks 35-40

Hydrogeologic Investigatiﬁh ~UConn Landfill Project

Phoenix Environmental Iaboratories, Inc. (Phoenix) is located in Manchester, CT, and is an independent

State-certified laboratory (http://www.phoenixlabg. comfProﬁ]e html}, UConn is utﬂlzmg Phoenix for
project analytical analyses

Long-Term Monitoring Plan (LTMP)

A multi-year plan will continue sampling of soil gas, surface water, shallow monitoring wells and
bedrotk wells in the study area and several adjacent private properties to monitor water quality 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 . 65 Meadowood Road » 206 Separatist Road
' 41 Meadowood Road . 202 Separatist Road . ' 211 Separatist Road

Technical Review Sessions
Public involvement principles are summarized as follows:

* 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 participants 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.
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o The public involvement process seeks out and facilitates the involvement of all those poten’nally
affected. R _

The specific goals of public involvement &t the UConn Landfill Project are: . - |

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

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

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

e To ensure the development and dissemination of accurate, comprehensive information about all

- aspects of the site investigation, environmental monitoring programs, and cleanup, including tlmely

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.

Technical Review Session Information
General

To summarize, the public involvement proceés is being utilized to provide public involvement in the CTDEP
decision-making process regarding the mvestlgatlon, ermmnmental momtonng programs, and potential
cleanup of the site. .

Public Availability Review Session

There were no public availability sessions held during this reporting peried. The‘pemlittir:xg procésé
undertaken for the UConn landfill and former chemmal pits will take place with a public mesting in
October 2004.

The last step in the preparatmn for the closure of the UConn landfill and former chemlcal p1ts will talqe place
with a public meeting in October 2004 on the project permits, which include:

Section 404 Individual Permit (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers)

Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Permit and 401 Water Quahty Cert:ﬂcate

Flood Management Certificate

General Permits for Discharge of Groundwater Remedla’non Wastewater to a Samtary Sewer

{possible modification to existing permit)

. General Permit for Dlscharge of Stormwater and Dewatering Wastewaters from Construction
Activities

. Combined Permit for Disruption of a Solid Waste Closure Area, Landfill Closure, and Post-

Closure Use
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The CTDEP will accept comments on the permits at the Public Meeting. Final review of the permit
applications is ongoing, and the Public Meeting date and comment period will be announced at the end of
September. The article below spmmarizes the final documents under review, including the Wetland
Mitigation Plan, the Section 404 Individual Permit application to the Ammy Corps of Engineers and
related permit applications to CTDEP. UConn has contracted with O&G Industries of Torrington, CT, to
act as Construction Manager for the closure construction. GZA GeoEnvironmental, Inc, will act as a
subcontractor to provide environmental and geotechnical engineering services on the project. O&G’s
Project Manager will participate in the Fall Public Meeting to mest members of the community.

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  Imternet  address s
http://www.landfillproiect.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 landfill and former chemical pits remediation based on draft Remedial Action Plan,
Consultant has submitted Closure Plan and Permit applications to CTDEF.

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

United States Geologic Survey: The USGS work tasks included Final Supplemental Hydrogeologic
Investigation Scope of 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. '

Phoenix Environmental aboratories. Inc.: Phoenix is conducting sample analyses as part of the UConn
Landfill project and IMP.
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Epona Associates. T1.C: As subcontractor to Haley & Aldrich, Epona provided professional risk
assessment services as well as mesting attendance and technical input. This consultant was involved in
data assessment and data evaluation plus coordinating ecological samph:lg and risk assessment issues,
Consultant assisted in the preparahon of the Compreheuswe Hydrogeologic Report and Remedial Acmm
Plan. -

Regina Villa Associates: RV A is the community information spec.ialist. 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.

- Environmental Research Ipstitnte: ERIs work tasks included Final Supplemental Hydrogeologic
Investigation Scope of Work coniribution and reviews. ERI is presently not conducting any sample
analyses as part of the UConn Landfill project and IMP. ERI had completed groundwaier proﬁ]mcr and
soil gas surveys, along with public meeting preparation.

Discussion on Activities Completed in July 2004

UConn: . o
o Completed construction of the exténsion of Water Service - Meadowood and North Eagleville
Roads
e Continued review of permitting and design work for landﬁll and former chemical pits
remediation based on draft RAT

Review of detailed Wetland Mitigation Plan
e Issued Notice of Award and Began Pre-Construction Phase Discussions Wlth Construction

Management Firm
Halev & Aldrich:
o Continued design and parmltnng work for landfill and former chemlc:al pits remedlatlon based on
RAP
® Preparation and submittal of the detailed Wetland Mitigation Plan and Revised Alternatives
Analysis

e Prepared draft Comprehensive Hyd.rugeologlc Investlgatmn Report Addendum 2 (revisions in
response to Town and regulatory comments) ,

e Review of Contract Documents submitied to Construction Mananremeut firms

o Review of proposed well abandonment program and permanent discrete zone monitoring system
program

Epona:

¢ Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemcal pits
remediation based on draft Remedial Action Plan
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USGS: : .
e Continued review of permitting and design work for landfill and former chemical pits
remediation based on draft Remedial Action Plan

Mitretelc:
» Continued review of permitting a.ud design work for landfill and former chemical pits
. remediation based on RAP , '
» DBegan preparation for public meeting in September o dweuss pubhc comments on various
permits.

* Reviewed draft UConn- Update

Phoemx
* Conducted analyees of sampling from IMP and additional residential areas

ERL
e 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.

Discussion on Activities Completed in August 2004

UConn:

» Completed construction of the extension of water service - Meadowood and North Esgleville Road

e  Submittal to CTDEP: Application for General Permit for the Discharge of Groundwater Remediation
Wastewater to a Sanitary Sewer

» Submittal to CTDEP: Application for General Permit for the Discharge of Stormwater Dewatering
Wastewater

* Issued a Notice to Proceed to O & G Industries, Inc, '

Haleyv & Aldrich;

o OnJuly22,2004, Addendum No. 2 to the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic Investigation and Remedial
Work Plan was submitted to CTDEP (revisions in response to Town and regulatory comments) along
with a letter detailing responses to specific comments.

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

» Review of proposed well abandonment program and permanent discrete zone monitoring systern
program

e  Preparation of CTDEP Application for General Permit for the Discharge of Groundwater
Remediation Wastewater to a Sanitary Sewer (applicable to contaminated waters generated during
construction dewatering)
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* Preparation of CTDEP: Application for General Permit for the Discharge of Stormwater Dewatering .

Wastewater
» Initiation and Completion of Round 15 sampling for the Fnterim Monitoring Program

Epona:

o  Confinned review of permitting and demgn work for landfill and former chemical plts remediation

based on draft Remedial Action Plan

USGS:

e Continued review of permlttmg and design work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation

based on draft Remedial Action Plan

Miiretek:

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

» Reviewed drafi Updare. -
 Began preparation for public meeting in September to discuss public comments on various permits.

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

ERL:
* No analyses conducted

RVA:
« Continued to communicate with public and respond to public queries
o  Discussed fall public mesting issues with staff and CTDEP

Discussion on Activities Cdmpleted in.Septeniber 2004

UConn:

e  Held pre-construction services meeting with the Constructlon Manager

Conducted landfill mowing operations

Coordinated surveying service requirements

Preparation for public meeting in October to discuss public comments on varigus permits
Wetlands meeting and site visit with ACOE, CTDEP and USEPA on September 20, 2004

Halev & Aldrich:

o  Continued design and permitting work for landfiil and former chemical pits remediation based on

RAP

=  Review of proposed well abandonment program and permanent discrete zone monitoring system
program

o  Review of Round 15 sampling for the IMP
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o  Attended pre-construction services meeting with the Construction Manager

*  Commence on preparation for public meeting in October to discuss public comments on various
permits

»  Wetlands meeting and site visit w1th ACQE, CTDEP and USEPA on September 20, 2004

Epona:
«  Continued review of permitting and design work for landfil] and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft RAP

‘USGS:

»  Continued review of perm1tt1ng and demgn work for landfill and former chemical pits remediation
based on draft RAP ‘

Mitretek:

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

. » Began preparation for public meeting in October to discuss public comments on various permits

DPhoenix:
¢  Conducted analyses of sampling from IMP and additional I'BSIdEDIIE.I areas

ERI:
o No analyses conducted

RVA:

»  UConn Update preparation :

e Continued to communicate with public and respond to public queries

= Discussed fall public meeting issues with staff and CTDEP

» Began preparation for pubhc meeting in October to discnss public comments on various permlts

Schedule for Compliance (Rewsmn No. 3)
The submitted Plan for presentation and the Schedule for Compliance for Consent Order SRD-101

Hydrogeologic Investigation - University of Connecticut Landfill, F-Lot and Chemical P1ts Storrs CT,
has been proposed for mnd}ﬁcatmn as follows (completed ztems in italics):
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Schedule for Compliance (Revision No. 3) Hydrogeologic Tuvestigation of UConn Landfill, F-Lot,
and Former Chemical Pits, Storrs, Connecticut (completed items in ialics)
' Updated September 9, 2004

Consent Order

Conients

Dates of Presentations.and

the UCorn Landfil],
Jormer chemical pits, F-
Lot, and contaminated

| Remedial Action Plaw inthe
.Comprehensive Report

Deliverable : Submittals to CTDEP
UConn Landfill and Results of Ecological Assessment | January 9, 2002 (presentation
Former Chemical Pits — | and Implications of the Assessment | completed); April 11, 2002 (interim
Ecological Assessment on Evaluation of Remedial report submitted™)

| Alternatives
UConn Landfill and CSM details and .supportmg February 7, 2002 (preseniation
Former Chemical Pits — | geophysical, hydr ologwal and completed)
Conceptual Site Model chemical data | April 8, 2002 (interim report
(CSM), impact on bedrock | submitted™®) ’
growmdwater quality -
Remedial alternatives for | Report will be included as the June 13, 2002 (presentation

completed)

integration of information
in all interim reports and
all previous reports

«  Long Term Monitoring Plan
v Schedule (to include public
and agency review, permiiting,
- design, end construction)
v Post-Closure
»  Redevelopment Plan for the

ground water ‘
Comprehensive »  Results of Comprehensive August 29, 2002 (presentation™?)
Hydrogeologic Repor t and Hydrogeologic Investigation .
Remedial Action Plan - «  Remedial Action Plan

October 31, 2002 (Comprehensive
Report Submiited to CTDEF)

UConn Landfill and F-Lot :
Comprehensive Final Release of Report and Plan for January 2003
Remedial Action Plan CTDEP and public review of
Report remedial design

Remedial 4ction Design to
include comprehensive
interpretive design of the
Landfill final cap

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

A Technical Review Committee
Meeting was held Wednesday, June
23, 20603.

Summer 2003 (Congprehenme
Design Submittal) ‘

A public review session for the
UConn landfill design took place at
the Town of Mansfleld council
chambers at the Audrey P Beck
Mumicipal Building, Mansfield, CT
on Wednesday, September 3, 2003.
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Updated September 9, 2004

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

Consent Order Contents Dates of Presentations and
Deliverable Submittals to CTDEP
Implement Remedial Finalize detailed construction July 2003 through June/July/
Action Plan for the UConn drawings, and specifications August 2004 .
Landfill, former chemical .Develop bid packages based on (Contractor selection June/July
pits, F-Lot and approvedﬁengc?éz{ Action Plan 2004 Notice of Award Sent to
contaminated groundwater |~ gglzqg‘gg?;;'a ;m;ng Process %%ED sk
- Obtain Permits as detailed in the
Remedial Action Plan
Mobilization & Fieldwork .
Initiaiion of Construction | Selection of contractors and ihe January- September 2004 mobilize
af Approved Remedial beginning of Pre-Construction contractor(s) (Contingent on
Option Phase Services and construction of | Construction Timetable **¥)
approved remedial options REVISED *##*
Initiation of Long Term DMP sampling continues quarterly. | On-going 2004
Monitoring Plan (LTMP) ‘ REVISED *%#**
Completion of Remedial Comprehensive final as-built August 2005 (Winter - Sprmg
Construction drawings and closure report for the | 2005) - Anticipated completion of
UConn Landfill, former chemical | construction (Contingent on
pit area. Consfruction Timetable *#*)

TO BE REVISED *###

Post-Closure Monitoring

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

August 2005 (Contingent on
Construction Timetable *#¥)-
TO BE REVISED *##x

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

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

£

Stk

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 local reviews and conditions,

Hegskk

Updated September 9, 2004
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Listing of Project Contacts

Town of Mansiield CT Department of Envirgnmental Protection
Martin Berliner Raymond Frigor, Project Manager '
Town of Mansfield CT Department of Environmental Protection
Audrey P. Beck Building Water Management Bureau
4 South Fagleville Road 79 Elm Street
Mansfield, CT 06268-2599 + Hartford, CT 06106-5127
(860) 429-3336 (860) 424-3797
U.S. Environmenial - Universitv of Connecticut
Protection Agency Scott Brohinsky, Director '
Chuck Franks University of Connecticut, University Communications
U.S. Environmental 1266 Storrs Road, Unit 4144
Protection Agency Storrs, CT (06269-4144
Northeast Region (860) 486-3530
1 Congress Street (CCT) .
Boston, MA 02114-2023 Richard Miller, Director
(617)918-1354 : University of Connecticut, Environmental Policy
' 31 LeDoyt Road, Unit 3038
Haley & Aldrich, Inc. Storrs, CT 06269-3038
Rick Standish, L.E.P. (860) 486-8741
Haley & Aldrich, Inc.
800 Connecticut Blvd. James Pietrzak, P.E., CHMM, Senior Project Manager
East Hartford, CT 06108-7303 University of Connecticut, Architectural & Engineering Services
(860) 282-9400 31 LeDoyt Road, Unit 3038 ‘

Starrs, CT 06269-3038
| (860) 486-5836
Reports

Copies of all project documents are available at:

Town Manager's Office : CT Dept. of Environmental Protection
Audrey P. Beck Bldg. Contact: Ray Frigon

4 South Eagleville Road 79 Elm St.

Mansfield, CT 06268 Hartford, CT 06106-5127

(B60) 429-3336 (860) 424-3797

Mansfield Public Library UConn at Storrs

54 Warrenville Road Contact: Scott Brohinsky

Mansfield Center, CT 06250 University Communications

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

Storrs, CT 06269-4144
(860)486-3530
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Certification
.As part of this 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-hased 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 understand that any false statement made in this document or its
attachments may be punishable as a cnmmal offense.

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

Sincerely,

Executive Director
Architectural and Engineering Semces

LGEs/mP

P34



CTDEP Consent Order
Quarterly Progress Report — July, Angust, & September 2004
September 30, 2004

ceC;

Gail Batchelder, HGC Environmental Consultants
Martin Berliner, Town of Mansfield '
Scott Brohinsky, UConn

Thomas Callahan, UConn -

Marion Cox, Resource Associates

Brian Cutler, Loureiro

Amine Dahmani, ERT

Elida Danaher, Haley & Aldrich

Dale Dreyfuss, UConn

Nancy Farrell, RVA

Linda Flaherty-Goldsmith, UCoenn

Charles Franks, USEPA

Todd Green, GZA

Peter Haeni, F.P. Haeni, LL.C

Allison Hilding, Mansfield Resident

Traci Iott, CTDEP

Carole Johnson, USGS

Ayla Kardestuncer, Mansfield Common Sense
John Kastrinos, Haley & Aldrich

Alice Kaufman, USEPA

Wendy Koch, Epona

Prof. George Korfiatis, Stevens Institute of Technology
George Krans, UConn

Dave Longo, O&G

Chris Mason, Mason & Associates

Peter McFadden, ERI

David McKeegan, CTDEP

Richard Miller, UConn

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

Elsie Patton, CTDEP

James Pietrzak, UConn

Susan Soloyanis, Mitretek

Rick Standish, Haley & Aldrich

Brian Teal, CTDPH

William Warzecha, CTDEP -
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Tiem #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

W ncdfv ’
From erfi nsr Town Manager

CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Gregory Padick, Town Planner
Date: October 12, 2004
Re: Open Space Acquisition — Morneau Property

Subject Matter/Background

As previously discussed, staff has executed a tentative agreement to purchase the .9-
acre Morneau property on Clover Mill Road. The agreement is subject to approval of
the Town Council.

The parcel is located on the west side of Clover Mill Road abutting the Harrison Marsh
partion of Schoolhouse Brook Park, and consists of a portion of the marsh and upland
area adjacent to the road. The Open Space Preservation Committee supports the
purchase, and believes that it wouid serve several goals:

« Complete the acquisition goals for this section of Schoolthouse Brook Park

» Provide some off-road parking for visitors using the Marsh Trail (Current parking
is along the road, which always raises safety concerns.)

» Prevent future inappropriate uses by a future private owner that could impact
water quality to the marsh »

« Serve as a possible site for an observation deck to view the marsh and its wildlife

At its last meeting, the Town Council referred this item to the Planning and Zoning
Commission (PZC) for review pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §8-24. The
PZC has voted to support the purchase of the Morneau property as the acquisition
would promote Plan of Conservation and Development goals and objectives,

Financial Impact
The purchase price of this property is $4, 300 and the town has available funds in the
open space account.

Legal Review
The Town Attorney has reviewed and approved the purchase agreement.

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Council authorize the Town Manager to execute the tentative
purchase agreement.
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if following the pUbIIC hearing the Councli supports this recommendation, the following
motion would be in order:

Move, effective October 12, 2004 fo authorize the Town Manager to execute the
attached tentative purchase agreement for the .8-acre Morneau property on Clover Mill

" Road.

Attachments

1) Tentative Purchase Agreement

2) Open Space Preservation Committee Recommendation to Town Council
3) Planning and Zoning Commission Response o CGS §8-24 Referral

4) Site Map
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NT BY: JBEL JANENDA ATTORNEY; 2E0 848 8120; BEP-{-04 {0:41%;

RECD SEP 16 2004

AGRETMENT TO SELL AND PURCHASE REAL ESTATH

.This sgreement is entered inio on N_eﬂ)l' 3, 2004 by and between the Town
of Mansfield (Purchaser) and Rache] G, Mornean, Trustee (Seller). '

1. Contingent u.pon final approval by the Mansfield Town Council, the Seller
agraes to sell to the Purchaser 1 (more or less) scre of unimproved lend
sitnated on the westerly side of Claver Mill Road as depicted on the attached
map. The subject parcel is depicted on assessors map 23, block 60, The
subject property wes acquired by the Sellet in 1976 (ensfield Land Records
Volume 146, Page 137)

2. 'L'he purchase price shall be $4,300.00 (Four Thousand Three T-Tund:rﬂr.l
Dollars) and ghell be paid as follows: _

a. $500.00 this date
b. Total balancs at the time of closing, unless alternatwe BrTEngement arc
murtually agreed upon

3. 'I'he Seller aprees to execute, acknowledge and deliver & Warranles Deed’
conveying ttle io the sub_;act propetiy, free on all encumbranees, 1o the
Purchaser, : .

4. The premises ere belng sold “AS [S™ and Buyer has either inspected the
property or has waived any [nspection,

5. The closing shall take place on or before Novernber l:: 2004 unless an
alternative date is mutually agreed upon.

Town of Mansfield (Purchaser) Rachel G, Morneau, Trustee (Seller)

N

M i S -0y IR Mﬁé v h‘?,mw 2 /is)oy
Marlin H. Berliner Date Rashel G. Mornsau Date
Town Manager Trusies
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OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION TO THE TOWN COUNCIL

The Momeau Property

DESCRIPTION :

The proposed area for Town acquisition is a 0.9-acre parcel on the west side of Clover
Mill Road abutting the Harrison Marsh portion of Schoolhouse Brook Park (see map). The
property consists of a portion of the marsh and a small upland area adjacent to the road, which
has been used for parldng in the past.

GOALS
Town ownership of this property would achieve the following goals:

Complete the acquisition goals for this section of Schoolhouse Brook Park.

Provide off-road parking for 2-to-3 cars for park visitors using the Marsh Trail, which
enters the park approximatelyd50 west of the parking area.(ses map). Currently, trail . .
parking is along the road, and it is not possible to place cars completely oif the road at

the trail entrance.

Prevent potentially inappropriate uses of this area by a private gwner, which could
impact water quality in the marsh and in Schoolhouse Brook, which ﬂows out of the
marsh just west of this parcel.

The committee noted that this could be a potential site for an observation deck to view the marsh
and its wildlife. Perhaps construction could be funded by a graut and be part of a Scout project,
as at Mt Hope Park.



PLANNING AND ZONING COMDMISSION
' TOWN OF MANSFIELD

AUDREY P, BECK BUILDING
FOUR 50UTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
STORRS, CONNECTICUT 06268
{203} 429-3330

Memo to: Town Council

From:  Planning and Zoning Commission ﬁ‘ﬂw
_ Rudy J. Favrattl

Date: October 5, 2004

Re: 8-24 referral: Proposed Town purchase of .9-acre Morneau property on Clover Mill Rd.
At a regular meeting on October 4, 2004, the P]anm.ng and Zomng Commlssmn unammously
adopted the following motion: :

" “that the PZC notify the Town Council that the proposed acquisition of the Morneau property
would promote Plan of Conservation and Developmant goals and ob]ectlves and is supported by

the Planning and Zoning Con:m:ussmn

¥f you have any questions regarding this action, please contact the Planning Office.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

GREGORY I. PADICK, T_owr-: PLANNER -

Memo to: Planning and Zoning Commission
From: Gregory J. Padicl, Town Planner
Date: 9/28/04

Re:  B-24 referral: .9-acre Momeau propgrty, Clover Mill Road

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 8-24 of the State Statutes, the above-referenced proposed acquisition of land .

has been referved to the PZC for comment. The Town Council has cheduled a 10/12/04 Public Hearing on this

issue and, if possible, comments should be forwarded prior to the Public Hearing., The PZC has 35 days to report to
the Town Councﬂ The following mfurmatmn is provided for the PZC’s consideration:

. The property being considered by. the Town is about .0 acres in size and is located north of Clover Mﬂl Rd,,
near the intersection of Rt. 195. The Morneau property abuts Tawn-owned Schaolhouse Brook Park (over
350 feet of common property line, ses attached maps).

*  The Mérmean property is zoned RAR-90. Itis sitnated within the Willmantic Reservoir drainage basin, Based
on Town mapping, a majority of the property containg wetland soils. The site contains the southerly portions of

- a large marsh area. The site is not within designated flood hazard or stratified drift aquifer areas. Non-wetland
* areas exist along Clover Mill Rd. that could be utilized for parling or observation of adjacent wetland areas.
Brush removal would enhance the scenic character of the marsh area and improve roadside aesthetics.

The subject property is within an open space preservation classification on the Overall Plan of Development
map. Town acquisiion would be consistent with items A, C, E, F, H, K and L in the Plan of Conservafion &
Development’s listing of open space priority criteria (page 139).

s . The proposed acquisition has been teviewed by Mansfield’s Open Space Preservation Commttee The

" attached narrative from this comumittee supports Town acquisition, in part to protect water, quality in the
adj acent m’arsh area and in part to provide parking and obsgrvation opportumities..

Summarv/Recommenda‘aon . '

The proposed acquisition -of the Momeau property would expand Schoo]hause Brook Park, provide
opportunities 1o expand trail parking, help protect water qualify in an adjacent marsh area and enhance roadside
aesthetics. Town acquisifion would be consistent with Mansfield’s 1993 Plan of Conservation & Development. It
is therefore recommended that the PZC notify the Town Council that the proposed acguisition of the Morneau
property would promote Plan of Conservation and Development goals and objectives and is supported by
the Pianning and Zoning Commission.
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Ttem #6

Town of Mansfield
.Agenda ltem Summary

To: o Councl A
From: Martﬂ mEwrlmer Town Manager

CC: Lon Huligren, Director of Publlc Works; Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
Date: = October 12, 2004 -
Re: MRRA - Amendment to Solid Waste Regula’tlons

Subiject Maﬁe@cquogmﬂ_

As our solid waste collection system continues to evolve, the applicable Town
regulations (first adopted in 1980) need to be revised from time-to-time. In this case,
staff recommends changing the definition of a "multi-family” residence from three units
to two units to accommodate the occasional need for a dumpster at a two-unit
residence. To effect this change, staff has prepared the following amendment to
Section A196-6(L) of the regulations: :

L. For the purposes of these regulations only, multifamily residential
establishments shall refer to apartments, trailer parks and condominiums which
include three two or more dweiling units owned or managed by a common entity
as well as bUIIdlngs or parts thereof containing three two or more dwelling units,
including apartments, row houses and townhouses. Dormitories (including
fraternity and sorority houses) shall a]so be considered multifamily
establishments.

Financial Impact
As the collection services are contractual and the Town collects fees to pay for these
services, there would be no financial impact to this change.

Legal Review ‘
The Town Attorney has reviewed the proposed amendment, and does not anticipate
any legal ramifications.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that, following the public hearing, the Mansfield Resources Recovery
Authority (MRRA) adopt the amendment as proposed by staff. If the MRRA agrees with
this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, effective Ocfober 12, 2004, to approve the aftached amendment to Section
A198-6(L) of the Solid Waste Regulations.

Aftachments

1) Memorandum from L. Hultgren and V. Walton

2) Excerpt from Mansfield Solid Waste Regulations
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TOWHN OF MANSFIELD
MEMORANDUM
9/16/04

T Mariin 2. Berbiner, Town Menages -

FROM: Lon-R Eulioven, Directar of Publa Wosks

. Viemiz Weltcs, Recyoline/Refse Coordinator

RE: Change ta.q0lid waste regulations multifamily definifion

At iin Augngt 26, 2004 meeting the Solid Westz Advisory Commitise discussed changing tha
definition of 3 muitifamily residence, The iasue was raised by an owmer of & duplez who
wanted dorapeter sevvics, which is available anly to moltifamily residences, Currantly the
solid wasts regulations define muliifamily residences as thres or more dwelling vnits,
When the Regnlations were originally crafied in 1950, duplexes wers exclndad fom the
multifamily definition in order to imit the mumber of dumpster acconnis, a5 i was a new
program of the Town and we waznted the number of single family customers to remain
approximately the same.

Tt wes recommendef by the Committes to change the definition of mulHfmily to two or
more dwelling umits thersby allowing dimlexes the option o £ having &lmlpstar service. I

i3 anticipated that very fow will elect this option shnce i is over twice the sxpense ofthe

highest single-family service. In orderto reflect these changes, section, A196-6 {L} of the
solid wasts regulations needs to be modified. Below is the prnposed regulation chenge to
raflect the emended Town Code.

L. Forthe purposes of these regnlations onty, multiSemily eatdentis] estabiishments shall zafer
to epesiments, trefler pards and condomiminms which inchide $hees- twy or more dweling waits
owned or mansged by & common eniity a5 well as buildings or paris thereof cortaining S iwp
Or more uwaﬂm.. g wois, mcludiog apartments, row honses 'end towzhouses. Dommitories .
{nchuding fraternity end scm::i’r_y" bouses) shall aiso be considered mekifhmily residemial
establishments.

Couneil’s acton, acting as the Mansfield Resonros Reccwary Anthoriy 18 za'pecmﬁly requested
1 adnm"thesa ragulanun changes.
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Doumnant‘ ﬁ‘/?@"é .' | . | -

A

£. It ghell be mendatory for'all persons, except those physically dissbled, who 1= owners, lessess or
acoupanis of residentinl property, single-family or mmitifamily, o separais or ceuse io have agparated
from other solid weste all materisls desmuated 8g recyalaulem § A196-3 above..Causs to heve geparated
Tor sach rental property iaamng cnllamnn gervice shall incinde; :

(1) Beginning 60 deys afier the effectivs date of this smendment, caumngtu have all lassess
and/or principal occupants sign and dats a docwment staiing the lassee and/or proncipal occnpant has
recaived end read the Town's corvent :ecyclmg informetion, been informed of the day and place of
recyeling collection and hes & recycling bin in their unit (if partinent), and thereafter Tequiting

notification of the respmnmbﬂmes of Chapier 161, Salid Wasre, and regulations to be mcludedm
gech laase

(2)' Froviding for the collection and removal of reuynlables.

(3)  Providing individual recycling bing for each tmit Sor the term of the lease or providing
-ceniralized contatners with a prominent deseription of mandated items on or near the containers.

(4}  Disseminaiing cmrent recycling information, provided by the Tows, to each tnit no mors
than twice yeasty. ~

(3)  Instocting on-site managers in tecycling procedurss,

(6)  Assisting and cooperating with Town anfnrcamani personnel in detepmining 'r'acychng
compliance.

B.  Residential recycling co]lechon af newspaper, meagezines, housshald cardboerd, glass end metal
{ood containers and other paper shell be only es enthorized by the MERA utilizing the recyr:hn.freﬁlse
collector under contract with the Anthorty.

C.  Residenfial recycling collection $hall be available to the owners of a1l single-family and
multifamily residences cu:ﬂy et such tmes, schedules, fees end service 1evels as shaill be designated by
the MERA. Atthe owner's opiion, said collection may, be refiised in fevor of self-henling ons's own
zecyclables to the Town's designated recycling facility.

D. Effeciive October 1,1990, the provisions of this section shall apply to &ll residences in
Mensiisld, with the sxosption of lehmmﬂy residences (epartments end condominiwms) where owners
hevs current collsction contracts that extend past Octdber 1, 1990. The owners of said establishmenis
shall, st their option, contimis with their contract collection until such Hme as their cumrent coniract
expires, at which time the fill provisions of this section shell hecome effective.

E.  Clean end msofied newspaper &nd magaznes shall be tightly placed in standard grocery
shopping bags, placed in cormuasted boxes or securely ded in flat bundles, none of which shall weigh
more than 35 pounds, fupk mail may also be included in seid hags, boxes or bundles, provided that all
plastics are removed. Plastic bags shall not be used to contrin recyclebles.

F,  Comngated cardboard and boxes shail havs all packing materials removed and shall be collapsed
and placed in paper grocary shopping bags or tied in bundles not weighing more then 35 pounds.
Flattened household cardboard shell also be incinded in said bundles, provided that all plestic materials,
inner liners end packing materials have besn removed.

G.  Unbroken glass and metal food and heverage contsiners shell be seperated from other refise end
recyclables and combined in one or more toright contamers 1used onty for this category ofrecyclables -
end comtaining no paper or other Tubbish. These recyclables should not be fettened or processad in any




Dogument ' T

weay, but shonid be finsed. Lebels, lids and nedlccings nesd not be removed. Container(s) wmst be kapt
clean end in such a place es not io constituie a ntyisancs or be otherwise objectionable. PETE No. 1 and
HDPE Mo, 2 plestic containers shell be incinded with seid food containers as per Subseetion M below.

H.  Yard waste shall be separated from all uthar refise end recyelzble maierisls and either composted
or disposed of on ths properiy fom which it was generated. Yard waste may also be taken to the Town's
recyching srea after Srst being fimther seperated info brush and tress, leaves, grass c]mpmcs and siTmps.
Yard wasie shall not be disposad of with other refise or recyclables.

L Siorage betieries shell be separated from all other refiuse and recycleble materials end iaken to the
desizgnated dropoff ares &t the Town's solid waste/recycling area, or otherwise recycled, raused of sold
for sorap in  manner consistent with thess reguletions and Connecticni DEP requirements.




Docrment

J.  Wasteoil, used ofl filters and entifreeze shall be collected in cledn, covered confeiners and talcen
to the designated dropoff area at the Town's solid wasts/recycling area or ofherwise recycled, reused or

sold 1o a state-leensed waste 0il collsctor in a manner consistent with these regulations and Connecticit
DEP requirements. .

K. Berap metals shall be separated by {ype from all other refime and recyclable materials and telcen

to the Town's solid waste/recycling area or utherwise recycled, rensed or s0ld for scrap in a manner
consistent with these regnlatlcms and Connecticut DEP requirements.

‘d

L. Forthe prposes of these regulations only, mnltlfam:l}r residential es‘nhhﬂﬁmeuts ghall refer ta

apartments, {railer parks and condomininms which inclnde three or more dwelling umpits owned or
managed by & common entity as well as buildings or parts thereof containing three or more dwelling
units, including apertments, row houses and townhonses. Dormitories (incloding fraternity end sorority
houses) shall also be nonsidared muitifamily residential astahhahmams

M. PETENo. 1 end HDPE No. 2 plastic contsiners e*:cnptngmotor oil c:uniamars chall be separated
{from other refise and included with the glass and metal food and beverage containers, provided that
they are clean. Labels, lids and seck rings nesd not be remnved.

N.  Unbroken fluorescent lights shall be separated from all other refuse and recyclable materials and
talcen to the designated drop-off-araa et the Town's solid Waste/racychng ares, or otherwise recycled in &

manner consistent with these regulations end COEIJ.ED‘L‘LC‘Di DEP requitemenis, [Added 5-24-2001,
effective 11-1-2001]

&~
&

0.  Computer monttors, cnmputer accassories and televisions shell be separated from all other refise
end recycleble meterials end taleen {o the designated drop-off aves at the Town's solid waste/recycling

ares, or otherwise recycled or rensed in & manner consistent with these regulations and Connecticut DEP
qumremenis [Added 9-24-2001, effective 11-1-2 001]

§ A196-7. C‘ummermal recycling,

A, Effective October 1, 1990 it shall be ma::uiaiory for all parsons who are owners, lessees or
occupants of nonramdantwl extablishments and pubiic fnstifutions or facilities io establish recycling
programs end o separate from other solid wastes or erTange to separaie, collect, transpor‘ and marist all
materidls 50 desigaated as recyclable-in § A196-5 of these regulztions.

B,  This section shall also apply to multifemily residential establishments having e curent collection
confract that extends past October 1, 1990, wnifi said contract expives.

C. Al solid wasts collectors permitted to collect refise and racyclables in Mansfield wnder Cods §
161-11 who collect refiiss or recyclables from nomresidential establishmenis or public instifutions are
required by this section to: [Added 9-24-2001, effective 11-1-2 001]

(1)  Distributs the Town's corrent recycling brochnra to each new customer.

(2) Reporiio the Town's Rafuseﬁecyc]iné Coordinator recyoling violetions, including a lack of
recycling and the mij:ncr of recyclghles with frash.

3 Where the snhd. waste collector has assumed responsibility for providing Tecycling
containers, provide desr, accuraia igbelng on conteiners,

T U - 1 PV OO PV O
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Ttem #7

Town of Mansfield
- Agenda [tem Summary

To: Jgwp Ceuncil, .

From: Martin Bzémr(er, Town Manager

CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
Date: October 12, 2004 _
Re: Goal Setting and Strategic Planning

Subject Matier/Background

Attached please find a copy of a presentation we made to our department heads
concerning goal setting and strategic planning. The presentation is very similar to the
information we covered with the Town Council at the previous mesting.

At the November staff meeting, we plan to review the subject in more detail with our
department heads. We will then present any comments to the Town Council and work
with you to decide in which direction you wish to proceed.

Attachments
1) Presentation o Mansfield Department Heads
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‘Town of Mansfield .
Goal Setting and Strategic Planning -
Presentation to Mansfield Department Heads
October 5, 2004 o

Why are we interested in goal setfing and sirategic planning?
v (Goal setting session for town council - last session in 2001
+ Would like an improved process

« Strategic plan fo lmplement council goals

What is “strategic plannmg?”
* "Process by which an organization attempts to control iis destiny” — helps an
organization to be proactive in planning for the fuiure
+ Involves both a process and a product
o Process — "sysiemic examination of the organlza‘cion and its envn'onment by
those who have a stake in its future success”
o Product ~ document that details the actions.required o achieve future goals

Benefits of strategic planning

« Goal setiing and consansus building among stakeholders

« Comprehensive plan - focus for the organization

e Prepare for the future

s Assess the organization

+ Develop the organization's capacity to develop and deliver programs and sarvices
» Allocate resources

s Establish benchmarks

Drawbacks
* Process can consume enormous amount of time and resources

 Preparation of plan itself can become focus at expense of other crucial projects and
services

« Can create unrealisiic expectations — pressure to deliver rasults
« Do not want to invest resources inio producing a plan and let it sl on the shelf

Characteristics and components of a sirategic plan
» Inherent beliefs and values of key stakeholders heip struciure plan

o Vision statement — “What do we want the community and the organization to look
like?"

¢ Mission statement — “What is the essential purpose of the'organization?"
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s Goals — generalized statements of where an organization wants to be at some future
time. Should be attainable but ambitious. (Example: all regular employees to
davelop set of professional development goals)

» Objectives — specific, measurable targets set for each goal (Example 33% of
employees meet standard by end of year 1, 66% by year 2, 100% by year 3)

» Strategies ~ step-by-step means by which organization attains objectives. Action
steps such as programs, events, operations and projects. (Example: revise
performance appraisal process fo include focus on professional deveiopment)

» Implementation plans — breaks down a strategy into action plan, and detatls more
specific steps, tasks and assignments to impiement straiegy

Where do we go from here?
o Councll fo consider and provide feedback
« Depariment heads o consider and provide feedback

» Develop proposal — musi be manageable for organization our size and a productive
use of resources ' '

o Streamiined process ~ 6-8 months to prepare
o More extensive ~ 12 months io prepare
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Item #9

Town of Mansfield
Agenda liem Summary

Frem: Mﬁ’%#ﬁ%wg

CC: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager.

Date:  October 12, 2004

Re: Proclamation Designating the Month of October as “Meet the Blind” Month in
Mansfield

Subject Matter/Background

The National Federation of the Blind has requested that the Council designate October
as Meet the Blind” Month in Mansfield, and we have attached a proclamation fo that .
effect. This requesti is part of the Federatlon s efforts o promote its ongoing publlc
education campaign :

Recommendation ' '
If the Town Gouncil supports this request, the foliowmg motion is in order:

Move, effective Ocfober 12, 2004, to authorize the Mayor fo issue the aftached
proclamation designating the month of Ocltober as “Meet the Blind Month” in Mansfield.

Attachments
1) Proposed Proclamation :
2) Request from National Federation of the Blind of Cornecticut
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Town of Mansfield
Proclamation
Designating October 2004 as Meet the Blind Month in Mansfield

WHEREAS, the National Federation of the Blind (NFB) was founded in 1940 to end
discrimination against the blind and to secure first-class citizenship for all blind persons; and

WHEREAS, today, the NFB, representing more than ﬁfty thousand members across the
couniry, continues to work to secure equal rights and opportunities for the blind; and

WHEREAS, the NFB works to change attitudes about blindness by providing information
about blindness to parents, teachers and school adm:lmstrators, as We]l as busmess, political,
social and civic leaders; and : .

WHEREAS, since blind people and blindness are still frequently misunderstood, the Naiional
Federation of the Blind has developed a public education campaign, “Meet the Blind Month,”
to create opportunities for the people of Cormectlcut to learn ﬁrsthand that blind people are
basically like everyone else; and -

WEHEREAS, Connecticut State law secures the right of blind persons to carry and use-a white
cane or be accompanied by a dog guide, whether on the streets and highways, traveling on
public transportation, utilizing public accommodations, locating housing or working on the
job, and whereas Connecticut law also requires motorists to exercise appropnate cautlon when
approachmu' a blind person using a white cane or dog g cmde and,

WHEREAS, the Cormecticut affiliate of the National Federation of the Blind, now in its 33«
year, invites neighbors, coworkers, and classmates to join them at various “Meet the Blind”
events throughout the month of October to learn how blind people lead full and active lives.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Elizabeth C. Paterson, Mayor of the Town of Mansfield, do hereby
proclaim the month of October, 2004, as National Federation of the Blind MEET THE BLIND
MONTH and urge all the citizens of the Town of Mansfield and surrounding areas io accept
this invitation to meet members of the National Federation of the Blind, the voice of the
naifon’s blind.

Dated at Mansfield, Conmecticut, this 124 day of October 2004.

Elizabeth C. Paterson
Mayor
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X ' . NATIONAL FEDERATION OF THE BLIND OF CONNECTICUT

~ RECD sEp g8 2004

ATTENTION: Mayors and First Selectmen

In an effort to reach as many blind and visually impaired individuals as
possible, the month of October has been designated as “Meet the Blind Month”.
In addition October 15th has been designated as White Cane Safety Day. Once
again we are asking for your recognition of the month of October with a
proclamation. We will make every effort to have someone from our organization
visit your office or attend a council meeting wherever possible: Enclosed is
suggested wording. :

Your support and acknowledgement of our goals will be greatly
appreciated by all blind citizens of Connecticut. If you wish to speak to a
member of the National Federation of the Blind of Connecﬂcut piease feel free
to call our outreach office. -

Proclamations may be sent to:
Betty Woodward

" NFB of CT
580 Burnside Avenue
East Hartford, CT 06108
Telephone: (860) 289-1971

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me.

Cordially, | ‘
%,,W B

Betty M. Woodward, President
National Federation of the Blind of CT
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Proclamation
National Federation of the Biind Meet the Blind Month
October, 2004

WHEREAS, the National Federation of the Blind (NFB) was founded in 1940 to end dlscnmlnation
against the blind and to secure first-class citizenship for all blind persons; and

WHEREAS, today the Federatlon, representmg more than fifty thousand members across the
country continues to work to secure equal rights and opportunities for the blind; and

WHEREAS, the NFB works to change attitudes about blindness by providing information about
blindness to parents, teachers, school administrators, and business, political, social, and CIVIC
leaders; and . :

WHEREAS, since blind people and blindness are still frequently misunderstood, the National
Federation of the Blind has developed & public education campaign, Meet the Blind Month, to
create opporiunities for the people of [State] to learn firsthand that blind people are ba51cally like
everyone else; and

WHEREAS, Connecticut State law secures the right of blind persons to carry and use a white cane
or be accompanied by a dog guide, whether on the streets and highways, traveling on public
transportation, utilizing public accommodations, locating housing or working on the job, and
Connecticut law also require motorists to exercise appropriate caution when approaching a blind
person using a white cane or dog guide; and,

WHEREAS, the Connecticut affiliate of the National Federation of the Blind, now In its 33rd year,
invites neighbors, coworkers, and classmates to join them at various Meet the Blind events
throughout the month of October to learn how biind people lead full and active lives.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, , Mayar of the City of
, do hereby proclalm the month of October, 2004, as: National Federatlon
of the Blind MEET THE BLIND MONTH and urge all the citizens of and

surrounding areas to accept this invitation to meet members of the National Federation of the
Biind, the voice of the nation’s blind.

Dated at ; , Connecticut, this day of
, 2004, .

Mayor/First Selectman
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" Item #10

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary
To: - Town, Caunci
From: Iﬁ?ﬁéélﬁlé, f%‘nﬁ'ﬂﬁager
CC: lLon Hultgren, Director of Public Works; Virginia Walton, Recycling/Refuse
Coordinator; Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager

Date: October 12, 2004

Re: Resolution Regarding the Use of “LEED" Building Standards for Municipal
Buildings '

Subject Matter/Background

The Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED ™) Green Building Rating
System represents the US Green Building Council's effort to provide a national standard
for what constitutes a "green building.” Through its use as a design guideline and third
party certfification tool, it aims {o improve occupant well being, environmenital
performance and economic refurns of buildings using established and innovative
practices, standards and technologies. Increasingly, green building objectives are
making their way into mainstream practice in this country through legislative or
government agency action, as well as through non-profit, or corporate leadership. The
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and New York City's Department of Design and
Construction have developed High Performance Building Guidelines, which establish
standards for new construction or renovation using the LEED Green Building Rating
system. Further west, the cities of Seattle, Washington and Portland, Oregon have
adopted green building ordinances. Locally, the buildings under construction at ECSU
are being measured by LEED standards and UConn has included LEED standards in its
new environmental policy statement. The US Green Building Council's web site
spotlights an array of buildings that are also being constructed with the goal of high-
performance and low environmental impact.

Most recently, town staff looked at three different draft municipal policies — the first
requiring LEED silver rating certification, the second using LEED standards as a
building guide as long as it is cost-effective over the life of the building, and the third
recommending the use of recycled- content building materiais. It is our recommendation
that the second policy be adopted by Mansfield to ensure that energy efficiency and
environmental sustainability are key considerations in the planning, design and
construction of future municipal building projects. This policy does have an "out clause”
if the life-cost analysis deems it more expensive to follow the minimum LEED standards.
However, from the information we have gathered, the significant reduction in energy use
and higher empioyee performance, makes green building design cost-effective.

Financial Impact
Building projects may be more expensive up front. Howsver, green buildings provide
long-term financial benefits that conventiorp 5'quildings do not. These benefits include




energy and water savings, reduced waste, improved indoor environmental quality,
greater employee comfort/productivity, reduced employee health costs and Iower
operations and maintenance costs.

Recommendation
For the reasons articulated above, staff recommends that the Town Council adopt the
resolution as proposed by staff.

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

Resolved, effective October 12, 2004, to issue the atfached resolution reg'arding the use
of "LEED” building standards for municipal buildings. .

Attachments . _
1) Proposed Resolution
2) Memorandum from V. Walton re Adoption of LEED Building Policy
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Town of Mansfield
Resolution '
Regarding the Use of “LEED” Building Standards for Mumcxpal Butldmgs

WHEREAS, the Town of Mansfield is dedicated to the compatible goals of energy
efflmency, enmorlmental protection and economic growth and

" WHEREAS, the Town of Mansfield is dedicated to the environmental health and safety
of its employees, and to efficient and effective work environments; and

WHEREAS, municipal government should assume a leadership role in promoting the
efficient use of energy and natural resources in the interests of the long-term protection
and enhancement of our environment, our economy and the health of our citizens and
future generations; and

WHEREAS, the Town enjoys a unique and timely opportunity to design, construct and
renovate buildings for the 21st century that will be adequate to serve the needs of its
citizens and employees for years to come and that will realize reduced operating costs
over the span of a building’s life cycle; and

WIIEREAS, the US Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design (LEED) is a voluntary, consensus-based, market-driven green building rating
system for new and exdsting commercial and institutional buildings that is used to
.determine what constitutes sustainable building by national standards; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the people of Mansfield that all municipal
buildings be constructed, expanded or renovated as modern facilities of the 21st
century, combining the most energy-efficient design, the most environmentally
sustainable systems, and maximum access and benefit to employees and the public.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that it shall be the policy of the Town of
Mansfield to finance, plan, design, construct, manage, renovate, maintain and
decommission its facilities and buildings to be sustainable. Town staff and its architects
and building committees are hereby directed to use the most recent version of LEED
certification standards as a benchmark to achieve maximum energy efficiency and
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environmental sustainability relevant to the scope of the new construction or major
renovation, provided this can be accomplished on a cost-effective basis, considering
constructon and operating costs over the life cycle of the building being constructed,
expanded or renovated. The Town encourages the use of higher LEED rating levels, if
feasible, for all facilities and buildings.

" All municipal department heads whose responsibilities include planning, designing,
constructing or renovating Town-owned facilities shall be responsible for ensuring
compliance with this policy.

Certified a true copy of a resolution adopted by the Town of Mansfield at a meeting of
its Town Council on October 12, 2004, and which resolution has not been rescinded or
modified in any way. | '

Joan E. Gerdsen ' | Date
Town Clerk o -

SEAL
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Lon R, Hultgren, P.E., Director AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
C B ) Pounr SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268-2559,
(860) 425-3331 TELEPHONE
(860) 429-6863 FACSIMILE

MEMO TO: Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
FROM: ’;/ir‘gjmg Walton, Recycling/Refuse Coordinat
REGARDING: Adoption of LEED Building Policy
DATE: August 5, 2004

Several years ago Lon and I were looking info starting a construction and demolition debris
recycling program and using recycled-content building materials in municipal projects. At the
time, the regional markets were not developed to make either goal feasible and the ideas were put
aside. Now, the push for building recycling seems to be emerging with the establishment of
standardized whole building energy and environmentat performance goals. The Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design (LEED ™) Green Building Rating System represents the US
Green Building Council’s effort to provide a national standard for what constitutes a “green
building.” Through its use as & design guideline and third party certification tool, it aims to
improve occupant well being, environmental performance and economic refurns of bufidings
using established and innovative practices, standards and technologies. LEED includes standards
for the rense of salvaged material and on-site demolition debris, recycling construction and
demolition materials, and the use of recycled-content building materials.

Increasingly, green building objectives are making their way into mainstream practice in this
country through legislative or government agency action, as well as through non-profit, or
corporate leadership. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and New York City's Department of
Design and Construction have developed High Performance Bujlding Guidelines, which establish
standards for new construction or renovation using the LEED Green Building Rating system.
Further west, the cities of Seattle, Washington and Portland, Oregon have adopted green building
ordinances, The US Green Building Council's web site spotlights an array of buildings that are
being consiructed with the goal of high-performance and low environmental impact.

Over the past several months, the Director of Public Works, Director of Building Maintenance,
Building Maintenance Deputy Director, Building Official, Capital Projects Coordinator and 1
have been meeting to learn about the LEED process and how it might be used in Mansfield
building projects. Bill Leahy, Associate Executive Director of the Institute for Sustainable Energy
located at Bastern Connecticut State University, spoke to us about LEED. The buildings under
construction at ECSU are being buiit by LEED standards,

Most recently, our group looked at three different draft municipal policies — the first requiring
LEED silver rating certification, the second using LEED standards as a building guide as long as
it is cost-effective over the life of the building, and the third recommending the use of recycled-
content building materials. It is our recommendation that the second policy be adopted by
Mansfield to ensure that energy efficiency and environmental sustainability are key
considerations in the planning, design and construction of future municipal building projects. This
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policy does have an “out clanse” if the life-cost analysis deems it more expensive to follow the
minimum LEED standards, However, from the information we have gathered, the significant
reduction in energy use and higher employee performance, makes green bullding design cost-
effective. T - . o

It is our intention to evaluate this policy once some of our own experience is gained and revise it
to higher standards. For now, this is our recommended start. .

Attachments: Recommended I EED Policy
“Building Momentum®
LEED rating system

Cc: Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works
Michael Ninteau, Building Official
Alien Corson, Interim Director of Maintenance
Linda Patenaude, Capital Projects Coordinator
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NATIONAL TRENDS AND PROSPECTS FOR HIGH-PERFORMANCE
GREEN BUILDINGS -

Social Security Annex Building
LLE. General Services Administration
LEED 2.0 Cercified

November 2002

Baltimore, Maryland

. Based on the April 2002 Green Building Roundiable
And Prepared for the U.S. Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works

By the U.S. Green Building Council
‘ P.65
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BUILDING MOMENTU M

'f_}?l he U.8. Green Building Counci] would like to acknowledge Senator
4 James Jeffords (I-VT), chairman of the Environment and Public Works
~#.  Comrnittee, and his swff for hosting the first Senate Green Building
Roundmble and for their leadership on green building issues. We would also
like to acknowledge Senator Ron Wyden (D-OR} and other members of the
Environment and Public Works Comumnittee and their staff who participated in
the roundtable discussion and offered guidance on this report,

P.a“ri:.icipnnts in the April 24, 2002, Green Building Roundtable: Bob Berkebile,
BNIM Architects; Mark Bundy, Maryiand Department of Natiral Resources;
Bill Browning, Rocky Mountain Institute; Timothy S, Carey, Batery Park City

* Authority; Michael Chapman, Navy Facilides Engineering Command; Christine

Ervin, U.8. Green Building Council; Mark Ginsberg, U.S. Department of
Energy; Jim Hareefeld, Interface Americas; Robert Hascall, Emory University;
Rathieen Hogan, U.8. Environmental Protecdon Agency; Gunnar Hubbard,
Davis Langdon Schumann Smith; KEen Hubbard, Hines Developmene; Vivian
Lofmess, Camegie Mellon; Stephen Perry, Joseph Moravee, and Don Horn,
U.S. General Services Administration; Jim Toothaker, Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental Protection; Rob Watson, Natural Resources
Defense Council; Alex Wilson, Environmental Building News; Steven Winter,
Steven Winter Associates,

We would alzo like to acknowledge the cantributions of the USGBC Executive
Cornmittee and federal agency team; Melisa Crawford, consuliant (previously

-with The Heinz Endowments); Rob Watson; Kath Willlams, Montana State

University; and Alex Wilson. Thanks also to Claire Barnett, Executive Director
of the Healthy Schools Network, for her contributons regarding school and
children’s environmental health issues.

Thanks 1o Gunnar Hubbard Tor his Jeadership in helping to launch the
Roundtable and serving as project manager for this report.

The U.8. Green Building Council wishes to thank The Feinz Endowments for
their generous contribudon toward the development of this publication,

Written by April Smith, ICF Consulting
Design by Serena Fox Design Company

February 2003

11.S. Green Building Couneil
1015 18ih Street, N'W
Suite B05
Washington, DC 20056
{202) 828-7422

wwav.usrbe.org
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NATIONAL TRENDS FOR HIGH-PERFORMANMCE GREEN BUILDINGS

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

a

"W W wilding Momentum: National Trends and

:"“?q, Pmspects for High-Performance Green Buildings

~%.2" is an outgrowth of the Green Building -
Roundtable of the U.5. Senate Committee on
Enviranment and Public Warks held in conjunetion
with the 1.8, Green Building Council (USGBC) on
April 24, 2002. The Roundmable brought wogether
diverse interests to educate members of Congress on
green building trends and generated discussion
about the economic and health benefits of green
building, the barriers facing its progress, and the
opportunities available to federal agencies to further
promote sustainable spaces. :

“Gur hope is that this is the beginning of a dialogue
beteeen Congress and green building interests.
This dinlogue should lead to action, and this action
should result in the expansion of the benefils to afl
Asmericans that sustainable design brings, ™
—Senator hues Jefturds

Trends and Opporiuniiies

Buildings have a surprisingly profound impact on
our natural environment, economy, health, and pro-
ductvity. In the United Stares, the built environment
accounts for approximartely one-third of all energy,
water, and materials consumption and generates
similar propordons of polindon. The Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) classifies indoor air quality
as one of the top five environmental health risks today,
affecting the health and performance of occupants.
Such health risks have special import for children in
our nation’s publie schools. Emerging research stud-
ies point to intriguing links between green buildings
and labor productivitp—a business expense that
dwaris other building operating expenses.

As reported by Roundtable participants, rich
opportunities exist to costeffectively convert many
of those liabilities into benefits. Numerous indicators
point to the beginnings of a market wansformation
that will greatly enhance the way we design,
construct, and operate buildings. Just three years
ago, for example, no common definition existed

for a "high-performance green building,” and ouly
a sprinkling of buildings across the country exhibited
such fearvres. Today, a diverse mix of more than

600 private and public buildings, comprising 36
million square feet, have registered for third-party
certification under the nationally-accepted Leader
ship in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED™)
standard developed by the U. S. Green Building
Council. Over the nine month period since the
April 24 Roundtable, Couneil membership has
jumped from 1,500 companties and organizatons to
more than 2,600. Clearly, rapid changes are under-
way in the market, In addition to private company
initiatives, a growing number of stare and jocal gov-
ernments acress the counay are encouraging green
building practices through varions financial, zoning,
and other regulatory incentives. Prominent private
foundarions are beginning to incorporate high-
performance green building inidarives into their
program and capital budget portfolios.

The federal government has been a leader in the
green building movement, including the TS,
General Services Administration (GSA), the U.S.
Deparment of Defense, the U.5. Department

of Energy (DOE), and EPA. Building Momentum high-
lights various policies and programs and showcases
green buildings. Efforts are paying off—lirerally.

The government's building-related energy costs have
dropped 23 percent per square foot since 1885,
saving taxpayers $1.4 billion to date.

Continuing advances in technologies, integrated
design practices, and growing industry awareness will
no doubt contnue to wransform a building industy
characterized by relatively slow rates of innovation.

A key challenge remains: how can the federal govern-
ment work with the private sector to accelerate this
rend and ke full advaniage of benefis? Building
Muomeniron analyzes key barriers and oppormmues for
federal leadership.

Barriers

While many green buildings can be consoucted at
comparable or lower cost than conventional
buildings, integration of high-performance features
can increase inital costs from an average of 2to 7
percent, depending on the design and exrent of
added features, Some of these features can recoup
overall net costs in a relativély short period of time.
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BUILDING MOMERTUM

Unforunately, decision-makers rarely use life-cycle
cost analysis to account for those reduced operting
expenses or other kinds of benefits such as enhanced
labor productivity and well-being. This firstcost bias
also prevails in the federal sector, even though
managers are required to conduct life-cycle costing,

Making a convincing business case for high-
performance green buildings is further hinclered by
tnsufficient research. By any convendonal yardsticlk,
private and public investment in building-related
research lags far hehind that of other viral sectors.
For example, the design, construction, and operaton
of buildings account for 20 percent of U.5. economic
activity and more than 40 percent of energy used and
pollution. generated; yet far less than 1 percent of the
federal research budgeris allocated o buildings.

The European Union spends six times more than the
United Srates on research devoted to the built
environment Despite strong evidence that indoor
environments ifect health and learning, the major
research funding agencies—the National Institutes
of Health {(NIH) and the Natonal Science
Foundation (NSF)—have no programs dedicated to
building research. While internarional and domestic
stuelies begin to link green design feamres to
improved productivity, health, and learning, robust
scientfic analyses are needed to verify findings and
quantify real benefits resuldng from enhanced
indoor environmental quality. '

THE U.S. GREEN BUILDING
COUNCIL~————

L

he U.S. Green Bullding Coundl is the notion’s forempst non-

profit coutiiion of neatly 3,000 compunies and organizations
from neross the buitding Industey prometing high-performonce
green belldings thai are environmentally responsible, profitoble,
anl heultly places to live ond work, The 8.5, Green Building
Coundl develaped LEED as v veluntary, consensws-hused natlon-
ol stondurd fo support und velidate suecessivl green building
design, canstruction, und operations, LEED offers thivd-party
ceriiflcetion of guolitying buildings, high-performance design
guidelines, and professiono! teuining ond eecrediintion services,
After u project’s completion, it moy be qualified of LEED Ceril-
ftal, Stver, Guld ar Piciinum level, :

P.68

Recommendations

As the country's largest landlord, the federal govern-
tment can significantly accelerate the mainstreaming
of high-performance building practices in the
industry while saving taxpayer dollars, Building
Momentum outlines specific recommendations that
can strengthen markee for emerging rechnologies,
provide stakeholders with needed tools and
incentves, and £l research gaps, Among the most

significant recommendations include the following:

= Federal Agency Projects. Strengthen existing
federal policies relating to high-performance
green building including the use of full-cost
accouring resuits for determining construction
priorities, and promoting LEED standards as
benchmarks for federal building performance.

= Research. Boost funding for basic and applied
research including the development of innovative
materials, products, and technologies; exploring
the relationship between green building features
and human productivig; and quantification
of environmental impacts associated with the
extraction, manufacotre, use, and disposal of
building materials, '

« Economic Incentives and Datz Collection,
Establish a national high-performance green
building tax credit program with incentives for
LEED certification to ensure that projects deliver
promised benefits, and collect benefit/cost data
on green buildings,

= Schools. Fund and implement the Healthy and
High-Performance Schools provisions enacied in
the Leave No Child Behind Act of 2001.



MATIONAL

INTRODUCTION

.«"‘”"m n April 24, 2002, the Senate Committee on
‘, < Environment and Public Works, chaired

a._ﬂ by Senatar James Jeffords (I-VT), convened
a Green Building Roundtible in conjunction with
the U.S. Green Building Council. The Roundtable
brought together representatives from diverse inter-
ests—government, academia, the private sectar, and
the nonprofit community—to educate congressional
metnbers and their staffs on green building rends.
The roundmble, the first of its kind in Congress,
generated a vibrant dialogue about the economic and
health benefit of green building, the barriers {acing
its progress, and the oppornunities available to federal
agencies to further promote sustainable spaces.

“For the first time in my memory,
this empmittee will look af indoor spoce.,.
the built envirvunent. We spend
much of our time inside the walls of office buildings,
schools, and homes, but we seem to know little
about the potential to imfrrove this space, until now,
Today, buildingy nwed fo invorjorate energy
gffiviency, waste reduction, reduced waler consumption,
healthy wark environments, clean indoor wir,
ond many other green design features.
1¥ith these inprovements will come a better quality of life
Jor all Americans, enhanced economic vitality,
and a smaller envivonmental fontprint,”
—Senntoy Jaimes JelTords

The Economic, ]Envzronmental and Social
Impacts of Buildings

The construction and operation of buildings con-
sume tremendous amounts of natural resources while
prociucing wastes and poliutants that contribute to
environmental damage and potentiaily compromise
the heaith and productvity of building occupants.
While our offices, homes, and schools may not have
tailpipes or smokestacks, building development and
use causes pollution all the same. According to DOE,
there are more than 76 million residential buildings
and nearly 5 million commercial buildings in the
United States today.

Collectively, these buildings consume:!
= 87 percent of all energy used in the Unired States
= 68 percent of all electricity

TREMNDS FOR HIGH-PERFORMANCE GARAEEN BUILDINGS

INDOOR ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY

;4
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ndoor air tun conioln o number of pofentially harmful
thewdcals emd biologial egents, including carban dinxide,
volutile arganic compounds {YOCs), melds, verigus ollargens,
and infactious ayents. EPA dussifies indoor air quality as ane
of the op five anviremmental health rsls today, aud there is
growing evidence that peor indeor oir quality offedts the
lienith ond performance of the pesple who wark; live, ond
siudy in buildings: o

« Air pollution concenirations indoors con be 2 to § fimes
higher thun the air we breaihe outside, with some meus-
uremenis 100 fimes greofar,

« Aninvestigation of 20 studies with 30,000 suhfects found
significnt assodintions between low vaniilation rotes ond
higher carhoy dioxide concentrotions whare sic bullding
syndrome symptoms were prevalent,

« A Lowrence Berkeley Nutional Laboratory study {2000)
found thut building dhoracteristics ond indoor environments
siguificonily Inflvente the accurrence of communicoble
respiratory illess, ollergy, and asthmo sympfoms, sicc
building symptams, eud warker performance.

« This sume stuly estimated the potential notienal suvings
from health and preductivity gains ofter indoor environmen-
tal yuality improvements would foll between 523 and
556 billion,

» 12 percent of fresh water supplies and

88 percent of potable water supplies
¢ 40 percent of raw materials

Collectively, these buildings geneyate:
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= More than pne-third of municipal solid
waste streams

= 36 percent of total emissions of anthropogenic
carbon dioxide (COsg) emissions, the primary
greenhouse gas associated with global climate
change

» 46 percent of sulfur dioxide emissions (SOg)—
a precursor to acidic deposition—through the
consumption of fossil-fuel-fired elecericity

= 19 percent of nitrogen oxide emissions (NOx),
and 10 percent of fine particulate emissions



BUILDING MOMENTURM

THE U.S, GREEN BUILDING
COUNCIL -

)

_E—hé L., Green Bullding Cound, 1s the nation’s foremwst non-
profit contition of nexrly 3,000 compavies and orguufzofions
from acrass the building indvstry premofing Ygh-periormance
green huildings that are envirenimentally responsible, profitable,
and healthy plotes to tive and worlt. A diversity of interests have
cunverged fo promofe green buildings. Cound! members indude
GSA and fhe Centers for Disense Coniral; Johnsan Controls and
feading automabile munufacturers; the Nmiviol Resources Defense
Coundl and the Rocky Mountaln lustitwte; Tomer Construction @
Hines Development; the Pachord Foundufion and The Heinz
Endowments; ond numersus sfufe ond lacol governments and
professionel firms, The Couned also hos miore thon twenty
thapters forming across the country.

leadership In Emergy mnd Environmentul Design {LEED),
developed by the USGBC, is o voluntory, consensus-hosed
nutlonal stondurd fo support und validute successful green
buflding design, construction, and eperations. LEED offers third-
poriy certifiention of quolifying buildings, high-performunce
design quidelines, and professional traiving ond occrsditation
services. Afier a project’s complefion, it moy be quolified af
LEED Certified, Sitver, Gald or Plafinum level, Also in develop-
ment ure LEED rating eriterin for existing buildings, commercal
infeslars, homes, and various applications for specol murkats
suck as retall stores, luboratories, and schouls,

{PM-11} and PM-2.3), all of which cause air quality
problems such as smog and acid rain or present
direct risks to human health

= Indoor air conaminants that affect human
health and performance

The construction industry—in terms of materials
manufactured, design and engineering jobs,
material shipping, construction, real estate, facilities
management, and investments in buildings—
accounts for 20 percent of the U.S. econamy.?

Yer, the majority of buildings are sdll designed and
consiructed with little resard for environmenral
impacts or occupant well-being, The challenge is to
build more inrelligently, But what exactly does it
mean to build greeny
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MAKING THE BUSINESS
CASE
gy Highi-Pe oo
Ciieemr Rpgilidings
@

? he Green Building Roundtoble challenged internationul devel-
opes Hines and the U5, Green Bullding Counct fo descihe the
economic arguments for green butldings. The resulting pumphles,
“Maling the Business Case for High-Performance Green
Buildings,” produzed in porinership with the Urkion Lond Instifuls
and The Red] Estate Roundiable, details the top ten reosons:

¢ In the event fhut up-front costs ore higher, they con be
recovered thraugh lower operofing costs,

e |ntegrating design fentures lowers engoing operaiing casis.

o Better hulldings equuie to beitar employes productivity.

7 Mew echnologies enhance health end wall-belng.

= Healthier huildings con reduce liohility.

o Tenant costs cen be reduced sigificanly.

o Property value will increase,

o Many finandal incentlve pragroms are avaituble for green
butldings.

o Communities will notlce your efforis.

& Using hest practices yields mare prediciahla results,

What is a “Green” Building?

Green buildings are designed, consoructed, and
operated to boost environmental, economic, health,
and productvity performance over that of convention-
al building, As reflected in the U.S. Green Building
Council's voluntmry LEED rating systemn, widely accept-
ed as the nativnal standare for green buildings, an
integrated design approach addresses the potential of
the site itself, water conservation, energy efficiency
and renewable energy, selecion of materials, and
indoor environmenta! quality. A project that mees
higher levels of LEED certfication can include a wide
array of feamures such as stoymwater retentzion through
landscaping, innovatve wastewater technologies,
reflective roofs, energy generating sources, personal
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comfort controls, certified woods, low-emitting
materials, and advanced monitoring systemns Lo assure
that the building meets design objectives. A green
building approach also embraces not just how we
build but also where we build, taking into considera-
tion site selection, development densigy, [ransporea-
tion, and other factors that contribute to smart
growth, This intersectdon between the building itself
and smart growth is a field attracting maore attention
in the indusery today. ' '

“If Thomas Jefferson were a part of this hearing
he wight be stariled by some of the changes
sinee he was in the nefghborheed. He would haoe wiitten
a message by hand gnd sent it fo Europe on a boat
and wailed for the respoinse.
We can accomplish this in an instent,
On the other hand, if he looked at how we are building

houwses and buildings, they're not unlihe what

he was doing at Monficello mere than 200 years aga,
He might say, with that kind of advancement, why don’t
yoitr houses make their own energy? |

Why don’t they make their residents healthier
and more productive? Why don't they add vitality to
their ueighborhonds? Why donr't they host lnndsea jpes

that clean the air and water?

Why don’t they include o transporfation system

that runys on hydrogen or urben waste?
I think these are guestions that we can answer todeay

in the affirmative in every case.” '
—Buh Berkehile, Arehiwet

COMPELLING BENEFITS

The Tremendous Potertial
of Green Buildings

A\ /7 any of the benefits of employing green building
J_\- L technologies and practices for oconpans,
owners, the environment, and society at large are
quantifiable and well documenred. These benefits include
measurable reducton of waste, decreased water nse,
energy savings, reduced operaiing and maintenance
costs, and improved indoor air guality. Other benefits
are less tangible and harder to demonsirate statistically,
such as improvements in occupant health, employee
morale, productivity, recruitment, retention, and
improved public image for organizations that build
green, While comprehensive scientific smudies are need-
ed to verify results, preliminary studies and anecdotal

evidence are confirming intuitive asswmptons about
the benefits of green buildings, Many building and
health experts agree that the social benefits of green
building technologies and practces can produce
financial returns for employers thar overshadow the
savings associated with more measurable building
performance gains, '

Financial and Economic Benefits

Ho Increase in First Costs _

Many green buildings cost no more to build—or may
even cost less—than conventional alternatives because
resource-efficient strategies and integrated design
often allow downsizing of more costly mechanical,
electrical, and structural systems, For instance, the

cost of huilding Johnson Control’s Brengel Technology
Center in Milwaukee was on par with prevailing
construicton rates, despite numerous high-tech

— Battery Park Gity, New York

liis 27-story gloss and brick residentiol tower wrreatly
under consiruction in Battery Parl City Is the fiesi grean
- reshilentlol high-rise building In Manhattan, The profact incorpay-

ates o brood ronge of environmenial strateyies, Nolurel gas
ahsorption chillors increase energy effidency ond reduce pank
elactrienl loods, Coptured woste hent provides hot water to the
apurtments, Building-integroted photovoliaic cells reduce peak
desmond of grid electricity by 5 percent, A biockwater racyeling
plant provides treated water for use In the tailets, rooling
tower, and for irrigntion. Roofs are extensively plonted osing o
cantinuous membrane, All inferior moterials were selecied ta
reduee off-gassing ond maximize recyded content. A dedicated
room for o fued cell will be set oside for future odoptation.
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— Costa Mesa, California

E # u renavolion of its worldwide distribution headguorters
for its telephone eredit card verification systems in Southern
California, VeriFone, a division of Hewlet}-Padkord, reduced
ensrgy cansumption by 59 perceni, decrensed employee
dysentesism by 47 percent, and incrensed smployee produd-
ivity hy 5 percent, The tit-up concrete struciure fentures
shylights for dayfighting, o high-efficlency mechunical system,
buflding muterials with winimol YOG, and ergonemic office
systents. VerlFone's investments i the bullding's green
fentvres nchieved a return on tnvestment of more than

100 percant, with @ poyback of less than one yeor.

features like personal comfort control systerms, muld-
media systems, and information tracking systems.
§.C. Johnson's Worldwide Headguarters in Racine,
Wisconsin, incorporated elements such as personal
environmental systemns, a restored namural site, and
extensive daylighting at a cost 10-15 percent below the
U.5. average for comparable office and laboratory

space.

High«Performance Green Bubldings ave Cost-Effective
Even for projects loaded with ligh-value features,
higher first costs are often recovered within three o
five years through lower operating expenses and utility
rebates for energy-saving equiprment, Savings in energy
costs of 20-50 percent are common through integrated
planning, site orienttdon, energysaving techinologies,
on-site renewahle energy systems, lightreflective mate-
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rials, natural daylight and ventiladon, and downsized
equipment. According to a report released by EPA in
2002, ENerey STar-labeled office buildings cost an
average of §0.86 per square foot per year to operate—
40 percent less than the average office building,

For international developer and investor Hines,
efficiendes gained from s ENERGY STAR buildings

are generating $15 million in annual savings,

lllaminating with Natural Light Can Boost Sales
Studies show that daylighting has a significant poten-
tial to increase sales for retailers. Skyliphts incorpor-
ated into Wal-Mart’s prototype EcoMart in Lawrence,

.Kansas yielded a surprising discovery. To cut costs,

skylights were installed over only half the store. Sales
pressure (sales per square foot) was significantly
higher for those deparunents with access o namral
light, Wal-Mart subsequenrtly mandated daylighdng in
all new stores. Studies of other reimil businesses reveal
similar findings. One smdy found that sales in stores
with skylights were up o 40 percent higher compared
with similar stores without skylights,3

Increased Resale Value of Energy-Efficient Homes
Homeowners can reduce their financial risk by
making investments in energy efficiency that earn a
higher rate of return than the stock market or bonds,
A study published int The Appraisal Jowrnal (October
199B) showed that energy efficiency upgrades can
increase home value by more than the cost of the
upgrade, especially in the face of rising uriliry coss,
The study found that home value increases by $20 for
every §1 in reduction in annual uility bills. Investing
today in 10 recommended energy upgrades could
yield a 23 percent return and increase home value

by more than the total upprace cost.

increased Yalue for Developers and Owners

There is growing confidence in the industry that a
high-performance green building can either caprure
lease premiums or present a maore competitive prop-
erty in an otherwise tough market. Reduced operas
ing costs also generate increased cash flow, which
helps free capital for other investments. As green
buildings are recognized increasingly by LEED and
ENERGY STAR, the marketplace is expected to follow
with a system of preferendal pricing. Recently, USAA
Realty Company’'s La Paz Office Plaza in Orange
Couniy experienced an increase in market value of
$0.80 per square foor—a §1.5 million increase-—
stemming from its invesmments in energy efficiency
measures and lowerpriced power procurements,



MATIQONAL TREMDS FOR HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN BUILDINGE

Inproved Healih and Productivity “Remember that green building is not unly about energy,
1 Bt alsa about health, comfort, and productinity,
Boost Employee Productivity in addition to the enpironment.”™

Design features that enhance energy efficiency and o memSteven Winter Arehiteot
indoor air quality are cost-effective strategies for - :

improving worker productivity and product quality. Enhanced Occupant Health and Well-Being

An increase of 1 percent in productivity (measured by High-performance green huildings typically offer
production rate, production quality, or absenteeism) healthier aned more satsfying work environments for
can provide savings to a facility that exceeds its entire tenants. A recent Lawrence Berkeley National

energy bill 4 It is easy to see why this is the case hy Laboratory study reported that commonly :

comparing the relative operating costs for commercial
business. On average, annualized costs for personnel o
amourt to $200 per square foot——compared with $20
per square foot for bricks and mortar and $2 per
square foot for energy. A modest investment in soft
feamures, such as access to pleasant views, increased
dayliglit, fresh air, and personal environment controls,
can quickly ranslate into significant bottom-line savings.
Locltheed’s engineering development and design
facility in Sunnyvale, California illustrates the point.
Lockheed managers reported a 15 percent drop in
employee absenteeism—a savings that paid for the
incremental costs of their new high-performance facili-
ty in the first year alone. A simple lighting retrofit at
the Postal Soriting Facility in Reno, Nevada, enhanced
visibility for workers. The result? A G percent increase
in the number of mail pieces sorted per hour—a pro-
ductivity gain worth more than the cost of the reofir

groie mee s . Cr i e e e e o e e e e

— Prairie Crossing, Iliinois

his wnigue 007-nere residential developmant, locoted

40 miles from Chicago, is dedicated to environmental
preservafion ond community sustoinabiilty, To achleve these
yoals, 50 percent of the site hes besn protecied from ony
fotere development, with 200 acras of rastored notive
etosystems and 150 ocres dedicnted fo wotlonds ant
agrieultural praducilon. Efforts to aucoproge commmity
interoction indude the preservotion of o villoge green, frail

— Eittsburgll, Pennsylvn.nia

11.5 million square feet, the Pitishurgh Convantion Center,
whith is aiminy for LEED Gold certificafion, s one af the

lurgest green buildings In the nofion, The faclity is one of
the first convention centers fo incorporaie notural light ond
ventilation intu its design,

development, o loke, and o community supported porden.
Many of the Prairie Crossing hiomes meei EPA's Enercy Stan
stondards for residences.
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SCHOOL ENVIRONMENTAL
- QUALITY ———~
Childryen at Rish

T} very day, 50 million children attend school.
14 The American Sodiety of Civil Engineers
reported that our aging schools are in worse
condlirion than any other infrastructure, including
prisons. EPA estimates that 40 percent of our
nation's 115,000 schools suffer from poor
environmental conditions that may compromise
health, safety, and learning of more than 14 million
students, These condidons—which include
asbestos, lead, radon, pesticides, cleaning agents,
building materials, molds, leaking roofs, under-
ground fuel tanks, poor heating and ventilation
systems, inadequate lighting, and failing plumb-
ing—contribute to a host of health concerns for
both students and personnel. Problems are
compounded by density, Schools have four times
the number of occupants per square foot than
most offices,

On October 1, 2002, the Senate Environment and
Public Works Commitlee held a henring on
Environmental Standanls for Schools that addressed the
deteriorating quality of the nation’s kindeygarien
through secondary {E-12) facilities, characteristics of
child health vulnerabilities, and measures to elevate
school environmental stenderds.

o psthma, whiich affects 1 in 13 dhildren, is the lending cose of
sthoal ehsentasism, resulting in 14 million missed school days ench
yeor. Major intoor friggers of osthma offucks include Teritants such
us commerdial producls {paints, deaning ogets, pesticides, per-
fumes), building components (seolonts, plostics, adhesives, insulo-
tion materials), animat ond insect ollergens, environmental tebocco
smoke, ond molts. Many of these \rggers wn he found in schools.

& A 1999 survey of Minnesoin schools reporied thai approximately
47 percent of responding tustodions sproyed pesiicidas “os needed"”
In the clossruem, One-third reported the same frequenty of pesii-
dde use in locker rooms, gymnusiums, cafeieria, and kitchans.©
Forty percent of these cusiodions reporied that sheir schooks
provided ne nofifiestion af pesticidz use, There s no federo] sinfute
requiring ths colledion of dota on pesiicids use in schools,
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"o Asiuy of the prevalence of leed in Calformin public elementary

schoals reporied that 90 porcent of alf schaols surveyed hod
lend-contuining paint. Thirty-two percant surveyed had hoth
lead-hosed point and some daterioration of the paint surfoce.

* Detecioble amounts of lead were also reporied in drinking weter
ot 53 percent of all schaals in the study. No Federal low requires
hlood-lead fesiing or leod ohmiement in schoals,

o. A study in five states found more than 1,100 schools buili within
o haff-mife of o Superfund slie.

a Twéniy-fnur tesnoge boys in Elmira, ¥ew York who suffer Frurﬁ
testiculor canear oll ottended the sume school lacated an
ronturminated lond.

o A survey of Hew York State schoal nurses found that 71 percent
repuried knoving students whase health, [earning, or hehayior
was affected by udverse bullding condifions.8

(% chool environmental health is an orphan-

3 issue, No federal agency is responsible for the
health and safety of children in school, and moest
school facilides operate with lirtle state or local
oversight. A National Academy of Sciences study
suggested that at least 28 percent of developmental
disabilides are due to environmental canses,
‘While significant school expansion is raldng
place—to the tune of $20 billion in constructon
in 2002-—Iless than 5 percent of new schools will
be built to high environmental standards, azd
approximately %954 billion is required to bring
existing school buildings up to basic heaith and
safety codes.

Indooer Environmental
Quality Programs Emprove Siudent
Healih and Performance

= EPAs 1AD Tools for Schaals valurory pragrom helps schnols assess
indoar uir gualify problems nad tendhas school staff 1o prevent and
reselve issues fhrough procficel, low- or no-ost sabufions. 4 sthool
aurse uf Liile Hurbour Sehool in Partsmuouth, New Hompshire
reported o “dromotic decrense” in visiis fo her office afier the
school implemented Teols for Schoals.
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EnergySmart Schools, daveloped under DOE's Rebuild America
program, warks with school districls to infroduce enargy-soving
Impravements fn the physical environment and promota energy
stfucation,

A lendnierk study fn California, which analyzed test scores of -
21,000 students, concluded thot stodents in classrooms with the
most natural fight scored 20 percent higher on math fests and 26
percent higher on reading fests than did stedents In clossrooms
with the least amotnt of doylighting.

A two-yeor shudy of six schools in Johnston County, North Caroling
conduded thet dildran atending schools with full-spectrum light
were healihier in general and ohsent on overage 3-4 doys less
than were students in conventionally fit classroems,

Grean building Fentures hove pedegogical valve. For exempls, ot
tha Blusview Hlementary School in Columbus, Ohio, solor panels
not only reducad school energy consumption but elso provided o
hends-an learning taol for students, When discussed in the turrico-
lum, math and scence scores increosed hetween 5 and 20 percent,

At laast 12 states {inchsding Maine, Minnesoio, New York, and
Callfornin} hove adopted poficies or regilations 1o improve indoor
wit qualily In exisfing schools, Colifornii's voluntary Collaborafive
far High-Performance Schoals (CHPS) provides datailed guidelinas
ond support maferinls toflored o schoo! neads. New York's
regulaiton works fo moiniofn stendords of existing foclities and
profect occuponis in schools undergaing renovations.

The US. Green Building Coundll plans fo develop u nationo] LEED
appliention gulde for schools in portnarship with o diversa sel of
stakeholdors,

(ongress possed Heafthy ond High-Performonce Sehools os port
of the Mo Child Lefi Behind Act of 2001, which diracts the 0.5
Department of Education to sivdy the effecis of deteriorafing
sthaols on child heelth and leaming ond to establish groni incen-
fives fo help stales renovate loca! sthooks to high-performunte
sinrgdards. Tha study s parfiafly underway, bui the Bush
Adminlsiration has not requested funding for the progrom thet
would poy for technical assistance fo incal schools,

The Administration alsa did not ranew o 57.2 billion urgent healthy
and safaty repoir ard renovation program that forgeted needy
disiricts in every stute.

— Portland, Oregon

A veddtects and englnaers crenfed o dynoric learning
spuce for 1,800 students that achieved exceptional
energy sovings. Windows, slyligits, end light shelves
provide nojural light views to 90 percent of orcupled
spaces. Machonically controlled dompers, fowvers, and ir
stocks provide nefural ventiloiion ont cooling, Concrele
slobs and mosonry walls serve as thermol moss to stolilize
intesior gir temperctures. A peletie of low-emitfing
winterinls further improves indoor air quulity. School
offitinls anticipate the building will vse 44 parcent less
energy thim o convenitonsl building, saviig the school
disirid af least 569,000 per year in energy cosis,

Total costs for the 1EED certified Silver building were
$117 per square foot, comparad with 5140 for o typhal
kigh schoal,
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recommended improvements to indoor environments
could reduce health care costs and work losses from
communicable respiratory diseases by 9-20 percent,
from reduced allergies and asthma by 18-25 percent,
and from other non-specific health and discomfore
effects by 20-50 percent. The researchers also found
that the improvements would generate savings of $17
w 45 billion annually in lost work and healdh care coss,

Children’s Bealth and Learning

Smdies are confirming what teachers, students,

and parents have known intuitively for years: school
facilities with high-performance feamres produce

an environment in which students perform better.

A California study reported that students in class-
rooms with the most daylighting scored 20 percent
higher on math tests and 26 percent higher on
reading tesws than did students in classrooms with the
1&;15[ amount of natural light.5 Healthy constructon

— Port I—Iuenerné, California

honks to Southern Colifornio’s abundani sunshing, notoral

light adequatoly uminaies the inferlar spaces of this Navy
troiing und conference canfer on most doys, The PV sysizm
reduces the need for geid power slgnilicontly and provides
batk-up power far up 10 eight hours, allowing the brilding
fe andyre mojor electrico] ovinges without data or productivily
interrupfion, Other fentures tnclude an indoor oir guality
maniteriny system, loesing of corpeis ta ensure recyding of old
materind Info new curpet files, ond o separate plumblng system
that recovers groywoier for use I toltets und sustolnabiz
lnniscaping.
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methods and materials could also help reduce the
incidence of asthma, which is the number one cause
of absenreeism for both studens and teachers. {See
inset box “School Environmental Quality” on pages
8 and 9 for more information.} B

Environmental and Community Benefits
7

Stretch Local Infrastructuye Capacity

Decreased energy and material requirements

‘coupled with appropriate siting help smetch the

capacity of public systems for grid-supplied power,
water, wastewater, and transportation. Many of these
systems have become overburdened in recent years,
illustrated by the California energy brownouts in
2001. A study by DOE showed that California could
theoretically generate all of {ts daytime electricity
from the sun if every available commercial and
induserial roof were covered with photovolmic panels,

— Zeeland, Michigan

his lending oHice furnishing monufucturer commissionad

urchitects to destgn an eward-winning 295,000 syuare foot
office, menufociuring, ond distrfbution center. The result is o
trascent-shoped single-stary structare that foflows the netural
tontours of the site, udjolned by an orfificol wetlond thai
pracesses nnd purities the bullding’s siormwater, The buliding
it heoted ond conled possively and Is equipped with stote-oi-
the-urt vantilofion systems. The entire building is brightly
duylit, with roof meniters, skylivhis, ond sioped windows.
Arfiticlal lighting is wmtrolled by plhoiosensers that reduce
enargy cehsurmpiion subsiantinlly. A DOE posi-oecupmcy survey
gave the huilding suparior rafings for indeor envirenmeil
quulity, energy efficlency, ond employes productivity,

R TR
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Enhanced Security

As domestic fossil fuel supplies are depleted, our
nation becomes more dependent on fossil fuels from
other countries. Energy efficiency and renewable
energy sources can lessen this dependence and help
improve national security, Addjtionally, buildings
designed with automated features and husinesses
engaged in data processing or financial transactions
depend on reliable power for their operations.
Buildings powered by on-site renewable or super
efficient energy systems, such as photovoltaics and
fuel cells, are less susceptible w supply interruptions
due to unpredictable circumstances such as natural
disasters, power glitches, and world events. '

[ N

A Rapidly Growing
Movement

T lg ‘en years ago, the concept of high-performance

A “green” buildings was difficult to define and
the practice even more obscure. Today, advances
in technology combined with growing industry
awareness and attractive financial incentves and
benefits are rapidly transforming the green
building landscape. A look at a number of trends
reveals that the public, private, and nonprofit
sectors are embracing sustainable design as a way
to increase the performance of their buildings and
the people who inhabit them.

Rapid Market Penetration of the LEED Graen Building
Rating System and Growth in USGRC Membership

In just three years since the launch of USGBC's LEED
rafng system, nearly three percent of all new com-
mercial construction projects in the United States—
totaling 91 million sqguare feet—have registered for
third-party certification. This success has been coupled
with a rapid growth of membership in USGBG and
demand for the organizadon’s services. Since early
2000, the Council's membership has grown from 250
companies and organizations to nearly 3,000.
Conference expers judged the 2002 premiere of the
'USGBC's International Conference and Expo, which
attracted more than 4,000 attendees, one of the most
successful startup events of the year. The diversity of
projects registering their inrent to obtain LEED cert-
ficadon is another indicator thar green huilding is
beginning to influence the mainstream market.

GREEN BUILDING TRENDS

— Four Times Squares, New York

lits 48-story effice fower in the hiear! of downtown

Manhottmn is the first lerge-senle speculistive green building
in the nation. Using 40 percent less energy thon fhe conven-
tioual standord for Manhottan, the bullding features effident
gos-fired absorptlon chillers ond o curtain wull with excellent
shuding ond Insuiufien, PYs integroted inte the bullding's skin
produce port of the affice tewar’s electritily, und fuel cells
ensure pawrer relinbility. The vir delivery system will provide
50 percent more frosh alr than industry codes, ond e netwark
of recycling chutes serve the enfire hullding, '

Forty-eight projects have completed certification and
more than 700 are in the pipeline, Of these, approxd-
mately 39 percent are state and local government
projecis, 39 percent are private sector, 13 percent are
nonprofit, and 10 percent are federal profects. LEED
certification projects range from manufacturing
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FEDERAL POLICIES AND PROGRAMS
THAT SUPPORT GREEN BUILDING

Federal Luws that Suppori Green Building Include:

The Noiional Enviranmental Palicy Act {MEPA}, 1969; Clean Air A 1970,
amended 1990; Resoises Conservation ond Pacavury Ad (RCPM 1974,
omended 19%4; oad Enargy Policy Ad, ]992

Execotive Order 13101: Greening the Government through
Wuste Prevention, Recydling, and Federol Acguisition in
respanse 1o RCRA 6002 {&) reyuives EPA to (1) designaie frems thai are
or can e made vith recovered matertals and (2) prepare guidslines o
assist procuring agencies fn complying with offfrmuiive procurement
requirements. Federal ngencios (and stuie or focal ngencies using federal
funds) re requied fo purchase those items.

Executive Order 13123: Greening she Government through
Efficient Energy Manugemen? encourages government agencies fo
promoie anergy effidency, water conservation, and the use of renawabla
energy produels by mandeting the raduction of fedaral facility energy
consumption per gross square faot by 35 percent by 2010 compured

tn the 1985 buse yeor. E0 13123 alss manduies federal agencies ohiain
2.5 percent of electricity equivalent through purchosing renawable power
and Installing renewable technologies. Recommended energy monegemant
sirafagias includa sustuinable building design,

Execuiive Crder 13134: Developing and Promoting Biobused
Producis and Bioenergy aims to triple the nofienal use of hinenergy
ard hiotechnalogy by the yeor 2010, 1t is ontitiputed that mesfing this
objetiive vill reduce greenhouse gos emissions by 108 million fons,
Through the coordination of fadarat efforts, technology will be developed
thet converts fregs, plonts, and other organic muierial into energy, whils
peiroleur-bosed produds vill be increasingly reploted.

Execvtive Order 13148: Greening the Government throvgh
Landership in Envirommenial Munagemeni mokes the head of
gach federal agancy responsible for ensuring that aciions ore taken to
integrate environmenta) occountabifily info ogency doy-to-day decision-
muoking and long-tasm plarning processes, Gooks indude Environmentl
#onogament, Environmentel Compionce, Righi-to-Know, Polhfion
Prevention, Taxic Chemicals Release Reduction, Toxic Chemicals and
Huzardous Suhsiences Use Reduction, Reduciions in Ozome-Deplating
Substances, ond Enviranmenially and Economically Beneficial
Londscaping.

Build Americs & o DOE parinership thai provides energy solutions for
production housing. The progrom gims o prodice homas on o communi-
iy stale fhai use 36 1o 50 percent fess energy, mplement innovativa

&

energy and moteriol saving fechnologlas, and halp hame builders roduce
censtruction fime and waste by s much ns 50 percent.

EPA’s ENgrov STaR is o government/indusiry partnecship that offers
husinesses and consumers energy-efficent sobutions. Iniroduced in 1992
a5 o valuntary laheling progrom fo idenfify and promote energy-eficient
products, ENEReY SR worls with more than 7,000 public and private
satior argonizafions 1o improve the energy performance of homes,
businesses, appliantes, affics equipment, fighilng, consumer electranics,
and residanfial heuting and cosling squipment, Crgonizfions hove
commited to improve the energy performonce of approwimalely

12 percent of LS. commarcio] building space through Euemey S

DOE’s Federol Energy Management Progrom {FENIP) works o
reduce the cost and environmental impuct of the faderal govermment by
ndvanding energy effitienty ond water conservation, promoting the use
of distributed ond renswahle energy, ond improving ufility monogement
decisions of fedsral sites, FEMP provides analyiice] software tools that
perform complex energy consymytion antrlyses and modeling, os well us
compurativs life-cycle costing onalysas. For example, the Building Life-
Cycle Cost Program provides computationl support for the unnlysts of
eapital investmenis in buildings.

U.5. Depariment of Educution’s Healthy and High-Performance
Schosls program, ennded by Cangress in 2007 and ndvised by EPA
and DOE, helps stuies develop informafion ond grant incentives for green
design ond enginesring of school renovafians, {The program hos nat yet

heen fundad.)

Partnership for Advemced Technology in Housing (PATH)

s u nafional effert lounched in 1994 fo improve the quolity, durcbility,
environmental impuct, enerqy Hidency, and offordobilily, ond detrense
the disostar risk of America’s homes.

Rebuild America fowses on sccalerafing energy-efficiency improve-
ments in exisfing commercia), nstiiuiional, and multifomily residential
buildings through private-public parerships crented of the community
tevel. Toduy fhis DOE program helps commanilties oovoss the wuniry
sorf though on often overwhelming crray of epfions for heilding
improvements end develop und implement on action plen,

DOE's Zero Energy Home is port of o nafionol initioiive fundd by
the Nofionol Renewable Energy Labaratory (NREL). The Zero Energy
Heme nifiniive aims fo Jaunch the contept into the muinstreem home
building industry, espacially inie the single-family home market.
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plants and convendon centers to firehiouses and
schools. Moreover, 50 states and 9 countries have regis-
tered projeces, with the top five states being California,
Pennsylvania, Oregon, Washington, and Michigan.

Strang Federal Leadership

The current Administration’s recent report, “Leading
by Example: A Report to the President on Federal
Energy and Environmentl Management,” details the
array of initatives and achievements underway in the
federal government. Some projects reflect genesis in
President Clinton's 1993 commirment to make the
‘White House a model of energy efficiency and waste
reduction. The Greening of the White House—

a signature parmership among government agencies,
professional associations, and environmenta] leaders
—resulted in an annual savings of $300,000 in energy
costs, $50,000 in water costs, dramatically improved
recycling rates and indoor air quality, and ecological
restoration efforts on the 1B-acre grounds. Federal
agencies have since made critical green building
policy commitments for the buildings they manage
and the teaming arrangements they make. The Navy,
National! Park Service, GSA, DOE, and EPA all have
initiated polices and projects that embrace sustainable
building design. The U.S. Government Accounting
Office {GAO) and the Nadjonal Arademy of Sciences
(NAS) have documented $30 billion in annual savings
from just five of DOE’s R&D techinologies alone, and
NAS added an extra $60 billion in environmental
benefits.

“Federal greening efforts at the White House, Pentagon,
Crand Camon, and Yellowstone National Parks help set
the course for stmilar efforts for states, local governnients
and corporate owners of real estate,”
—BIll Bronwning, Rocky Mauntain Institiie

Public and Private Incentives

To make building green more attractive, many public
and private entities offer financial and reguiatory
incentives. New York, Maryland, and Oregon are on
the leading edge of states offering tax credits for
LEED certified buildings. Portland (OR) and Seattle
{WA) offer grants for energy modeling, commission-
ing, and related costs. The private Green Building
Loan Fund in Pittsburgh, underwritten by The
Heinz Endowments, does much the same on a loan
basis. Arlington County, (VA) links preferred zoning
considerations for LEED projects. Santa Barbara
(CA) and Scotwsdaie (AZ) are some of the first
Jjurisdictions to offer expedited permit reviews for

SPOTLIGHT ON THE GENERAL
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

T .

GSA Is the federal government’s fnrgest civiiion property
monogement argenizafion ond provides fudliftes for aver

1.1 miliion federal ussodutes, The egency is responsible for
maneging more than 8,300 govermment owned or lensed
huildings, oversees federnl product procorement, and manuges
the construciion of new federal fucilifies, such os office
huildings, border stations, and courthouses in ol 50 states.
58, which was the first federnl ogency to join the LS, Graen
Building Caundl, hus formulized its commitment fo building green:

+ GSA ulopied the LEED rofing system os boih aiterto and o
measure of svccess. A LEED rofing level of Certified is
required for afl new design siaris beglmming in fiscaf your

- 2003 with a targat of LEED Silver rating, Twenty GSA
projects cre worling teward LEED rotings, mare than any
oitier organizution in the country. o

GSA, the Deporiment of the Interior, ond the USGBC signed
o Memorandum of Undersionding pledging caoperation ond
suppor! fo promofe the vse of sustainahle practices and
producs in building design, construction, ond operafian,

Strang sustainnble design Tonguage has been incorporated
Into key documents, induding 65A' Fadlities Stondards
design guide end the Design Excellente progrom guide,
which governs the selecilon of archijects and enginears.

Bulld Graen prindples are now port of svery G5A lease
. soficitaiton. :

GSA wrented o Build Green Network of essoduies in every
ragion and trolned more than o thousand federal ngency
pssadutes In sustuinable design in two yeors,

G5A provided renewable energy to power 17 percent of
DOF’s energy needs of its headquarter huildings in
Washington, DC and Germantown, Mar ylond,

Energy consumption In GSA buildings hos declined by 22
pereent shtee 1985 and recyding is neurly universal of G5A
menaged fudlitles.
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npansion of State and Local Gresn Buiiding Programs
Tax credits and other incentives are part of broader
green building assisiance prograrms offered by a growing
number of state and local governments across the
country. Government entites that have developed

.‘!ﬁ‘ X

Wl

s 6 green building programs include the siates of
Em@@m i California, Colorade, Maryland, New Yorlk,
e é_. Penusylvania, and Wisconsin; Alamecda (CA), Ring
= .

(WA), and Cook (IL) counties; and nwunerous cities,
incliding Austin and Frisco (TX), Boulder (CO),
Paortland (OR), Los Angeles, Santa Monica, and San
Jose (CA), Scotisdale (AZ), and Seartle (WA).

s

“WWe ez green buifdings
oy jtmr.’ of owr commriiment to wertd-closs suerhipluces.
Our prrsuit of green huildings ks & constand effort
te find that doelicate balance hetweon value to taspuyers,
responsible management. efficient operations,
and socin! and enoirowmnenial responsibilities.”
—Stephen Perre GSA Adminisianor

industry Professionals Talte Action to Eduocate
Members and inteprate Best Practices

A growing number of professional associations have
worked to pramote green building policies and
pracrices within the design, construction, and real

— Denver, Coloradao - ' estate communites. The American Insttte of
Architects’ Commitree on the Environment has

= his showense gresn tourthouse odds to GSA's growing been a leader in promoting sustainable design

E portfalio of kgh-perfarmance green buildings. Dedicated practices for more than a decade. The 20,000

in Octoher 2002, the courthouse is expecied fo consume member Construction Specifications Institute has

approximately 43 percent Jess energy thon a stendord worked closely with the USGBG on several projects

huilding. Design strutegies thot helped nehieve this gool include ineluding the Council's new International

hinh-performance glazing, moximum use of neturat light, Conference and Expo (‘GreenBuild’) on green

displacement veniilotion, energy-efficent elaciric lighfing, building. Well-known architecture firms are inte-

vuriuble speed elr handling, und building integroted PYs. grating green building components inte sizeable

The bwilding ulsa serves os o model for desigus that balonce
security and susiginability. The project budget was inreased
opproximataly 7 percent to cover environmentol features,

commercial and institutional projects. The National
Association of Home Builders offers resources and
meetings to encourage environmentally responsible
home building, The American Society of Heating,
Refrigerating and Air-Conditioning Engineers
{ASHRATE) Standards—which are some of the most
comprehensive and widely accepted in the world—

Aggming Batgy mpais

buildings with cerwin high-performance features. now set encroy-efficient design standards for new
California and several other states and jurisdictions commercial buildings and technologies. The Urban
offer significant rebates as incentives to buy down Land Institute and Real Estate Roundrable have
the cost of on-site renewable energy systems, partnered with USGBC on projects such as produc-
Meanwhile, the Eresge Foundation, provider of $120 ing the “Making the Busisiess Case for High

million in challenge grants for capital projects in Performance Green Buildings” document and
2004, is launching an initiadve to support design, hosting symposia. ' '

planning, and educatonal assistance for LEED-
certified buildings in is portfolio.
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Corporate America Capitalizes on Green Buliding
Benefits :
Green building practices are spreading beyond office
buildings to all business sectors, including manufac-
muring, retail, and hespitality industries. Steelcase,
Herman Miller, Johnson Controls, Interface, PNGC
Financial Services, Southern California Gas
Company, and Ford Motor Company are among the
many large corporations in the United States that are
designing or have constructed flagship high-perform-
ance green buildings. Moreover, large real estate
developers such as Hines Development are incorpo-
radng green building designs and technologies wo
provide a better product and experience for their
tenants and more value for their investors.

What we now how
is that the old story aboul there being o conflict
between environmental performance
and economic performance is a nyth.
It’s very dlear; and smart Amertean corporations
are proving this on o daily basis,
that both move in the same direction.
It’s just @ matter-of looking more intelligently,
being smarter about moking decisions,
and loaking more broadly in an integraled way
at our decisions before we make them.
When we do that, in fact, we inprove
our economic vitality
as we restore the enviromment.
—Bob Berkehile. Architest

Advances in Green Building Technology

Green building technology has evelved dramarically
over the past decade. Once uncommon, resource-
-efficient and energy-saving products and designs are
now widely recognized as mainstream. Superefficient
windows, daylighting strategies, reflective roofing
material, efficient lighting systems, and iow-VOC
paints have all gained widespread acceptance in the
building indusury. Yesterday's unreliable and unafford-
able pliotovoltaic (PV) marerials have evolved into

a new generation of technology that can replace
conventional elements of the building envelope,
thanlks to space-age material development supported
by NASA. And the prices for many green building
technologies have dropped cansiderably. Since the
1970s, the installed costs of PV systems, for examnple,
have decreased by nearly an order of magnitude.?

FOR HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN BUILPINGS

BARRIERS

A Ithough recent market interest in high-per-
Aformance green huildings is encouraging, the
enormous scale of missed environmental, economic,
and health opportunities has impormnt national
implications. These foregone benefits are particu-
larly significant given thar building stock turnaver
is measured in decades, compared with the much
shorter furnover times of nondurable consumer
goods. Why do the vast majority of buildings
constructed today miss out on the wealth of green
building opportunides? What can be done to
accelerate the normal rate of market transformation
in an industry characterized by relatively low rates
of technology innovation, small profit margins, and
minimal research investment? Owners, developers,
local governing boards, and managers siill face
obstacles that impede universal adoption of green
building practices. '

Financial Disincentives

Lack of Life-Cycle Cost Analysis and Use

Of the total expenditires an owner will make over
the span of a building's service lifedime, design and
consouction expenditures, the so-called “first costs”
of a facility, account for just 5-10 percent, In conrrast,
operations and maintenance costs account for 60-80
percent of the total life-cycle costs. 10 Unfortunately,
decision-makers rarely use life cycle cost analysis to
link capital and operating expenses, Therefore, energy
savings, decreased worker ahsenteeism, and higher
productivity are not universaily accounted for in the
cast equation. Only when savings from operations
and maintenance and improved worker health are
accounted for up front will decision-makers readily
select high-performance design,

Real and Percsived Higher First Casts

While many green buildings are designed and
constructed at comparable or even lower costs than
conventional buildings, environmental performance
features can add costs to design and construction
expenditures, According to green building
professionals, such initial cost increases generally
range from an average of 2 to 7 percent, depending
on the design and extent of added features, Typical
building accounting often makes a short-term perspec-
tive, overlooking the interrelationships between a
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huilding and jts components, occupants, and
surroundings. Without an accepted "whole building”
approach, decision-makers will rtemain biased toward
lower first costs.

Budget Separation Between Capital and Operating
Costs

Whilc federal managers arc required to conduct a
certain level of life-cycle costing, the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) fails to prioritize
projects based on life-cycle net savings. This flaw in
the federal accounting process, along with fixed
budgets, prevents federal agencies from making
additional investments up-front to reduce the lifetime
costs of 2 building, Such investments would save
taxpayers money,

Security and Sustainability are Perceived Trade-Ofis,
Since the events of 9/11, federal construction
projects have placed a priority on security, thereby
shrinking available funds for environmental features,
As long as security and sustainability are viewed as
competing for the same limited resources instead of
striving to achieve mumal longterm goals through
integrated design, high-performance green features
and security measures will be perceived as goals in
conflict instead of areas of potental synergy.

Inadequate Funding for Public School Facilities
School districts face numerous hurdles in their
efforts to secure school construction financing,
Problems can include lack of vorer support for bond
acts or increased tax levies; delays in plan approvals
that result in higher actual costw; changes in stare
assistance levels; and plecemeal renovation and
expansion projects that preclude a more efficient,
whele-building approach.

Imsufficient Research

inadequate Research Funding

- The European Union, recognizing the energy and
public health benefits at stake, spends six times more
than the United Smtes on research devoted to the
built environment. Despite srrong evidence that
indoor environmens can affect health and learning,
the major research funding agencies~—NIH and
NSF—have no programs dedicared to building
research. Although buildings consume 37 percent of
total U.8. energy resources, DOE allocates less than
3 pereent of its budget o building research. Less
than 1 percent of funds allocated for federal energy
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use is fed back to the FEMP for long-term energy
improvemnents despite the fact that government’s
building-related energy coss have dropped

25 percent in two decades due to energy efficiency
improvements. International studies and evidence
from U.5. buildings have begun to link green design
features with improved productivity, health, and
learning, but robust scicntfic analyscs are necded

to verify findings and quandfy real benefits resulting
from enhanced indoor environmental quality.

insufficient Research on Indoor Environments,
Productivity, and Heafth

Preliminary research and anecdotal evidence linking
green design features with improved productvity are
cornpelling, but robust studies are needed o verify
and quantfy preducdvity gains. A healthy indoor
environment has not yet been characterized, and
there is no widespread agreement about what
constimres “good” or “acceptahle” levels of indoor air
quality for adults or children. There is no natonal
goal to research the reladonship beeween asthma or
learning deficits and school building condidons and
practices. While NIH has a major effort underway o
study asthuna, funding is allocated to study its indices
and eures, not environmenral drivers such as building-
related conditions, The role of the built environment
in public health needs to be acknowledged by those
who establish research priorifes. Only then will sociery
reap the benefits of improved health, student
performance, and worker productivity.

Multiple Research Jurisdictions

No single federal agency or organizadon holds the
vision for the integrated, cross-disciplinary research
that needs to be done regarding the built environment
NIH, the National Institute of Standards and
Technology, DOE, EPA, the Naronal Instmte of
Building Sdences, and NSF all have addressed segments
of the issue. Flowever, it is not apparent that any one
of these entities places the full integration of this
work on its iist of priorides or even within it
mission. Holistic research is needed that examines
the environmental, engineering, energy, and public
fealth factors involved.

Lack of Awareness

Conventional Thinking Pravails

While environmental materials and methods are
capmring the aenton of a growing sector of the
building industry, most architects, builders,
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developers, and their clients remain unaware of

the full range of benefits associated with sustainable
and healthy building practices, Many mainstreamn
decision-makers have not yet been convinced that
high-performance design is good business practice,
Moreover, induseory professionals are often
uninformed about how to access tools and informaton
to help educate decision-makers about green building.
Additionally, public schools are highly decentralized
with unreliable sources of construction finds, extrem&ly
tight budgets and little oversighe.

Aversmn to Perceived Risk

The building industry is characterized by relatively
slow rates of innovation due to s size, diversity,
fragmentadon, and low investments in research and
demonstration. Indeed, such factors were primary
considerations in forming the 1.5, Green Building
Counci] ten years ago. Public secior members at the
federal, state, and local levels contribute important
perspectives to the private sector-led organization.

RECOMMENDATIONS

What Can Congress
arnd Fedeml Agencies Do?

T he federal povernment is demunstmtmg
A astrong commitment to green building,
However, further acton by the federal sector could
help drive down costs and strengthen markets for
established but still niche market technologies,
provide stakeholders with needed tools and
incentives, and fill research gaps to bolster existing
studies with robust scientific evidence, These efforts
would help convert a growing movement to a
national trend and establish the United Scates as
a world leader in high-performance green busldlngs
and technologies.

“The rafe at which high-performance
green buildings become conventional practice
will be influenced in good measure by actions laken
by the federal government,”
—Christine Evvin,
Prosicdent and Chiel Executive Qlficer,
U Green Building Corneil

EUILDINGS

Federal Policies and Incentives

Strengthen existing federal policies relatmg to green
building,

Many of the Executve Orders and legxslanon put in
place to foster green building design, construction,
and operation within the federal government provide
exceptions that diminlsh their objectives. Liforts
should he raken to strengthen and integrate federal
policies to maximize their cffectiveness.

Promote LEED as the national grzen building standard
for federal buildings. '
Promoting LEED as the green building standard for
new federal building construction will generate more
environmental, economic, and health benefits while
continuing the current stanitory emphasis on energy

- — Annapolis, Maryland

o fesigning o new hendquarers for this forge environmental
# orgonization, arcitects creuied w feon for sustalnability.
The 32,800 square foo! office building, located on 37 neres
near the shore of the Chesapeaie Bay, includes solor ponels,
nefural ventilution, ¢ geothermal heut pump with o desiccant
dehumidificofion sysiem, ond roof ond wall enelosures of
structural insulated ponels, Clod in golvonized slding made from
cans, cars, ant ofher racyeled metal objecis, the hullding wos
designed to vse 90 percent less potoble water ond 70 percant
less energy than o typical office bullding, The buitding was the
first 1o raceive o LEED Plutinum rafing.
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~— University of California, Suntz Barbara

? his $26 miflion Ishoratery building ncorporaies
susininabie pracices ond muteriols into virtually ot

of its 85,000 squore feat. Feivres in the LEED 1.0 Ploflnum
building nchrde roottop PV ensrgy yenerution ond purchnsed
energy from recovered lundfill woste gos; muteriols mode
from post-consumer recyded products; building arientofion ond
ventitotion thut masimizes deylight and outsids uir; operohle
windows ond motien sensors thet minimize generated energy
usg; a varjoble oir volyme sysiem thet automatically corrects
for pressure chunges t the lebs; ond vse of recluimed woter
for londscape irrigation and waterless urinal technalogy.
Ninaty-three percent of the construction wusie was recycled,
and all of the moterinls in the bullding are frea of shestos,
formaldehyde, and CFCs,

efficiency. As experience with LEED develops, federal
apencies should strive to meet a LEED Silver rating
for all new construction. Conpress should alse con-
sider replacing the current Energy Conservadon and
Production Act (42 USC 6834) requirement that
establishes an energy efficiency standard for all new
federal commercial and muld-family high-rise resi-
dential buildings with a broader mandate to ensure
the susminability of all federal buildings.

Restructure capital budgets to reflect full~cost account-
ing and create tools and incentives to move federal
agenciac and Congress beyond first-cost construction,
Federal managers are required to use Building
Life-Cycle Analysis (LCA) on all projects. However,
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budget and schedule issues often shift priorities away
from high-performance features that yield the best
returil on taxpayer investnents, Life-cycle analysis
tools should also be designed with the end-user in
mind. They should use the language of the intended
audience—designers, facilicy managers, asset
managers, accountants—io catch their attention and
ensure ease of use, Developing LCA will require -
research, datsbase development, and inigal incentives.

Establish a federal performance-based tax credit to
encourage more rapid adoption of ener gy-esucient
and green products and practices.

States and local governments are proving that modest
tax credits can stimulate market interest in green build-
ing practices by offsetting any additional upfront costs
such as energy modeling and commissioning, Tax cred- ©
its should be ded to LEED cerification to assure thar
projects deliver promised results and to speed overall
market transformadon. Such tax credis showld apply
to both the commercial and residential markets.

Federal Program Development
and Coordination

Coordinate federal agency green building initiatives
intc a cohesive program.

Many federal agencies and deparments, including
EPA, G5A, and DOE, currently manage a slice of the
green building pie. For example, FEMF coordinates
much of the federal government's existing green
building efforts, though the program has a predomi-
nant focus on energy as part of DOE. Green building
by definition is an integrated approach and requires
caordination across these jurisdictions. An umbrella
office that linked federal green building programs
as part of a single program effort would create a one-
stop-shop for both internal agencies and external
stakeholders. Anather cunsmlemuun is o clevelop a
federal green team built on the Sustainabilisy
Council launched by FEMP w0 conrdinate resources
and review funding for federal research. A branded
program such as LEED would offer the government
and program parmers visibility, recognition, and
market differentiation and would help galvanize
stakeholders and accelerate high-performance green
building practices.

Bevelep s product lzbel for preen building materials
and techneiogies.

LENERGY STAR hegan as a labeling prograumn to identify
and promote energy-efficient products. However,
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energy efficiency is only one component of a truly
green building. Other labels such as the proposed
“Bio-based products” provision of the Farm Bill
address pieces of the green building picture. A com-
prehensive label for a wide range of green building
materials and technologies would go far to offer
businesses, consumers, and federal procurement
officers clear product choices for high-performance
green buildings. Product label criteria should take
into account a product’s full energy and environ-
mental costs from the point of extraction through
disposal. ' ' ' '

Award leadership,

Efforts should be taken to continue recognizing
federal agencies and program partners for their
leadership in achieving green building standards and
demonstrating benefits, (The White House Ciosing
the Gircle Awards, which focus on recycling, have
been expanded to include green buildings, FEMP
also gives awards for Energy and Water Efficiency.}

Technical Assistance & Public Outreach
Establish a national database and information
clearinghouse for green buildings,

While an overwhelming amount of information
relating 10 green building exists within federal
agencies, state and Jocal governments, and industry,
itis often difficult o find. A national database and
information clearinghouse could provide readily
accessible case smudies, fact sheets, research studies,
and documentation of green building benefits.
These resources would help decision-makers
overcome the bias presented by potendally higher
first costs, In the short term, hup;/ /www.eren.doe.gov
buildings/highperformance/case smdies/index,cfm
should be used while a more cornprehensive database
is developed.

Develop and promote benchmarling tools.
Most experts agree that ENERGY STAR is a strong
program for benchmarking energy performance.
However, an integrated, whole-building approach
requires scientfically based, technieally sound
benchmark standards for all aspects of a building,
inchuding productivity and indoor air qualisy. Such
data can be used to further enhance the robustness
and effecdveness of environmental ratng tools such
as LEED.

Coliaborate with the private sector to promote ths
businass case for high-performance green buildings,
The federal government is a natural broker of credible
research findings on high-performance green buildings
including dat on costs, labor productiviey, investment,
health and comfort, and national securiyy benefits.

Suppert the development of simpie calcuiation and
simulation tools; :

These tools should be geared toward integrated
green building assessment as opposed o a single
media approach. DOE-2 (soon to be replaced by
Energy-Plus), a computer program that aids in the
analysis of energy usage in buildings, is a good
model. Likewise, support is needed to develop
cost-effective building commissioning tools and
incentive programs for their use.

Suppart public education and outreach efforis.

A national outreach campaign would increase
consumer demand for high-perforrmance green
buildings. Public education would alse help transform
the image of green buildings—which today tend to
e viewed a5 costly and complex—into desirable
alternatves that are easily within the reach of any
prospective home or building owner. Continued
support for training programs for building industry
professionals would also further increase awareness
and knowledge among archirects, designers, builders,
developers, and other industry professionals,

Suppnft the development of innovative materials,
products, and systems that maximize natural space
conditioning and energy efficiency.

The United States can be a leader in green building
technology development and can use its tremendous
purchasing power to expand both demestic and
export markets. Federal policies such as EO 13184
for bio-based materials and EQ 13101 for recovered
content are good models for market development.
Similar polices could be developed for other prod-
uc, including carpet and fabrics,

Research

Increase funding for basic high-performance green
building research. '

Mauy experts identify research as the single

greatest need the federal government can address.
The desjgn, construction, and operation of buildings
account for 20 percent of the economy and more
than 40 percent of the energy consumption,
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pollution, and waste in the United States, but far less
than 1 percent of the federal research budget is allo-
cated w buildings. Much needs to be learned about
how natural systems can be used as models for the
design of materials and consoucton, how energy
and air move through structures, and how humans
interact with the built environment. The feders] labs
are conducting important research, but addidonal
funds made available through NSF and other entities
would help fill critical research gaps. Research
tunding should support universities and laboratories
working in collaboration with industry to develop
the next generation of high-performance building
materials, compaonents, and integrated systems.

Support funding for "berealtthrough” energy-efficient
_and renewable technologies,
Breakthroughs are needed to reduce the installed
cost of PV systems, improve the performance of water
heating and lighting systems, enhance the thermal
properties of insulaton products, improve the cost
effectiveness of fuel cells, and to pave the way for
commercialization of many other promising tech-
nologies, The DOE Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewsble Energy should enhance its Building
Technology, Distributed Energy and Electric
Reliability, Solar Energy Technology, and Industrial
Technology programs to foster breakrhrough
technologies, o ' '

inerease funding for applied building research

te document linls between indoor envivonmental
quality, human hezlth, and productivity.

Preliminary studies are showing an increase in the
performance of office workers and a decrease in
absenteeism due to the design of high-performance
green buildings. Energy leaders such as Carnegie
Mellon’s Center for Building Performance,
Berkeley's Genter for the Buiit Environment, and the
Rocky Mounrain Institute have published numerous
studies on the benefies of green design, but addidon-
al sctentific studies are needed to verify preliminary
findings and help gaivanize industry support.

Recommendations to Improve School
Enviromnents

Strengthen EPM's Schools Program.

EPA's healthy school environment inidatives should
be made a clear agency prioriy and resources should
be invested o improve the environmental health of
public schools, Guidelines for new school siting,
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eonstructon, and operadon showld take children's
size and development needs into consideradon. New
school siting should nog be permined on or adjacent
to laiown hazardous facilities. Best practices for
school facility maintenance and product procurement
should be consistent with the federal executive order
on Environmentally Preferable Purchasing, The JAQ
Tools for Schools prograim should be evaluared
specifically for its impact on health and learning,
Educaton and outreach needs o be expanded to
include federal and state agencies and other key
constituencies and to address other imporant school

_environmental issues such as evacuations due to

chemical spills and construction fumes, radon, lead,
asbestos, and pest control. Moreover, a system for

more regular school facility monitoring should

be developed.

fund and implement the Healthy and High-
Performance Scheals previsions enacted in the Leava
Mo Child Behind Act of 2001, ' :
The provisions call for (1} a U.5. Department of
Educadon study of the impact of decayed environments
on cliild healch and learning and (2) stare grants

to develop high-performance school information
programs and fund technical assistance in design,
engineering, and materials specifications for school
renovations in needy local districts. Unformunately,
budget constraines have left the program unfunded,
although the Department of Education bas
developed some inidal informarion on the study
requirements. Congress should fully fund this initiative,

Fund school heaith and safety repaivs.

Congress provided $1.2 billion in 2001 for urgent
school renovation grants to address indoor environ-
mental problems as well as disability and technolagy
access, The Administration has not renewed this
funding. These funds would be allocated to states and
include funding for disability and technology access,

Establish standards for indoor air quality.

Standards for commercial offices and housing should
be set independlently from schools, Standards for
schools should take into consideraton child environ-
mental henlth and learning characteristics, as well as
the unique characteristics of school facilicies as
densely occupled and undermaintnined workplaces,
Smdents who are disabled and health-impaired may
be even more vulnerable to the impacts of adverse
envirormental conditions, such as, poor daylighting
and acousdcs and indoor air quality problems.



N‘ATIQNAL TRAENDS FOR HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREENM BUILDGINGS

Fund school environmental quafity research.

Good scientific data are needed to better understand
the relationships between outdoor and indoor
environments and student health and learning.
Research should also forus on student illness and
injury and risk prevention,

Expand the role of the federally funded pediatric
environmental health research centers.

These centers should pardeipate in on-site school
environmental investgations and work cooperatively

with the states to advance child environmental health

concerns in schools, day care, and other indoor
environments. ’

Pass the School Environmental Protection Act. -

SEPA would require schools to practice facility main-
tenance in 4 manner that prevents pests and controls
them with leasttoxic pesticides.
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ARTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Meeting of Tuesday, 7 September 2004
Mansfield Community Center Conference Room

MINUTES

1. The meeting was called to order by acting Chair Derti Owen at 7: 05p. Members present: Scott Lehmann,
Derri Owen, Carol Pellegrine, Steve legle Blanche Serban. Members absent: Jay Ames. Others present:
Jay O°Keefe (staff).

2. The minutes of the 02 Aung 04 meeting were accepted as written.

3. Community Center art. The next installation is now scheduled for the Oct-Dec period and will feature
flat-art by Dunja Pelto and Carolanne Markowitz, Derri will contact Dunja to see if any of her things are
large enough to be displayed high on the walls in the lounge off the lobby; if not, Blanche Serban can
supply some large paintings for this space. Barbara Katz has been approached about displaying ceramics in
ihe entry-way cases (the left-hand one now contains publicity for the Festival on the Green, so it will be
empty after 18 Sep).

The Commitiee has received a display application from L. Peltier represen:ﬂmU Central Connecticut
Woodturners; they would like to mount an exhibit in the display cases during Jan & Feb 2005, Blanche
Serban offered paintings for this period; she could co- ordmate paintings for the lounge with what the
Woodturners dlsplay in the cases.

4, Festival on the Green. There are now 39 arts & crafts people signed up for tables at the 18 Sep Festival.
The Festival Committes is handling tabie assignments and will be sending a final letter (drafted by Jay A.)
with set-up informetion to participating ariists. Jay A. has asked that Committee members volunteer to help
with set-up, information, etfc., starting at 11:00a (assemble at the Partnership office). The sidewalk chalking
" contest will be judged at 5:00p (judges: Jay A., Derri, Scott). Blanche Serban volunteered fo do a 1-hour
painting demonstration; she will call Cynthia van Zelm to make arrangements.

5. Membership. Jay A. has announced that he will retire from the Committee; he has ‘served his time’ and
is busy with graduate work. The Oct meeting will be his last. Derri had intended to retire, but now thinks
she should stay on (though not as Chair). Steve will find it difficult to make meetings (at least mestings that
start at 7;00) this year, since he has a teaching job in Hartford that runs wntil 6:15p. Steve suggested we try
ta get a representative from one of the dance groups to serve on the Committee; Jay O°K suggested adding a
student member, probably from E.O.Smith. Committee members were again urged to consider who among
their acquaintances might be asked to serve. Until someone volunieers/agrees to be Chair, meetings will be
chaired on a rotating basis.

6. Goals & projects. Carol wondered about the goals of the Commitiee; we need to do more than arrange
for Community Center art displays to justify our existence. Some ideas for projects that the Committes
might pursne in the coming year:

e QOrganize a series of performances by local musical, dance, theatre groups (Scott). So far, the
Committee’s focus has been visual arts. Another format might be a festival around some theme ~
say, a Renaissance festival (Steve).

» Promote the use of display/performance space offered by local businesses (Derri). The Committee
has left it to artists to approach the businesses listed in its space inventory, but nobody seems to have
followed through and done this. Blanche was surprised to learn that information about display
opportunities was available; perhaps it needp, 8 9ter publicity. Steve suggested a preparing a flier for



distribution at the Community Center (“Have you noticed the art displays here? Would you like art
displayed in your business? Would you like to display your art here or at local businesses?”).
¢ Holg a series of open forums for artists, asldng for their input on what the Committes should do
(Derri). These could talce the place of some monthly meetings. Refreshmenis could be served to help
atiract participants (Blanche).
o Develop a directory of local arfists (to which someone who wanted to hire a musical group for a
wedding, say, could ‘um), mclud.mg perhaps a penorhcally updated calendar of local artistic events
(Jlay O'K).
There seemed io be general agreement that projects like these would be worthwhile and that the Cammlttee
should start with promoiing the use of business display space, since we've alrsady invested a lot of fime in
gathering the information. Further discussion of projects was deferred to the October meeting.

7. Annual report. The Committee’s FY03-04 report to the Town is due in October. Scott agreed to prepare

8. The meeting adjourned at 8;17p. Next mesting: Monday, 4 October 2004, 7:00p.

Scott Lehmann, Acting Secretary, 8 Sepiember 2004
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Mansfield Downtown Partnership

October 5, 2004

Board of Directors

Mansfield Downtown Partnership
Re:  Iiem #3 - Meeting Minutes

Dear Board members:

1244 Storrs Road
PO Box 513

Storms, CT 06268
{B&0) 429-2740
Fax: (B60) 429-2719

Attached please find the minutes for the Board meeting held on September 8, 2004.

The following motion would be in order:
Move, to approve the mimites of September 8, 2004,

Sincerely,

e Uit Lidhtsy fe o

Cynthia van Zeln
Executive Director.

Attach: (1)
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MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP, INC.
BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING
Mansfield Community Center
Wednesday, September 8, 2004
MINUTES
Present; Mariin Berliner, Torn Callahan, Mike Gergier, Al Hawkins, Janet Jones
- Phillp Lodewick, Betsy Paterson, Dave Pepin, Caroline Redding, Steve
Rogers, Phil Spak, Frank Vasington, David Woods

Staff: C. van Zelm, L. Cole-Chu

1. Cali to Order

Philip Lodewick called the meeting to order at 4:00 pm.

2. Opportunity for Public to Comment

" Howard Raphaeison noted that the Storrs Center project was moving from dreams to
reality. He reiterated his support for housing for seniors who will add to the spending
capacity of the area.

3. Approval of Minutes

Mike Gergler made a motion to approve the August 3, 2004 minuies. Beisy Paterson
seconded the motion. The motion was approved with one abstention by Dave Pepin.

4. . Appointment of Mark Hammond to Finance and Administration Commitiee
Tom Callahan made a motion to appoint Mark Hammond to the Finance and
Administration Committee. Dave Pepin seconded the motion. Mr. Hammond works at
A.G, Edwards and is an alumnus of the University of Connecticut. The motion was"
-approved unanimously.

8. Report from Committees

Fesiival on the Green

Besty Paterson reported that there has been a [ot of advertising done for the Festival
- and a major community effort was underway to make the Festival happen. It is a good
kickoff to the Storrs Center project,

Advertising and Promotion

David Woods said the Advertising and Promotion Committee reviewed preliminary
proposals for the kiosk and should have a report soon with more specifics.
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- B. Update on Municipal Development Plan and Related Storrs Center Project
.Issues.— Steve Maun, LeylandAlliance S

Steve Maun, President of LeylandAlliance, introduced the LeylandAlliance team — Lou
‘Marguet, Monica Quigley from Leyland, Harry Lasslter from the Lassiter Group, Hideaki
Ota, Richard Munday and Herb Newman from Herbert S. Newman and Partners,
Michael Kiemens, Tom Cody from Robinson & Cole, Geoff Fitzgerald and Bob Landino
from BL Companies, Max Reim, Joanne Maislin, and Maeve Callery from Intrawest-The
Village People.

Mr. Maun said the team’s first step was o understand the site, its environment, and
constraints. Lou Marquet said the property was flown with a new aenal produced and a
new topographlcal map. They have good mapping now. :

Michael Klemens reviewed the wildlife, wetlands and vernal pool on the site, He said tha .
larger vernal pool on site produces much food for the deciduous forest ecosystem. The
project will protect the vernal pool. : -

Mr. Kiemens said they should be able to improve the stormwater run-off on the site.

~ Mr. Marquet said the team has had a field meeting with staff from the CT Department of
Environmental Protection, and the Army Corps of Enginsers to review the quality of the
wetlands, and develop a stormwater management plan.

Max Reim said the Intrawest philosophy is fo create the commercial heart and soul of
the community. They are warking on gathering the demographics of the area as well as
talking to residents, and students. Mr, Reim said the team starts with a Commercial
Development Analysis, which in this case is 90 percent complete. They are at about 75
percent completion with the budgeting for the commercial piece of the project.

The team is now working with the architects and designers to “create the magic” — the
people connection. Mr. Relm said they are about 90 days away from cornpletlng this
piece of the cornmerctal analysis, _

Mr. Reim said that 96 percent of Inirawest tenants are retained.

Mr. Maun referred to Mr, Raphaslson's comments and said that the team is very
intarested in the Active Adult component of the project and it would be a central piece of
the housing. They are working with consultants Zimmerman Volk an residential issues.
They will look at the different housing markets that are planned.

Herb Newman reviewed a preliminary sketch of the site plan. He sald the team'’s hope
was that Storrs Road would become a pedestrian Main Street. The intensity of
development would be at the green. Housing over retail is another concept they are
endorsing.

Janet Jones asked what the sirategy is to work with CDOT 1o allow Storrs Road to
become more pedestrian orientad and quiet, in the downtown area. Mr. Newman said
the thinking at CDOT has changed from just trying to get the fraffic through to thinking
more about how traffic flows relate to the pedestrian. There may be more congestion
but slowing people down will get them to stop and go inio the stores.
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Mr. Newman and Mr. Reim said the integration of the surrounding neighborhoods
including the School of Fine Arts compiex W|l[ be key to the Success of the prmect The
flow of people is essential. :

Mr. Maun sald that after the site analysis was done and in an effort to protect some of
the active wildlife areas, there is just over 14 acre avallable for development. Tom
Callahan asked what the effect of the new footprint would have on the market analysxs
Mr. Maun said this will effect how large the tenant spaces will be.

Dean Woods suggested that the team, partlcular[y Intrawest-The Village People, meet
with the School of Fine Arts as they bring in over 200,000 patrons a year. They ars also
working to expand their summer programs as well. Dean Woods said he would share
the sconomic impact infarmation that the School of Flne Aris has put together with
intrawest-The Village People..

Mr. Maun said the team is looking at parklng structures and has brought on a parking
consuliant,

- T, Committee Report continued

" Finance and Administration Committee

Mr. Callahan sald the Parinership is entering a new and even busier phase. It will be
important to manage the Storrs Center project effectively, Executive Director Cynthia
van Zelm will need help with the administrative aspects of the job. Mr. Callahan said the
Finance Committee has recommendad that the Partnership hire a person to work up fo
25 hours a week for a total budgstary cost of $25,000 to $30,000. This cost was not
budgeted this year. He expected that a combination of additional resources from the
University and the Town, philanthropic support, and grants will be able to cover the cost.
Mr. Callahan made a motion, based on the Finance Committee’s recommendation, to
craft a job description for an administrative assistant, and increase the budget of the
Partnership by $25,000 to $30,000 a year. Mr. Lodewick secanded the motion. Ms.
Jones said the Festival took a lot of work and she would be concerned about doing it
again without additional staff support. Mr, Lodewick noted that the Partnership had not
even begun addressing issues at King Hill Ruad and Four Corners. The motion was
approved unanimously. :

8. Adjourn

Mr. Callahan made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Steve Rogers seconded. The
motion was approved unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 5:30 pm..

Res pectfully submitted, _
W%"(M ,re7,7'j¢ éf-‘;f\\____.-’

Cyntﬁjla van Zelm
Exscutive Director, Mansfield Downtown Parinership -

P94



MINUTES MANSFIELD HISTCRIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
September 14, 2004

In Attendance: Gail Bruhn, Isabelle Atwood
Meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. in the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building.
Sandra Lamﬁaﬂ asked for approval of a ch'ange in previo-usly approved plans. Because of |

the construction of the building it is necessary to change the shape of the window on the

west side to 8 long low window. Since this is a minor change we felt that apubhc hearing
13 not needed. The request was approved.

Dr. Rostyslav Stepanenko, who has purchased Dr. Stanley’s house and business on
Spring Hill asked for approval for a change in the present sign to a slightly Jarger one to
allow for addition al working with no change in shape of sign. Since the request conforms
to zoning regulations governing signs, the request was approved.

Meredith McMuinn talked to Gail Bruhn about making changes to the Spring Hill Church
sign. Since no formal request has been submitted, no further action was taken at this time.

Isabelle Atwood, Acting Secretary
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- MINUTES
MANSFIELD INLAND WETLAND AGENCY
. Regular Meeting, Tnesday, September 7, 2004
Co_m_lcil Char_nhers, Andrey P Beck Municipal Bailding

Members present: R. Fa.vreth (Chairman), B. Gardner, J. Goodwm, R. Ha]L E Holt, P, Kochenburger,
G. Zimmer

Members gbsent: A, Barberet, P. Planis

Alterates present: B. Muich, B, Pociask -

Alternates absent: B.Ryan™ | .

Staff present' . G. Meitzler (Wetlands Agent)

Chairman Favrettl called the meetmg to order at 7:07 pm,, appomnng Alierniates Mutch and Pociask to act as
voting members .

Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded to add receipt of new apphcatlon W1274, KMC, LLC, to the Agenda under New,
Business; MOTION PASSED nnanimansly. ‘ _

Minntes: 8/2/04 — Mr. Muich stated that he had heard the relevant tapes and felt quallfled to vots; MI Pociask
disqualified himself. Zimmer MOVED, Gardner seconded that 'the Mimrtes be approved as presented; MOTION
CARRIED, all in favor except Pociask {disqualified).

/1/04 field trip —Favretti MOVED, Holt seconded that the M’Jm:ltes be approved ag presented; MO'I‘ION
CARRIED, Holt and Favreiti in favor, all else disqualified. :

Communications — Draft Mimutes of Conservation Commission 8/18/04 meeting (regarding W1268, Miner,

W1269, Grand Shart; W1270, Town Clover MJ]l Rd. pre_]ect, and W127 1, Peterson-Bhnn) Weﬂands Agent 8
9/1/04 Monthly Business memo. _ _ _

Holt reported that she had" heard that possible- ~violations related to lake-dredging and sedjmenrlerosmn comtrol

. concerns have been ocourring at the site of the application recently approved at 32 Centre St./18 Edgewood Ln..
During discussion with the Wetlands Agent, concerns were alsé expressed about whether work could be completed
within the time schedule owilined by the applicants, Mr. Meitzler said he has visited the site frequently and has
observed no violations as extreme as those mentioned by Mrs. Holt and the neighbors, Flowever, he will revisit the
site after the upcoming predicted rains and will report on the app]mant s plans for fiture construehon ar a special
meetmgm be schednled for this purpose on Sept 20", _

Old Bunsiness

W1267. Yankee. I-]i]l}gdale Rd. request for extension — The Wetlands Agent s 9/2/04 memo noted the requested
extension of time to allow for revision of prewously-submnied house plans to comply with requirements of the
Eastern Highlands Health District, Holt MOVED, Hall seconded to grant an extension of time until October 4,
2004, to James Yankes, to allow time for completion of a site plan for a new honse W]ﬂl septm system and related
site work on Hillyndale Rd.. MOTION PASSED unammﬂusly

W1268. Miner. N. Eaglewlle Rd.. deck g__nansmnjwthm buffer area — Mr. Meitzler’s 9/1/04 memo and comments
from the Conservation Commission (above) were noted; the site was also visited as part of the 9/1/04 field teip,
Holt MOVED, Hall seconded o prani an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the Wetlands and
Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to Russell Miner (file W1268) for replacement of an existing
deck on property owned by the applicant located at 391 North Eaglevi]le Rd.; as shown on a map dated 7/19/04,
and as described in other appheanon subinissions. This action is based on a finding of no amnmpated significant
impact on the wetlands, andis conditioned upon the following prowsmns bemg met: .

1. Appropriate erosion and sedimentation controls shall be in place prior to construction, imaintained during

———eonstmchon,—an&remwedwhmﬂ:sturbedﬂreasarecempletely-stabmeu,

2. This approval is valid for a period of five years (until September 7, 2009), unless additional ‘I:Lme is requested
by the applicant and granted by the Inland Wetlzp, 9 7.gency. The applicant shall notify the Wetlands Agent



before any work hegins, and all work shall be completed within one year. Any extension of the activity period
shall come before this agency for further review and comment. MOTION PASSED unanimously, -

W1269. Grand Shart. LLC. proposed 4-lot subdivision on Cedar Swamp Rd, — Mr.. Meitzler’s 9/1/04 memo and
comments from the Conservation Commission (above) were noted; the site was also visited as part of the 9/1/04
field trip. Holt MOVED, Muich seconded to graut an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the Wetlands
and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to Grand Shart, LLC, c/o Samuel L. Schrager (file

'W1269) for a four-lot residential subdivision on property owned by the applicant located at Cedar Swamp Rd., as

shown on a map dated 7/26/04, and as described in other application submissions. This action is based on a finding

of no anticipated sign:iﬁcant impact on the wetlands, and is conditionsd upon the following provisions being met:

1. Appropriate erosion and sedimenmtation controls shall be in place prior to constmchon, maintained dnrmg
construction, and removed when disturbed areas are completely stabilized;

2. Silt fencing shall be provided across the old tumpike where the shared drive meets it, io hmrt downhﬂl
movement of sediment;

3. Silt fencing shall be added downhill of constraction areas on Lot 1, uphill of the shared drive; .

4. This approval is valid for a period of five years (until September 7, 2009), unless addrhonal time is requested
by the applicant and granted by the Inland Wetland Agency. The applicant shall notify the Wetlands Agent
befors any wark begins, and all work shall be completed within one year. Any extension of the activity period
shall come before ﬂ:us at,ency for farther review and comment MOTION PASSED unammously

W1270. Town of Mansfield Clover Mill Rd. reconstruction. Euardm]l Mr, Mertzler s 9/1/04 memo, 8!6/04
comments from the Windham Water Works and comments from the Conservation Commission (above) were noted:
the site was also. visited as paft of the 9/1/04 field trip. Following discrission, during which members discnssed
‘comments by the Conservation Commission supporting the concept of a more natiral-looking gnard rail, Holt
MOVED, Hall seconded to grant an Inland Weflands License under Section 5 of the Wetlands and ‘Watercourses
Repulations of the Town of Mansfield to the Town of Mansfield Department of Public Works (file W1270), for
. reclamation overlay of pavement and installation of a guard rail or property owned by the applicant (road right-of-
way) on Clover Milt Rd., as shown on a map dated 6/18/04 and as described in other apphcaticn submissions; ‘Thig
action is based on a ﬁndmg of no anhclpated mgmﬁcant impact on the wetlands, and is condﬂ:mned rpon the
~ following provisions bem:, g met: .
1. Appropriate ‘erosion and sedimentation conirols shail be in place prior to constructmn, mamtamed during
< construction, and removed when disturbed areas are completely stabilized;.
2. Sediment and ercsion protechcn shall be added at stations 44100 and 8+70 on the porhon of the road to be
reconstructed; -
3. Areas of distarbance amund the guard rail end anchors shail be protectedby spreading with hay or by covering
with filter fabric if the season does not permit seed srowth; :
4, This approval is valid for a period of five years (tmtﬂ SePtember 7,2009), unless addmonal time is requested
by the applicant and -granted by the Inland Wetland Agency. The applicant shall notify the Wetlands Agent
~ before any work begins, and all work shall be completed within one year. Any extension of the activity period
shall come before this agency for frther review and comment. MOTION PASSED nnanimously.
In addition, the Agency added the following: “In addition, the Intand Wetland Agency requests the Public Works
Department to considerthe 8/18/04 recommmdanons of tha Conservation Comm;smon regarding aliernative guard
rail options.” .

W1271 Peterson-Blinn,_Mansfield City Rd.. sinplé-family houss within regulated area - Mr. Meitzler’s 9/1/04
- memo, 8/6/04 comments from the Windham Water Works, 8/11/04 comments from the Eastern Highlands Health
District, and commemnts from the Conservation Commission (above) were noted; the site was also visited as part of
the 9/1/04 field irip. Holt- MOVED, Hall seconded to grant an Inland Weflands License under Section 5 of the
Wetlands and Waterconrses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield 1o Elizabeth Peterson-Blinn (file W1271) for
construction of a single-family ‘dwelling with associated site improvements on property owned by the applicant
located at 577 Mansield Crty Rd., as shown on a map dated 7/6/04 and as described in other application
submisgions. - This action is based on a finding of no antlmnated significant Jmpact on the wetlands, and is
conditioned upon the fo]lowmg provisions being met:
1. Appropuate erosicn and sedimentation comitols shall be in place prior to constmctmn, mamtamed dnnng :
consi:mcttcn, and removed when disiurbed areas P. 9 Smpletely stabilized; '



Silt fence shall be installed along the south side of the driveway, uphill of the Tanner property; ‘
This approval is valid for a period of five years (until September 7, 2009), unless additional time is requested
by the applicaut and granied by the Inland Wetland Agency. The applicant shall notify the Wetlands Agent
before any work begins, and all work shall be completed within one year. Any extension of the activity
penod shall coms before this agency for further review and comment, MDTION PASSED unanmmusly

L

New Busmess — The Wetlands Agent’s 9/2/04 memo discusses W1272 (Town of Mansﬁeld, Codfish Balls Rd.)
and W1273, Cheney, Rt. 32).

W1272. Town of Mansfield Den t. of Pubhe Warks, dramaae 1mnrovemen’fs on Codfish Falls Rd. — Goodwin
MOVED, Holt seconded to receive.the application submitted by the Town of Mansfield, Depariment of Public
Works, under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Waterconrses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield for drainage
lmprovements at the north end of Codfish Falls Road in front of Lot 344, on property owned by the applicant, as
described in a map dated September 1, 2004 and 2s shown in other application submissions, and to refer the
application to the staif and Conservation Commxssmn for review and cominent. MOTION PASSED u:nammously

W1273. Chenev. construction of building, 164 Staﬁord Rd. — Goodwin, MOVED Holt seconded to receive the
application submitted- by Richard and Verna Cheney ds Highland Ridge Golf Range, imder Section 5 of the
Wetlands and Waterconrses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield for the construction of a 50-&. by 70-f. go]f
training building at 164 S'Iafford Road, on property Gwned by the applicants, as described in a map dated 9/1/04 and
as shown in other appllcations submissions, and to refer the application to the staff and Conservation Commission
for review and comment.

During diseunssion, Mr. Dancosse an abutting property—owner etnted that the DEP has been conducting
water tests to defermine the origin of pollution which has affected his well and two others. He described ather
“activities by Mr. Cheney in the area and requested that no Iand in the vicinity of the testing be disturbed umntil the
‘DEP has reached its conclusions regarding the-caise and location of the pollution: = Mr. Padick agreed that the

matter should be farther mvesugated. The MOTIDN to receive the application then was PASSED unanimously.

w1274, FZMC= LLC !Meﬂh 852 Middle TumpaLe sinple- fam:ly home ~ Goodwm MOVED; Holt séconded to
‘seceive the application submitted by KMC, LLC under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of
thre Town of Mansfield for the constructlon' of a singlé-family home on property owned by Anton Radell, as
described in a map dated 7/15/04 revised through 8/25/04 and as shown in other ‘applications submissions, and to
refer the application to the staff and Conservation Commission for review and comment: It was noted that this

application is for honse construction mstead of prewuusly—appmved greenhonses. MOTION PASSED
unanimously. ‘ o

Field trip — B}f consensus, a field trip was scheduled for 1 p.m. on Tuesday, Septeelber 14™,

Wetlands Regulations Review Cnmn:uttee A meetmg is to be: scheduled in the near flrture

| :Commumcatlons and Bills A.s listed on the Agenda.

The mesting was adjoumed at 7:45 pm
Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary

P99



~ THIS PAGELEFT

. BLANK

 INTENTIONALLY

P.100



MINUTES }

MANSFIELD INLAND WETLAND AGENCY
Regular Meeting, Monday, September 20, 2004
Council Chambers, Andrey P. Beck Municipal Building

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

Alterpates present: B, Pociask, B. Ryan

Alternates absent: B. Mutch

Staff present: G. Meitzler (Wetlands Agent)

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:07 p.m., appointing Aliernate Ryan to act in case of member
disqualification,

Minutes : 9/7/04 — Plants pointed out that his name should be removed from the listing of those present; Gardner
MOVED, Hall seconded to approve the Minutes as amended; MOTION CARRIED, all in favor except Plante,
Ryan and Barberet (all disqualified).

9/14/04 field trip — Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded to approve the Minutes as presented; MOTION
CARRIED, Favretti, Gardner, Holt and Goodwin in favor, all else disqualified,

W1256 - Goodwin disqualified herself and was replaced by Ryan. An application for beach restoration, dock
removal and associated landscaping was approved on 6/21/04 at 32 Centre Street/18 Edgewood Lane. The purpose
of tonight’s mesting was to discuss construction activity at the site. Mr. Meitzler’s 9/16/04 memo discusses
progress at the site, and at this meeting he summarized the application and progress at the site, which he has visited
fraquenﬂy, and as recently as the afternoon of 9/20, Comments were recently received from E. Hamill complaining
of excessive and long-lasting noise, removal of trees from Echo Lake and an oil film on the water. Mr. Newmyer,
the applicant, reported there is’ vei-y little use of outboard motors on the lake and he has seen no oil film; Mr,
Meitzler agreed. Mr. Newmyer summarized activities to date, saying no heavy equipment has besn used within
the lake. He stated he has been careful to comply with Mr. Meiizler’s directions and TWA. approval conditions. He
described the “sawmill” activity, now completed, saying it had lasted 3 days, about 3 hours each day. He also
discussed recent seeding and sediment and erosion comtrol measures and plans for the road, lawns and the slope
leading down to the beach area. He noted that work on the second terrace has not yet been compieted, and
requested permission to continue long enough to get it finished. He estimated that there are approximately 10 to 14
days of work still to be done. It was agreed that the lower wall should be finished now, Mr. Meitzler felt the upper
wall could be completed now too, and the present road loamed and seeded with little dismption if work is limited to
a day-by-day basis. Mr. Padick noted that a revised bonding agreement would be necessary.

After discussion, members agreed by consensus that the applicant may proceed this autummn to complete
the stone walls, finish-grade to the stone walls and add the finish coat of sand to the beach, in order to have the site
ready for final seeding as early as the weather will permit in the spring, When these projects are complstsd, in
order to stabilize the site against erosion during the winter, the applicant shall heavily re-mulch all areas where bare
soil is exposed and shall install haybales where deemed necessary by the Inland Wetland Agent, who will monitor
each day’s activities. The Chairman, with staff assistance, was also authorized by consensus to execute a new bond-
mg agreement based on this evening’s discussion, extending through the completion of the project next spring.

Wetlands Regulations Review Committee — scheduled for Thursday, Oct. 7“‘, at 3 p.m., and all IWA members
were encouraged to attend.

Communications and Bills — as listed on the Agenda
The meeting was adjourned at 7:35 p.m.

Respectiully submitted,
Katherine K. Holt, Secretary £.101
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MINUTES

MANSFIELD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMIS-SION
Regular Meeting, Monday, September 20, 2004
Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

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

Alternates present: B. Ryan, B. Pucmsk

Altemates absent: B. Mutch

Staff present: "~ G.Padick (Town Planner), C. Hirsch (Zomng Agent)

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:38 pm., appomtng Alternate Ryan to act in case of member
disqualifications..

Minutes: 9/7/04 — Hall MOVED, Halt seconded to approve the Minutes as presanted MOTION PASSED, all in
favor except Barberet, Ryan and Plante, who were disqualified,

9/14/04 field trip — Holt MOVED, Favreti seconded to approve the Minufes as presented; MOTION -
PASSED, Favretti, Gardner, Goodwin and Holt in favor, all else disqualified. :

Zoning Agent’s Report — The August Enfarcement AﬂthltY Rﬂport was acknowledged. Mr Hirsch made no oral
Comments, :

0O1d Business

“Toll Road” subdivision. 4 proposed lots off Cedar Swamg Rd., file 1221 — Memos were noted from the Town
Planner, Asst. Town Engineer and Eastern Highlands Health District (all 9/16/04), Open Space Preservation
Committee (9/13/04) and Parks Advisory Committee (5/13/04), Engineer M. Dilaj, representing the applicant (S,
Schrager, for Grand Shart, LLC), stated that all staff comments could be addressed in revised plans. He brefly
described the proposal for a 4-lot subdivision with 3 lots to be served by a common driveway off Cedar Swamp Rd.
and the fourth driveway intersecting with Old Tolland Tumpike. As a result of comments from the Open Space
Preservation Committee, an alternative open space 6):-acre open space dedication is now proposed which would
gliminate “Parcel A" and include the present woods road/footpath, which would be quit-claim deeded to the Town
for a potential future footpath/bikeway. He also stated that any large-scale paving or motor use of the Old Tolland
road would be tmacceptable fo the applicant. He then described how existing stone walls, percentages of dry-to-wet
lands and steeper slopes could be preserved, and agreed to leave a 10-15-fi. bufier to protect the present character
of the area. He also agreed to more extensive brush-and-tree cutting to increase the sight d.lstance to 300 feet along
Cedar Swamp Rd.

Mr. Dilaj said he has discussed his proposed drainage plans for Lot 2 with T. Polhemus,.of Eastern
Highlands Health District, who feels that Health Code requirements can easily be addressed, He then submitted a
letter granting a 15-day extension of time for revised plans to be submitted for staff and public review. Holt
MOVED, Barberet seconded, to accept the 9/20/04 letter from Grand Shart, LLC, granting a 15 -day extension to
allow for submission and staff review of revised plans, MOTION PASSED unanimously.

Proposed zone chanpe from RAR-40 to R-20. 27 acres of land north of Conantville Rd./south of Puddin In., file
1220 — Barberet and Pociask disqualified themselves; Ryan acted. Members noted that while it is one of the few
available areas in town which could provide sewer and water, more intensive development might increase traffic,
Concem for neighbering wells was also expressed, as well as a fear that our present regulations might not be strong
enough to enforce sufficient buffering in new developments. Tt was also noted that the property could still be
developed under its present zoning, and that site topogrephy does not appear favorable to this zone change. A 2/3

vote of the Commission would be necessary to approve the apphcatmn, but 10 one was willing to draft an approval
motion. Kochenburger and Holt volunteered to drafta denial.

Reguest for interpretation of lefter from 1. Jacobs. Esq.. reparding whether a potential Starbucks would be
classified as a restanrant in Mansfield. for PUIDOSESD. 1 p 32ssible drive-through service component — Mr. Padick’s



5/16/04 memo summarizes the issue. The Town's definition of a restaurant is based on the State Liguor Control
Board’s definition, and staff feels that under that definifion, our regulations do not clearly prohibit such a proposal,
since it would not be-classified as a restaurant. He also pointed out that our regulations are clear that such a use
would have to go through the special permit process, taking into account potential traffic impacts, neighborhood
impacts, Public Hearing testimony, etc. Mr. Padick noted that the Commission is not obliged to make such a
regnlatory decision at this time; it could wait for an application to be submitted, or it could send the matter 1o the
Regulatory Review Committee for review and possible regulatory revision. After discussion, it was agreed by
consensus that the Commission would prefer to receive an application before it further considers the question.

Reguest {o remove tree within conservation easement at 54 Homestead Drive, file 1085 — The site was visited
during the last field trip. Afier discussion, Holt MOVED, Geardner seconded that that the Planning and Zoning
Commission denies permission for the removal of a large white calk tree on Lot 4 (54 Homestead Drive) of the
Homestead Acres subdivision, as depicted and described in August 30, 2004 submissions from R. Lopez, but the
applicant may remove dead branches MO‘IION CARRIED, all in favor except Gondwin (opposed).

Proposed take-out food service use modification request at 125 N. Haoleville Rd., file 832 — Memos from the
Town Planuer (9/17/04), Ass't. Town Engineer and Eastern Highlands Health Disirict (both 9/16/04) were noted.
The Health District memo states that they have no objection to the proposed use, No significant change in nse is
proposed. Gardner MOVED, Hall seconded to approve the 8/30/04 modification request of Sara Saad for a new
food service use at 125 North Eagleville Road, as described in application submissions. This approval is subject to
the following conditions:

1, The proposed food service use does not have any seating for onsite food consurmption;

2. Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Compliance, all faded pavement markings delineating approved traffic
patterns, pedestnan walleways and parking spaces shall be re-established. These pavement markings and all
approved signage shall be maintained on a regular bases;

3. Employees shall park in the westemn portion of the subject site, to maximize available spaces proximate 1o the
new food service use;

4, All other prewously-approvcd conditions for this site shall remain in effect.
MOTION PASSED unanimously.

Pine Grove Bstates. request for bond release , file 1187-2 — Mr. Padick’s 9/14/04 memo describes road, drainage,
driveway and landscaping work still to be completed at the Adeline Place cul-de-sac, At the meeting, Mr. Padick
summarized the work completed to date and briefly explained a possible method for temporarily dealing with
remaining work. The applicant has requested that the deadline for the remaining work be extended unhl next
sprmg Pendmg furﬂ:ler developments, the issue was tabled until the next meetmg

Town Planner’s verbal updaies

Downtown Parinership. Storrs Green project — Mr. L. Marquette, of Leyland Alliance, the preferred
developer for the project, addressed the Commission in general terms on design, planning and construction of the
project. His firm will superintend and administer activity for all the construction developers. A detailed plan will
Iater be presented at a public meeting. Mr. Marquette’s firm has spent the last year cbtaining background
information on the site, in order to have a firm grasp of the existing area, prior to starting the design/plarming
process. He outlined some possible projects within the area, such as housing, retail shops, walkways and new
construction for additional commercial uses which would help to further the Downtown Partnership’s goal of
creating a lively, viable urban/village atmosphere. An acinal green would be located across from the plarmed new
fine arts center,

Regional T; ansuon‘anon Plan -Following review and approval by the Town Council and Traffic Autherity
of & draft listing of comments prevmusly approved by the PZC, the commenis have now been forwarded io
WINCOG.

9/13/04 Conservarion Commission meeting on aguifer protection — Mr. Padick and Mr, Favrett attended
the meeting, at which a DEP representative discussed the reasoning behind the new retrulatmns on protection of
aquifers and perenmal intermiftent sireams.

Plan of Develppment update — Wr. Padick and Mr. Favretd are working with WINCOG officialzs on
mapping for the new update. Presently they are worijciligo 14):1 open space aspects of the Plan; Mr. Padick reported




that there will probably be no major changes to the development aspect from the present Plan, A draft is
anticipated by the end of the year, with & Public Hearing in early 2005 and adoption soon afterward.

Communieations and Bills — As listed on the agenda.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:25 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holf, Secretary
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RECREATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
August 25, 2004

ATTENDING: Sheldon Dyer, Darren Cook, Don Field, Dave Hoyle, Nellie Hankins
STAFF: Curt Vincente

A. Call to Order ~ Chairman S. Dyer called the meeting to order at 7:35p.m. |

B. Approval of Minutes —Minutes of May 26 were not available for approval. The June 23 and July 28
meetings were cancelied.

C. Co-8ponsorship Update — No report

D. Old Business — C. Vincenie gave a brief update on outstanding Community Center construction
issues. The shut-down week project list was reviewed. C. Vincente noted that 95% of the items
were accomplished. The re-filing of ithe pool was a problem due to the brown water that was
coming in from the UConn water system. Marketing issues were discussed and the membership
sales update was analyzed. The May, June and July facility usage reports were also reviewed.
The fee recommendations and operations update memo to the Town Manager was discussed at
length. C. Vincénte noted the actions that the Town Council took with regards fo the
recommendations. The summer member newsletter was distributed.

E. Correspondence — None

will be discussed under New Business items.

G. New Business — The winter quarterly report was briefly discussed. C. Vincente gave a brief an
update on summer programs noting that the summer camp went extremely well. The distribution of
the fall program brochure was discussed. C. Vincente noted that a varlety of new programs have
been added. The PZC referral on the Toll Road Subdivision was discussed with no action taken.
D. Field expressed concern about the poor quality of the active recreation fields. C. Vincente noted
the lack of summer help for the Public Works Department Grounds Crew and the increasing
demands on the use of the flelds. RAC members expressed concerns about not being able to keep
pace with the needs and current usage. Members of the community have approached RAC
members also expressing their growing concern.

Having no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:54pm. The next mesting is scheduled for
September 22, 2004.
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RECREATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
May 26, 2004

ATTENDING: Shelden Dyer, Darren Cook, Don Field, Anne Rash, Joe Soltys
STAFF: Jay O'Keefe, Curt Vincente

The mesting was preceded by a special recognition of Joe Soltys, who recently resigned from RAC

A.

B.

Call to Order ~ Chalrman 8. Dyer cailed the meeiing to order at 7:38p.m.

Approval of Minutes -Minutes of April 28 were not officially recorded due to a lack of a quorum.

. Co-Sponsorship Reviews — D. Field moved and D, Cook seconded that the three co-sponsored

groups, Mansfield Junior Soccer Association {(MJSA), Mansfield Liitle League (MLL) and Tri-Town
Youth Fooiball and Cheerleading Association (TTYFCA), who had presenied their applications for
co-sponsorship renewals over the winter, be approved. So passed unanimously,

. Old Business — C. Vincenie gave a brief update on Communiiy Cenier construction issues.

Marketing project status report items were discussed as well as the membership sales update .
The draft member retention plan was reviewed in detail. RAC members all agreed that the plan
looked good and that staff should proceed with implementation when appropriate. The April facility
usage report was reviewed. The first member newsletier and the new facility brochure were
highlighted and RAC members expressed how positive and professional they looked.

Correspondence — None

Director's Report — C. Vincente noted that most of his report was covered under Old Business or
will be discussed under New Business items. He noted that him and S. Benoit presented at a
Cannecticut Conference of Municipalities (CCM) seminar on "Oniine Registration”.

. New Business — The PZC referrél on the Chatham Hill Subdivision, Phase ! was discussed with no

farmal coamment. J. O'Keefe gave a brief an update on spring programs and the preparations for
summer programs.

Having no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:42pm. The next meseting is scheduled for
June 23, 2004.
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TOWN/UNIVERSITY RELATIONS COMMITTEE
- COMMITTEE MEETING
Tuesday, September 14, 2004
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
i Counc:l Chambers

I\ﬂmutes

Present: P. Barry, T. Callahan, E. Daniels, R. ‘Hudd, R. Miller, AJ Pappanikou,
E. Paterson, L. Sc:htllmg, K

Absent: A. Barberet, B. Clopette, W. Simpson
Staff: M. Berliner, 8. Cox, M. Hart, G. Padick
1. Opportunity for Public'to Address the Committee

None. Martin Berliner introduced Sergeant Sean Cox, Mansfield's new resident
trooper sergeant. SGT Cox has previous experience working as a resident trooper in
Mansfield, and is a town resident. .

‘2. July 13, 2004 Meeting Minutes

Philip Barry made a motion, seconded by Chief Hudd, to approve the minutes from
July 13, 2004 and to add a discussion of spring weekend to the next agenda. The
motion passed unanimously.

3. Update re: Mansfield Downtown Partnership

Betsy Paterson remmded the committee that the Partnership's Festwal on the Green is
scheduled for September 18™ from 2:00 to 6:00 p.m., following the Know Your Town
Fair. Depending on the weather the Partnershlp may move the event to the rain date
on September 19", : :

Martin Berliner reported on the recent public presentation concerning the Storrs Center
project, conducted by Storrs Alliance and the development team. The presentation
was well attended, and staff has received favorable comments. Tom Callahan.added
that the Partnership and the development team have met its objectives with this first
presentation, and that the organization has laid out what is expected to occur next.

4. Update re: UConn 2000 Act Projects

Larry Schilling provided an update regarding the following key projects: _

» Student union — the university has begun phase 1|, and expects io compleie the
entire project by September 2005, The theater has opened and has shown its first
film.
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» Pharmacy building — the project is ahead of schedule, and staff expects the building
to open by fall of 2005. The university will demolish the older buildings, and leave
that portion of the site as green.space.

s Cogeneration facility — there are approximately 10 months of work left on this
project. The university hopes to test the facility in April/May 2005, and to be fully
operational in August 2005, Staff anticipates that the work on the gas line will
continue for another month or so.

"« Burton football complex and adjacent athletic facilities — the start of construction is
targeted for mid-October, and staff hopes to complste the prcuect by July 2008.

5. Communlty Campus Parinership on Substance Abuse

Mariin Berliner reviewed the fact that President Austin had comnmissioned a task force
io develop recommendations to deal with substance abuse issues, and that the town
and the university had commitied to establishing a partnership committes to carry the
iask force's recommendations forward. The fown has identified its representatives for
the parinership, with the mayor serving as co-chair, and has passed that information
on to Tom Callahan. Tom reported that President Austin has asked interim Dean of

Students Julie Bell-Elkins io serve as co-chair, and that she has identified potential
university representatives.

Mayor Paterson asked if the university representatives would be decision makers.
Tom replied that they would be, with respect to substance abuse issues,

8. Community Quality of Life lssues

AJ Pappanikou asked if the new council Committee on Community Quality of Life is
similar to the Community-Campus Partnership on Substance Abuse. The Mayor said
that it was not. The council committee has been established fo serve for only a short
period, and is looking at other matters beyond substance abuse. AdJ stated that he
thought the councii commiiteg had done a good job identifying the various problems.

AJ Pappanikou asked if the community-campus partnership would be designed to
address tangential issues as well? Martin Berliner replied that he could not prejudge,
as the partnership has not met yet. AJ also inquired about the recent law enforcement
activity at Carriage House Apartments and in the Hunting Lodge Road arez, and
‘whether this was expected to continue. Marty explained that law enforcement

personnel was working proactively with the iandlords, and that hopefully the problems
would abate with the onset of colder weather.

7. Other

Rich Miller reported that, in response to requests from residents, the university would

" be holding another public hearing on Burion Football Complex project. The public

- hearing Is scheduled for 6:30 p.m. on October 21, 2004, and will be held at the Bishop
Center. Mayor Paterson commended the university for its efforis in this regard.
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Mait Hart extended regrets from Bruce Clouette that he was not able o attend today’s
meeting, and that Bruce had asked Matt to distribute copies of the minuies from the
recent meetings of the Committee on Community Quality of Life,

Tom Callahan asked about the reasons why the town wished to amend the Ordinance
Regulating the Possession of Alcohol by Minors. SGT Cox explained that the town
needs to lower the fee slightly in order to bring the citation down fo the level of an
infraction, which Is easier for both the officers and the court to administer.

The commitiee adjourned the meeting at 4:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Matthew Hart
Assistant Town Manager
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DRAFT
WINDHAM REGION COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MINUTES
SePtember 3,2004

A meeting of WINCOG was held on September 3 at the Chaplin Senior Center at 132 Chaplin Street,
Chaplin, CT. Chairman Daniel McGuire called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m, -
Voting COG Members Present: Ralph Fletcher, Ashford; Rusty Lanzit, Chaplin; Robert Skinner, Columbia
(alt.); John Elsesser, Coventry (alt.); Dan McGuire, Lebanon; Martin Berliner, Mansfield (alt.); Elizabeth -
Wilson, Scotland; Michael Paulhus, Windham.

Staff Present: Barbara Buddington, Jana Butts, '
Others Present: Roger Adams, Chamber of Commerce; Rev. Richard Duvall, Congregatlonal Churctho
Freeze Hospitality Center; Roberta Dwyer, Northeast Alliance; John Jackman, Mansfield; John Kilburn, No
Freeze Hospitality Center; Diane Lambert, No Freeze HosPitaJity Center; Bob Peterson, Windham Hospital
Paramedic Program; Donna Simpson, Connecticut East Tourism District.

Chair McGuire thanked Chap'lin First Selectman Rusty Lanzit for the nse of the Chaplin Senior Center.

MINUTES ,

MOVED by Ms. Wilson, SEC ONDED by Mr Fletcher, to approve the minutes of the 8/6/04 meeting
as submitted. MOTION CARRIED with no abstentions [Note: Some members of the council had not
yet arrived.] Mr, Skinner arrived at ~8: 35 a.m.; Mr FElsesser amved at ~8 40 a.m.; Mr. Pau]hus
arrived at ~9:00 a.m.

NO FREEZE HOSPITALITY CENTER '
Ms. Lambert described the operations of the No Freeze Hospitality Center on Main Street in Willimantic.

She distributed fact sheets and statistics showing that homelessness is increasing and that the need for
emergency food and shelter is on the rise. There are only two official shelters in Northeastern CT and only
one (Danielson) that provides shelter for individuals. There are only 16 beds (8 for women, 8 for men) in all
of Northeastern CT. She noted that the Hospitality Center provided shelter o about 60 people on 731
occasions last season. The group’s new web site is www.nofreeze.org and interested volunteers may contact
the center via email at windhamvolunteers@yahoo.com, Mr, Kilburn requested a $500 donation from each
town to assist the center. Mr, McGuire explained that it is very hard to designate funds after the town budget
has been passed. In the future, the Hospitality Center should send a letter in January, prior to the initiation of
the budget process. Ms. Wilson requested information on the center for the Scotland town newsletter.

PARAMEDIC PROGRAM UPDATE

M. Peterson reported that the Windham Hospital Paramedic Program would be gone by now were it not for
the involvement of WINCOG and its towns. He presented the program budget and described the different
processes used by municipalities in paying for paramedic services. In accordance with municipal
instructions, the hospital incurred a loss of $79,000, more than any town’s assessment. The hospital is
improving efficiency by employing a MLD. in dispatch. Mr. McGuire asked for a copy of the full budget and
requested that this be sent to municipal officials antomatically, Mr. Peterson agreed to send the budget and
offered fo present the FY 06 paramedic program budget at WINCOG's January meeting.

TRANSPORTATION
STIP amendments: None.

Ms. Buddington distributed regional maps showing the percentage change in traffic volumes almig m?.j or
roadways over the past several years. She will send tables of actual traffic counts via email, and will include
data for Route 6 to the west of Coventry. '

NEW BUSINESS

a) Regional Radio Svstemn Demonstration Grant Proposal: MOVED by Mr. Berliner, SECONDED by M.,
Elsesser, to approve WINCOG?s application top 1 1 gate for $25,000 of Homeland Security

demonstration grant funds for the planning phaye o sa Rerional Radie System project. MOTION



WINCOG Board Meeting - September 3, 2004

CARRIED with Ms. Wilson abstaining. In the discussion prior to this action, Ms. Wilson noted that the
smaller towns thought that such a radio system might be more than is needed to meet their needs. They
prefer to use the regional share of their local allocation for other items more directly appropriate to their
needs. Mr. Berliner and Mr. Jackman responded that this action approves an application for funding out of
the State s share of Homeland Security funding, not from the regional or local shares, and that towns may
find that the communications systems that they now have in use will become less and less sa’usfactory and -
that a shift to narrow band systems will be inevitable because of interference.

b) Ttems for October 1 megting:

+ Discussion items for Eastern CT COG Committee Meeting on October 22
+ Hedy Ayers, Capitol Region Coaoperative Purchasing Council
« Representative from DAS cooperative purchasing program

c} Qther:

Cell Phones: Mr, Elsesser suggested having a representative from a cellular phone company discuss their
minute pooling program. ' '
Telecommunications Infrastructure Reporting: The COG agreed to have WINCOG-staff report-to the. CT— —. e
Siting Council on existing telecommunications infrastructure on behalf of the municipalities.

CERC SiteFinder: Mr. Lanzit noted that Chaplin had registered for the CERC SiteFinder and was in the
process of listing some properties. Additionally, he noted that Chaplin had a new, electronic newsletier and
that American Red Cross would be attending their upcoming *“Know-Your-Town” Fair.

ConnDOT “context sensitive solutions” meeting: Mr. Elsesser announced that ConnDQT would be giving
a presentation on September 30, 7:00 p.m. af the Coventry High School Lecture Hall, on its proposed context
sensitive solution to the Route 31 improvement project in Coventry. He thounght that other elected officials
and plarmers in the area might like to see an example of ConnDOT’s new approach

ADMINISTRATION
Lunch Work Procram Meermg The W'.[NCOG lunch meeting to d15cuss the work program was
rescheduled to Sept. 22. A written director’s report was disiributed; most items had already been drscussed

UPDATES AND DIRECTOR’S REPORT
Workforce Investment Arga: Mr. McGuire read Ms. Sampletru s written report stating that the Workforce
Investment Board helped provide fraining for individuals recently laid-off from Rogers Corp. -

Conpecticut Bast; Ms. Simpson reported that they were still waiting for summer tourism figures. She
distribuied two flyers: QSHC’s Wallung Weekend and another advertising the Tourism Board’s marketmg
services for small businesses.

Comprehensive Economic Development Sirategy: Ms, Buddington noted that the CEDS Srrategy meetmg is
-scheduled for 3:00 p.m. Tuesday, Septambar 7,2004, at EASTCONN, and invited COG members to attend.

PUBLIC COMMENTS — None.
Next month, Coventry will host the COG meeting at the Patriot’s Park Lodge.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 10:30 a.m.

Respectfully submitied by Jana Buits, staff.
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WINDHAM REGION COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS -
MINUTES _

SPECIAL MEETING - September 22, 2004

A special meeting of WINCOG was held at noon on September 22 at the WINCOG offices, 968 Main St.
Willimantic, CT, Chairman Daniel McGuire called the meeting to order at 12:00 noon.

Voting COG Members Present: Rusty Lanzit, Chaplin; Robert Skinner, Columbia (alt.); Margaret Haraghey,
Hampton; Dan McGuire, Lebanon; Martin Berliner, Mansfield (alt.); Elizabeth Wilson, Scotland,

Staff Present: Barbara Buddington.

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss priorities for the nse of funds from WINCOG's unrestricted
State Grant-in-Aid and town dues, and to discuss possible agenda items or discussion issues for the
October 22 joint meeting with NECCOG and SECCOG.

SGIA and Town Dues

Ms. Buddington distributed the page from the adopted work program which lists activities commonly
undertaken with these funds. She noted that the dollars received from SGIA and Town Dues together will
fund approximately 179 days of staff-time. She distributed a table prepared by staff showing how many
staff-days she anticipates will be used in FY 2005 for the various activities in the absense of any specific
prioritization by the Board. Time spent on these activities is driven by

+ requests for assistance from state agencies (review and comment on OPM’s State Plan of Conservation
and Development, DEP's SCORP (Outdoor Recreation Plan), DEP's Aquifer Protection regulations,
as examples)., To the exient that SGIA funding allows, we are obligated to respond to these reguests
through our agreement with the Office of Policy and Management.

» Board requests (legislative agenda, economic development activities, research on miscellaneous issnes
as examples);

« staff’s perception of need and usefulness (planners breakfasts, land use education workshops,
Apartment Guide update, legislative agenda, for a few examples);

« requests for technical assistance from town stafi members or municipal commission members
(producing maps, zoning or subdivision regulation assistance, as examples).

Mr. Berliner noted that the chart was very helpful and recommended that no action be taken at this time to
suggest other priorities. His suggested that the Board review priorities as other issues emerge over the
course of the year that need staff attention. Other members agreed by consensus.

In response to a request for more information on how much time staff spent on technical assistance to each
town and at whose request, Ms. Buddington noted that staff keep a notebook with this information, and it
will be added to the information already provided in the technical assistance section of the monthly
director’s report.

Mr. Lanzit expressed the need for help with economic development in Chaplin. Mr. Berliner suggested
that he contact Jerry Morrison, DECD (formerly the regional representative, now in the main office).

Possible topics for October 22 Joint COG meeting:

Sharing of staff expertise
Consolidated legislaiive program
Identify items that are of particular interest/importance of eastern CT.
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WINCOG Board Meering _ N _ Seprember 3, 2004

There were several positive comments on the usefilness of this meeting, especially the sharing of
information through informal conversation. Mr. Berliner expressed particular interest in learning more
about Lebanon’s visitors center, as Mansfield is thinking of doing something similar.

Mr. Berliner suggested another informal WINCOG meeting as a follow-up - perhaps in December or
January, and that we consider holding such planning mestings few times a year on an ongoing basis.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 1:30 p.m.

Respecifully submitted by Barbara Buddington, staﬁ?
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WINCOG - Director’s Report : No. 67

October 1, 2004

ADMINISTRATION

2004 Audit: Al Rusilowicz, CPA, will be conducting our annual andit in Qctober,

Columbus Day Holiday: The WINCOG offices will be closed on Monday, October 11, in observance of
Columbus Day. ' B
WINCOG Planning Lunch Meeting: Seven towns were represenied at this meeting at WINCOG on

- September 22. Minutes of the meeting will be available today,

ACIR Symposium on the Roles and Responstbilities of RPOs: This was the FY 2004 “topic of the year”
for the Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations, Their report to the legislature was put on
hold. OPM has just notified us of this November 16 symposium (8:00 a.m. - 12:30 p.m.) and asked us
to sgread the word to our board members with the request to save the date,.

Technical assz'stauce contracts active in FY 05;

Contract # Description Statug
Ashferd POCD gssistance in progress
Mangfield Mapping assistance in progress
Cofumbia Fill-in stoffing {part time} for ZEO for one week completed 7/04

UPCOMING DATES OF INTEREST

October 6 {Wednesday, 2:30 p.m,) DEP Aquifer Protection Workshop, EASTCONN in Hampton.

October 7 Eastern CT Worlkdorce Investinent Board CEQ counci] meeting in Norwich (D. McGuire represents
WINCOG on this) :

October 12 (Tuesday, 7 p.mn.} Green Valley Connectlons: Communify Greenways and Blueways Workshep,
Windham Center Fire Dept.

October 19 (Tuesday, 3:30 p.m.) WINCOG Regional Eme:;gency Planping Workgroup, Covenﬁy Town Hall
annex.

October 21 1-395 TIA, at SECCOG in Norwich 8:15 s.m, (M., Psulhus and B. Buddmgtun represent WINCOG on
this committeg).

October 22 (Friday, lunchtime)} Joint meeting with NECCOG and SECCOG.

November 2 {Tuesday, 2:00 p.m.) Northeastern CT Economie Partnership meeting (VL Pnulhus represents
WINCOG),

November S  Next scheduled WINCOG meeting

November 16  (Tuesday, 8:00am-12:30pm) ACIR Symposium on Roles and Responsibilities of RPOs, North Haven
Holiday Inn.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

EDA Planning Grant: No farther news to report on this.

NCEP Planning Activity: One subcommitiee has met (Physical, Financial, Human Capital) and two
more have meetings scheduled (Human Services, October 1, and Business Development, October 12)
prior to the next Partnership meeting. Thanks to the subcommiittee chairs - including Mile Paulhus
and Roberta Dwyer - for keeping this moving forward. '

TRANSPORTATION

Rural Minor Collector Projecis: The design of Mansfield’s Clover Mill Road project is nearing
completion. Plans for Coventry’s South Street / Swamp Road project are progressing, and it is
anticipated that construction will occur in the spring of 2006, A summary of the region’s projecis
fonded under the Rural Minor Collector program is attached to this report. At a recent meeting of
staff representatives from ConnDOT, Coveniry, and WINCOG on the South St. / Swamp Rd. project,
ComnDOT complimented the Town of Coventry on its ability to keep iis projects moving forward,
Small Urban Projects: Construction began this fall on improvements to the South St./ Seagraves
Rd.intersection. Improvements at South St./ Skinner Hill Rd, are still in the planning stage.
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WINCOG — Director’s Report No. 67

Ociober 1, 2004

TRANSIT

Jobs Access: The new Lowe's store in Plainfield has expressed an interest in having a public
transportation connection with Willimantic, because many of the applications for employment,
scheduled to begin in January, are coming from the Willimantic area. Representatives from the
Eastern CT Transportation Collaborative will be meeting with Lowe's representatives in the near
future to discuss possible solutions. After our experience with the commuter shuttles to the casinos,
WRTD is hesitant to support any additional commuter runs for which the employer(s) will not make a
commitment to keep the bus full or nearly full.

LAND USE PLANNING

Regional Planning Commission: The Regional Planning Commission has not met since WINCOG's
September 3 meeting. Their next scheduled meeting is on October 6.

Ashford Plan of Conservation and Development: The Ashford Plan Committee will distribute the
draft Plan of Conservation and Development to relevant town boards and commissions by Nov., 1.
The Planning and Zoning Commission will review the plan at a Special Mesting on November 8.
Mansfield Plan of Conservation and Development Maps: GIS staff continue to work with Mansfield
Town Planner Greg Padick and PZC Chair Rudy Favretti in preparing maps depicting priority
development areas and priority conservation areas.

Green Valley Connections: The Green Valley Institute is planning a series of meetings to help
identify greenways and blueways (also known as “green infrastructure™) in the QSHC. The first
meeting is scheduled for Oct. 12 at the Windham Center Fire Dept. at 7:00 p.m.. Individuals from the
Towns of Coventry, Mansfield, Windham, Scotland, Lebanon, and Columbia are invifed to provide
local insights, review maps, and help set goals for our regional recreation and wildlife corridors.
[Note: Columbia is not & part.of the QSHC, but areas within one mile of the Hop River and the Ten
Mile River will be included on the maps. Columbia representatives are encouraged to attend.]

EMERGENCY PLANNING UPDATES

L3

Homeland Security - Regional Emergency Planning: Your director is serving as one of three
representatives from regional planning organizations sharing coverage of the meetings of the
“Emergency Management and Homeland Security Coordinating Committee” and its three
workgroups, (EM&HSCC for short!), This group replaced the Governors Homeland Security Senior
Advisory Council, and is trying not to lose momentum as the two organizations (Office of Emergency
Management and the Division of Homeland Security) form a new integrated acrancy and search
nationally for a new commissioner,

RPQ’s have informally been advised not to expect a contract for FFY 2004 Homeland Security
funding until January 1 at the earliest,.as FEMA has not yet approved the state's ISIP.

Our Regional Emergency Planning Workgroup next meets on October 19,

Eegional Interoperabilitv Pilot Project: At its meeting last month, WINCOG endorsed the submitting
of a regional application for planning and feasibility study for a regional communications system, The
application would be for the use of state Homeland Security funds which have been designated for
demonsiration projects. Your director has been in fouch with Michae] Varni of the Department of
Information Technologies (DOIT). After he maets with the Interoperability subcommittee, he will get
back to us with more information on how we might access those funds. At this time, there is 1o
procedurs in place. '

Pre-Disasier Hazard Mitieation Planning Grant — FEMA Funding throush Departinent o
Environmental Protection (DEP): After distribution of the draft Risk and Vulnerability Assessment
portion of this plan in mid-summer, comments were received from towns and the draft was revised to
reflect those comments, The final document will be available at today’s meeting, and action to
endorse this portdon of the plan is on the agenda.
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WINCOG - Director's Report ' Ng, 67
T _ ' October 1, 2004

OTHER

= Annual Reporting to CT Siting Council: As requested WINCOG staff will be submlttmg a report for
each municipality to the Connecticut Siting Council on towers and antennae, constructed and
planned. Staff have met with five towns, and meetings have been scheduled with the remaining four
town.

»  Probate Court Svstem: Attached to this report is correspondence and a resolution passed by the
SECCOG concerning the probate court system - specifically opposing mandatory consolidation of
local courts.

CENSUS AFFILIATE ACTIVITIES

« Data Requests: Staff responded to requasts for data from one private non-profit, one mumc1pal staff
and one resident.

LOCAL ASSISTANCE

TOWN ASSISTANCE # HOURS
Ashford «  Continued working on Town POCD under contract

Coventry o Provided fire district population date and maps to fire chief and town maenager 2.0

«  Provided information to consultant waorking on economic develiopment project

Lebanon «  Provided information to ZEO on enforcement of seasonal dwelling regulations 0.5
Mansfield | »  Continued working on Town POCD maps under contract
Seotland «  Prepared CAD files of Scotland tax map for assessor 2.0
Windham | " Provided information to planning commission on Village Districts
« Provided information on wetlands resonrces to Town Planner 1.5
»  Conducted inventory of telecommunications facilides to fulfill reporting reguirements to the 7

All Towns CT Siting Council

(%]

»  Distributed information on DEP Aquifer Pratection Program

OTHER ASSISTANCE

- Continued to participate in Willimantic White Water Partmership.
- Provided information to representative of the hotel at UConn regarding economic development in
the region.

MEETINGS

Sept. 3 - WINCOG Board meeting / Chaplin (BB, 1B)

- Northesst CT Economic Partnership mesting / Hampton (BB)

Willimantic Whitewater Partnership / Windham (JB™)

- Mansfield Mapping Meeting / WINCOG (1B, KB)

- Willimantic Downtown Options Forum / Windham (IB)

Cell Tower Meeting / Columbia (JB, KB)

- Focus Area A (Public Health) / Middletown (BB)

Dial a Ride Advisory Committee (MFP)
- 'WINCOG Planning Lunch (R, Lanzit, R. Skinner, M. Haraghey, D, McGuire, M. Berliner, L. Wilson, BB)
- Wetlands Training / Brooklyn (IB)

23 - Rural Minor Collectar - Coventry South St./Swamp Rd, meeting with ConnDOT staff /Newington (BB}
- Mansfieid Mapping Meeting / WINCOG (7B, KB)

27 - Emergency Management and Homeland Security Coordinating Comittes / Hartford (BB)

28 - Mansfield Mapping Meeting / WINCOG (JB, KB)

29 . Eastern CT Transportation Collaborative (Tobs Access) meating / Norwich (BB)

30 - ConnDOT/Coveniry meeting on Route 31 project / Coventry (BB)

o oa —l
]
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[an ]
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=
r

* Time not charged 16 WINCOG
P121



SOUTHEASTERN CONNECTICUT COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
.5 Connecticut Avenue, Norwich, Connecticut 06360
(860) 889-2324/Fax: (860) 885- 1’22/E-Mall seceoe@snet net

MEMORANDUM
TO: Fellow RPO Directors
FROM: James S. Butler, Executive Director, SCCOG
DATE: 20 September 2004

SUBIECT; SCCOG Resolution No., 04-12

Please find attached SCCOG Resolution No. 04-12, Cencernmg the Probate Cou:t System. I
have been asked by our COG to share this with the state’s other RPOs.

If you have any questions or if I can provide any additional information on thls please do
not hesitate to contact me. : : .

Attachment . o P\E CE%VE»D
gep 2 3 2004

\WINDHAM REGION GO

Member Mumclpnlihes Bezrsh * Colchester * Easmt Lyme = Frel: 1 ) 71=,wr.;ld City of Groton * Town of Groten * Ladyard © Lisbon *
Momtville = New London * North Stoni...—.. .dorwich * Presion * Saiem * Sprague * Swnington *
Sioningion Borowgh = Veluntown * W-*



SOUTHEASTERN CONNECTICUT COUNCIL OF GOYERNMENTS
’ 5 Connecticut Avenue, Norwich, Connecticut 06360
(860) 889-2324/Fax: (860) 889-1222/Email: seccog@snet.net

RESOLUTION 04-12
CONCERNING THE PROBATE COURT SYSTEM

RESOLVED, that the Southeastern Connecticut Council of Governments, representing its
twenty member municipalities, supports the preservation and strengthening of the local probate court
system and is opposed to the mandatory consolidation of these courts. The Southeastern Conmecticut
Council of Governments would suppori the development of a fair and equitable financing system
that would assist in addressing the financial pressures being faced by some of the local courts. The
State should engage local municipalities that are host fo probate courts in discussion to formulate

measures which would allow the local courts to continue to exist and to provide much valued
services to our local citizens. '

This resolution shall be effective 15 September 2004,

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a legally
convened meeting of the Southeastern Connecticut Council of Governmenis on September 13,
2004.

ﬁﬁm:m - by el WM

Jamses S. Butler, Executive Director

Member Municipalities: Bozreh * Colchester * East Eyme ™ Frankiin * Griswold * City of Groton * Town of Groton * Ledyard * Lisbon
* Montville * New London * North Stoningion ™ Norwich * Preston * Szlem * Sprague * Stoningion *
Stonington Borough * VuluntuwnP 1 2 3':|rd
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
OFFICE OF POLICY AND MANAGEMENT

Ttem #11

September 28, 2004

Martin H. Berliner
Town Manager

Town of Mansfield

4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Mr. Berliner:

Governor M. Jodi Rell has asked me to inform you that the Town of Mansfield has been
awarded a $500,000 grant through the Small Town Economic Assistance Program for the
Downtown Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement Project.

The Department of Economic and Community Development will administer your grant.
Be aware that the nltimate release of funding will be contingent on your compliance with
the Department’s rules and regulations with regard to the administration of bond funds.
Your grant administrator will be contacting you in the near future. '

Congratulations on your grant award. Governor Rell and I look forward to working with
you to improve the well being of Connecticut’s communities in the future.

Sincerely,
arc 5. Ryan
Secretary

cc:  Department of Economic and Community Development
The Honorable Donald Williams
~ The Honorable Denise Merrill
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News Read - TheDay.com

Item %12 -

Featurad in Businasg

‘Quiet Corner' Tourism Gets A Boost
New Web Site Promotes Northeastern Connecticut

By ANTHONY CHONIN
Day Staff Writar
Pubilshed on 9/28/2004

The Connecticut East tourlsm district has launched a new Web site toutlng the attractions of the reglon's "Quiet
‘Comer,” from its bed and breakfasts to iis restaurants, hotel and golf courses. :

Donna Simpson, executive director of the New London-based Connecticut East, said the new site at
www.ctauletcorner.ora is designed to give greater visibility to the toutism attracttons that are found throughout
gastemn Connecticut

Connecticut East, which Is one of the state's five publicly funded tourlsm districts, covers 42 towns in New London and
Windham counties, from its seashore attractions to the "Quiet Comer's" tourism siies tucked into the eastern corner
of Connecticut. Simpson said the tourism district is promoting its 42-town district as “a wonderful place to go for a
land or sea experience.” :

Connecticut East also has its own Web site at www. mysticmore.com, which promotes the tourism district's two
marketing destinations, Mystic Places, representing the southeastem area, and the Quiet Corner, representing the
travel and tourism assets of eastern Connecticut, :

Tourism in sastern Connecticut is a nearly $4 billion industry and represents a slgniﬂcant chunk of the stale's $10 billion
travel and tourism Industry. The ragion is marketed by two tourism groups, the privately funded Mystic Coast &
Country Travsl Industry Association and the Connecticut East Convention .and Visitors Bureau.

Both groups have developed a cooperative working relationship to promote the region's tourism attractions and rely
on leads developed from thelr respective Web sites, which can be updated regularly with lnformation about travel
premotlons, such as weekend getaways or fall follage tours,

The new Quist Corner Web site provides links to the many hed and breakfasts In eastern Connacticut, along with
haotels, restaurants, golf courses, farms and shopping information. It alse Includes specials and packages that are
available, as well as an electronic request for a vacation kit. There are links to area chambers of commerce as well as
other tourism districts,

The Quiet Corner site was designed by MYS-TV of Mystic and It shares a database with the Greater Mystlc Chamber of
Commerce and Mystic Coast & Country. All of the businesses on the Quiet Corner Web site can access the database io
update their information or add an event or promotional package. Those changes are then automatically updated on
all three Web sites at once. &

@ The Day Fublishing Co., 2004
For home delivery, pleass call 1-800-542-3354 Exi. 4700
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Copnnecticut’s Quist Comer

Weicome to Connectlcut East The Qu:et
Corner

- About Us -

- Group Tours -

- Meeting Planners -
- Press -

- Members -

- Home -

- Mystic Places -

~ Connecticuf East -

vl Connecticut East's Quiet

Corner is relaxing, but not

1 sleepy. It's filled with farms, fairs,

_‘; and family fun. You can relax and
unwind in history-filed '

. B&Bs, leam ahout the past in

the many antique shops and

= even pick your own

" strawberries, peaches,

pumpkins and a cornucopia of

+  other fruits and vegetables.

Enjoy a mug of locally pressed
cider or watch the maple sugaring process. Get close
to a cow, a bison or a llama. Take a hayride or
sleighride, cut your own Christmas treg, or veniure out
on one of the region’s many nature walks.

There are plenty of active sports available, foo. "You can

4| hike independantly on trails that wind through parks and

siate forests, or join others on the more than 100 free

Al guided tours that make up Walking Weekends each

Qctober. "Canoeing and horseback riding are popuiar,
and there are opportunities for hot-air ballooning,
parachuting and cross-couniry skiing as well. ©

The Quist Carner is also filled with history and legend
and the heroic spirit of Prudence Crandall, Israel
Putnam, and Nathan Hale. "Here you can leam the story
behind Willimantic's giant frogs, and discover the
couniry’s real first President, "Expiore a colonial
cemetery, gristmill, or fown green. "Visit a 18th-century
couniry lawyer's office or the War Office of the
Revolution. "Leamn about puppetry and railroading and
phe-room schools. ©

Enjoy all this and more in CT East's Quié_t Comner - 80
close, and yeia world away.

Area Map
We are sasy 1o find but hard to leave, And you're always invited back.

Have questions or comments?
Pleasa gmall us at CT East orcall ...

|-sttoTIoY

° ]

gdeepef

Summer Savings

2-night "Passport to Summer
Savings” Package Valid Through
September 30, 2004, .

Special Offers
Great deals from area attractions,
hotels and restaurants,

Getaway Packages

Looking far the perfect vacation?
For a week or a weskend, we' ve
got onr for you.

News Releases
Listen to our members 1uctlng
{heir own homs,

Request Brochures
Kick back and relax with our huge
color brnchuras.

More Curihectii';:ut

Connecticui East: The Quiet Corner www,ci-quistcorner.com 888.628.1228
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Item #13
Martin H. Berliner

From: Barion Russell [smalltowns@erols.com)
Sent:  Tuesday, October 05, 2004 8:16 AM

To: Bart Russell _
Subject: TOWN LEADERS' BULLETIN: PROBATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR PROPFQOSES BIG FEES FOR
SMALL TOWNS :

Connecticut Council of Small
Towns

Town Leaders' Bulletin

To: First Selecimen, Mayors, and Managers
. From: Bart Russell, Executive Director

Date: 10/5/04

COST BOARD OF DIRECTORS TAKES ACTION ON PROPOSED

MAJOR INCREASES IN LOCAL PROBATE COURT FEES

Connecticut's Probate Court Administrator James Lawlor unveiled a proposal yesterday that would - if
approved by the State Legislature - result in major spending increases by Connecticut small towns
seeking to keep their local probate courts. The proposdl would exempt the state's 22 largest cities and
towns (so-called "urban courtis) from any spending increases.

The proposal assumes a cost of $6 per capita to run all probate courts in Connecticut. The Probate Court
Administration would charge each town a $6 per capita fee and then reimburse towns $2 per capita.
Thus, a town with a population of - for example - 7,500 people would have to pay the state Probate
Court Administration $30,000 annually ($4 per capita). Towns would receive no "credit” for the cost of
facilities they provide to house courts or for other direct or in-kind expenses they incur to maintain local
probate courts, The proposal apparently also calls for the removal of certain probate matters from the
jurisdiction of small town judges, including trials and large estates.

The COST Board of Directors has reviewed the proposal and - in response - created a Probate Courts
P.129
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Task Force to discuss what action COST should take. The Task Force will meet next weele, COST
would appreciaie vour feedback ASAP on this proposal.

Below are excerpts from an Associated Press article on the State Probate Court Administrator's proposal,
which will be now submitted to the State's Chief Justice and then proposed as lemslatwn for
consideration by the 2005 Connecticut General Assembly:

Probate Court System Faces $1.5 Million Deficit
October 5, 2004 |

Associated Press

Small towns would be required to help pay for the operation of local probate couris under a
plan proposed Monday to offset a deficit in the state system. The $579,000 shortfall is related
to rising health care expenses and increased compensation for judges and court staff, court
officials have said. The shortfall is expected to reach $1.5 million by 2005.

Under the plan proposed by Probate Court Administrator James J. Lawlor, the number of
probate courts in the state would remain at 123, but would be divided into 22 large urban
courts and 101 iocal courts. The 22 urban courts would serve fowns or districis that have
populations of 50,000 or more and would be entirely subsidized by the Probate Court
Administration Fund. Towns with smaller courts would be required to share the court expenses
and salaries.of the probate judges and staff.

Other proposals included increasing fees for court services and shifting the cost of health care
for retired and active judges to the state. The plan gives towns the option of keeping their
courts and paying the expenses or consolidating with other disfricts, Lawlor said.

Barton Russell, Executive Director
CT Council of Small. Towns

1245 Farmington Avenue, 101
West Hartford, CT 06107

" 860.676.0770 = 860.676.2662 Fax
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Liem #14

Judith E.C. Mordkoff
034 Storrs Road
Storrs, CT 06268

Jody Newmyer, Clerk

Mansfield Historic District Commission
19 Cenfre Street

Mansfield Center, CT 06250

27 September 2004
To the Historic District Commission:

On June 8™ sent a copy of my letter to Larry Schilling, Director of Architecture & Engineering Services at
the University of Connecticut, to the Commission because one aspect of my complaints concerned the
Spring Hill Histaric District. The sixth paragraph (next to Iast on page 1) of that letier reads thus:

I would fike to remind you also that in that conversation you undertook that no trenching '

would be done closer than 35 feet from my property line in order to protect the roots of my

frees. | would now like to ask what measures will be izken to protect the root systems of

the valuable mature trees lining Route 195 just north of 850 Storrs Road (where the

pipeline is to be laid under Route 195) which contribute greatly to the quality of the Spring

Hill Historic District,

My concern for the trees along Route 195 is much greater since | have seen the severe damage that
trenching close to Martha Holly's property-iine has caused to the root system of one of her very large trees.
The trench undar Route 195 will be even closer 1o the few remaining old maple trees in the Historic District
and cannot help but do terrible damage o them. '

This /s an issue the Commission should be concerned about since these maples are in fact part of the
history of Spring Hill: see Roberta Smith's Lisien fo the Echoes, where there is a photograph of the trees
lining the road (on page 59, | believe) and mention in the text on a nearby page of their planting by an early
resident to beautify the viliage, Those few remaining should be preserved as living evidence of the quality
of early fife in Spring Hill village.

It was largely this same concern for preservation which led me write my original letter to Mr. Schilling, as
the next to last paragraph on page 2 of that letter made clear:

There is a value to the Town of Mansfield as well in preserving the farm-scape in the
proposed area of construction. The Spring Hill Historic District, within which part of the
UConn property af 950 Storrs Road is located, is one of very few relatively undisturbed
agricultural sites in the Town of Mansfield, thanks in large part to the University's
ownership and continued farming of the tand which would be affected. Original farm-
houses, still surrounded by fields, exist here. In a sense, this area is analogous to the
fields and hills surrounding the original Connecticut Agriculiural College part of the present
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UConn campus. UConn needs to preserve its heritage as a premier land-grant institution
and honour its past; and so does the Town of Mansfield need o preserve its agricultural
past and hisiorical aesthefic assets. | hope that this is an issue on which Town and Gown
can meet equitably.

Regrettably, the University has not shown an interest in preservation. Since | wrote that letter in June, |
have continued to fry to prevent the destruction of some of those few remaining farm ﬁelds on Spnng Hill
{directly behind my house) but instead have had to watch their devastation.

| hope the Commission can act to protect the few remaining original Spring Hill Historic District maple trees.

Yours faithfully,

cc. Mansfield Historical Society
CT State Historical-Seeiely Cormm .
VAfansfield Town Council
Mansfield Town Planner :
Mansfield Planning and Zoning Conimission
Mansfield Conservation Commission
Thomas Chizinski, CNG
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Item #15
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
DEPARTMENT QF PUBLIC WORKS
LonR_ Hultgren, P.E., DLrector LT “ . AUDREYP. BECKBUEDING
. MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268-2559
(860) 429.3331 THLIPEONE

- (860) 429-6863 FACSDILE

News Item for Immediate Release
For more :nformahon please contact Lon Hultgren at 429-3332

'.Mansﬁeld’s Web

Page now lncludes
a public ride '
shar_e bqard

The Town of Mansf eld Transportation Advisory Commlttee, with.the help of the. Town 5
IT staff, has developed-a ride posting area for the Town's web page

(htip: [[Mansﬁeldct org). With just a few clicks, residents can now. post a needed ride
or view what rides are currently needed. (The posting is not instantaneous - - the

-request goes to a staff member who proofs the request and then sends it to the

webmaster for postlng) Need a rlde? ‘Use the Mansf eld rldeshare page‘
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Ttem #16

269 Clover Mill Rd.
Storrs, CT 06268
September 28, 2004

To the Town Council,;

We were happy to read and hear about the recent actions of our new State Trooper in regard to
parties in the Hunting Lodge area. His efforts are sending a good message to the students that
their current behaviors are not being tolerated. We hope that the Council will continue to

encourage Trooper Cox and his staff to persist in their efforts. Perhaps the University will begin
to nse similar methods.

Based on the information in the papers, it would appear that there must be some distributors who
are violating Liquor Commission Laws and Town Ordinances regarding dispensing of alcohol in
large quantities We would hope that the Town of Mansfield is actively pursuing them, with the
cooperation of the State Liquor Control Commission. 14 kegs of beer are not exactly easy to
hide — their origin must be traceable!

We would also like to remind you that we have indicated a willingness to serve on a committee
looking for solutions to this problem.

Keep up the good work, Trooper Cox!

Sincerely,
Zent” %) Lrst
Carol & Richard Pellegrine

Cc: Trooper Sean Cox
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Ttem #17

Eastern ngbl?nds Health District
4 South Eagleville Road + Mansfield CT 06268 ¢ Tel: (860) 429-3325 ¢ Fax: (860) 425-3321

Memo
To: Martin Berfiner, Town Manager, ,W1 ,

From: Robert Miller, Director of Healt‘j;l’j;'r

cc: file

Date: 5/24/2004 .

Re: Second quarter 2004 Separatist rd, storm water sampling report, dated August 2004

Per your request, | have reviewed the above referenced report. Of the parameters analyzed, dissolved
oxygen and fecal coliform exceed Connechicut surface water standards, The total coliform exceedance
s likely, at least In part, due to the time at which the sample was grabbed {during a rain event).

These exceedences are not alamming me as a public health official and do not constitute a public bealth
nulsance.

. . P.137 .
Serving the Communities of Ashford, Bolt..” © “wentry, Mansfield, Tolland & Willington
Satellite Qffices: 25 Pompey Hollow Road + Ashford, 2 Bolton Center Road + Bolton, CT 06043
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University of Connecticut
Administration and Operations Services

Architecrural and

Engineering Services

Larey G. Schilling RECD SEP = 2004

Exerurive Direcror

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL
SENT VIA: Mail
ATTENTION:  Martin Berliner DATE: September 3, 2004
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Charter Oak Environmental Services, Inc. (Charter Oak) has conducted storm water
monitoring related to the detention basin located at the comer of Stadium Road and
Separatist Road since December 2001. The objective of this sampling program is to
provide UCONN with information on the pollutants, if any, that may be transported in the
runoff from the buildings and improvements constructed within the catchment of the
detention basin. The list of analytical constituents and the number of sampling pomts have
been revised periodically, based on results obtained during monitoring.

On Angust 4, 2003, UCONN authorized Charter Qak to conduct storm water monitoring
during the fourth quarter of 2003, and biannually during 2004 and 2005, in the second and
fourth quarters. The sampling methods and procedures will be identical to previouns
sampling events, however the list of parameters to be analyzed has been revised based on
the monitoring results obtained o date. The following constitnents will be analyzed
through 2005 - L

Volatile Organic Compounds
"Organo-Chlorine Pesticides
Organo-Chlorine Herbicides -
Total Petrolenm Hydrocarbons
Priority Pollutant Metals (13)
Manganese
Iron
Ammonia — Nitrogen
Nitrate — Nitrogen
Phosphorus
Biochemical Oxygen Demand
Total Suspended Solids
Sulfate '
Pendimethalin
Glyphosate
- Total & Fecal Coliform
- B, Coli

2.0 METHODS

The sampling methodology for this project is specified in Charter Oak’s August 4, 2003
scope of work., Samples are to be collected from a storm that ocours afier a three-day dry
antecedent period and the samples are to be collected during the first 30 minutes of
discharge. This methodology was modified because Charter Oak observed that water was
typically flowing out of the detention basin before the rain started. Therefore, Charter Oak
used its judgment based on field observations to collect samples that were representative of
the early storm water runoff, During the subject July 13, 2004 event, the storm water
runoff began at approximately 0310 hours. Sample collection began approximately 30
minutes after the commencement of runoff into the detention basin.
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In order to increase the rate at which samples were collected and therebyy more closely
achieve simulianeous sampling at the three sampling stations, Charter Oale collected the
samples in 5-gallon clean plastic bladders rather than filling individual sample jars, This
method had the further advantage of homogenizing the water placed into the sample jars at
a given sampling station. The bladders were used once and then discarded. .

Samples are collected from thres locations. Figure 1 presents a sketch of the sampling
points relative to physical features discussed in this report. The first sampling location was
the detention-basin outlet structure. Charter Oak employed a peristaltic pump with
dedicated tubing to lift the first sample (DP1-071304) from the outlet structure and
dJSGhEIl'gB it into the plastic bladder.

The pipe conveymg storm water from the ontlet structure joins with another pipe beneath
Separatist Road that conveys flow from the upper reaches of the nearby stream (see Figure
1). The upper reaches of the stream drain a wooded area east of Separatist Road and south
of Stadium road.

While the first sample was being collected at the outlet strncture, Charter Qak collected a
second sample from the stream outfall on the west side of Separatist Road and designated it
DP2-071304. This sample was collected directly imto the plastic bladder from the water
falling from the pipe to the stream water surface.

Charter Oak collected a third sample (DP4-071304) at the location labeled DP4 on Figure
1. Because of the shallowness of the stream at this point, a pitcher was used to 1ift water
from the stream channel and pour it into the bladder via a funnel. The pitcher and funnel,
both made of plastic, had been cleaned with laboratory-grade cleanser prior fo use.
Sufficient sample volnme was collected at this location to provide a blind duplicate sample.
This blind duplicate, labeled as DP3-071304, was assigned z fictitious sample-collection
time to obscure its identity from the laboratory. Hereafter, this sample is referred to as
DPA4-Duplicate. :

The samples collected at the stream outfall and from the stream channel were collecied
essentially simultaneously to the sample at the detention basin ouflet structure. While the
outlet structure sample was being pumped into its sample bladder, the stream outfall and
stream channel samples were collected by hand.

Charter Oak prepared both filtered and unfiltered metals samples. Charter Oak filled the

~unfiltered sample bottles directly from the bladders. The filtered samples were prepared by

pumping water from the bladders through 0.45-micron filters (Geotech Dispos-a-Filter™),
‘Water coliected for the non-metal parameters was unfiltered.

The sampling fimes (bladder ﬁjling complete) and locations are summarized as follows:
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Table 2.1 — Sample Collection Information

Sample ID Time of | Y.ocation

Collection :
DP1-071304 0334 Detention Basin Qutlet Structure
DP2-071304 0328 - | Combined Flow Outfall
DP4-071304 0320 In Brook Prior to Combined Flow
DP4-Duplicate 0340 In Brook Prior to Combined Flow

In addition to the four samples listed above, a frip blank sample accompanied the samples
to the laboratory.

Field measurements were made for each sample locatron Field measurements included the
following parameters: :

1) pH;
2) Temperature; and,
3) Dissolved Oxygen.

The pH meter and the dissolved oxygen meter were calibrated at the site on July 13%,

The ambient air temperamre was measured The beginning and end of the precipitation

was observed and recorded by Charter Oak personnel. The amount of rainfall was

measured from a rain gauge at Charter Oak’s office in southern Mansfield, located
approximately five miles south of the detention basin. Charter Oak measured the pH of the

rainwater collected in the rain gauge on the morning of July 13%, .

3.0 OBSERVATIONS

Approximately 0. 4 inches of rain fell from approx:rnately 0250 hours on July 13ﬂl 1o 0610
hours on July 13" based on Charter Oak’s observations at its ofﬁce and in the field. No
precipitation was observed during the four days prior to July 13®. Previous precipitation
greater than 0.1 inches occurred on July 8, 2004, based on observations of water in the
detention basin on the morning of July 9, 2004. This was the nearest antecedent rainfall to
the sampling event. _

At approximately 0250 hours on July 13 rainfall began and by 0310 hours discharge into

the detention basin was observed. dppendix 4 contains photographs taken at
approximately 0320 hours which show flow conditions during sampling,.

The appearance of the water discharging from the detention basin through the outlet
structure (DP1) was clear with trace visible solids, The appearance of the water upstream
of the detention basin discharge pipe (DP4) was cloudy with solids. The appearance of the
water downstream of the detention basin discharge pipe (DP2) was clear with some visible
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solids. The flow at all three sampling stations was heavy due to the magnitude of the storm
and the amount of rnoff.

4,0 FIELD MEASUREMENT RESULTS

Appendix B presents the field data forms on which the Charter Oak field representative
recorded his observations and field measurements, The ambient air temperature during
sampling was approximately 16 degrees Celsius (°C). ‘The pH of the storm water samples
and rainfall were as fo]lows

Table 4.1 -pH Results

Sample ID pH
DP1-071304 6.58
DP2-071304 7.42
DP4-071304 7.67
Rainfall 4.56

The temperature and dissolved oxygen measured in the runoff samples were as follows:

Table 4.2 - Temperatunre & Dissolved Oxygen Results

Sample ID Temperature | Dissolved Oxygen
DP1-071304 ’ 17.1°C 7.21 mg/l
DP2-071304 ) 16.1°C - 9.00 mg/1
DP4-071304 15.6°C 9.59 mg/l

5.0 ANALYTICAL LABORATORY RESULTS

Amnalytical laboratory reports for the three samples, the blind duplicate and the trip blank
are presented in Appendix C. Complete Environmental Testing, Inc. (CET) of Stratford,
Connecticut performed the chemical analyses and Phoenix Envirommental Laboratories,
Inc, (Phoenix) of Manchester, Connecticut performed the bacteriological analyses. Both of
these laboratories are certified by the Connecticut Department of Public Health, Appendlx
C also presents 2 quahty assurance report for CET’s chemical a;ualyses

The analyses performed were in accordance with the approved scope of work. The
following table identifies the EPA analytical methods employed by the laboratories and
indicates whether the reported detection hm:;ts are equal to or less than the regulatory
criteria assessed for this mvesnvatlon
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Table 5.1 - EPA Analytical Methods & Detection Limits Relative to Regulatory Criteria

Detectlon Limits Below Regulatory
_ Crlterla
Constituents EPA Method | - . _ ' Afg;hc
o GWP_C " .EPA M.CL |- Acute

. _ .| Toxicity
Volatile Organic Compounds 8260 Yes Yes NA
Pesticides 8081 Yes Yes Yes
[Herbicides 8151 Yes “Yes NA
(Glyphosate 547 NA - - Yes NA
Pendimethalin GC/FID NA NA NA
CT Extractable Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons | CT ETPH Yes NA NA
Ammonia as Nitrogen 350.3 NA NA _Yes
(Nitrate as Nitrogen 300 NA Yes - NA
Sulfate 300 NA NA NA
[Phosphorus 365.2 NA NA NA
Metals 200.7 - Yes Yes Yes
Biochemical Oxyzen Demand (BODs) 4051 ‘NA " NA NA
Total Suspended Solids - 160.2 NA NA NA
E. Coli |1103.1/9223B| WA Yes NA
Fecal Coliform 9222D NA Yes NA
Total Coliform SM 9222B - NA Yes _ Yes*

NA =Not Applicable

Yes =Taboratory reported detectlon limits at or below Iegulatory criteria
GWPC = Ground Water Protection Criteria (state dnﬂkmg water crltena)

MCL =FPA Maximum Contaminant Levels
* Surface Water Standard for Class-A Waters

Most of the constituents analyzed were not detected above the reported detsction limits.
No volatile organic compounds, extractable total petroleum hydrocarbons, pesticide
constituents, or herbicide constituents were detected in the four storm water samples
(including the blind duplicate). Ammonia, nitrate, sulfate, BOD, iron, manganese, and zinc
All four of the storm water samples contained
reportable counts of total co]iform bacteria, fecal coliform bacteria and E, coli.

were detected in some of the samples.

The fo]lowmg table compares the analytlcal detactlons to the GWPC and federal maximum

contaminant levels:
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Table 5.2 - Comparison of Detections to Connecticut GWPC & EPA MCL

) ) DPL- | DP2- | D4 | DP4- '
Constituenis Units 1071304 | 071304 | 071304 | Duplieate |G EC | EPAMCL
Nitrate-N mp/l 0.79 0.80 1.1 1.0 NH 10.0
Zinc-unfiltered mgfl | 0043 | 0028 | <001 0.014 5.0 NE

E, Coli ov/100ml | 4,500 | 4500 | 1,800 2,100 NE 0
Total Coliform | o100z | 11,500 | 13,000 | 3.200 4,400 NE 0
Fecal Coliform | o¥100ml | 5,600 | 11,200 | 3,000 3.800 NE 0

NE =None Establishad

- Some of the para.meters in the samp]mg Program have EPA Secondary Dnnlnng Water

Standards. These secondary standards ars non-enforceable guidelines regulating cosmetic or
aesthetic effects of drinking water. The following table summarizes the results and compares '
them to the EPA Seconda.ry Drm]ﬂng Water Standards

Table 5.3 ~ Comparison of Detections to EPA Secondary Drinking Water Standards

. Constitnents Units | DP1- DP2- DP4- DP4- EPA Secondary
' | 071304 | 071304 | 071304 | Duplicate Standard
Sulfate . mg/l 22 14 5.8 10 250 -
| Iron-unfiltered mg/l 1.2 1.3 0.96 1.0 ~0.3
Manganese-unfiltered mg/l 1.5 0.97 0.12 0.12 0.05
| Zinc-unfiltered mg/l 0.042 0.028 <0.01 - 0.014 50
pH S.U. 6.58 7.42 7.67 - 6.5—8.5

The stream that receives the storm water from the detention basin is not shown on the DEP
~water classification map (Water Quality Classifications, Thames River, Pawcatuck River,
and Scutheast Coastal Basins, Adopted 1986). Therefore, according to Standard 29 of the -

Connecticut Surface Water Quality Standards, the stream is am A-class stream. I
discharges to a B-class stream, Eagleville Brook. In accordance with the scope of work,
the sample results are compared to the acute freshwater aquatic life criteria esiablished in
the Connecticut Surface Water Quality Standards:

Table 5.4 - Comparison of Detections to Connecticut Surface Water Quahty Standards

Constltuents _ Units DP1- DP2- DP4- DP4- Standard
- 071304 071304 071304 Duplicaie

Ammaonia -mg/l 0.42 0.35- - 0.15 0.19 22,74

Dissolved Oxygen mg/l 7.21 9.00 | 8.59 - =5t

Zinc-filtered mg/l 0.054 0.03 - <0.01 0.013 0.065*

Total Coliform ct/100ml | 11,500 13,000 3,200 4,400 500%

FH
™

* Acute Aquatic Life Criterion — Freshwater — Revised December 17, 2002
Ammonia Standard varies with pH and is calculated using eguation in Table Note 9a of Acute

Aguatic Life Criterion, pH value used is of the stzeam prior to combined flow (DP4)

Criterion for Class A Surface Water

Criterion for Class AA Surface Water — Provided for information purposes only
- The surface water quality criteria for metals apply io the dissolved fraction
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During this sampling event, other parameters were detected that are not regulaied under the
GWPC, EPA MCL or Secondary Drinking Water Standards, or the Connecticut Surface
Water Quality Standards. These detections are summarized in the following table:

Table 5.5 - Other Parameters Detected

NE = None Bstablished

| Constitnents Units | DP1- Dp2- DP4- DP4- Standard
071304 | 071304 | Duplicate | 071304
BOD mg/l 13 11 ND<10 | ND<I10 NE

6.0 SUMMARY

"6.1 Field Observations

The storm event was iniense., There was strong, consistent rainfall for three hours, from
beginning to end of the storm event.

6.2 GWPC & EPA MCL

Nitrate concenirations detected were below the EPA MCL. Niirate was detected in each of
the samples,

Zinc concentrations detected were below the GWPC. Zinc was detected in samples DP1-
071304, DP2-071304 and DP4-Duplicate.

Total coliform, fecal coliform, and E. Coli were detected in each of the samples at
concentrations exceeding the EPA MCL.

6.3 EPA Secondary Drinking Water Standards

Sulfate was detected in all four samples at concentrations below the EPA secondary
drinking water standard.

Iron was detected in all four of the unfiltered samples at concentrations exceadmg the EPA

“secondary drmking water standard.

Manganese was- detected in all four of the unfiltered samples at concentrations exceeding
the EP A secondary drinking water standard.

Zine was detected in samples DP1-071304, DP2-071304 and DP4-Duplicate at
concentrations below the EPA secondary drinking water standard.

The pH of all four samples were within the allowable range of 6.5 — 8.5 for pH values in
the EPA secondary drinking water standards.
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6.4 'Connecﬁcut Surface ‘Water Quality Standards _

Ammoma was detected i all four samples at concentrations two orders of magmtude

‘below the Aquatic Life Acute Toxdcity stndard.

_stsolved oxygen levels at each sampling location were almost two times greater than the

minimum concentration for a Class A surface water body.

Zinc was detected in samples DP1-071304, DP2-071304, and DP4-Duplicate. The zinc
concentrations detected did not exceed the Aquatic Life Acute Toxicity standard.
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