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REGULAR IVIEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCJL-OCTOBER 24,2005

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the regular meeting of the Mansfield Town Council to
order at 7:35 p.m. in the Council Chamber ofthe Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building.

I. ROLL CALL

. .
Present: Blair, Clouette, Haddad, Hawkins, Koehn, Paterson, Paulhus,
Redding, Schaefer

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Hawkins moved and Mr. CloueHe seconded to approve the minutes of
September 11, 2005

Motion so passed. Ms. Blair and Mr. Schaefer abstained.

III. MOMENT OF SILENCE
Mayor Paterson requested a moment of silence for the troops serving at home
and abroad and for all the victims of the hunicanes.

IV. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

The Mayor asked the public to keep their statements to three minutes and to
allow all persons to speak at least once before asking to speak again.

Lisa Eaton, 89 Lonaine Drive, presented the following statement as well as a
petition of 259 signatures requesting that the Council appoint a Chmter
Revision Commission to consider revisions to the Charter.

Andrew Ewalt, 43 Brookside Lane, spoke in favor of the MDP and the
Mansfield Downtown Partnership.

Vicki Wetherell, President of the Willimantic River Alliance, Inc, read a
statement to the Council of their concems dming the recent drought and
resulting water supply issues affecting the Stons Community. See attached.

April Holin]m, 52 Middle Tumpike, read a statement to ~ncourage the Council
to appoint a Charter Revision Commission.

.101111 DeWolfe, Fellen Road, spoke in suppOli of the Downtown Partnership
project and the MDP.
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Presentation of Petition to Form a COTIll'11ission
October 24, 2005
Lisa Eaton

My name is Lisa Eaton. I live at 89 Lonaine Dr.
I'd like to take 5 minutes ofyour time to ultroduce myself, and share with you
what I have learned in the past 5 months about how many townspeople feel about
the way we conduct our Town Meetmgs.
Mansfield is where I met my husband of 28 years while I was studying to become
a nurse. .
Mansfield is where we chose to raise our family of4 children; 2 @EOS, 1 @
UConn and one a recent UConn graduate.
I've lived here for 20 years.
When my children were younger I :liequently volunteered @Goodwin School.
I worked 5 years at Windham Hospital prior to accepting my current position as
the VUlton School nurse back Ul 1994.

On behalfof these 259 signatures, as weUas people who have called me pledging
their support followmg the recent Chronicle article, I present to you these
petitions askmg that you act to appomt a charter review commission as described
in the Mansfield Town Charter.
I think it is ilnportant to note that the people who signed the petitions are
Mansfield Democrats, Republicans and Unaffiliates-tmly a cross-section that is
representative of our cOlmnunity. These pages include the names ofpeople from
every walk of life. They worship at different houses of worship, belong to
different clubs, have children at home, or live alone, live in big houses or small
quarters, and surely they have different political philosophies. What motivated
me to do this?
Privacy and accessibility.
Our May 2005 annual town meetulg was not unique, but it was unusual from
tovm meetings in recent years because of the contentious nahlre ofthe
proceedulgs. I knew that some people felt intunidated in that envirolTInent about
votmg their conscience. Some felt that way by virtue oftheir employment, others
felt uncomfortable to express themselves in front ofneighbors or friends whose
opinions were deeply divided. There were other problems, some ofwmch were
not at all related to the tone of that particular meetmg.

When I asked my mother in law for a ride to the meeting she told me that it was
too late at night and too long a time to sit before she could vote. In fact,Juany
senior citizens who shared her feelings signed the petition for the purpose of
allowing greater accessibility to vote.

After hearing that my OW11 concerns were widely shared, I became passionate
about the need for us to consider how we conduct our town business. From the

P.2



Know Your Tuwn Fair, to soccer clinics and games, to neighborhoods, I walked
and talked and I discovered that whole neighborhoods shared these concerns.
Neither age nor party affiliation mattered. People believed that the inherent right
to vote without intimidation, in privacy from others, as well as getting an .
opp011unity to cast their vote with adequate accessibility is true representative
democracy. How can we deny people their right to vote?

The Town Council can empower our citizens to address these issues, consider
them, and propose possible ways to address privacy and accessibility concerns by
forming a Charter Review Commission. These 259 people, and scores oftheir
friends and neighbors we haven't visited yet, are urging you to do that. We
appreciate your early consideration and action.
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TOWN OF MANSF1ELD
Vie, the undersigned voters of the Town oflvHmsfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article Ill, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Clmler of the Town of
J'vlans field and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
reguesting the apljointment of a commission to consider re\lisions La the Chaner, and we
celiify that we are volers of the Town of JVJansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we l1ave not signed this petition more than ollce.

DATE SIGNATURE (SlGNATURES
l\:JUST BE IN lNK)

1'1 AlVIE (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

(1 Jr i\jJ),,1C v '13S,k '1 115- r;J/-; 0-(i.': I, I:~I j L: /Ie

LIS/\- A. itJM.p -:5:5 'Spl; .,.,\ !-h'i \ eo!·

2005
PA

1,?t3LI £f77JrJ ,of cf? J..<.7i',-U,jlJ.' iJ.!.-,(/c... ~7,;1>-1. U ,

being duly swam, deposes and says that he/she is a voter of the town of ~lansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer islmovvn to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

/1
V·' . (.;~!/ '

Signed "~'-'i:'~·L&n.·\....J
f

Subscribed and sworn before me this .j(! rf.i day of

/}7,?,. , /~y'~:' l
/ / / / f J /. ", . ..l ' _''-'''~!'7''L-f A"... _'



TOWN OF l\lANSFJELD
We, the undersigned voters of tlle Town of Iv[ansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article m, Sections C309 and C3} 0 or the Charter of the Town of
Jl,'lsnsfield andulldcr the provision of Section 7-] 88, of the Connecticut (Jenera} Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition 111 are than once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN JNK)

NAlvlE (PTUNT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

. J' / )"1,'.';£.. ',.'.1('/"""". r..,:.:./.,.,.. /...',',S"..·?7./.;...." ...( /1\\ '\'\. (: ,eli, if /D.\., {.. •. " ~ ,.. lL It- ','" "" r~ l (.\J II\{( .J( ilL 0,:,,; fJ \. (;~",(

l"" I
.'J
.,._~

~ (" /
q'l Ii 10'; \'_/\/\, c;-,.",,~\\f {..U:J\J"~- . (:,nn \'1f ~\jf. \\:.,-(/

-)~-
<C,.·.··I ) "J'" "" J.. 'j':- ) I.. I ,1 r. LcAI. '- .._..... t

,/ )/ .'

'i litloi . I, ~l~,~'L._~ / ..,JL;L,

~ -7,I __-"'"

J<i.L('t:(,:'" /"'''I'~I

. I

.J -eli11\ne. NLII kH\!!'~

I J. ~

r.i!t",-iu';'· .:.:tr............ lC (;~.-<..{ JL.~~~.W F"Vl~t, IL~"",1:t'J'J"_ l r, .,,--l..,

AFFlDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut

I, WCf £7?J>;j ,of ,ftti ~J.d\.il 1fJ.. J;&'/>1 c7. ,()~"~01
being duly sworn, deposes and says that he/she is a voter of the town of Mansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

Ll· ,..,
Signed /\.LU'...-i t-e.Gt1ln ,:......) _

'J -rii [/.J- I

Subscribed and sworn before me this.:) I) day of )'»...I2-.Ll./'...·rjd:L 2005
/ / P.5 I



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters of the Tmvn of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article 1I1, Scctions C309 and C3I 0 of the Charter of the Town of
Mansfield ane! under the provision of Section 7-1 SS, of the COlmecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment ofa commission to consider revisions to the Charter, ane! we
certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more than once,

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN INK)

NAJvlE (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

L(,::'I:: Gln\'(/,I ,-, c, [' \ I) I i\··· 't.L.. /·.•• on".-!1'llj" ...,It., 1 ,

.,/'-./

LJJ2/~/O:) ~''1!tll..(.l(t!iyPjJk/l!V!7tt:if moti ,'(I [{{fAJ;IP!Pi/l ;2/ S(Z171fl{dvil' &tIlL

!., )-rJl .f. ,-T-. il·, <
Subscribed and sworn before me this;j[ day of./';""'/'-.-LfL-;7-LL,lu ....; 2005
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. kkIDAVIT Tolland County, State of Connecticut

I, --b:~L ~(urJ ,of!9 farrcuC /!l., J'j frs. {I q"6,,j.,{~j
being duly SW0111, deposes and says that h~/she is a voter of the town ofMansfi~ld, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is lmown to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months plior to the
filing of the petit;, "

S' d \....-i (" a )19ne iJkf jJ/J GI Jw'L



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters orthe Town oflvIanstield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Atiicle m, Sections C309 amI C310 of the Charter of the Town of
IvIanstield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters ofthe Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES NAIVIE (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS
MUST BE IN INK)
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1,7 / cf) rl,(':"?- ~/ r.·';'L£ ."
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~DI/ri/EL ). K&LL J
. .'......~ 'j.' (/
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AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of COlUlecticut

I, /-;"3 q £-:fliJ , of ,f"1 Len"!],:V})/f.. ~-M, C-r:-{)&;J..~
being duly sworn, deposes and says that he/she is a voter of tbe tOWl; of Mansfield, and
that he/she is the Circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is !mown to, or satisfactorily identi tied to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

J. ('
Signed lULL-' lddt1/~

~, /....L J
Subscribed and sworn before me this ,36 '-'J day of/jlJ2-'u.-:rn.LLi!..It......, 2005

/Ill ., " J? >:/i, /
~ /1 c.r:...·Lol.-t? .><', c: ...c....p. 7c..·c~/G_· _

Justi~e of the Peace, NotiItJ rublic, or commissioner of the SUlJerinr C"lIrl



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article III, Sections C309 and C31 aof the Charter of the Town of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the COlmecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commissioD to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters of the Town oflvlansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN INK)

NAME (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

\',~ ((d J L~,(J.,> r

52 C:I.\cJ d' Lq ''-i' .~Jt)',,:>
.. --.J ""':r'

(\[V" /.~"'-\...\L...'- c:....._~ ... Sc; 1l.\-liJ.'\S,1-\ J'{\I\~, SS CJ1C~-{i{2> '....(:'J'j,,J.7_.,

\, j , . , 'li'q /-.<Jrl"''';;°I1,e j),...,

''( Irk (It?lt__A~<~.z;;z..___ ~'i J,.-ew &C'+On _~'T1', c..L 0 ~"Z. b Ci

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of COlmecticut

I, ~S~ £CiJurJ . ,of N J-tJ''r/Q.iv., l1. ,JjuV)~ C/ (}lo)..('-'f

being duly swam, deposes and says that he/she is a voter'of the tOW{l ofIV!ansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is kno\vn to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the

filing of the petition:c. ?, .

Signed AUv &f1h.J
') ,Tl) /, ' t;;;... ,I 1 J

Subscribed and sworn before me this .:) () day of :J1.,,;-p.-- .-77lA.'-'-'L- I 7005
"I ,1 ./ ;! . -

/)'YI 1/ '--!/ I
(1/ ((L--LLf xi· eLp, 8U~/t ....
Justice of the Peace, Notary l"ublic, or commissioner of tile SUlJerior Court



TOWN OF l\IANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisiDns of Article 1Il, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter of the TO'.\'n of
I\lansrield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the COlmeclicut (Jeneral Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
cenify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

01\TE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
l\IUST BE IN INK)

NAME (PRINT) MANSFIEL.D STREET ADDRESS

I-~-'-/_I';---t-l~~ ~~~~ Hf,.-,-'{~=t~,,---,,\,-:,)\....=.~__t..:-"I'-c--"---t-\~-,-1--,-I\_,,_\-,-V1 ...L..\t'-..\"~-L\-,-(...::.:'Ij.--,-\,-\__-I

6Z:c-"---- /}~ -dL.,j·- E./,·,~'''I'<'' 1~"-.r·_JJ..",-;;',~ 7(; CL''''-'1·..u ~..., )-I.t::,~t(:..{c,

. AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut

I h'3,~ £"ta,.J. of D-,? hr1?viJ Dc, JJj(yj t...TrJ&;!.(I,j>, , d ' I , 1

being duly sworn, deposes and says tlmthe/she is a voter of the town ofl"'Jansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is k.nown to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

;!;Y,. r' J
~;il!lled ' !' I' , I,,.~,[I\:.~ __if..':L.W!,,,,=·~,,,,-,,=,,-',,=~z±it,,,,,<'-'=''-- _

..!. 1
.2 /\ Lj, ~ I J ~- .// .;1 J

Suhscribed and sworn before me this JL' day of ·4-t.j=!A...i'---'-''>cu<'-'L-, 2.005
.- ,/" /

111~lir"':> ,-,f.lhp 0";:.·,.-,1.:1 1>.l,.....tn,t/!, D,.I .. I:._. _._-~



TmVN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersignetl voters of the To\'.'11 of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Aliicle fJI, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter of the Town of
lvlansfield and underthe provision or Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Chalier, and we
certify that we are voters or the Town ofManstield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN INK)

NAME (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

: f

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State ofCOJUlecticut

.;:s- ?----vJ /!l J-.:,I, r_' <r. L-CLiI,of P9 IrYrmllt.l 'r '1"i1~ e..-I O,&J...cy

being ouly sworn, deposes and says that helshe is a voter ofthe town of Mansfield, and
that helshe is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

Signed __"-'~L~L.~i ~,,--.__~_
Subscribed and sworn before me this .:lJ Tli day Of~~~1'LtlLL, 2005

j.;/}...., 'J? ,_I /
////" J .11 i· I • .. A",r-.i: ,dvt.-<...e••/ 'O-;P.l Ov:'.'-----" . '. . ,

.Iusllce of the Peace, j'-·Jo~ " __bite, or commiSSIoner or the Supenor Courl
~ . )



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions ofArticle III, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter of the Town of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter" and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our,names, and that we have not signed this petition more than ,once.

DATE IS GNATURE (SIGNATURES NAME (PIUNT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS
! MUST BE IN INK)

I, 1(f~1-I ...z.("~11'Z"k.-r ((r;-f!-,iJE-r/( t4!tf?J ('~-;f- ,.)V,...~ln.rfrJ'b,,'1' ~C!v,-,<.,
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AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut .>
I, ~;a ne b to n .;i--U:V-rJ,of 31 5l . II \r 'v"C S~ ('
being duly sworn, deposes and says that he/shE is avoter f the town of Mansfield , and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the

rei;" "~"Jt';OO'.
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,,/"I \Q (J1·U.A·l'" 'b.CI/lA. /

Subse£bed and "\'10m before me ,this 2-01':' dav of 5'-{Jk n,JJ.J?-!.., 2005
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters oflhe Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article lII, Sections C309 and C310 of the Charter of the Town of
Mansfield and under tile provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a conunission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our nanles, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES NNl1E (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS
MUSTBEJN INK)
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AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut
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being duly sworn, deposes and says that he/she is a voter bf the town of lVlansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulalor, and that all signalmes were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of e petition.

Signed -' :,~...~...j&liL.'rv7 ~vJ,/ r -'-, .," I'
SUbltrib;d and sworn before meIth. is 2.L·,-j-t:'-day of ,,').::.t)-kLY" :1<'0.... 2005
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JUSI;c'e ot'the Peace, 1"Clary Public"Of commissioner of the Superior CmU1



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of AIiicle m, Sections C309 and C31 I) of the Charter of the TaWIl of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the COlmecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Chmier, and we

. certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN INK)

NAJvlE (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

, I

Api1H RuT:-1 B/.\l_A R.D .. en S-YCAf11uRF i)f<. A
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AFFIDAVlT, Tolland County, State of COlmecticut

I, ..JCen e.. ~ !cu'1sf1ClreA , of / '3 J)~t(J 01\') cO /JrivQ ,Sj-(I lY'R ,
being duly sworn, deposes and says that he/she is a v ter of the town ofMinsfield, and
that he/she is the circuiator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is 1mown to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing oji~epetition. , :

\ '1 ? () ,I
SigneddGtl.\l YA.,n.'7Iu:~

// ~

..../ ." i .
Subsc{'ibed and sworn before me this 2.& -t-e,- clay of,)(-/>,t. fL\.L_LC. 2005

I" /,OJ / I .:l
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TOWN OF rvIANSii'lELD
We, the undersigned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of A11icle III, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Chmiel' of the Town of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment ofa commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this p::tition more than once.

DATE NAME (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Conr;' ,:ticut

I, /lu,r)pS &,jcI)J ,of rlt-hfJ-;;://
being duly ·swol:n, deposes and says that he/~"~~i:-sL-a-v-ot-'-e-r o'-;f~tl:-le-b--t=ow-n-o-=-n-\1:-a-ns--=fi:-le:-Id:-, -m-ld'-
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that tpe said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is Imown to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtainl'd not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of thepet~

Signed C~~
-~

., .......".J i···· ,/

"/0(,



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned vilters of the TO'.vn of Ivlansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article III, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter of the TO'.'/11 of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7,188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a conunission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our,narnes, and that we have not signed this petition more ulfU1 ,~nce,

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES NAME (PIUNT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS
MUST BE IN fNK)
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AFFIDAVIT, TDlland County, Stale DfCDnneclicul

I, J\ ,C'.l.- LlLe.nce' ,of ID S~CCLmc:J~J)~u-f',
being duly sw n, deposes and says that he/she is a voter;; the town ofMansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator Df the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his Dr her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulatDr, and that all ~ignatures were obtained nDt earlier than six months priDr 10 the
filing of the petitiDn, .

Signed j.-'fzx·.,c C:/ 4.:~"_«(.2 ,-fJ '
, I ) / I

Subscribedand sworn bef~re ~~ this 1z++e.. day of 0 e:.tu L;>-f!..L- 2005

Ai....,!l.~LL-
Jusuce Df the react, Notary P_ublic, or commissioner of the Superior CDUrt

,'5, i,e...n·'tf A, Sl2..lId·.5
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the lU1dersigned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article Ill, Sections C309 and C3] aofthe Charter oftbe Town of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7-] 88, of the Cormecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a conm1ission to consider revisions to the Chru1er, and 'Ne
ce.rtify that we are voters of the Town ofIvlansfteld residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more th_an .once.

'J

91¥Jc6~ 5{AA Cl [aJiloA,- 1) E6.ef}- A- C{jLUJI-jIh-

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN INK)

NAME (PRINT) ]vIANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS
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AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut
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being duly SWDrn, depDs&s aJ1d says that helshe is a vDt~r of the tDwn Df Ivlansfield, and
that helshe is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or ber presence, that each signer is knDwn to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained nDt earlier than six mDnths prior tD the
filing Df the petitiDn.

Signed itt!¥---..~' ~



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters orlhe Town ofMansIield, bereby present tillS petition under
the provisions of Aliicle 1lI, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter of the Town of
jVlansfield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Chmiel', and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of IvIansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more tban once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN INK)

NAIl/IE (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut
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being duly s,.{/orn, deposes and says that he/-sl-1e-"i'---s-a-v---Co'-:'ie--'r-o-:-'f~th'-e-t"0-v-'1J-l -of-rv-I-m-ls-fj-e-Id-,-an-d-

tbat he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is k.nown to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and thut ull signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the.petition.

.I.) ./
·-·-·,·.~····t- .~ -~""-

Signed' (:~L·f1--.:·fC'(c.."~

SUbscribecJ;.\'aJ~)d sworn beforF l~is:';ljTH dayof Oe:-t-Ll lJl'"r- 2005 mER
Y )---1rl ,. I "SHARON -

. /C' '--·L..V~ P. 17.A. NOTARY PUBLIC
Justice ofthe Peace, NOlar',;wubflc, or commissioner of the Sl1DC1·uf~lf)nMM. EXPIRES JAN. 31,2008



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article Ill, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Cbarter of the Town of
Manstield and under tbe provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and lhat we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
I

NAflAE (PRINT) !vIANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS
MUST BE IN INK)
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AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut
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being duly sworn, deposes and ays that he/she is a voter oftbe lown of Mansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is lmown to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained liot earlier than six months plior to the

lili,g "4>< p,lili"L c c
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Subscribedynd swon:.cJ;li:!'6Jlrne this Cb-?/"-day of ((C'i*6.-£ r 2005
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WILLIMANTIC RIVER ALLIANCE, Ines
P.O. Box 9]93, Bolton, CT 06043

info(@,willimanticriver.org www.wiJlimanticriver.org

October 24, 2005

To: Mansfield TO\vn Council

Subject: \ViHimantic River Water Supply/'Wastewater Treatment Issues

Since 1996 the Willimantic River Alliance has worked to protect and preserve the
Willimantic River by promoting regional awareness, stewardship and enjoyment ofthe river and
its watershed through cooperation and education. In pursuit of that mission, the Alliance
requests that the Mansfield Town Council consider taking action regarding water supply and
wastewater issues that atIect the Willimantic River.

'Vhy We are Addressing the Town Council
The recent drought and resulting water supply issues affecting the Storrs community has

become a concern for the Willimantic River Alliance. The drying out of a section of the Fenton
River in September 2005, caused by the overpumping of the University of Connecticut wells
along the Fenton, is not just a local issue, but a regional one, potentially affecting the
Willimantic River and its watershed just as much as it has the Fenton River and its watershed.
The "solution" of relying more heavily on water from the University's wells along the
Willimantic River could result in drying out a section of that river.

A watershed-by-watershed approach to water supply planning is not appropriate for the
Storrs area, which relies on h\'o watersheds. A regional approach to using water froril these two
watersheds is necessary to properly plan a water supply for the Storrs urban area, which includes
the University's Main Campus and Depot Campus (including the state prison), the non
University residential and commercial uses in and around Storrs supplied with water from the
University, the planned development of a new dovmtown area in Storrs, and future development
in the Four Comers area.

Currently there are a number of plans under preparation or review, which address future
needs of the University and surrounding community. These include the Town's 2005 Plan of
Conservation and Development, the Mansfield Downtown Partnership Plan, the University's
Campus Master Plan update and the University's 2004 Water Supply Plan. Given the recent
drought and subsequent water supply problems, is there enough water to supply and sustain all
the uses plan..ned for the Storrs urban area? The University and the Tovm ofMansfield need a
definite answer in order to confidently proceed with these plans, beginning with an
understanding of the functions and uses of the Willimantic River. The river is a resource for the
region in several ways:

P.19



Willimantic River Alliance comments -

The 'Villimantic River as a naturai resource

The river is a major natural con'idor for both people and wildlife. Since the Clean Water
Act in the 1970's, the river's water quality has improved to its current status as "fishable and
swimmable." The Willimantic River is a popular recreation area for fishing, paddling, and.
hiking. DEP stocks the river with trout, and a canoe/kayak route runs 24 miles from Stafford to
Willimantic. The river was designated as an official state GreenwaylBlueway in 2003. Since
then, Mansfield and Coventry have been developing a mid-river trail system (currently three
miles long), which includes the section affected by the University wells. Low flows in the river
adversely affects aquatic life and activities such as fishing, paddling, and enjoyment of the
riverside by residents and visitors. Inadequate dilution of the University's wastewater below
Eagleville Dam adversely affects these activities as well, especially at the Town's Eagleville
Preserve, which is immediately dmvnstream ofthe wastewater outfall.

The 'Willimantic River aquifer as a water supply

At this time, the Willimantic and Fenton River aquifers are the only source of public
drinking water for the University of COilllecticut and adjacent residential and commercial areas
dependent on the University's water supply system. The Alliance is concerned that reduced
pumping from the FentonRiver aquifer will require so much pumping from the Willimantic
River that it too would dry up, and its nornlal functions would be threatened. The University's
registered water diversion allowance for its wells is not based on studies oflow-flow conditions
in either the Fenton or Willimantic Rivers. Thus, the planned expansion of the University (and of
adjacent commercial and residential development) would rely em a finite resource whose limits
have not been detennined. This is a risky gamble for both the health of the Willimantic and
Fenton Rivers, and also for the stability of the Storrs urban community that relies upon these
aquifers for water supplies.

The Willimantic River's role in a wastewater treatment system

The river serves as another type of resource to the Storrs urban area, as it whisks away
wastewater from the University and surrounding areas via a sewage treatment plant and its
outfall below Eagleville Dam, which is downstream from the wells. We often do not recognize
that this is a positive function of the river. Ifthere were not a sufficiently large, year-round
flowing water body, there would be no place to dispose of the sewage waste of the Storrs urban
area. Development of a large, land-based wastewater treatment facility would then be necessary.
If too much water were removed by the University's wells upstream of the wastewater outfall,
there would not be sufficient flow to dilute the wastewater. Furthermore, proposed importing of
drinking water from other locations, such as Tolland, would increase the amount of wastewater
emerging from the outfall. As the wastewater increased, the wells' allO\vable diversions 'Nould
need to decrease. Thus, the Willimantic and Fenton wells and the wastewater outflow are
intenelated and need to be addressed as an interlocking systel~l.

The 'VilJimantic River as a regional resource

The river also serves communities adjacent to or downstream of Stons. Town and state
parks, canoe launches and fishing spots continue to be developed along the river's Greenway in
Coventry, Columbia and \XJindham. A residential area in Coventry has wells near the University
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Willimantic River Alliance comments -

weJls. The TO\\l11 of Coventry is anticipating that, in several years, it will be required to convert
its wastewater leach field (above the Rt. 31 bridge) to a treatment plant with an outfall into the
river. This may affect the amount of wastewater permitted for the University's outfall. Thus,
any plan for extending uses of the river's water by the StOlTS urban area will need to include a
regi onal perspective ..

Our requests:

We ask the Town to recognize the Willimantic River for the vital role it plays in the
StOlTS urban area. Life in StOlTS could not be sustained without adequate flow in the Willimantic
River. Thus, growth of the Stons urban area is limited by the capacities of the Willimantic River
and its aquifer areas--capacities that have yet to be determined.

We therefore request that the Town Council establish a priority to obtain accurate data
about its water resources. An important part of that data is to determine a successful balance
between the diverse functions and uses of the Willimantic River. This will require solid
scientific research and recommendations by a broad cross-section of experts. Thus, we ask the
Town Council to consider supporting the following recommendation by the Alliance:

A scientifically based study of the resources and the uses of the Willimantic and Fenton
Rivers before further development in the Storrs urban area. This study should include
the following:

Two low-flow studies in the Willimantic River to determine realistic numbers:
1) at the well field to detennine a safe water-diversion amount that will not threaten the
river's health, and 2) below Eagleville Dam to detennine a sufficient amount of the
river's flow for dilution of wastewater at the outfall site.

Detennination of an acceptable balance betvveen the amount of water pumped from the
Willimantic River wells and the necessary amount of flow past the waste\vater outfall
dO\Nllstream, pmticularly during low-flow conditions.

Determination of a balance between uses of the Willimantic River by the Storrs urban
area and uses elsewhere in the river's watershed.

This infomlation, in combination with the CUlTent study of the Fenton River, would provide a
sound basis for confident planning and a secure future for the TO\\111.

Thank you for the opportunity to address the Council. Please feel free to contact us for
more infon11ation on these issues.

-tt-·cJ.! /Jllll.:T.C. iL_

Vicky Wetherell, President
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This letter was read at. the Nov. 24,2005 NIansfIeld town council meeting,
By April Holinko, 52 Middle Turnpike, MansfIeld Depot

Good evening Council members, I'm here to encourage you to appoint a
commission to study charter revision.
I have lived in Mansfield for 41 years and have cherished my time here. I
have seen many changes most of which were positive. I look forward to
even more changes most specifically growth as shown by our "downtown
plans". With this growth comes a need to look at possible charter revision.
In addition, from my experience serving in public office, I have often found
it awkward to vote on our budget in a public meeting type offorulll. For
example, I may not have voted to pass the budget as a whole not because I
did not support education or our town but because of perhaps one small
piece of the budget I was opposed to. I believe voters should not have to
feel they are judged by the way they vote or should be put in a position to
explain their vote one way or another. Even though we are friends and
neighbors judgment does happen. I'm convinced that if we held budget
referendums using polling machines or paper ballot included in charter
revision, our voter tUl110ut would be higher. Isn't this what a democratic
society supports? I respectfully ask that you consider chmter revision for the
good of all.
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Richard Schwab and Kristin E. Schwab, 85 Wi 1I0wbrook Road, wrote a letter
supporting the Mansfield Downtown Partnership and the project. See
attached.

JC Martin, 219 Crane Hi]] Road, spoke in suppOli of establishing a Charter
Revision Committee. He urged that the vote should be accessible by all and be
private. He wished to keep the Annual Meeting, but then go to referendum
vote by machine. He spoke on the approval of the Downtown Partnership
project as long as the first amendment rights would be honored throughout the
complex.

Janet Jones, 221 W01l11wood Hill Road, read a statement in support of the
MDP. See attached.

Roger Adams; 282 Wonmvood Hill Road, spoke in suppOli of the MDP. He
felt that the project will provide an oppOliunity for students to use a
downtown area and that this project will be done cOlTectly.

Carol Pellegrine, 269 Clover Mill Roa.d, spoke in support of the Chmier
Revision Commission. It has been 10 years since the last commission and pmi
which addresses the fire depmiments needs to be updated. The armual meeting
must allow a plivate vote without feeling intimidation. Also there is a real
concem that non-residents are voting.

Ken Dardick, ]027 Mansfield City Road, and a resident of 30 years, spoke in
support of the Downtown project. This area, plac'e will bring together all the
various sections of town and have a positive impact on the conimunity.

Richard Pellegline, 269 Clover Mill Road, spoke in suppOli ofthe petition to
establish a Charter Revision Commission. He spoke of hostile encounters with
people over past budget issues. He stated that voting is a sacred right and that
it should be a secret, plivate ballot.

Bmce Goldman, ]87 Browns Road, spoke in suppOli for establishing a
Chari'er Revision Commission. Since votes may be contentions they should be
private.

J01m Roulier, 19 Fellen Road, spoke in support of a Chmier Revision
Commission. He also asked the Council to do a better job of advertising.

Charles Eaton, 89 LOlTaine Drive, read a letter to the Council regarding
establishing a Chmier Revision Commission. He stated that accessibility and
plivacy were the two main concerns. See attached.

Eva Eaton, Glen Ridge, spoke in favDr of f0l111ing a chmier revision
commission. She is a f0l111er teacher in town.
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October 24, 2005

Mansfield Town Council
Mansfield, Connecticut

Dear Council Members,

This letter is written to go on record that Richard Schwab and Kristin Schwab of
85 Willowbrook Road, Storrs Connecticut are very supportive of the Mansfield
Downtown Partnership. We believe that the partnership and the developers have
done everything necessary to ensure the building of a high quality, safe and
innovative town center that will greatly enhance the quality of life in our
community. As land owners that abut the downtown project we feel that we have.
had ample opportunity for input into the project that the developer is reputable
and ready to proceed. We believe that the time has come to move the project
forward. We feel such projects will always have challenges to deal with, from
relocation of existing business to traffic circulation issue. We trust the current
development team has all the right partners to ensure that these issues are
addressed as the project progresses.

" / r • /1
'/ ,/I, at Il,/ • ':>- ~ . Ir- :,'/:?)£t/&t c J;1J./(Vttt

,Knstlll . SchwaS

cc: Cynthia van Zelm
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Good evening, l1ly nall1e is Janet Jones 72lncf1 have
been a luenlber of the Board of the Mansfield
Downtown Paline~4ship since 2002. My husband and
I are residents of Mansfield and I have been a pali of
this C0l11l11unity since the l11id-sixties, con1ing to
StOlTS fIrst as a student. I al11 currently retired. I
would like to speak to an itenl on your agenda this
evening - your revie\v of the StOlTS Center Municipal
Developnlent Plan.

In the lllid sixties, when I fll'st caIne to town, there
was sonle vibrancy to the downtown area. As new
retail centers were built around us, our little
downtown attracted fewer and fewer retailers and

--- >
~onsumers )and has experienced continuing .
deterioration. I think it is il11portant to note that the
area slated for Storrs Center is not pristine. It truly is
a redeveloplllent area and will reclaiIn and protect the
wetlands that are currently at risk.

I have been proud of the deliberate and careful
plamling that has gone into the new Storrs Center. It
will bring with it lllany of the al1lenities we all seek
and patronize in surrounding c0l111TIunities.---The
restauranteurs, lnerchants andW.ailAfs in Storrs
Center will be a reflection of o~lr cOl1ununity and will
keep consunler spending and activity here at hOllle.
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As a retiree, I all1 concerned about the necessity to
increase our Mansfield property taxes, even though I
ll1ay understand1th~ons why. Let us NOT
overlook that the net tax benefit to the Town of
Mansfield ranges froni $181,000 in tax year one to
over $2.5 n1illion per year at build out. As sonleone
~1 retir~Inent with a fi~ed incoIne, reli-ef-ft~itl:-an._::?£'I'-fJ;:r~";;}

mc-f@.aglUo~ax-BB:fclett-i-s-l'tl(J·3-t-we-l-e-etlle:- ,~--J1-I:~-(A/~ .-{

In the late 90' s, Pfizer proposed a joint project with
UConn which had the potential to benefit Mansfield,
through increased en1ploynlent and lower property
taxes. To Iny sluprise, there was considerable
opposition to the project. By the time I realized it
was in jeopardy, I lmew I didn't understand the issues
-not enough to take a stand. ~~=as=to
.~ .... ·-:vut1t=dg~~~ I
resolved that if other opportunities for business
developnlent should COine to Mansfield, I would
Inake sure I knew the issues - the pros and cons.
That is why when I was asked in 2002 to serve on the
Board of the Mansfield Downtown Partnership, I said
",TPC! T h'AUP hPp.n '::l "l.... <:lI--+ I\+'tho Pl'''00C1C1 l~C1+cnQr1J 'bJ...,. ..L ~~u ~ \".I LJVV~~ u.}'u- l V.1. l.lv vv\.l00, 110L\.I IvU,

asked questions, and can COlne to you today with the
strong belief that the Town Council's positive review
of the I\1unicipal Developnlent Plan vvill take us one
step closer toward a greater and Inore vibrant
1\1ansfield.
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October 24, 2005

Town of Mansfield Council Members
Town of Mansfield
4 South Eagleville Road
Storrs/Mansfield, Connecticut 06268

Dear Members:

The Town of Mansfield is less than one month away from its election of key municipal
positions including Town Council members. The elections reminded me that our right to
exercise our vote is what makes our country so great. Besides voting for those who
represent us, the other annual vote that is very important is the vote that takes place at the
Budget Town Meeting the second Tuesday of each May. This meeting is the one that
1"11any of us romanticize as the historical gathering in the local meeting house on the
corner of the green. Visit Sturbridge Village and you can get the feeling. For decades,
Manstleld has held an annual Budget Meeting \vhere taxpayers gather to cast their vote in
front of their friends and neighbors for or against the annual budget. While many New
England towns voted this "vay for centuries, many towns have chosen alternative
approaches to adopting their budget.

It is time for Mansfield to reconsider its approach to voting on its proposed budget. My
wife, Lisa Eaton, circulated a petition through the town. She diligently spent hours
explaining to voters why she thinks there needs to be a change, and thIOugh this petition,
residents expressed their own eagerness to discuss our Town rules for governance. And
not surprising to me, the bipartisan support has been en0I1110US, with no party lines drawn
when deciding to sign the petition. In fact, she only found a few who did not support the
petition-with whole neighborhoods signing. While the process of forming a
Commission to review the Town Charter and recommend changes could require many
hours of hard work, it will open the door for public discussion and thoughtfulness in
deciding if change is necessary. My wife and 1 do not fully lmow what is best, but we
believe it is time to discuss the way we vote.

With respect to the al11mal budget meeting, accessibility and privacy are our two concerns
about the current approach. It is clear that holding this meeting at 8:00 p.m. on a Tuesday
prevents legitimate registereel voters and taxpayers fl.-om voting including: 1) those
individuals who work second shift, 2) many of the elderly who cannot drive at night, 3)
caregivers of young children, and 4) those individuals who may have to travel for
business and are not allowed to submit an absentee ballot. The last meeting also
demonstrated another concern: that there could be intimidation of those who are paid
tlu'ough Mansfield's budget. Whether real or only perceived, the alUmal budget meeting,
in its current format, does not create a safe envirolUllent for employees to vote who may
fear for their livelihood. There is no place for even the perception of intimidation in a
democracy. Other residents, even though they are not tOl,vn employees, have expressed
discomfort in voting without privacy, especially when there are contentious issues being
considered.
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I should note that in calling hundreds of petitioners and others individuals this past
weekend, concerning the October 24th Council meeting, approximately 60 petitioners
would not be able to make the meeting because they Calmot drive at night and another
large number of individuals could not make it because they work second shift or have
young children at home - these are the same people who cannot vote in the May budget
meeting each year.

So as you begin to consider the appointment of a Commission, please remember that a
large number of people in Mansfield, Democrats, Republicans and unaffiliated voters
alike, have begun to express their suppOli for beginning the process by which we
consider the way we vote. While Town Meetings may have worked in another time, our
society has changed and we hope our elected officials will welcome and support our
desire to hold these conversatio"ns. And for anyone who feels other revisions to the
Charter are necessary, a Commission will provide a process to consider any and all
suggestions.

We are prepared to obtain the 10% of electors required in a petition to automatically put
in place the appointment of a Charter Commission pursuant to section 7-188 of the state
statutes. However, we believe the Council members will do the right thing and allow this
process to take place to ensure that the democratic process is accessible to everyone and
without any fear associated with it.

Both my wife and I would be willing to serve on a Charter Revision Commission.

Thank you for your time and your commitment to Mansfield.

Respectfully Submitted,

Charles Eaton
89 Lorraine Drive
Storrs/Mansfield, Connecticut 06268
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Chris Kueffner, 192 Ravine Road, spoke in favor of the C11aJier, and supports
the Downtown partnership MDP.

Ann Salina, 67 Highland Road, spoke in suppOli of Mansfield Downtown
Pminership project. She is Manager of the University of Connecticut Alumni
Association. She says she hears 11"om people that they are excited about the
project and are in suppOli of the project.

Dolan Evanovich, lO Westwood Road, Vice Provost of Enrollment at the
University of Connecticut, spoke in favor of the MDP. Both personally and
professionally this wi]] be a good project. Perspective students need off
campus choices, and this will make an already good community into a great
community.

Audience for Citizens closed at 8:45 p.m.

Carl Schaefer, 34 Wan"enville Road, made comments on the Chmier revision
request. F01l11ing a Chmier Revision Commission will not necessmily change
the way the town votes on the budget. Right now we have a referendum vote
for 1/3 ofthe budget, which is the regional budget, and the hUllout is not huge.

V. SWEARING IN OF COLLECTOR OF REVENUE AND TOWN
ASSESSOR

Town Clerk, Joan E. Gerdsen, gave the oath of office to Collector ofRevenue
Clllistine Gamache and Town Assessor Irene LaPointe.

The Town Council cOl,1gratulated the two newly appointed women.

VI. OLD BUSINESS

1. Municipal Development Plan for StOlTS Center

Town Manager, Martin H. Berliner, read a statement in suppOli of the MDP.
See attached.

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded to adopt the following
resolution:

RESOLUTION OF THE MANSFIELD TOWN COU1'lCIL I\1AKlNG
CERTAIN FINDINGS AND APPROVING STORRS CENTER
MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
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Tonight, I 3m recommending that you adopt a resol Lltionapproving our

municipal development plan for Stons Center. J say '"our" with pUll)ose.

Before there was a Mansfield Downtown Partnership Inc, or a Stons Center

Alliance, lLC, there was the Town of Ivlansfield and the University of

Connecticut. Over the last 35 years both paIiieshave had a vision to create a

downtown. In 1999 we came together to try to make this happen. First thru

the Organizing C01l1mittee and then thm the Manstield Downtown

Partnership, Inc. we created vehicles to make this happen.

In 2002 the Partnership began the preparation of the municipal development

plan. Since neither the Town, the University or the PaIinership are

developers, it was agreed that we needed to identify a developer. After

discussion, it "vas agreed to begin this process at the start of the plan so it

could be informed by the developer. Better than to prepare a plan that no

developer \vould implement/hat would wind up as an expensive study on a

shelf.

Storrs Alliance LLC was one of a number of firms that responded to the

Partnership's Request for Qualitications. From my perspective the reasons

\ve selected Storrs Alliance LLC were their experience pmiicipating in
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public-private partnerships, their apparent wi llingness to stick with projects

over time, a willingness to participate in an open transparent process, and

their vision for a mixed lise downtown which was consistent with the

Partnership's Plan. As part ofthePartnership's dlle diligence, members met

and talked \vith current and potential equity paIiners of Storrs Alliance LLC

and were convinced of their ability to finance the project.

\Ve have attempted to answer all of the questions raised by the public as well

as the Town Council. In reviewing my notes, 1 believe that we may have

missed a few so I will comment on them at this point.

1. We can not and should not attempt to discriminate against tenants based

on age or educational status. A variety of hOllsing options will produce a

diverse community. However, it has been represented to me by the

Development team that they will not be marketing to undergraduates.

Finally, the property will be managed very tightly and based on plann,ed

unit sizes, the project is expected to enhance Mansfield's inventory of

affordable hOllsing.

2. Is the developer free to change what is built based on the economy at the

time? If any land use is proposed that is inconsistent with the MDP, the

MDP would need to be changedvvhich would include Tmvn Council

approval. As you are mvare, this is not a simple process. Plans also need
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to be consistent with the zoning which will be set out in the speciu I

Design District.

3. Finally, \vhile the adequacy of water has been addressed, I would like to

add the following:

a The University's water sllpply and the Ivlunicipal Development plan

are related but separate and distinct processes which are ongoing at

the same time in different forums. They will intersect at some point

when regulators determine if there is an adequate supply of water

available to undertake the project. Construction permits will not be

issued for any phase of the project until such a determination has been

made.

As stated in your packet, approval of the municipal development plan is the

culmination of our planning efforts, but now begins the process of putting

together a detailed construction project in which specific issues can be

further reviewed and debated. The town council and town staff will

continue to have a significant role in overseeing the Storrs Center project as

it moves closer to implementation.

Upon receiving approval of the 1.11unicipal development plan, Stons Center

alliance and the rvIansfield Downtown Pminership will move forward to

prepare a text and map amendment to the zoning regulations to create Cl
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special design district, which \vOlild be named the "Storrs Center Special

Design District." The amendments to the zoning map and zoning

regulations will be consistent with the municipal development plan and

include a special permitting procedure that is detailed in the plan. The text

amendment to the zoning regulations will include sustainability guidelines

and more specific standards than currently exist in the MDP. Parking,

drainage, roadway and pedestrian improvements, setbacks and building

detail w11l be fine tuned through the zoning process. All new construction in

StOtTS Center will need to comply with the specific requirements of the

design district. The Mansfield Planning and ,Zoning Commission will be

responsible for reviewing and approving the text and map amendment to the

zoning regulations. Based on state law, the PZC will hold a public hearing

on the zoning amendments and provide further opportunity for public

comment.

I recognize that change is often difficult but change it is also inevitable. We

can choose to manage the chalige or \-ve can wait and react. I would suggest

that we need to continue our progress in creating a downtown. \Afe have an

excellent team in place to get the job clone. Active citizen involvement, a

strong and dedicated Partnership Board, a development team that has been

totally professional, straight forward and honest, and a Town Council that
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has been engaged in the process and has helped to steer ancllead this project

since its inception.

Let our legacy be that we all worked together to create a downtown that will

serve this community well into the 21 sl century.

Thank you.
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WHEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that the rVlansfield
Downtown Partnership, lnc.("the Partnership"), as the municipal development
agency of the Town of Mansfield, Connecticut, pursuant to Connecticut
General Statutes ("C.G.S.") Section 8-188, prepare for the Town of Manstield
a municipal development plan for an enlarged and more economica11y diverse
downtown, cal1ed StOlTS Center, for the welfare of the Town and citizens of
Manstleld, and of the state, pursuant to the provisions of C.G.S. Chapter 132;
and

WHEREAS, the Pminership and Stons Center A11iance, LLC, the Master
Developer for StOlTS Center selected by the Partnership, have prepared the
Stons Center Municipal Development Plan, elated August 25,2005, pursuant
to the provisions of C.G.S. Chapter 132; and

WHEREAS, said Stons Center Municipal Development Plan (the "Stons
Center MDP") was duly refened to the Regional Planning Commission of the
Windham Region Council of Govemments and found by that Commission to
be in accord with the present plan of conservation and development for the
Windham Region, i.e., the Windham Region Land Use Plan 2002 as amended
in July of2005; and

WHEREAS, the Stons Center MDP was dulyrefelTed to the Mansfield
Planning and Zoning Commission and found by that Commission to be in
accord with the Town ofManstleld's 1993 Plan of Development and with the
Town's 2005 draft Plan of Conservation and Development update; and

WHEREAS, thereafter, on October 6, 2005, the Pminership, as Mansfield's
municipal development agency, held a public heming on the Stons Center
MDP pursuant to C.G. S. Sec. 8-191 (a), and other applicable laws; and .

WHEREAS, after said public heming, the Pminership duly approved the
Stons Center MDP; and

WHEREAS, the Manstleld Town Council is the legislative body of the Town
ofManstleld, Connecticut;

NOW THEREFORE, the Manstleld Town Council hereby RESOLVES as
follows:

(1) The Manstleld Town Council approves the said StOJTS Center
Municipal Development Plan;

(2) The land and buildings within the Stons Center project area will be
used plincipally for a mix of uses, including a Town Green, public
streets and parking areas, businesses and residences, which is in accord
with the Town of Mansfielc1's 1993 Plan of Development, with the
Town's 2005 draft Plan of Conservation and Development update, and
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wi th the present pI an 0 f conservation and development for the
Windham Region, i.e., the Windham Region Land Use Plan 2002 as
amended in July, 2005;

(3) The StOITS Center MOP is not inimical to any statewide planning
objectives of the state or state agencies as coordinated by the Secretary
of the Connecticut On-ice of Policy and Management;

(4) The Storrs Center MDP wi]] contlibute to the economic welfare of the
Town of Manstield, the University of Connecticut, and the State of
Connecticut;

(5) TocalTY out and administer the Stons Center project, public action
under Chapters 132 of the Connecticut General Statutes, as amended,
is required (provided this Resolution does not approve taking of title to
land by eminent domain); and

(6) The Mansfield Town Manager is authorized and directed to submit this
Resolution to the Mansfield Downtown Partnership for submission, in
tum, by the Pminership to the Commissioner of the Connecticut
Department of Economic and Community Development for approval
pursuant to C.G.S. Sec.8-191(a).

Mr. Hawkins, commented that responses from Cynthia van Zelm, Director
of the Downtown Pminership, Mr. Toledano, Mr. Cody and Mr. Lee Cole
Chu, were most thoughtful and helpful concel11ing comments and
questions raised at the public hearing on October 11, 2005. Water
concel11s and adequacy of the supply need to be dealt with separately"for
the StOHS area and independently of this development. We need to go
forward.

Mr. Clouette, We need to ask does this conceptual plan promote our
common vision for a real college town in Storrs? Although sensitive to a
lot of the negative issues that have been raised I think it is important to
remember these positive atllibutes of the projec.t: First it is unusually
environmentally responsible. 2/3 of the proposed 31 acres are going to be
pe1l11anently protected. A state of the art St01111 water management system
has been proposed for this area. There is a commitment to energy
conserving design. Yes, this is a part of our vision. Secondly, this is a
development, which supplies us with public places; it has a square for
public gathering, it provides publicly owned streets and sidewalks. All that
is owned privately now. This is going to improve a person's fIrst
amendment lights by providing public streets and sidewalks. Thirdly, this
is a development that is planned to be pedestrian friendly. At present it is
not easy to go from one commercial area to another. We can expect a
really good mix ohetail from this proposal. We have heard fi·om the
development team that they have had Sllccess not in fllling up the place
with national companies but \vith local indigenous businesses. This
provides a critical mass. We have seen a decline in the vitality ofStons
Center over the past 20-30 years. In order to reverse that decline we need
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it large enough to provide the critical mass whereby you can create a
destination that will have commercial viability. The developers will be
investing a lot of money, and they should be smali in how they invest.
This project has had exceptional public input, and this will continue,
throllgh the non-profit pminership with Council membership and town
staft~ notably our Town Manager, who will supervise this project and will
be on key committees. This has been marked with a great effort for
business retention and relocation. Is this a good time to act? I believe it is.
All local and state depmiments have acted on it. This plan is at least 95%
of what] always dreamed about since] came here in 1971. There is so
much good about this proj ect, I will not act to delay this any further. I am
concerned about water, traftic and retention relocation and will be
working to see that these issues are resolved. This offers us a telTific
chance and so 1I,vant to vote now and vote for it.

Mr. Paulhus, 1wanted to say that I am in support of this too for two
reasons; it is about time we had a central place for the kids to come
especialIy the Town Green, which I think will be good, because I will
probably be there with my son whilemy wife shops. I think it would be
great for the UConn stlldents who will have a place to go to spend thejr
money in Mansfield instead of in Manchester where all the other shops
are. As Bruce sajd, I think this plan is 95% what we have been looking for
and the other 5% I think we can fix down the road with all the other
agencies we have at our disposal.

Ms. Redding, ] would like to talk a little about my own experience. I grew
up here, went to school here and now live and work here. I am a life-long
resident of St011'S. As Carol Pellegline said at the last meeting, her kids
called Stons "Snoresville". I have heard it and maybe even pmiicipated in
it. But when she said it] was honibly offended. Because despite the fact it
is a quiet town there are things about St011'S that we love. We like it
because it is a lovely town, a green town, has chaml even though we do
not have a vibrant down town. However, I have spent my entire life
wanting a vibrant downtown. Ido not think it is a choice between one and
another. We are redeveloping a piece ofland that at this point has little
cohesion. It doesn't make a downtown. So I think this project is the
culmination of\vhatever I wanted in this area, however, I would not want
to allow feelings and emotions to get in they way of what is going on and
specific actions of the plan. We can address the issues of water, traffic and
relocation of businesses. This is a concept place. We will be aftil111ing the
plan tonight. The Planning and Zonjng Commjssion as a body will be
reviewing the plans and will be using due diligence to make sure that what
is built l1ere is responsible and that it fits into the town. Voting tonight
allows the process to continue which is what needs to happen. The water
issue is a major COl1cem, and again this issue will be here whether we
develop this-plan or not, and we wiIi need to come up with a suitable
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answer on this issue. The relocation plan is a big issue, and some want to
wait to see what the Board of Trustees is going to clo on this issue. But
when I vote on this tonight I hope tIle Board ofTrustees \vill vote to have
a permanent space for the retailers to go and I'm hoping the proposals and
concems are given the importance that I feel has been demonstrated. This
is a partnership, we have all embarked on this, and we will all continue to
have intluence on the decision making as part of the partnership; we have
our own members on the partnership. Ultimately we make the decisions
together. 1am excited about the proposal and I think it is really good. We
will be following closely the various steps that will be taken and hope care
.is given to all future decisions.

Mr. Haddad wished to asked questions of Mr. Padick as Town Planner.
Wllat is the process for adopting this special zone with the Planning and
Zoning Commission, and what does the commission do when it is
considering its' own change?

NIr. Padick, there are two steps which need to be taken by the Planning
and Zoning Commission. The current zoning map would have to be
cllanged for a special design distIict. That is a legislative action, there will
be a public heming process which could be done on its own accord or
could be done in conjunction with the regulations changes. I'm guessing
that they would be done in conjunction with the regulations changes. The
regulation changes we are talking about are changes to the zoning
regulations and that again is a legislative action of the planning and zoning
commission. They have to detennine that the public's health, welfare and
safety are adequately met and that there are proper safeguards to insure
that, and that all the comprehensive elements that go into reviewing the
land use application are properly addressed by these changes.

Mr. Haddad: By legislative action you mean we are relying on the
judgment of an elected board that they are acting with broad discretion
that they are making the best decision in the best interest of the town?

1'dr. Padick: The legislative decisions set the law, the administrative, such
as sub division are making sure tbat tl1e regulations are followed in the
application.

Ivlr. Haddad: Another elected board in to\1v]1 will have an important review
of the special design distIict and that those decisions are made fi'eely of
their ·own free will. We are setting out a process.
How do we in any project insure the adequacy of a water supply to a
project?

NIL Padick: There are pe1l11its that are controlled by Inland Wetlands and
Planning and Zoning. Then there is a full building process, which does
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require a signoffby the health department. I would anticipate that the
zoning regulations \voulc! require some type of assurances that a regulatory
agency, the state bodies, the university that there is an adequate supply ::mcl
that would have to be pmi of the submission requirements as it is acted on
by the Plannin"g and Zoning 8pproval process 8nd then confi1111ed by the
bllilding pe1l11it process. There are a number of steps; a1l pe1111its must be
in compliance.

Ms. Koehn asked that if the developer Leland Alliance sells a piece of the
property to another developer, does that developer have to come back to
Planning and Zoning or how does that work? Where does our control lie?

My. Padick: AJJ land use plans are based on plans and not the owners. If
the ownership changes that does not change the requirements of the town.

Ms. Koehn: Which department is responsible for detem1ining the
adequacy of the water supply?

Mr. Padick: The actual building permi t does require a signoff of the
Eastem Highland Health District. They would have to make sure the state
health department's requirements ha.ve been properly address~d. I would
expect the planning and zoning regulations would also have an obligation
to provide inf01111ation on that subject. There are two stages that would
safeguard tha.t there has been a sign offby those individuals who are
responsible and that all applicable requirements by the University under
state regulations have been met.

Ms. Koelm: And that would" not change if there were a different manager
of the UConn water supply system?
Mr. Paddock: We would have to have a duly auth01ized representative of
the state health, in pmiicular, as well as the local company sign off.

Ms. Blair, Baving spent over 40 years in town and watching it develop
and watching how carefully and all of our predecessors have set the stage
for llS. I believe that ifwe choose to go forward we have made the right
choice because we are such a cautious group of people and our committees
are so cautious. I think it is in our best interest to continue on with this
development.

Mr. Haddad, I have served on this Council for six years and one of the
very first things we did was to receive the Hyatt-Palmer repOlt and this
project closely minors what was in that report and how closely we've
come to having a vision of a downtmvl1 that has broad consensus about
and which lots of folks in the comrmmity share. It is a leap of faith like a
bllI1gee corel jump. The bungee cord is the six years ofpI anning, the
careful analysis in the I\iIDP and the creation of the Downtown Partnership
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and the careful environmental studies, retention plan, streets and
walkways. Since the land will change hands from the University to the
developer, for the first time it will be subject to local approvals ancllocal
pell11itting process: We l1ave confidence in the Planning and Zoning
commission and other responsible people tl1at we have in town wl10 judge
these projects. It takes a leap of faith, you need to trust \-vhat you've done
so E1r, and although 1 have never bungee jumped, but 1will vote yes today,
and I have faith that this will tum out just as we hoped.

Ms..Koehn. First I fully support the goal of redevelopment of the
downtown. I am a member of the Downtown Pminership. I have publicly
stated that Leland Alliance has done a responsible role of sensitive
environmental areas, in the downtown area, and that Leland alliance has
demonstrated a commitment to green buildings. The Town Manager has
given us thoughtful answers to questions that citizens and council
members have raised in recent meeting. He also included the legal opinion
tiom Attomey Dennis O'Blien that the agreement between the Mansfield
Downtown Partnersl1ip and Stons Center Alliance is legally suftlcient to
protect the interests of the town. However, I also have concems about
issues that other Council members have raised. One is water. Has the
developer been fully apPlised of the seriousness of the water situation in
Mal1stleld? I am also cOl1Gemed about, as the Manager has mentioned, that
the availability of water places limits on that development. I am concemed
that the availability of water and the unceliainty of that availability places
future constraints on the Town of Mansfield and the matter in which we
choose to develop. The University of Connecticut plan for 2005 was not
approved by the Dept. of Public Health. One of the reasons it was not
approved had to do with the population projections for the University and
population projections for the Downtown. The University must enter into
an agreement with the developer to supply water. 1'm concemed water, the
stipulations in that agreement will be and the future impact of that
agreement will have upon this town. Listening to my fellow members of
the Town Council has helped me separate the issue of the development,
which I fully support, from my concems ofthe adequacy of water, and I
feel much more confident tonight that we can proceed with the
development ofStolTS downtown and still do what's necessary to provide
a scientific investigation: required to make sure that the Town of Mansfield
has adequate "vater for this development and for future projects that which
we choose to undeliake.

1',,1ayor Paterson, I have been involved with this project since Mike Schor
talked about it after coming back from the National League of Cities
conference. I have talked to every single agency and company who has
been involved with providing us with intcl11Jwtion. The progress for this
project has been very slow, very deliberate. All along we have chosen the
"best of the best" to continue each step of the \-vay. There has been no cost
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cutting involved no cut corners to save money, we have done this whole
procedure t1'om the beginning the right way. It has been an open process.
That was one of the things as mayor I insisted upon. That the mcetil1gs
would be conducted in a public fashion and they have been. And so I ful1y
support the project, I have since we have tlrst thought about it, I've had
concems along the way, and especially as we have gotten into more detail
and I have always been satisfied with the answers I've gotten especially
from the last team that has been put togetller. I have felt that they have
been honest; I felt that they have been t~lir, and I have every reason to
continue my trust in the group of people that are going to be putting this
project together. I whole-heartedly SUpp011 it and now I would like the
Council to vote.

By voice vote the Council unanimously adopted the resolution.

Mr. Schaefer moved to add an item to new business. According to the
minutes of the last meeting someone quoted me and I would like to
respond to this fOl1l1ally. 13a. Seconded by Mr. Haddad. Vote
unanimously. "Rebuttal from Carl Schaefer"

2. US Mayors' Climate Protection Agreement

Ms. Koehn addressed this agreement and moved that the Town Council
sign on to the US Mayors Climate Protection Agreement. Second by Mr.
Haddad.
So passed unanimously. See attached

3. Fenton River

The Town Manager reviewed the two new pieces ofinfol1l1ation regarding
the University of Connecticut water supply system. One is from the
COlmecticllt Department of Public Health and the Department of
Environmental Protection. The University's water supply plan of
November 2004 does not fulfill all the requirements of the regulations of
Connecticut State Agencies and the plan needs modifIcations. The Mayor
and the Manager met in Hartford and were assured that they would be kept
infoll11ed as to the water supply plans. Manager met with Connecticut
Water last week, they are the intelim managers of the water system. They
are water speclalists and know how to update the system.

No action \vas needed.

4. Campus/Community Relations
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ENDORSIr'IG THE US Mft..YORS' CLIMATE PROTECTION p·.GREEMENI

WHERE,t.S, the U.S. Conference of Mayors has previously adopted strong policy resolutions
calling for cities, cSlmmunities and the federal government to take actions to reduce global
warming pollution; and

WHEREl\S, the Inter-Governmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the international
community's most respected assemblage of scientists, is clear that there is no longer any credible
doubt that climate disruption is a reality and that human activities are largely responsible for
increasing concentrations of global warming pollution; and

WHEREAS, recent, well-documented impacts of climate disruption include average global sea
level increases of four to eight inches during lhe 20th century; a 40% decline in ,t>.rctic· sea-ice
thickness; and nine of the ten hottest years on record occurring in the past decade; and

WH EREAS, climate disruption of the magnitude now predicted by the scientific community will
cause extremely costly disruption of human and natural systems throughout the world inclUding:
increased risk of floods or droughts; sea-level rises that interact with coastal storms to erode
beaches, inundate land, and damage structures; more frequent and extreme heat waves, more
frequent and greater concentrations of smog; and

WHEREAS, on February "16,2005, the Kycito Protocol, an international agreement to address
climate disruption, entered into force in the 141 countries that have ratified it to date; 38 of those
countries are now legally required to reduce greenhouse gas emissions on average 5.2 percent
below 1990 levels by 2012; and

WHEREAS, the United States of Amedca, with less than five percent of the world's population, is
responsible for producing approximately 25% of the world's global warming pollutants yet is not a
party to the Kyoto Protocol; and

WHEREAS, the Kyoto Protocol emissions reduction target for the U.S., had it ratified the trealy,
would have been 7% below 1990 levels by 20"12; and .

WHEREAS, many leading US companies that have adopted greenhouse gas reduction programs
to demonstrate corporate 'social responsibility have also publicly expressed preference for the US
to adopt precise and mandatory emissions targets and timetables as a means by which to
remain competitive in the international marketplace, to mitigate financial risk and to promote
sound investment decisions; and

WHEREAS, state and local governments throughout the United States are adopting emission
reduction targets and programs and that this leadership is bipartisan, coming from Republican
and Democratic governors and mayors alike; and

WHEREAS, many cities throughout the nation, both large and small, are reducing global warming
pollutants through programs that provide economic and quality of life benefits such as reduced
energy bills, green space preservation, air quality improvements, reduced traffic congestion,
improved transportation choices, and economic development and job creation through energy
conservation and new energy technologies; and

WHEREAS, mayors from around the nation have signed the U.S. Mayors Climate Protection
p.,grsemellt (list attached) which reads:'
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The U"S. Mayors Climate Protection Agreem(jnt

,6.,. We urge the federal government and state governments to enact policies and programs to
meet or beat the K~/oto Protocol target of reducing global warming pollution levels to 7%
below 1990 levels by 2012, including efforts to: reduce the United States' dependence on
fossil fuels and accelerate the development of clean, economical energy resources and
fuel-efficient technologies such as conservation, methan recovery for energy generation,
wind and solar energy, fuel cells, efficient motor vehicles,and biofuels;

B. We urge the U.S. Congress to pass the bipartisan Climate Stewardsllip Act sponsored by
Senators fl/lcCain and Lieberman and Representatives Gilchrist and Olver, Wllich would
create a flexible,market-based system of tradable allowances among emitting industries;
and

C. We will strive to meet or exceed Kyoto Protocol targets for reducing global warming
pollution by taking actions in ollr own operations and communities such as:

1. Inventory global warming emissions in City operations and in the community, set
reduction targets and create an action plan.

2. A,dopt and enforce land-use policies that reduce sprawl, preserve open space, and
create compact, walkable urban communities;

3. Promote transportation options such as bicycle trails, commute trip reduction
programs, incentives for car pooling and public transit;

4. Increase the use of clean, alternative energy by, or example, investing in "green
tags", advocating for the development of renewable energy resources, and
recovering landfill methane for energy production;

5. Make energy efficiency a priority through building code improvemenls, retrofitting
city facilities with energy efficient lighting and urging employees to conserve
energy and save money;

6. Purchase only Energy Star equipment and appliances for City use;
7. Practice and promote sustainable building practices using the U.S; Green Building

Council's LEED program or a similar system;
8. Increase the average fuel efficiency of municipal Aeet vehicles;.reducethe number

of vehicles; launch an employee education program includinganti-idling
messages; convert diesel vehicles to bio-diesel;

9. Evaluate opportunities to increase pump efficiency in water and wastewater
systems; recover wastewater treatment meillane for energy production;

10. Increase recycling rates in City operations and in the community;
11. Maintain healthy urban forests; promote tree planting to increase shading and to

absorb C02; and
12. Help educate the public, schools, other jurisdictions, professional associations,

business· and industry about reducing global \ivarming pollution.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the U.S. Conference of Mayors endorses the US
Mayors Climate Protection Agreement and urges mayors from around the nation to join this effort

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The U.S. Conference of Mayors will establish a formal relationship
with International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI) Cities for Climate Protection
Program to track progress and implementation of tile US Mayors Climate Protection Agreement
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The Town f\llanagcr handed out an article written by Susan Plese in the
Saturday, October 22,2005 Hartford Courant entitled "Constitution Has
No Pm1ying Clause".

VIL NEW BUSINESS

5. Grant Application to Small Town Economic Assistance Program
(STEAP)

Mr. Hawkins moved and Mr. Haddad seconded to approve the following
resolution:

WHEREAS, the Town ofManstield, in association with the University of
Connecticut, plivate propeliy owners, and community residents, has been
working for years to help plan the transf01l11ation of an existing
commercial area on StOHS Road (Route 195) into a vibrant and
economically successful mixed-use downtown that will be the heari of the
community; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes Section 4-66(g) of
the Connecticut Legislature, the Connecticut Depariment ofEconomic and
Community Development is authOlized to extend financial assistance for
economic development projects; and

WHEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that the Town of
Manstield make an application to the State for $500,000 in order to
undeliake the Downtown Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement
Project;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOWN OF
MANSFIELD:

That it is cognizant ofthe conditions and prerequisites for state assistance,
as imposed by Section 4-66 (g) of the COlmecticut General Statutes;

That the tiling of an application for State financial assistance by the Town
of Mansfield in an amount not to exceed $500,000 is hereby approved and
the Town Manager is directed to execute and tile such application with the
Cmmecticut Department of economic and Community Development, to
provide such additional infol111ation, to execute such other documents as
may be required, to execute an Assistance Agreement with the State of
Connecticut for State financial assistal1l~e if such an agreement is offered,
to execute any amendments, decisions, and revisjons thereto, and to act as
tbe authOlized representative of the town of IVlansfield.

So passed unanimously.
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6. St01TS Center Relocation Assistance Plan

I'v'lr. Haddad moved and Ivlr. Ha'vvkins seconded that effective October 24,
2005, to authOlize the Town Manager to expend $20,000 ti:om an existing
capital projects account to provide seed funding for the StOlTS Center
Reloc.ation Assistance Plan.

So passed unanimously.

7. Legal Services for Mansfield Downtown Partnership

Mr. Hawkins moved and Mr. Schaefer seconded that effective October 24,
2005, to authOlize the Town Manager to expend $10,000 ti"om the capital
projects fund to help fund legal services for the Mansfield Downtown
Partnership, Inc.
Question from Ms. Koehn: Has the University matched our town funds?
The Town Manager said yes.

So passed unanimously.

8. Referendum Infoll11ation Sessions

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded that effective October 24,
2005, to schedule an infol111ation session at 7:00 p.m. on November 1,
2005 and a subsequent session at 7:00 p.m. on November 3,2005, to
review the three questions that have been submitted to the voters of the
Town ofMansfield for the November 8, 2005 referendum.

So passed unanimously.

9. Personal Service Agreement-Day Care SUPPOli at Mansfield Discovery
Depot

Mr. Paulhus moved and Ms. Blair seconded to adopt the following
resolution:

RESOLVED: effective October 24,2005, to authOlize the Town
},;lanager, Martin H. Berliner, to execute a personal service agreement
between the Town of Mansfield and the University of Connecticut to
provide day care services at the Mansfleld Discovery Depot for the
chjldren of University employees and students fi·om January 1,2006
through June 30, 2006.

So passed unanimously.

P,4S



]O. Amendment to Child Day Care Contract

Mr. Sch8efer moved and IVlr. Clouette seconded to approve the following
resolution:

RESOLYEO, effective October 24, 2005, to authOlize the Town Manager,
Martin H. Berliner, to enter into or amend contractlml instruments in the
name and on behalf of the Town of Mansfield, with the Department of
Social Services of the State of Connecticut for a Child Day Care pro,!:,'Tam
if such an agreement is offered and to have the corporate seal aftixed to all
documents required as part of any otTered agreement.

So passed unanimously.

11. Application for a Fiscal Year 2006/07 Library Services and
Technology Act Long-range Planning Grant

Ms. Koehn moved and Mr. Clouette seconded that effective October 24,
2005, to authOlize Library Director Louise Bailey to submit the attached
application to the Connecticut State Library for a Fiscal Year 2006/07
Librmy Services and Technology Act Long-Range Planning Grant.

So passed unanimously.

12. CT Highway Safety Program Project Application for 2005
Thanksgiving/ChlistmasfNew Year's DUI Enforcement

Mr. Paulhus moved and NIr. Hawkins seconded that effective October 24,
2005, to allthOlize the Town Manager, Martin H. Berliner to submit a
grant application to the Connecticut Department of Transportation,
Division of Highway Safety for $10,000 to be dedicated to police overtime
for D.U.l. and related motor vehicle enforcement, and to process any
related grant paperwork.

13. CT Highway Safety Program Project Application for FY 2005/2006
Expanded DUI Enforcement

Ms. Redding moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to authorize the TOI,vn
Manager, Martin H. Berliner to submit a grant application to the
COlmecticut Depmiment ofTranspOliation, Division of Highway Safety
for $40,000 to be dedicated to police Qveliime for D.UI and related motor
vehicle enforcement, and to process any related grant papelwork.

So passed unanimously.

]3a. Rebuttal from Mr. Schaefer
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Mr. Carl Schaefer discLlssed a comment made by Cynara Stites in the
October I], 2005 minutes.

He clarified that since it was in the minutes, he would like his letter to Ms.
Stites placed in the minutes.

He moved that his letter be placed in the minutes. Seconded by Mr.
CIOl.lette.

So passed unanimollsly.

Vll1. DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

The Housing Authority will meet on Wednesday, at 8:00 a.m. on October
26,2005 at 8:00 a.m. at their office. Town Council members and the Town
Manager will attend if possible.

IX. REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

The personnel committee will be on the agenda next meeting, November
14, 2005 under Executive Session to discuss the Town Manager's
evaluation.

X. REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS

Mr. Schaefer announced that the latest publication of the Mansfield
HistOlical Society is "Listen to the Echoes" second edition, wlitten by the
Town HistOlian, Robelia K. Smith. It is her account of the Spring Hill
dishi ct.

Mr. Clouette attended a meeting sponsored by the Gniustein Foundation,
who gives the town our School Readiness grant. They gave out awards to
towns that had participated in this program. The awards were two clocks,
which were given to Ms. Sandy Baxter, School Readiness Coordinator,
and Mr. Kevin Grunwald, Director of Social Services and a plague, which
he will give to the Town Manager.

Mr. Hawkins expressed concem that minutes from the I-lousing Authority
had not been given to the Town Clerk's o±1ice. He suggested that the
AuthOlity give minutes to the Town Clerk in a more timely fashion and
that the Town Manager's office will then place them in the Town Council
packets.

Ms. Blair spoke on the Old-Timer's Night at the Eagleville Fire House.
The dinner honored 38 members, 28 came, and the oldest was 93. To be
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Cdrl W Schdefer
Dr.::t. 20/05

M~ Cyn~ra ~tite~

122 H~nk~ Hill jd •
.st,:.rn; 06260

I helve ju~,;t read your:iitateoient to tb:,: TO',ill Council on Oxt. ll--a. :.
. ~

~eetig~ i co~ld not &ttend.

I a~, to p~t it ~ent1Yl di~turbed at tbe context in wbicb you quot~d.

~c: I'Carl ,icha.efer ili;;),2.d, pay theill! ~10 ,000 find th.ey will j;O 'i"-1';;.y. '1'hi,; i;;; th-~

pli'J.n you ",re being ;,:,;;.;ked to ;;;t:pprov~x" (lineiB 7-'~ up, your t~ati;1;Ony). You

",-ppear to think, iilnd ba.ve nOVJ allowed other:..;; to think, that I CRr~ little for

the rr'tlrr:~nt tenant;;>. You ar~ wron[.

Firat: I ~.id that to mock what I had ~lready .~id waa a Iro••ly unfair

pl~n either for ±E~ co~pen$ation or replacement,

SeGond: It ....ho di..,turb", llOe that you bavelllo little follQiJifed the debate

a~ not to know tbat mine bas been one of tbe 10tic1e."t and mo,r.t per,d:at~nt

vo~ce5 in inwi~tin~ tbc~ clirrent tenant~ be treated I~±XX~ not ~erely fairly,

but f"orablK

Ju,;;t iJlJii' your mtateif.\~nt h in the public record,:50 I;;l.h,dl &!i>k that tbe
text of tbis letter be pl~ced there a~5o.
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honored you had to be in the c1epmiment 20 years and be over the age of
50. There were 110-120 people present. The Tovm M,mager, Assistant
To\vn Manager and Fire Chief were present.

Xl. TOWN MANAGER'S REPORT

Question has come up as to what is happening to the Water Utility
Coordinator COllimittee. They are re-wliting the regulations and in 2006
will be starting up again.

The Town Manager congratulated the people who assisted dUling the past
stoml of October 15th

. The depmil11ent of public works, police, fire and
emergency personnel spent many homs in the town assisting with
problems created by tlooding and Iligh waters along the livers. With the
backup of water at the Manstleld Hollow Dam, Bassetts Bridge Road was
closed and pmi oftbe road was damaged. Tlle town wi]] be listing costs
and presenting that list to the State of Connecticut. Public Works Director,
Mr. Lon Hultgren described tIle loss of about fIve feet oftbe road on
Bassetts Blidge road.

Notice of the November Election was handed out. Prepared by the Town
Clerk it stated the locations of the polling places.

TomolTow Mayor Paterson will be facilitating a CCM meeting in Hartford
to discuss education issues, which CeM wants to present to the
legislature.

XII. FUTURE AGENDAS

Charter Revision Committee
"Mansfield Knows" e-mail distIiblltion list to people in town.
The Assistant Town Manager, Mr. Matt Hmi, said that the Town's IT
Depmiment llas developed a prototype and the staff is now reviewing it.
Question was raised if there would be a contest to name this service,
whether from the school system or computer club? Ml'. Hart answered that
was a possibility.

Mr. Hawkins will be attending the CCM public safety committee meeting.
He is now on the State committee.

XlII. PETITIONS, REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

14. D. O'Brien re: Petition for Appointment of Chmier Revision
Committee
]5. B. Silva re: Mansfield Reynolds School on Depot Road
]6. MansfIeld Board of Education-Student Enrollment Analysis
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17, J. Wessell re; Elderly Nutrition Program
18. R. ivl iller re: Separatist Road/Stadium Road Detention Basin Sampling
19. The Wall Street Joumal On1ine-"Nearly Half of Amelicans Cite "Too
Little" Environment Regulation
20. Manstleld Recycling Program, October-December 2005
21. Present Appointments to CCM Committees for Town of Mansfield
22. Legislative Update-New Special Session Called: Municipal ISSlles at
Stake
23. H. Abramson re: IVlunicipal Development Plan
24. 2004 Early Childhood Indicators-State of the Young Child Profile for
Manstield, Ct.
25. Mansfield Department of Public Works Press Release-Clover Mi11
Road to be Closed to Through TratTic

Ms. Koehn expressed concem over the Schweppe well, which has been
contaminated for about six years.

Mr. Hawkins expressed concern over the possible Mansfield Reynolds
School on Depot Road. He wondered if the neighbors have had the
opportunity to express their feelings on it. Council needed more
info1111ation on this.

XIV. EXECUTIVE SESSION

Not needed.

XV. ADJOURNMENT

At ]0:32 p.m. Mr. Paulhus moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded to adjourn
the meeting.

So passed unanimously.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor

P.SO

Joan E. Gerdsen, Town Clerk



Item # I

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

]:Clwn Council_.. "/L.-" fl- . _ •. -.J ,- r I,I..'/t£:::r:.-- ,l.)hUl~t-
'Martin Berliner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works
November 14, 2005
Depot Road Traffic Update

Subject Matter/Background
Attached please find an update from staff concerning this item, as well as two items of
correspondence from the local residents. Staff will be available at Monday's meeting to
address any questions that the town council may have.

Attachments
1) L. Hultgren re: Depot Road Traffic Update
2) Petition from residents of Depot Road
3) D. Owen re: Depot Road
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MEMO
11/3/05

if k ..To: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager ?;> \ _ //

~rom: Lon Hultgren, ?irector ofPublic wor'4fJ;Jf
Re: Depot Road TraffIc Update ~

Since the visit to the Town Council by representatives of the Depot Road neighborhood
earlier this year, The Traffic Authority and Public Works Department have been
reviewing and requesting information on Depot Road's traftlc. While we are not yet
done with all the analyses (see below), we can update you today as follows:

1. Speed humps were installed in 1996. Prior to their installation, the Average Daily
Traffic (ADT) was 2750 vehicles per day, the average speed ofvehic1es was 37
mph and the 85th percentile speed was 44 mph.

2. Recent traffic counts done in 2003 and 2005 (one with UCOlID in session, one
without) show ADT's of2350 and 1700 respectively. We are in the process of
collecting another count this fall (our equipment malfunctioned in a recent
attempt). While this last count will substantiate our tentative conclusions, it does
not appear that the number ofvehicles using this road per day has increased.

3. Speeds in the area ofthe speed humps have risen slightly since the humps
installation in 1996. In 1997 in the year after their installation, the average speeds
were measured at about 26 mph. Our most recent average speeds are 27 mph.
,Tllis is in keeping with the generai creep-up in traftlc speeds we have noted all
over Town.

4. We have requested the accident data from the DOT for Depot Road and its two
state highway intersections. We will analyze these to see if the suggested
geometric changes would have a beneficial effect.

W1li1e we are still looking at this area's traffic, unless we find some very different data it
does not appear that the current traffic volume or speeds will warrant additional action by
the Town. Tllis road's average speed below 30 mph is lower than other Town roads
where residents have complained about the speed and traffic. These roads have average
speeds generally above 30 mph.

Once we get the last count and the accident data, the Traffic Authority wiH be requested
to make a recommendation regarding appropriate action.

cc: Grant Meitzler, Asst Town Engr
Tim Veillette, Project Engr
Depot Rd File
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Item #2

To:
From:
CC:

Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Tnwn Counoil ;"
~/[- /~.t'i.-C::" ..;:..)t" Lt(Z:--J"~c_--

Martin Hetllner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks and
Recreation
November 14, 2005
Skate Park Proposal

Subject Matter/Background
Town Council members reviewed this proposed project at their September .12,2005 and
October 11, 2005 meetings. The item was tabled and staff was asked to provide more
information. Since that time staff has puttogether a number of items that should
address the questions raised (see attached materials).

Although local contractors had offered to provide donated construction services this fall,
it is unlikely at this point that, if approved, any significant site work could commence this
season. However, this project is viewed as important and if the council decides to
proceed, preliminary site work could begin over the winter with construction to follow in
early spring.

Financial Impact
Staff has previously submitted a project budget,which would rely on $40,000 in
municipal funds and $40,000 in donations from local contractors and businesses. The
town's share of this project could be transferred from the Capital Non-Recurring
Account to the Capital Projects Fund. We anticipate that long-term operational costs
would be offset by fees and charges.

Legal/Regulatory Review
Action from the panning and zoning commission (PZC) is necessary for site plan
modification. Staff has submitted a proposed application to the PZC, and the
commission's action on the site plan modification is pending town council approval and
funding.

Recommendation
Given the willingness of local contractors and businesses to contribute to this project
and the heightened interest from residents to see this proposal become a reality, staff
recommends that the town council support this project and authorize the transfer of
funds from the Capital Non-Recurring Account to the Capital Projects Fund.
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If the town council supports this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, effective November 14,2005, to authorize staff to transfer $40,000 from the
Capital Non-Recurring Account to the Capital Improvements Fund to finance the
construction of a skate park on the Mansfield Community Center property, and to
proceed with construction of the project in partnership with local contractors and
businesses.

Attachments
1) Facility Comparisons, including Mansfield's proposed fees and hours of operation
2) PZC Site Plan Modification Application, including project description, site maps,

typical park layouts, prior Town Council correspondence
3) Note from C. Weiss and neyvspaper article (Hartford Courant, July 12,1999), "Paved

Paradise: Skateboarders and local officials are working to build Town-run parks"
4) C. Vincente correspondence to A. Paul & A. Cascio, March 9, 2001, including letter

send by them with skate park plans and petition signed by over 170 Mansfield youth
5) C. Vincente correspondence to B. Hanna, March 9, 2001, including newspaper

article (Chronicle Jan. 30, 2001), "Youths miss skating park" and letter/petition
signed by over 70 Mansfield youth

6) Letter from D. Hanna and newspaper article (Sentinel, Carlisle, PA, Feb. 23, 2002),
Skatepark panel to form board, pick leaders"

7) Article (Connecticut City and Town, Nov./Dec. 1998), "Municipal skate parks rise as
risks are brought under control" .

8) State of CT Office of Legislative Research Report, Jan. 19, 1999, "Town Operated
Skate Parks"

9) Article (Hartford Courant, Aug. 27, 1999), "No Place To Skate: (Glastonbury)
Support group forms to push for a Town-run skate park, (Manchester) Residents cite
cost, liability, while teens press for safe site"

10)Article (American City & County Magazine, Oct. 1999), Municipal skate parks catch
air"

11 )State of GT Office of Legislative Research Report, June. 30, 2000, "Town
Skateboard Parks: Funding and liability Issues"

12)Loss Control TIPS (Technical Information Paper Series, The Hartford Loss Control
Dept., 2002), Skateboarding Parks and Ramps: Minimizing Municipal liability"
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Town of Mansfield· Parks and Recreation Dept.
SKATE PARK PROPOSAL

Facility Comparisons

11/7/2005

I
Const. Supervise I Fees Charged Hours of I AddI. Ins.

I
Other

Town Park Size Cost Yes/No Per Visit Seasonal Operation cost if any Comments
Canton 8,125 sq. ft. 50,000 no none none dawn-dusk none partial super. when pool open
Cheshire 8,100 sq. ft. 98,000 yes R-$3 R- $75 wkdays 2:30-6p none

NR- $6 NR - $150 wkends 12-6p
Colchester 5,000 sq. ft. ? no none none dawn-dusk none
Enfield #1 - 2,808 sq. ft. 40,000 no none none dawn-dusk none overlay on tennnis ct.

#2 - 2,808 sq. ft. 40,000 no none none dawn-dusk none overlay on tennnis ct.
Groton ? ? no none none dawn-dusk $10,000 ded. inground park
Guilford 17,000 sq. ft. 202,400 yes R - $2 R- $50 school days 3-7p none serves as ice rink in winter

NR-$4 NR - $75 no schooI2~7p~~.q;,~~P~~. roller loop around
.••. 1",< '.'1. ....", ... >." ....... ""'.' b ,,,.,;,,... ' ........ '':''''<1:7':;',;.'''''''''' ...... "'i'.;...:...L .... .. 'ce,. .... "i".>"" ." ...: ""':""'i";"~::"': '."., ,';' '··ce·. '.' .'.'

........,.. ~.,.• ": ..\ IPrP20J,"":,.,·_".".",, ""i,':
'.i;k·0~~ •. '·F ...., i"",·•.·:i~~f ..:X ".,':.'''. ""':::""~:"LC,' .....,.•., .""i, ' /,',% ,.,",<'., ,.'.,.,..,'.,.·,..,: .. (·'••···..',i'."}.;,":'.;;·.. ·,··,'.....·,<>X,., ., ,,. .... ,..............". "":;"c"y" ;c:-;" ..", ..., .. " .•'.: .. y .•,.."c.•.,..,.....• , ....

New Britain 50,000 sq. ft. 250,000 no none none dawn-dusk none 3 levels, roller loop around
.!'Jewington 8,000 sq. ft. 86,000 no none none dawn-dusk none
~ lsbury 2,100 sq. ft. 30,000 yes ? ? ? req. staff
~ffiefd 5,500 sq. ft. 60,170 yes none $20 W-F 2:30-5:30p none, but

Sa 12-4p req. super.
Torrington ? 100,000 yes R - none R - none 3-5pm wkdays none previously parking lot

NR- $3 NR - $50 10a-5p wkends canst. cost exludes surface
Wethersfield 3,000 sq. ft. 160,000 no none none 8a-dusk none grand opening 10105, inground
Winchester 12,750 sq. ft. 60,000 no none none dawn-dusl< none previously charged, but no longer

~(/.)

>-n~
:=f:;J>a
~ aq (D
o t1l I-jj

[3"g.~
CD r.u ~a ~ I-jj

~ ~

I--~ .g23 ell
l./l eo l\Iote: information based upon email responses to a request for information from colleagues throughout the state
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Telephone' t.rJ'!-!JJb
. .

Town NANffiElJ.-j1'tJt1.£fl Cr Ziph~j/i'
. I

Telephone ·'r:J..ti--]O/S· X ttY:?

PZCfile _

. REQUEST FOR SITEIBUlLDING MODIFICATIONS·
(see Article XI, Section D of the Mansfield Zoning Regulations)

APPLICANT/OWNER SECTION'

1. Owner(s) lOit1/1J of A1A t-Jsf:;EL1J
(please PRIT-IT) .

Address t+ 5': ~A6 e.G-V!Lu3 . Il).

2. Applicant(s) . ~..J,Ith· Ye'NCbi'/i6

.- (p_lease. !RINI).,.~. .11L < _. - ~J /(",fW . '// ~ JJt.,.~ r"- w: "), r7---A-ddress l"&l - ~ f::- AGLO 64[.·...·0 ~ TOwn IJ!lJ A-.r6i.,;;' ...Jm('f·~.J>1 ~/ Zip ~d)

3. Site Location . f!.tJ/!IIln,Y,OflrY c.6}/rG~

4.. Reference any approved. map(s) that would be superseded iftbis request is approved:
CiTnflJ~tb1/I-rY C1:?V-;rg1!. ~i""6 . t-=J#.' nt4J1' L I 1l,q1'"6'.d ~, ~c.7-

5. Reference any new map(s) submitted. as part ofthis request: . '
. mill· L-J-t' f JI'f1S /'YleJ.d" fit':/) CD#f" ~'CH6'&

. .
6. Jteririze and descnbe the modification(s) being requested, using separate sheet where necessary. The description

must be adequate to determine compliance~all appli~ble lanquse regulations: - .
..("etf5' Aff'liC.fl6/J· f~,j{;J'c-i' .I~fcA!_If/1Jt'!ll

t!vu
I II -.

. I- t/t"YJ~--tJ
7.· -.:::::.:..:..._t~_:__:__--------

Applicant's signature
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Town ofMansfield
Request for Site/Building Modifications

Skate Park Proposal on Community Center Site 10/13/05·

GENERAL DESCRIPTION
The Town is proposing to construct a new SkateBoard/Roller Blading/Stunt Bike Park
on the Community Center site. This project has been listed in the Town's five-year
Capital Improvement and was recently brought before the Town Council for funding
consideration due to commitments from localbusinesses and contractors who· are willing
to contribute a significant amount to the project. The completed project will res~lt in a
10,000 square foot concrete pad, surrounded with an eight foot high security fence and
security lighting. In addition, a 600 square foot concrete entry pad will connect to a four
foot wide concrete walk, which will connect to the existing Community Center walk at
the rear of the building and adjacent to the rear parking iot.

ABUTTING PROPERTY OWNERSINEIGBBORHOOD IMPACT
The University of Connecticut owns property to the west of the project area. The
property line is over 150' from the project limits. Region 19 owns property to the north

.of the project area and final grading on the north side of the skate park slab is within 20'
of the Region 19 property line. Region 19 Superintendent has been consulted on this
project and has expressed support for the project. The planned use ofthe skate park is
consistent with current activity on the Community Center and Region 19 properties. The
Community'·Center site includes outdoorice skating and the Region 19 site includes an
outdoor basketball court and tennis courts within close proximity to the pla.nJ+ed skate
park. There·are no adverse affects that can be foreseen as there is considerable distance
and buffer to the nearest residential dwellings. The skate park will have positive impacts
on~tb.e safety of residents currently participating in these activities. Many skate boarders,
roller bladers, and stunt bike riders are frequently using School, Town Hall, Community.
Center, UConn and area business sites for these activities. Not only are these activities
not allowed on the above sites, but they are unsafe for the participants and other
pedestrians. The skate park will provide for a safe and secure space designed for the
activity. .

TREE REMOVAL
There are approximately· 55 +/- trees varying in size from 6" to 24" that will have to be
removed to .accommodate the project area.. The tree types cqnsist of a rilixture of oak:,
maple and birch. The trees will be removed by a professional tree removal contractor.
The tree stumps will be removed from the site by the site contractor and disposed of at
the Town landfi1l~ .

SITE GRADING
The southwest comer of the project area shown on the site map is .the high point of the .
current grade. The grading shown will require fill not to exceed 2,700 cubic yards, a
portion ofwhich (approx. 20% or 540 cubic yards) will be re-graded from within the
project area. ·It is possible that the southwest comer could be lowered provided that sub
grade ledge is not discovered, which will. significantly reduce the amount of fill required
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to be brought :ill and increase the percentage ofon-site fill that can be re-graded. Test
holes will be dug later this month to determine the depth at which the southwest comer of
the grading area can be placed. The current grading shown on the site plan is the worst
case scenario, assuming ledge at a two foot depth. .

STONEWALL RECONSTRUCTION
The.project area houses remnants of an old stonewall which is in disrepair. This project
proposes to use the stones from this old wall and relocate them to the east slope of the re
graded area so that a reconstructed and aesthetically pleasing stone wall is readily visible
from the parking area and main entrance to the skate park. .

CONCRETE PAD
The concrete pad will consist of a processed gravel sub-base for drainage and six inches
of concrete. The main concrete pad will be 100 feet wide by 100 feet long. The slab will
be pitched 6 inches over the 100 foot length from west to east to allow for surface
drainage. Ally water :run-offwill be absorbed by the surrounding grounds or in a
significant storm event will travel to a graded swale on the east side of the slab and
eventually to a yard drain near the northwest corner of the Region 19 basketball and
tennis courts. A smaller entry arttpad(15 feet wide by 40 feet long) will abut the main
slab at the entry area to allow for benches and other site amenities such as small portable
bleachers, garbage receptacles, bilce storage racks, and skate board storage racks.

FENCING
The main skate park slab will be surrounded by an 8 foot high security fence. The fence
will consist of common chain link with a double 3 foot wide swing gate for a total
lockable opening of 6 feet. .

SKCURlTYLIGHTING
Four light poles will be placed within the project areafor security and safety. No night
activity is planned. The light poles will be consistent with the existing poles surrounding
the Community Center parking·areas. The poles are 20 feet high with downward
pofuting box lights. Power for the lighting will be via underground conduit connected to
the nearest existing light pole at the rear ofthe Community Center parking lot.

SITE ACCESS
Access to the skate park will be via a 4 foot wide concrete walle as shown in the site plan.
The walle will connect to .the existing walk at the rear of the Community Center building
and adjacent to the parking area.

FUTURE pARKING.LOT ACCESS DRIVE
It is recognized that a future driveway connection to the South Eagleville Road parldng
area currently under construction may be desired. In anticipation of this, consideration
was given to provide space at the extreme southwest comer of the Community Center's
rear parking area for tbis potential connection.
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HOURS OF OPERATION
Operational hours for the skate parle are still under consideration, however, proposed
hours willlilcely be 2-6pm during school days and i2-6pm on non-school days. The
Town reserves the adjust these hours seasonally or based upon future activity demands.
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OBSTACLE #10
(1) 4'H x B'W Banl<

OBSTACLE #9
(1) Skate Table

OBSTACLE #11
(1) 4'H x 8'W Quarter Pipe

OBSTACLE #3
(1) 12"H x.3WxB'L Street Grind Box _

OBSTACLE #7
(1) 6"H x 4'W x S'L Street Grind Box
(1) 1S'H x 1S''W x 8'L Street l.,edge

OBSTACLE #8
(1) SI<ate Bench

OBSTACLE #5

(1) 2'H 3-Sided Pyramid with 2'H x 4'W Bank to Bank with

OBSTACLE #6
(1) 3'H x S'W Launch Box (Quarter to Bank)

OBSTACLE #4
(1) 12"H x 10'L Straight Flat Grind Rail

OBSTACLE #2
(1) 4'H x S'W Quarter Pipe

As manufactured by Skatewave per drawing #1266

OBSTACLE #1
(1) 4'H x S'W Bank
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To:
From:
CC:

Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council . ,,'.,
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager .4-1~Jf
Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager;

Curt Vincente, Director of Parks & Recreation

September 1'2, 2005

Skate Park Proposal

Subiect Matter/Background
Since FY 2000/01, the town has identified a skate park proposal in the five-year capital
improvement program (CIP). The current CIP lists the project in fiscal year 2007-08 for
the community center site. Over the years, the town has consistently moved this project
out to later years as it has not been an immediate priority. The town has received
letters and petitions from residents and local special interest groups expressing their
desire to make this proposal a higher priority. More and more communities around the
state and around the country have installed skate parks, with much success. Very
recently, a local businessman (who wishes to remain anonymous). together with other
local businesses, has indicated a willingness to contribute $10,000 towards this project,
in addition to in-kind construction and site work to be arranged with Ibcal contractors.

Financial Impact
Estimates tb install an adequate skate park to meet the needs oOhe community range
from $80,000 to $100,000. This cost could be considerably less given the willingness of
local contractors to contribute in-kind construction sefilices. Further study as to the
actual. funding the tDwn would need to provide to support this project is necessary.

Recommendation
Given the heightened interest in this project, the council may wish to move this project
to the forefront. Staff suggests that the council establish an informal committee of
interested residents, members of the Recreation Advisory Committee and staff to study
the current ProP9sai in more detail. The proposal would include an estimated budget for
the project, with detail showing the specific amount needed from the town to fund this
project in combination with local contributions.

Several residents would like to address the town council on this issue to express their
interest .in this proposal.
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To:
From:
cc:

Date:

Town of Mansfield

Agenda Item Summary

J-91~'~:i:g~o9.1jc::-i:,<":-

Martin S-erriner, Town Manager

Matt Hart, Assistant TOWIl Manager; Curt'Vincsnte, Director of Parks and
Recreation
October ii, 2005
Skate Park Proposal

Subiect MatterfBackClfound
Town Council members addressed this proposed project at their September 12, 2005 '
m\3eting. Since that time, staff, along with interested residents and business leaders',
have refined the scope of the project. Amore detailed' site review was conducted, with
staff to .determine fe,asibility. and proper location of th~ park and its· scope. The
determination wa~ made that the site can accommodate 100' by 1DO' or 10,000 sq. ft..
park within the Community Center property. In order to get a comparison, interested
parties also visited four existing skate parks: Hebron, CT 9,600 sq. ft.; Newington, CT
9,600 sq. ft.; Shrewsbury, MA 20,000 sq. ft.; and Stafford, CT 6,325 sq. ft. If the Town
Council wishes to proceed with this projectj a site plan modification request will be
submitted to the PZC for their next available meeting. ir-funding were available, willing
contractors would like to proceed withthil.? p'roject this fall while they have the
opportunity. '

Financiallmoact '
See attached project budget for details. ,'The estimated project budget would rely on
$40,000 funding from the town and $40,000 in donations from local contractors and
businesses. The town's shared amount ofthis project could be transferred from the'
capital non-recurring fund to the capital projects fund. Fees and charges would orrs,at
the long-term operational costs.

Legal Review.
None required. PZC action is necesqary for site p'lan modification.

Recommendation .
Given the willingness of local contractors and businesses to contribute to this project
and the heightened interest from residents to see this proposal become a reality, staff
recommends that the town council s~pport this project and authorize the transfer of
funds from the capital non-recurring fund tq the capital projects fund.
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If the councll agrees 'vvith thi;3 recommendation, the following nlotion is in order:

Move, to authorize staff to transfer $401 000 from., the capital non-recurring fund to the
capital improvements fund to fund the construction of a skate park on thetown 1s
community center property! and to proceed with construction of the project] in
partnership with local contractors and businesses. '

Attachments
1) Estimated Project Budget
2) Site Map ,
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TOWIl o'f Mans'field - Par({s aBel ~'{eGreauon uepa:.
SKATE PARK PROPOSAL
Estilnated Project Budget

_I IAMOUNT COSTTO I TOTAL
-. ----.-.... -

UTEM I DESCRIPTION DONATED TOWN COST
removal hired contractor . ' I 7,000 7,000
elfill town stockpile, 2.700 cy (*see note), no cost for materials - h~uled by Desiato, donation 3,000 0 3.000
preparation Desiato donation. stump removal and grading g. 7,000 .._~OOO

;rete purchased materials 14,000 1-4,000
;rete installation Pellitier Builders donation 10,000 10,000
ing purchased materials and installation ' 12.500 12,500
Irity lighting purchased materials and installation 3,000 ,3,000
pment Imost donated and/or constructed with local contributions 20,000 3,000 23,000
age rules and informational signs

' .
500 500

*note - fill required may'be considerably less depending upon on-site ledge °°, , I I °a
I ' I 40,000 40,0001 '80,000
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Attachment 3



Please see TEENS, Page A7

authority figures in a pushtosecure safe, sanc-
tioned places to skate.' . .

.And they're getting re$i.:ufu.T0'\Nl1-run skate
board parks have opened in Hebron, Middle-,
town, Old Saybrook, Portlandllllcl Soiners, and
morlil are planned in East Hampton, Farmington,
New 13ritain, Stafford and SUffield. Youngsters
in ahostof otller tllwns are lobbying for parks.

uIT they're going tokick.us ollt of every place
we go, they've got togiveiisaplace to skate
board," said Jason Paternostro, 15, who fmislJ,ed

.:.•.•..()...•.. , ···ntel.e.v.. iSio.n.,ska.iebo.. ardersare cocky
'. .rebels!' skating where they please and

.~'.' . poking ftUl at stuffy authority figures.
But as the sport incr~asinglytaltes.hoid ill

··reallife, many skateboarders'are normal teens
:-withnowhere to go, Most towns haveno de~
ignated areasJor skate1Joarder~.Skateboarding
9n the street ()rinp~fIdllglots'i!lunsafe and'

..... draws the ireot' ioeal residents and busillesses.
'.' .And sk?tingon Pllblicpl~opertYcanleadto '.

encounters betweeil skaters and police.
NoW; in ail effort to legitimize their activity,

slmteboarderi;; are actually teamingilp with'By ERIC R. DANTON I Courant Staff Writer

Skateboarders And Local Officials
AreWorl~gTo Build Town-Rim Parks

. Paved...•
flaraaise

,u."
t;~l~r

;.:J
"'-1
0\

/-(1-IJ

Local News 81 Movies F3
Lottery , A2 Nation ~ A6

Har1:.f;,d ClAllan1
________________--C:,: .;.; _._.-.:......_.__. .__y ._._..._....... ...

Business Weekly :01 'Connecticut ; !\3Life ; F1
Classified ; E1 . EditoriaL : A8 Le~al Notices .. , 83, £5

Women as war;riors. Read The Colin
Chronicles.WW'J.!f.{;;@lR~~f\lf,(OM·,

~
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Curt A. Vincente, Director
Jay Ai. O'Keefe, Supervisor
Bette Day Stern, Coordinator

March 9,2001

Mr. Andrew Paul
11 Centre St.
Mansfield Center, CT 06250

Dear Mr. Paul and Mr. Cascio,

Town of Mansfield
Parks and Recreation Department

Four South Eagleville Road
Storrs/Mansfield, Connecticut 06268
Tel: (860) 429-3321 Fax: (860) 429-6863
Email: Parks&Rec@MansfieldCT.org

Mr. Adam Cascio
31 Bassetts Bridge Rd.
Mansfield Center, CT 06250

I am writing in response to your interest in a skate parle I presented your letter to the Town' s Recreation
Advisory Committee at their February 28, 2001 monthly meeting.

First, let me thank you for taking the time to generate interest amongst your peers and for preparing some
skate park plans. The members of the Recreation Advisory Committee and I share your vision of
providing appropriate places in the community where friends can congregate and participate in fun
activities. For several years now, I have been networking with some of my colleagues throughout the
state to-discuss skate parks and how they can benefit a community. I have previously included a proposal
in the Parks and Recreation Department's long term Capital Improvements Program for a
skateboardlrollerblade parle This doesn't necessarily mean that it will happen, it just means that we see
our proposal as an appropriate and important improvement for future plmming. In order for this type of
project to be successful, it tak.es planning, funding and support from the commmnty. Your support and
generation of interest among your friends and schoolmates is an impOliant step in this process.

Thank you again for taking the time to write to us. Your input as well as the input of the others who
signed your letter is very importmlt to us. The growing interest in skate parks in Mansfield. across the
state, and across the country is very evident.

Curt A. Vincente, CPRP
Director of Parks & Recreation

cc: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager
Recreation Advisory Committee
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Dear l\JIr. VIilceme:l

Now that the skate park inWillimantic hasc~ we lnmwe
no place ta skate board.

My friend and 1live near the Mansfield Center post office.
When "We go to the·pm;t office:; "We bring somejump$ imr;'

when cars go by we have to move the jmJmJp>s ower tIDk.~mk
parlcing lot. By the time 1he post office closes md:1lhe cas amre
go~ futi$~llT@,~aIM!we 'lAfmlJIMTJ 00mmm~~W\tt;aIre

doing.'
We woold lbike YI{})lUL m ttIhriiJmlk..~,iR~]plBrlk::mm

Mansfield CenteI.' -
P.5:. It \.o~\\ k.eep <l~CI.>\--~r' a~~ s\-~e.,\, Qn~ oP{ ~. \X:.,~I\O

SinceIelY:l

Adam Cascio
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Curt A. Vincente, Director
Jay IV!. O'Keefe, Supervisor
Bette Day Stern, Coordinator

March 9,2001

Mr. Ben Harma
16 Lodi Dr.
Storrs. CT 06268

Dear Mr. Hanna,

Town of Mansfield
Parks and Recreation Department

Four South Eagleville Road
Staffs/Mansfield, C01U1ecticut 06268
Tel: (860) 429-3321 Fax: (860) 429-6863
Email: Parks&Rec@MansfieldCT.org

I am writing in response to yom interest in a skate parle. My apologies for not getting back to you sooner.
I had been waiting to present yom letter to the Town's Recreation Advisory Committee, however, they
did not have a quorum at their December and January meetings. They did meet last week and we finally
had a chance to discuss your letter.

First, let me thank you for taking the time to generate interest amongst your peers and for expressing
some alternative activities which residents can participate in. The members of the Recreation Advisory
Committee and I share your vision of providing appropriate places in the community where friends can
congregate and participate in fun activities. For several years now, I have been networking with some of
my colleagues throughout the state to discuss skate parks and how they can benefit a community. I have
previously included a proposal in the Parks and Recreation Department's long term Capital Improvements
Program for a skateboardlrollerblade park. This doesn't necessarily mean that it will happen, it just
means that we see our proposal as an appropriate and important improvement for future planning. In
order for this type of project to be successful, it takes plamling, funding and support from the community.
Your support and generation of interest among your friends and schoolmates is an important step in this
process.

I do want to clmify a few things that appeared in your letter and in the newspaper article (copy enclosed).
First, your letter suggests that 11.1any towns have skate parks. I lmow of only about a half-dozen of the 169
Connecticut towns that have a formalized skate parle There are a growing number of towns, like us, that
have been gathering information about skate parks for some time. Secondly, the newspaper article says
that your letter was "asking that town funds be used to help the YMCA keep the park open." Yom letter
does not ask for anything specifically, but rather expresses that there is an interest in the community for
this activity. I'm not sme where the reporter got the above quote from, but, regardless, the town does not
have funds to support the YMCA skate parle

P.87

Skate Park Proposal
TC Agenda 11/14/05

A.L.L __ L~_ • ~



Thank you again for taking the time to write to us. Your input as well as the input of the others who
signed your letter is very impoliant to us. The growing interest in skate parks in Mansfield, across the
state, and across the countr'y is very evident.

Sincerely,

Curt A. Vincente, CPRP
Director of Parks & Recreation

Enclosure

cc: Martin H. Berliner, Towi1 Manager
Recreation Advisory Committee
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planned.
"They're not cheap," Vincen~

said of.the skating areas. He sail
it would cost more than $50,001
doljars to build and supervise i
properly.' ' ,

Weiss said that she didn't thin}
that the park needed "vmr
amounts of money" to remai!
oReb: : In late October, 'yMCA
Execu'tive Director Harry Car
boni wrote a letter to the vVine;!·
ham Board of Selectmen aslcing
for between $5,000 and $10,000
in assis tance for the facili ty
which opened in April. At ,tha:t
time, Carboni was trying to
obtain a grant to buy the build
mg.

But earlier this month, Robert
Riquier, the owner of the Hotel
Hooker and' the Y1YICA building
on Main Street in \oVillimantic
purchased the building. Riquier
will open a business that will
rent hand tools, power tools, and
c:onstruction equipment. He a18.o
plans to move his pawn shoR,
currently on tile ground floor fif
the Hotel Hooker, into the build
ing. Riquier hopes that the tOC'll
rental business will be open by
spring.

._-----~~-

skating park
For some, the park was good for

more than skating. Lucinda
Weiss, a parent of a skater, said
,that the park was '''good, not only
recreationally, but kids got
together that wouldn't ordinarily
mix."

In a letter to the Chronicle,
Weiss said that the 'interaction,
and friendship that kids got on
their own at the skate park "was
an ,experience that no' adult
organized diversi ty program
could ever match."

Deb Hanna, Ben's mom, said
that ,a lot of Mansfield kids went
to the skate park during the day

, and got the chance to "walk
around like a kid in a real town."
She went on to say that it was too
ba.'d the town couldn't find anoth
er place'to put a skate parle. "It's
a good physical sport," she said.c

Ben said that in their letter, the
sigilers of the petition raised the
possibility of building a skate

, park in Mansfield. '
Vincente said that "we've been

thinking about skate parks, but
not in the near future." He com
mented that a' skat'e park migh t
be a nice 'added feature ,to the
community 'center·· being

e an,d40 other young skater
sent a letter and petition' to the
Mansfield Parks and Recreation
Dep~tlTI'erit',in late' Noveniber
'asking~ that town funds be used
to help the YMCA keep the park
open: :fIaillla !'laid he received no
;teSDOn

By MATTHEW L. BROWN
Chronicle Staff Wr.iter. . , .

. MANSFIELD -, Some ,of the
town's skate ,boarding public are
stiIlmissing the recently closed
YMCA skate park in Willimantic.

Ben "Hanna, a 13-year-old
skater, has decided to take
action~ ,-

Bird's calm demeanor.:remembered.,
:'. ' •.•~ , • • . • • . - ~ -, ., - • • • '.' • '" "'f • ~. -. •

.' , Rl;lcreatio l1 ,Director Cl,lrt Vin
cente said this morning that he
hasn't had a 'chaQ,ce to repli.

Hanna said that the sleate park
was "gcwd becaus'l,:! it .was the
only really, gooc;l phice to skate."

., He said that a Ipt ofpeople 'went
'when it first started, and that' it
g~t quite busyt~ward the enq of

.1:he day. ' ' .
YOljpg sli:.aters also enjoyed'the

conyenienceof having the park
close to hoine., "It's not very, far
away," I-Ianna said, "we could
drive over, after school on half-

,days.":

'Youths' 'miss

harles Hisey

Ig clinic at
f Environ
iring Win

-pmenf for

\'3
(\\ ,. ~

\'""~,
~

jug school
. instructor, answers questions du,
? clinic was sponsored by the stat
! able to try their newly acquired 5,
~m 7 to 11 a.m. The DE? will prol

" January 3D, 2001 ' I t
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res 'time ,flJ th'::,
By CHRISTOPHER KRUPA

Chronicle Staff Writer

SCOTLAND - Colleagues and,
friends remembered Dr. F~'ank
T 11 'T">""

. never got ruffled. His patients
loved him," Browne saiel.

Bird was 'educated at Yale· and
Cornell'. universities, was a ca!)-
t'.:l~n ~" f-hn TT C' 1\ :~. T:1_~ __ £'_11

tic birdwatcher;
Bird was unlike many other

surgeons, said Dr. Nadia Nashia',
a pathologist at WCMH, in that, ..



See additional signatures on the second page

16 Lodi Drive
Storrs, Ct. 06268
November 29,2000

Mr. Curt A. Vincente
Director ofParks and Recreation
Audrey P. Beck Building ,
4 South Eagleville Road

.Mansfield, ,Ct. 06268-2599

Dear :Mr. Vincente,

,..-.~

Biking and skating,.,are some ofth~~ostpopular sports among kids today. Like
team sports they not only offer a mix between athletics and:fun, but they provide a spot to '
meet friends and entertain yourself: while you improve your skills at a certain activity.

Many towns in Connecticut have a skate park, or some sort oflocation were kids
can do these kinds of sports. For instance Hebron has a skate park, and many kids in that "
toWn enjoy it, and use it :!Tequently. =

.Many children in my school and I believe that a skate park can fulfiJl the need of
} the youth more that any other activity that the community ofMansfield, and the
~

.:c..~ Recreation Department can offer. Therefore I have gone around in my school, and on my
'~ !.:) street, to try to,get signatures ofkids that agree with me. ':'.

J:;0"-' ,(I,>, I hope thatyou consider my idea, because ifyou and the people ofthe town know

':':';r}" ,.bout the wants o~the;a,'d,s, thanma".~:~::jOg can ,be, done, tofiillill them. , "'" ' ",.

A~~~~ 8~~Lerely,O~{'~Mj~~~~ L:?(~j/~
G C1. (' ('e,J-f~ .."",el(~t'{l\,",,' X:ev:~;.,-1~rrJ-_
D ,I' ()\ ~e:( Ben Hanna J"7:,~ f·l·i~. 'I: ,l' ',07 . '0L;" / l' )

~il:~;',,,\ {~~~'r\I,8,~ ~".; 'C;/ .
(\.j(\ I ~. ",,:l·J,,(\~~)\t\j!?l:·~l.' s;:~ .~,. ./JdVii

Vt/Yf:,G1,11/'1" .{ ,L~,;,',i',AL , , DUlY
f'-', VC>, WYU'!.l,n... I 'WI,'J /; 'I, r." ~ .I~ ( ,!',~,Lr~l','" <,,' , .~ ',' ~:'./ "of r
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1
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16 Lodi Drive
Storrs, Ct. 06268
November 29,2000

:Mr. Curt A. Vincente
Director ofParks and Recreation
Audrey P. Beck Building
4 South Eagleville Road
11ansfield,Ct.06268-2599

Dear :Mr. Vincente,

Biking and skating are some ofthe most popular sports among kids today. Like
team sports they not only offer a mix between athletics and fun, but they provide a spot to
meet friends and entertain yourseIt: while you improve your skills at a certain activity.

11any towns in Connecticut have a skate park, or some sort oflocation were kids
can do these kinds of sports. For instance Hebron has a skate park, and many kids in that
town enjoy it, and use it frequently.

11any children in my school and I believe that a skate park can :fulfill the need of
the youth more that any other activity that the community ofMansfield, and the
Recreation Department can offer. Therefore I have gone around in my school, and on my
street, to try to get signatures ofkids that agree with me.

I hope that you consider my idea, because ifyou and the people ofthe town know
about the wants ofthe kids, than maybe something can be done to :fulfill them.

Sincerely,

~
Ben Hanna

~~
l\_f\\~\~ .
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Friday. March 22, 2002
To : UCONN Foundation

Town of Mansfield
UCONN Athletics

Perhaps ESPN, a thriving Ct. company in Bristol, Ct. along with the UCONN athletic department,
could help Ct. and UCONN develop a model BMXlskate park where UCONN students could be
trained in sports management and Ct. high school kids can excel at their sport.

There is a large group of area high school and middle school kids who have nowhere to practice
their sport after school, or on the weekends... BMX bike riding or skateboarding. A petition asking
for a bike/skate park, distributed last year by my son garnered more than 40 signatures of area
students. The Willimantic Skate/bike Park is filled on weekends with area students but
driVing area kids to Willimantic after school every day is impractical and undesirable. Just as
Mansfield has soccer fields and baseball fields for kids it needs a bike/skate park for those kids
whom BMX bike and skate.

If we could mesh the needs of these kids with departmental needs at UCONN and the needs of
Ct. industry, we could provide a safe,healthy spot for a sport that is innovative and thriving.
Perhaps the Mansfield Depot Campus, or some other place could be made available for UCONN
students in Parl(s and Recreation Management, Sports Studies or some other appropriate field
and Mansfield students. The UCONN students could learn and the Mansfield students could
practice their sport, while interacting. An interested UCONN Department could use the facilities
as a learning tool for it graduate and undergraduate students. We could create a model that other
towns in Ct. could use. With the help of Ct. corporations such as ESPN or other companies and
the approval of UCONN, we could make this happen.

I wish we could do what other towns have donel I have enclosed news items from Carlisle,
Pennsylvania concerning their efforts to begin a bike/skate park. Other towns are well on the
way to providing a venue for their BMX biking/skating youth. B1tlX biking and

skateboarding are on the "cutting edge of sports". The number of participants is growing
every day. A UCONN bike/skate park would provide a safe, positive environment for
our kids to practice their sport while providing resources for a growing Ct. company.

Thanks so much.

A concerned mom and professional UCONN staffmember

Deb Glantz Hanna

Unit 3044

·,..t·..·,). . L I L
...Lv..) C""\C7.J"" V-..JL---

TLS 211 MCB Prep Room

rdbhanna(cv'rcn.com
deborah.hanna@,uconn.edu
wVv"\v.bcs.nconn.edu/body micro course.html

copies to: UCON1-{ Foundation, UCOl'11;f Athletics, Town ofMansfield.
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:Sl(atepark:panel to form board, pick leaders:;
By",;;I,eff Cronin , ' : .',:'," ... . : 1'. . : ,Scott, expects a four- or five-member eliminated, including Thornwald Par~. seen," ~drews says, since the ,f,;mnlii.
Sentinel Reporter. - . .:.' . ";;·.;·'<·:F·IT.'.1',.:' '.:' ::'.' . ';.;;;', ': committee that will include young Among the sites that still remain pOSSI- board WIll have to make that deCISion: ••..
/cronln@cumberllnk.com , '. ::: " . . .' "~':':' ~ . :". . ~j '.../ , ~.::,::.,,:," :,'·~·,':skateboarders. . bililies are the circle on K Street, Bid- Muniz expects the committee tl}.

. .' ", c,: .. C 'I';'l'-":C""ti'i~ ,·"Ska:·:'t· ";k;'~~'~;',f", '::~'-If; He expects the adults to serve as die Mission Park and several commer- remain informal untilthey,ai'e ready tp,
Ca r I C'li ' Sk t k·In····· ar IS e I zens ep'armltia-. :'L;·.. , , • . . • r h ff h' h lit

, . r Is.e '. ~.~ns a ep~: .. ltWtiy~·. livelS:next'iiujeii~":iS"~cilliduieifib~:;::':;;':;:.~"executlve aSSIStants" to the younger ctal properue~. regl?na IZ~ tee ort,~. I,C ",:,OU t
Will be~o~e a ~brm~ cOfM,llllee'qthts : "1l"-"0t'23" 'r.J:P·'·'· '~',c':I' ""·:"··'·;:;""r'·.'\·!'''''''~members, Still, MUniZ would welcome any requIre state grant money. It sgomg t9;

t' A • , ' "'1 ' .. " '.:, ..... \",.,,,., ;.1V1arCn. lll,uffi,Q,a.m,to.noon,a,,,'A".;'•. '., . .. . fl' H b I "f 'SOI( )3" I
!,I~l\ ..s"r:SlOp.: ... ;" .:I'~':; "" .. "." : >,j,,; . ':. ··diii:iis/e1ifffii~ifrriiii~-d:tiil'e~:;9.:S.ll:':;'.:;;;:;;..MuniZ says one youth Thursday night more suggesuons ?r a ocatlon: e e ~ ot ~asler I you re c, tl.~,
... Th1··~~~!?;'~~-:f~!I,~.~e"l!l'~\':~;r;sld7't1ts,:.::Hiiifo~~(:'$H~\:C;)::;;:'i;~':i;:;;;4~'I~,~~tt.J;'~~~suggested they build an oUI~?or site asks anyone Wllh an Idea to call hIm at deSIgnatIOn for a formal non-prof't:

..lf~iwg"l\t~~~~t~..a'.il.l,l!ce: foJ:' ~eoP!.~JP." : .,~: ···.n'" """ ..:.'0 ",'., [",':,. :""'...r~~~'!";;',,!,.~~first and then construct a pavlhon-hke 243-9808. ", grou~. . ':
ii~e .s~B(ebqaros wIll form·a bo!U'c1.and ',' "",:·",;.I,J·, ·.. ·:·c .,. ,., .c.·.·, ...,.....:~'. structure overhead when funds are Andrews hopes to see mulliple small While the construction of one or mu!~.
'~elei:dwo'co"cliliiimen a\ a March·.23: .w,Oiilirbe-ijietefu'6te';'.::· .. ·:~~:.,.:,-;r:.:·::~,::,::::;.:.. available _ an idea that never crossed outdoor sites throughout the borough" liple skateparks is the biggest goal for

I meeli~g.:.. i. ... . , ....Af:li .iIl~e;t!rili.',T~ursd~y,;:J~h~i9.~I?:;Z Muniz's mind. . . ~ince access!bility to the skaters!s the group, i\ndrew~ hopes it will Pro-:' ,
Cha:lesoAI,1~rews ~ays the. strategIc d~tenplOf:d a sk\t!epark.lO;the'C:l)fljsle.. "Sometimes. you forget they're con- Important. If only one large park IS mote healthy lifestyles among,

planmu!l,-.sc;ssJ(~n"WIll- al!ow.the· group ':r,~a;, ist-ufeas.ible. '~n,d ;n~ce.~~a.ry/,.': stantly' thinl>ing about Ihis," he says or built, he says people wpuld have to leenagers. He believes skaters h.ave
tQ. narr9~ ·!ts focus,;,He, says th~ com- . ·4ridrews·si!Y.S':: , .::' ..'" .' ".!.,:'" ':f::': . the skateboarders. skateboard across town to get there. selecled a healthy way to spend lilT'

millee !Iee~s t~ de';,'t1e If. they ~ant to ·.. ;::Chi:!stiaJj.1'v1l!niz"who'~~·J*-eiJ:,iJ1;;'J Muniz says the group slarted the "That's defeating the purpose." .. and hopes to encourage them to <

work. t~ward smgl_ or, multiple. ~r~as ,J~a:~!1.p. 'l\J~"ef!ort, .alo~g,''1'!th ~.'!!;'!WSd evehing with a 'Iist of 23 possible siles. A move to transf~~ the gr0!1p mto a av:ar ~r.o~ drugs and, alcohol th'
and If ·lDdoor Qr o~tdpor faclhtles, ., aU,d.,b0F.0~~h .C,01!nc.t,1'!1a,p TI~2t~y.::.; .. By tl:Ie end of the meeting, 13 were non-profit agency stili remams to be this mltlatlve.
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Focus: 'SKATE PARKS'

Municipal skate parks rise as risks are brought under control-
By Philip Langdon

The voice of athletic youth is being
heeded as Connecticut communities
build "skate parks" - facilities where
skateboarders and in-line skaters can
indulge their passion for what is surely
one of today' s more dangerous sports.

• Hebron is opening a $33,000 skate
park by the end of this year.

• Seymour is spending $34,000 to
build a 7,500-square-foot park.

• Stratford has allocated $40,000 to
build a facility, probably in a centrally
located town park. .

• Groton is drawing up plans for a
skate park projected to cost a little
more than $20,000.

Why are cities and towns doing this?
In part because teen-agers - and some
adults - have·argued for years that
municipalities should designate places
where skateboarding and in-line skating
are permitted. Municipalities that have
banned skateboarding on public streets
and sidewalks increasingly ,feel it's their
responsibility to provide an approved
altemative site,

~'REDUCING RISK
Because of the potential for lawsuits

brought by those who are injured, there
continues to be resistance to skate
parks in some local governments. But a
growing number of cities and towns are
concluding that if a skate park is well
built, fenced, and supervised, the risk

will be reasonable.
CIRMA, the insurance arm of CCM,

has been helping members of its Liabil
ity-Automobile-Property (LAP) Pool
control the risks inherent in skate parks.
A series of guidelines has been developed
by CIRMA to ensure proper design,
inspection, and supervision..

Stratford and Hebron are
two of the towns that have
used CIRMA's advice in
planning skate parks.

J'"WHO SHOULD
OPERATE IT?

Stratford expects to build
a skate park and then
lease it to the Stratford
YMCA, which would staff
the facility and control
access to it. As part of

. that arrangement, the
YMCA would assume
liability.

Fairfield has a skate
board park that the
Town helps maintain,
but which is operated
by the Fairfield YMCA.
"Y" employees make
sure that people wear
helmets, elbow pads,
and other protecj:ive
gear. The staff is trained in First Aid
and cardiopulmonary resuscitation,
according to Joel Silkoff, the Y's youth

sports director.
Inside a fence erected by the Town is

3,600 square feet of space containing
quarter-pipes, plywood ramps, and
other furnishings. Skateboarders who
want to use the park must buy a Y
membership. continued on next page

...'

Hebron's skat
Photo: Tom McM~I~ark gets a tryout.

Information sources
Two of the many web sites supply

ing infonnation about the operation,
design, and construction of skate
board parks are:

• Info@skateparks.com
• http://www.mrsc.org/planning/

sktbdawc.htm.
Members of CIRMA's LAP fool

may request written information or
consultation from CIRMA by calling
their member-relations manager at
(203) 498-3000. JIAnEmployee Owned Company

SEA l .,;; Inc.
750 Old '"aln Stree\, Suite 100, Rocky Hill, CT 06067·1567
Tel: 860.563.7775 Fax: B60.563.6744 email: rockyhill@seacon.com
WWW.seacon.com ....SEA Consultants Inc.

Scientist!;lEnginesrs'Architects

Full Service...
Full

III sitelcivil engineering
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Jacobson

For more information about
VALICproducts and services or
to malce an appointment ro

review your current plan, call
the New England Regional

Office at 1-800-448-2542 or
VALle's Connecticut Branch
Office at (860)-828-2035
and ask to speak with your
Retirement Planning Specialist.

*An American General Company

America's Retirement Plan Specialists'"

County Executives of America,
one of the nation's larges.r
public-sector associations,
recentlyawarded VALIC an

exclusive endorsement' for all
defined contribution retirement
plan programs.

EXECUTIVES!

This endorsement is based on
extensive research and analysis
by County Executives of
America of retirement plan
providers. VALIC, one of the
largest and most experienced
retirement plan providers, meets
or exceeds the associations
criteria for a one-source provider.

prohibitive," says Nancy McMillan, the
parks and recreation director. Hebron
built its structures with pressure-treated
lumber reinforced with primed and
painted sheets of steel. The surface the
skateboards come in contact with is steel.

Steel produces a quieter abnosphere,
McMillan says. Enclosing the sides and
backs of the ramps further reduces the
noise, and turns the ramps into solid
forms, which tend to look better.

UWHOPAYS?
Some municipalities build the parks

entirely with local tax revenue. Others,
like Hebron, use no municipal tax
money. Hebron received $18,000 in
State aid from DEP's Bureau of Out
door Recreation.

In many communities, the residents
who request the skate parks are being
asked to pay for them - though this
does not strike everyone as fair. "We
don't make soccer players raise money
for s~)Ccer fields," says one parks and
recreation director.

Groton is one of several towns where
the costs are being split. Local youths
have raised about $5,000 toward con
struction of a skate park in that town
and it's hoped that indush'ies will .
donate another $7,000. The Town is to
contribute $10,000.

In Hebron, the youths who lobbied
for a skate park have raised about
$3,500 through events such as a skat
ing exhibition and a battle of the bands.

Moreover, youths have been heavily
involved in the planning and construc
tion. So the skate park has become a
community project, bringing teenagers
and adults together for a common
purpose. JIll

BRIDGES.
ROADS •

SITE PLANNING •
WATER SUPPLY •

MUNICIPAL ENGINEERING SERVICES.
WASTEWATER COLLECTION & TREATMENT.

Groton hopes to contract with a
skate store, which would operate a pro
shop at the Town's park. The shop

I WOUld rent and sell equipment, and
shop employees would supervise the
fenced park. Liability coverage would be
provided by the town.

~CONSTRUCTION
Whereas several years ago metal half

pipes were sometimes installed as skat
ing surfaces, without considering the
dangers of using such materials, today
more care is being taken in materials,
design, and construction. "Towns now .
are far more aware of the hazards
involved," says Ellen Parker, a member
relations manager at CIRMA.

CIRMA recommends thatthe park
be designed by an expelt and inspected
by an appropriate professional.

Plywood ramps are not ideal, Fairfield
has found, because they wear out
quickly. Groton expects to have the
Town Public Works Department build
ramps of bituminous asphalt, which
have a long life span. The Town will
also buy some concrete ramps.

, ."., ""..., .,.,., "~_".~,, y """~""'-~'=W'~:""H'~""

CIRMA. recommends·that the
park be designed by an eXpert

and inspected by an
appropriate professional. .

Lee delisle, parks and recreation
director, says Groton has determined
that it's less expensive for a Town crew
to build most of the park rather than to
have it built by a contractor.

"Hebron found asphalt was cost-

IVAlle reimburses C:llumy Exccurivc' til'
America for services rclotting m irs
endorsemenr of VAlle.

www.valic.com© 1998 VAlle

:' \~ \ 1,( 1"'I.'i

Nathan L. Jacobson & Associates, Inc.
86 Main Street 'p' O. Box 337 Chester, Connecticut 0641 2-0337
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January 19, 1999

TOWN OPERATED SKATE PARKS

By: Matthew Ranelli, Associate Attorney

Skate Park Proposal
TC Agenda 11/14/05

Attachment~

99-R-0055

You asked for information on town operated skate parks.

SUMMARY

At least four towns have developed or are developing skate parks. The
parks are usually located in or nearby current parks or playgrounds and
included various types of ra.ni.ps, quarter- and half-pipes, and pyramids
suitable for skateboarding or in-line skating.

Towns hope that providing a facility to skate will increase skating
safety and reduce the problems created by skating on public streets,
sidewalks, and other areas of the town. All the towns will require users
to wear safety equipment.

TOWNS WITH SKATE PARKS

According to the Connecticut Conference of Municipalities (CCM), at
least four towns (Hebron, Seymour, Stratford, and Groton) have or are
developing skate parks (See attached article). The parks range in cost
from $20,000 to $40,000. At least one other town, Fairfield, provides
assistance to a skate park built and operated by a local group.

D'Alm Mazzocca, Ph.D.
Phone (860) 240-8400
FAX (860) 240-8881
h1tp:llwww.cga.state.ct.us/olr

Connecticut General Assembly .
Office of Legislative Research

P.97

Room 5300
Legislative Office Building

Hartford, CT 06106-1591
Olr(a),po.state.ct.us



Hebron's parkcost approximately $33,000 not including maintenance
and operation costs. According to Nancy McMillan, the town's parks and
recreation director, Hebron received an $18,000 DEP outdoor recreation
grant and money raised by students at RHAM High School and other
area youths.

According to McMillan, the park, not yet officially open, will be used
by youths from Hebron and other towns served by RHAM High School.
Youths from other towns will be allowed to use the facility, but will have
to pay a fee. She anticipates approximately 25 - 30 skaters a day with
some seasonal fluctuation. A town parks employee will staff the park 20
-25 hours a week.

Skaters must wear a helmet and the town recommends elbow and
kneepads.

LIABLITY AND RISK MANAGEMENT

CCM, through the Connecticut Interlocal Risk Management Agency
(CIRMA), has helped some towns, including Hebron, plan their parks and
manage the liability. According to McMillan; Hebron consulted with
CIRMA and does not pay any additional insurance premium for its park.

We have contacted CCM and requested the guidelines CIRMA'
developed. We will revise this report when we receive them. Two
important safeguards include requiring users to wear safety equipment
and providing· staff when the facility is open.

Another option is to contract with an organization such as a local
YMCA to operate and insure the park. Stratford is planning to have its
local YMCA take over the park once it is constructed; and Fairfield
contributes funds to a park built and operated by the local YMCA.

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Hebron's park was the result of a project initiated by students at the
local high school. According to McMillan, not only was the park a
cooperative community effort, but also the students leaned and, applied
valuable skills including fundraisirig, and designing and constructing the
park. The students' work saved the town thousands of dollars in design
and construction costs. She recommends keeping the youth interested
in a park closely involved with all stages of its development.

January 19, 1999
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Several towns that are considering skate parks have invited McMillan.
to speak at planning meeting or have otherwise consulted with her
regarding Hebron's experience.

MR:gt
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MANCHESTER
Opinions v'lry on the need for a
town skateDOard park.
This page

" .By LISA GOi.DBE~G
Courant Staff Writer

wiIf
RivJIs'
Iu~t

Shoot;;.~
• 'I,.'""

It '()lIt?::
Basketball Challenge:·
Wrapped In Politics,::

,~.

VERNON -'-, RepubliCan Mayoj
'Joseph Grabinski' was just' joidng,
when he suggested he and his Dehl.,·
·dcratic challenger, St~pheri C. Mar"
cham, face off in a hoops contest·
'dnriru! the uDccmlingVernollqom:

, . 1

andTm .11ot about to srie:' said
Jofui;Bnnce; "There's no'more li~ .'

.ability' witjl skating than there is .

MANCHESTER.

, with football or hockey. And
these kids' are tough. They just
pickthemselves up and keep go
ing."

In fact, the parents and teen
agers .who have been planning
this park for the past three years
say that all their research shows
that skate park;> reduce the liabil-
ity faced by atown. ..

They argue that if a town has a'
skate park where there aredesig
nated rules - such as req~g
that safety equipment be worn' or
banning more dangerous activi
ties - then they are.better pro·

Please see PARi<' Pag!! !IS

. .

R.~st9-entsCite Cost,Liability,
WhileTeensPi-essFor Safe Site
!Iy.5TEPll~NiE BRENOVVITZ

CoJrant St~ffWriter .
··,·'·····1,'"'-··· - ,.-;

,"",' .. ' . ' .. ·1

MANCHESTER -':'- When r;esi,
dllnt Leslie Frey envisions a town
slmle park, she Sees alot of chil'
·dren ll\kirig ris~ with their bod~
ies'landing iri heaps of broken
bones, follOwed quickly hya law
suitfromtheir parents.

· "I've been in insurance claims
for 20. years and this seems .like
an invitation to sue tlie town;"
she.told the board Ofdirectors at a .

. heE!riJigthisweek."Children are
boUnd to get hurt"

Marjorie Johns·Bunce lmows
ab'outchildren getting hurt -:-c- her
son haS broken bones skating and
extreme biking. But .she's one of

.thebiglilest proponents of the
· §lrnt~ park.

''l'iIy sOll broke hiS collarbone

GLASTONBURY

already have skate parks. They
ar;eaiso planIlI;'ld in~ew Brit¢n ..
and Simsbury.

Slmte parlts generally consist of
,ramps with bowis, valleys, ridges

and other featui:es bUilt'into the
desigu. Skaters and slmteboard·
ers practice jumps, twists and
other maneuvers on the ramps. .

The issue was raised iIi Glas
tonbury a few monthS ago when

. some teens and pareiltsasked a
town· councilman whether' the
town would" consider. building
and operatiIig a slmte Park.It was
dlscussed briefly at a town'coun,
cil meeting, then refen-ed to the .
town's recreation commission for
more st.udy.- -,' . - .... -.... '. ',.,

Al the suggestion of that com'

Please see SI~TE, Pa.ge B!!

SupportGroupFOfl11S.'I'O Pllsh
For ATown-Run SkatePark

By STEPHANIE REITZ
Courant Staff Writer

N
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GLASTONBURY - Jack Reid
and his friends have been ordered
away from.' school parking lots,
cul"de-sacs, .shopping plazas and
sidewalks throughout town. .

The reason: He's a 15-year-old
boy who loves using in-line
skates and skateboards, but has
nowhere safe to do it

Now, a group of parents, teens,
and other town residents is form
ing to sUPlmrt construction of a
town·nm skate park.

"My son and his buddies have
been chased out· of some 'of the
best real estate in town," said
Jack's mother, Mary Reid, one of
the people forming the group.

Portland, Farmington, Hebron,
. MiddletoWn, Somers, Suffield and
several other Connecticut towns

ELlINiGTON .
The school board hop~s a new
task force that includes town
policy- makers will help foster a
structural plan for town schools.
Page 84

i

Police from six agencies swept
drug dealers and users off the
streets Thursday in an' 18-hour
operation dubbed '
"Drugapoloo?a."
Page 83 '

Police are looking for several'
burglars, especially one who is
suspected of struggling with a
man in his Weaver JVIill
apartment recently.
This page "

TOWN NEWS

'§>igest ..••
COVENTRY j

There's about $600 left over in
the school board's 1998-99
budget. Page 84 '



ALL TREES'MARKED DOWN200f0to '60.010
Including many rare trees Illte Evergreen, Magl1olill; h'ardy in Conn.
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bury," said teemigerAdam AvIta- III " " '. - 'I
bile.of Tall Timbers Road. II ... , . ' " , _. . , II

..',. ".' I ' - - ." '- II
Some oftheJeens are (Jld, II . II .

enough to drive to other towns to II. S - "7J::% II
"use skate parks th~re. but oUlers' I' ave up to I '-:J 0 I
must rely on ilim parents f~r.. Ill, .,' . II
rides.-The only othel' altematives: .. ='.' . . :
to skate in areas ",here Illey ,Ill II .
aren't welcol11e' or safe, or to give II I
up ilie activity altogether,. :' Ill' II

'.".'" II·· III
For now, the town council alld 11/ . . II

recreation co111lllission have not I .', ......, . ; .. ," ,.' . II
takenany action. The tOWIl'S II ,'. '. Jlvl~llable.ExcluslV<"Yfrom:, '. ...1

parks arid recreation department III ....... WHITETRAVELSERVICE .... . .' '. II
expects to work .~J:ll theney.:lY· : .. "Tfje ~iJtibri's Le,~dirig~i;u~ceof ll1ci-ediblecruiseDiscounls~·. =
:l-:~~ ~~~nfo:~~~i~~~\~e~: =Pfl()rl.~g~~"g~'!~;,()t (899)!5.47"4790 ;

. sue the skate pat'k project in Ule . II Cal':lUr Cruise Holl.ine ar 24·haur recorded annauncemenl II
. future. .11... ·of,cruisebargajns,CRUISE HOTLINE: (860),236-6176 , .'
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. GLASTONBURY

:Skate
Continued from Page B1

. _~..u.L a proposell rOUte
vdlled 133A '.'. Ifthe state likes tile new design, MANCl1t~ I tit

AllllDUgh the corps told the trans- "we'd seliollSly consider resubmit·, . . '
portatiOll department last summer ting" the old r01.1,te with the new ". .•.•. . Th~' question would go'fovoters said Tyler O'Brien, 12, WIlD IS that all Ule hard work don~: by'
that 133A could hever receive, per· look, said Richard A. Martinez, the Pa".r·Ji' in November. . .' . Chris O'Brien's son. "I just want them - especially the children _
mits for constru.cti~n, the state tr~sportati?ndepartmen~'sbureau .' '.' 1"- It. woilld beetinstrilcted Ol~tof someplace to slmte:' '. ~eservestoberev,iarded witl,i,ac-
witildrew the application before the clnef for polle)' andPlaruililg'coilcreteeiilier at Center Sprmgs Some taxpayers have ques· lion soon.
federal agency.issued a formal deni- . "If we clid the best we coilld do C . 'd f ". . Park or Robertson Elementary tioned wheilier now is tile right Johns.Bnnce's son, Ja~on
al... . and they reject that, itlcind of pnts . ontmue ram Page B1,SChool, depending on its final d~ tinie for tileslmte park. The town Alello, keepstelling her it'sneyer

So even thongh the Anny Corps ilie end~o at lea~tiliat alignment ·tt d· 8lntllbili;"'. • ,sign , '. '. . isfacingmillionsofdollarsinre- going to happen. . ':
has said no; iliey haven't said it offi· there," he said. '.. .... . , e?,; arB ill tty·,,· d ..'i'liiJslrntersvvorlting on the pairs to its schools over the next ''1 want to teach hint tbat'yon
ciallY, ~aicLAdella C. Urban, Colwii· Ivleanwhile, the state is proceed' fi " .eo¥= e 0;n e:~ryanY .priljecLhave been showing up at several years..... ' ,.... '. can fight city hall," said Jonns.
bia's fii'st selectWomari.. UntilUlat 'ing with plans to mal,e about $25 ordJ~1t'~Til est·: . ~, . towU meetiIi.gsfor years to lobby ''1 woilld lil,e all new sidewalks, BuTIce, who worl,s as an admihis.
happens•. the residents who have million worth of improvements to dan. ~?' ·~d·wChr~" ·OI~sBe_. n arle, for theirpilrk, as they did this a skateboard '[park], all neW trative assistant for the toWn.

' .. '. .U f R t· . th' hi 1 .' 'w sed to DIng, Sat. IS nen•. w 10, .. . . .' h 1 "'d . " Ii' t B1'U .., ili .' ,long favor~d an expressway nor. 1 0 ~u.eG, ~ . g lW~y no ~ '. reseat'ched ilie leal issues for the past Tuesday rnght, .•. .' sc 00 s: ,sat pu;c ac VIS ''I'm domg this as ~ mo .er t,~all
the Hop River won't really believe travel to Willimantic. Federal and ' ..' d" r fi g'm . .' "ts In their short testiniomals,they Ogden. 'Butl don t wanito empty teenagers that are mto this sport
such a highway. can't be built, she state offiGials say the project will ?'ThroPoste p~" orlli.PbrolPoifnel~ds····' 'told of how business owners and out'my Wallet now iliat I am on a They.are no different ri'om oilier

. h'l b' t ...." .' tip -oblems e own IS more !\ ea· ... ...' .. . ... fix 'd' ". . " . .' . '. ... . ill'"
Sald.. "', .' c.: .' .....~ p, U ..Wll! no so ve r., " are skaliii ar.oulld without. t!tepolicecha.se Ulem.frolnmost e mcome. lads who particlp~te m 0_, er

"As long as UlerelS not some. WIth ilie roadway that make It one ."i ' ... t g T'h t '." " '. ill'db' ".. ,' of their favo.nte locations where But proponents of ilie'park say sports. They deserve a place, too."• . . . "1 ;...,;' . .. 't' d ....... '" ·U··· t t· eqLUpmen on. e ownwo . e. . ."...' , . ,Inn,! of final closure,. peop e W.ill.· of Ule 1110S angerous lu Ie s a e. . .. b" tt·· 'ha . if' "1 -d .. '"'Il' . .• tliev. 'do tricl,s on theIr boards, '. '
. meers pe we 1a one lan, """ .... ,'.... ' . ,',

if we didh't.".. . . '..' .•• ,'...•. .• •• .Th~trlcks tend to. mclnde ram· ~ - , - -- . '. ':

The park wOliidcost tile toWn.: : l11ing.their skateboards along otil· .E'N'0 '0F··' "SUMME'R'
$100,000 to construct andwoilld be . er people'sproperty, so tileska~-. '" . ..... . . '
included in a ,~2.G nillliOI1 bond ers unde~'stand why the ownels '.. ,'" . . '.' .. . .

. ~ '. . question that ilieboard ofdirec~ ,Sll~O them~way,. . ......•; i CLEARANCE SALE!
F.'or th... err. p.at\the YO.uths Wh? tors. will be finalizing TueSday.... ,., ..... Now, I JUst get dirty 1001es, .. $.'2'0.. 00 '. $5'oooO.·.ff. ".'.woilld use the park say the cur- -- '. ". c' • . . to

rentconditicinsldiu:b'e..b.azardhi~utSb,In Ili!IIllI.i!iIllD ........B .,jIli·~~~: Eiiili IIIIIII.IIIli ....... III!i .. ir:I ..."I Selec;tedRaleigh Bicyd~·s.
~~t,~~~y;gr~l G~rs:~:dStl~ef ; - .. . '. ..' .' 'I .' .. 'Sale ends Saturday, September 11, 199.9

W~~~~g;i~-li:ne,~kates._,. ,.,.1 I -.LYME BIKE SHOP ~1
, ."rand manyother; ?fm

y
.!=: ~'. 681 Main St., Mailche!iter.647~1027 .~

.. frlendslove to skate, ~d It s very' m.: . '. Mon, Tue,., Wed., Fri. 9,30, 5,30PM _Thurs. 9:30.B:00PIIl- Sol, .9:30·.5PM _C1os.ed SundoI:
hard to do so safely U1 Glaston· I!I' B ..

.. -;:.

11lissiofi's cha1n\rom:3.l1, tOMI r~si'
f-,j delit StaritOli AVitabile contacted
;.... several other towns with skate
o pal-lill to lealil about costs, liabil·
1'.) ity, location, size and oilier' de-

tails . '. '.'
His report, which was present'

ed to the coihlcil tilis week, con'
clndes. there is a need for a safe
skate park in town and that pri·
vate fnnds such as donations
might be available to help red1.1Ce
ilie cost .

A conctetB park bUilt on a one·
thtrd acre parcel. of town-owned
land can be bum for aliout

, $100,000, AvItabileis report said,
. Some possible sites ltiight. in·
clnde ilie Addison Pat-k complex,
the grounds of Gideon ' Welles
School once it is 'renovated, or Ule
new middle school's property on'
Addison Road.



Continued on p. 62
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The popularity of skating has increased steadily over the
past several decades, as traditional roller skates have·
evolved into inline skates and skateboarding has emerged

By Christina Couret
Assistant Editor

Cities are working with local youths
to fund, design and maintain

skate facilities.

Verts, half-pipes and grinds: They represent skating
to the nation's yomh and a liability nightmare to

. many city parks departments. ·Because of the per
cei\"ed recklessness associated with skateboarding and
inline skating, many local goverp.ments have banned skat
ing on commercial and community properties, as well as on:
school grounds, leaving skaters with very little recreational
space.

.-\s a compromise, some local governments are building
skate parks, complete with bowls, rails and other skating
elements to ensure a safe environment for skaters. By con
structing a designated skare park, city officials meet the
demands of ·their young residents and ensure that skaters
are not damaging city or privately owned properties, or dis-
rupting pedestrians and other park users. .
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.Yert:.~yramp'~6~ surface with
.a 90 degree incline

Hang up: catching the skate or
skateboard on an obstacle, usually
causingaf~l

Keyhole slot:.a spillway or
smooth entry into adeep bowl

Half-pipe: a tWO-Sided, U
shaped ramp; it likely will have 90
degree.vertical walls

skaters who fail to wear the equip
ment are negligent and therefore skate
at their own risk, according to Lem
cke. "Sume L~5 don't want to wear
helmets," he says.

SITE SELECTION

If liability is not a hindrance, cities
can proceed with site selection and
development of a skate park. Lemcke
recommends choosing a highly visible
site, perhaps close to a roadway, so
that it can be easily located, attended
and patrolled. "Cities should not pick
an isolated location for a skate park,"
he says.

High visibility also ensures that
police can better patrol the area and
cuts the likelihood of illegal activity
Dr rule-breaking. Additionally, Lem
cke says, "Skaters like to show off.
They want to be seen."

Frequently, cities can tack a skate
facility. onto an existing park if space
allows. Co-locating saves parks
departments the additional costs of
building restrooms or concessions. For
"example, by building a skate park at

!;~'~f.~::r!.i:

About 50~~:;~~ters use the Modesto Skate Park, which opened in "j

August 1998, each day during the summer. Nt

some cities tried to
compromise with
local skaters. For
example, after the
Modesto City Council
passed an ordinance
prohibiting skate
boards in downtown
business areas and
parking lots and on
school properties in
January 1995, the city
created a task force to
investigate building a
slcate parle. The 27
member task force
consisted of residents,
local business owners,
representatives of the
police department
and 13 skaters.

The city set aside
$15,000 to hire a park
designer - Fullerton,
Calif.-based architect
Purkiss Rose-RSI ~
and began researching
other skate parks and
liability issues. Ac
cording to Recreation

'Supervisor Doug Lemcke, the task
force discovered that, in 1996, the
National Safety Council, Itasca, Ill.,
listed football, volleyball and ice
hockey as sports more dangerous than
skateboarding. Furthermore, a survey
of 48 California skate parks revealed
that only two had been sued after
injuries. Santa Cruz, which has oper
ated a skate park since 1978, has been
sued twice.

In Grand Junction, Colo., home to
Westlake Skatepark and Eagle Rim
Park skate facilities, city officials also
realized that, while cuts .and scrapes

.are common at skate parks, claims and
lawsuits are not. Most cities post rules
requiring skaters to wear helmets,
elbow pads, knee pads and wrist
guards. Some cities, such as Bellevue
and Santa Paula, both in Calif., even
require skaters and/or parents of
skaters to sign waivers absolving the
city ofliability.

Modesto passed an ordinance
requiring use of helmets, elbow pads
and knee padsp.'l 04:0 stated that

as a television sport. In fact, ESPN's X
Garnes for extreme sports, held in San
Francisco last summer, attracted more
than 200,000 spectators and 400
international competitors in events
for skateboarding, inline skating and
BMX biking. First-place winners took
home $10,000.

Regardless of the growing populari
ty of skating, many government offi
cials are concerned about skating safe
ty, and they do not want to be held
responsible whe~ injuries ocCur. In
1997, California Gov. Pete Wilson
approved a state law that designated
skateboarding as a hazardous recre
ational activity. Under the act, skaters
basically skate at their own risk, and
their ability to file injury claims
against cities is limited.

Following passage of the law, many
of California's local governments
passed ordinances prohibiting skate
boards in parks and other areas, leav
ing skaters nowhere to go. However,
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THE DESIGN TEAM

Because many parks planners are
not familiar with skate park features,
designing one presents a unique
opportunity for young people and
adults to work together, Lemcke says.
"I had no idea how to build a skate
park," he says. "I really relied on the
kids' eXhrcise."

a buffer between the skate park and
the residents.

Boise is using aGIS.based system to track parks inventory,
'location, maintenance and general use. "

,;r~H~~ d~;:.'~df~~~'~e entire parks ~~~t~ri:'f6r ~ity,wide use
-in m~intenance, plaming and other functions. Each

, '(livisiohi~'resporis'ibre 'for updating that'information,
which can be accessed only by authorized staff, For
example, when forestry workers plant a tree, they locate
it on the park map and enter information on type and
planting date into the database. Similarly, if infrastruc
ture workers replace a sink in a restroom, they update
the database. (Backup mechanisms have been estab
lished to protect the futegrity of the data from human
errors.)

The system is based on a custom ArcView application,
which supports the direct import of GPS data, GIS data
and AutoCAD files. As new parks and features are
developed, the staff can integrate the information direct-

"ly into the ~ystem. By using GIS technology as the foun
dation .for its management operations, the parks depart
ment is able to generate fast, visual responses to database
qti~ries across the entire parks department.' *

PARKS & RECREATION

feet away. "We don't anticipate any
noise problems," Rubcic says.

Since noise can pose problems,
many parks departments do not build
recreational facilities dose to neigh
borhoods. However, in Grand Junc
tion, one group of residents requested
that the skate park be built in their
neighborhood at a neglected drainage
area. The fact that the site had no
sewer utilities and, thus, no restroom
facilities, added to the $223,000 con
struction cost. Park planners also
included heavy landscaping to serve as

, - ~_ ..:; c' " ~;:::". ~... ,

.~,./:.~-:;.};:'.~':.

.•.•i~!~~~li~iJ~6i~~tl~~£~~J!§~t~~1~~I~~~~~,.
Smce 1990;':BoiSe;'~IdiiliQ,:,has ,', ,,"rapt, Y,::,creatmg/

~:1ti~l~i~t!i.d·I~~,~
tymanagmg,mventoryi~,m~mtenance'anLL,D~ ge~mgIOr'

each"ofits.sitg{Il1 March"1999;i'the'depmmentimple-, ,2,'

~~!I~iitl!ti~!~J~;;J~
agemerif;,',t~e;;f.~,oject;IIlv:~~tor.y',:Maf1ageIIl~nt,~ystem

- trac~ed-the-st~ttisof·rri~tJ~allhH~ms-;an:d"th:e-cPfe~en
tiv~;'Ma'iIlt~~~ri:c~fly(a'ri'a~~in~rif!1~fsi:~Irii:t~dc~&:the
financi~l: ramifib,tio~~of.facility.maintenaiice;.,.Those
databases w~~e;st~r~dfu;laige not~books thaiwe~~ 'diffi
cult, to updat~'~dhall.dle.,A.s~result;divisfon:'mal1agers
ofteri',didiribt<·11'clv{m-l~" irifoi~adc;:ii"they"~eeaed', for
ordering'siippri~f'~~budg6ting f~~ c~pital impr()~e~~~ts.
RecogniZin~6thJ;,iriltff~i~~cies'6Liliat~pp'r~;~n}'tne
department2b~tr~~tedWii:h SpatiaiDynamics; alocal
GIS consulting'J~rm,todevelop a GIS-based Parks Infor-
mation1Vfan~gsrrient 5iystecior GeoPIMS. '

Thefirsttasg:tn'd~si~ing the system was to describe
and compil~:''tl:l(;:;data,,:u.sed',by" the" department's various
divisions, iU~tudiitg:Hbrtkuitu~e;, Forestry, Infras~cture
and Plal1i:liilgg;]l:l.e'inf6rmation '.vas, gathered bY'inter
viewing divisibn;\nan~gers and obtaining copies of paper
forms used byeach divisionfor tracking items and tasks.
, Usingthafaata;Boi~ecoriduCtedapilot stiid¥"ofa sin

gle park: Th{:first data layeridendfied the .sUrface {i.e.,
turf"asphalt"spncrete),for ,the park:and the'c()rn~spond~
ing purpose(~C;ccer;'pW:king, 'walkway). ParksC:hldReC!fi~

ation· staff then 'used GPS equipment to ,locate and <:har
acteriie otheritems such as signs, picnic tables and trash
receptacles; Da.ta,on the, structural components and con
dition o(each)tein\v'~si:ecorded,alohgwith its spatial.
locatio.Il>i;:1;'1i1\~fff;'; C',;' ' ,:,':" .!';:;:::',This article w~s written by Trevor Adams, operations

After'cofilpleting the pilot study and refining the manager, and,f(J.ttiMurphy, community relations cooTdina- ..,
'''database'de,sig~Cand 'applications,i£affmeiiihers'coP.l 0 5t~r for Boise P~rks & Recreation.

an established recreational site at Bey
er Community Park, Modesto was
able to feed off existing amenities as
well as site recognition,

Hollister, Calif., chose a site close
to a roadway for the Hollister Skate
Park, which should be completed by
next spring, according to David Rub
cic, associate engineer for the city.
The facility is being built at Veterans
Memorial Park, which already has
drainage facilities and restrooms.
Although the park is in a residential
area, the closest house is about 600
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M~.~a.r~sid~ri!i~~~~~~~~.t~~~fkate·,p,arlF~"'"
On the heels of a recent growth spurt,',: -' .' ..' 0 , -.' ',- •

. Mesa, Ariz., last year approved ahalf~ "
cent quality~of~life tax initiative to1Il.ak~·
improvements for its 380,000 resident11:
Among the improvements were public'safety' :
and transportation upgrades, as well as. the
addition ofa skate park.

Planning for the Reed Park Skate Court
has involved nearly .the entire community,
from city officials to the children who will be:
using the facility when it is completed in
2000. "From the beginning, we knew' there
was tremendous interest in our providing this
facility to the community, so it was important,
to us to involve the public in our planning'
process," says Joe -Holmwood, Mesa Parks, Mesa skaters took part inplanning meetings for the Reei:lParkSkate'
Recreation and Cultural Division director: :" Court, which will.becompleted next year.' ,;/,:"";,?,:\.,, ",);,.,;

As. the planning process got under ';ay; a . .' ,... '.". '.' .,;.;' ":';;"~)"·;·:'\'~~l',~·;i":ck·;.:,;;,;,: :::p:',,,, ..... : 7"':'"
. variety of concerns surfaced. Officials worried about ilie"'; ""'i'We exP~ci:edth.e.skaters'wouldbe.confiontational

liability involved in having an,extreme'. sports facility,\.,J::':ab6udi:heir:fiTishes,";~saYs;.Rlanru.ng '.and;Deve1opment r::
and they were concerneq about the impact of a skate ·;Administrator:BilLWay~.")3~t:.·insteadj:'Wefoundthem to
park on the neighborhood indollqtherpark facilities.' .. :...•..,be. understandingal:i:dl.lp·;t~~dateon the building .issues, .'

;. '. To address those concems,Mesahired:a:local consult~;'''~J::,and:wewere!~tirprise&that:,the' .ept.liabilityinmind.'l, !;:' .

-.ing-firm,:-T-he-Widforss Group;c:1:o~ssisLfu:j:ese~Ic:_hirlg,;:i;i"';)~ ':.:EbB;€iarit~I~'J/~k~1:~~S;~~~, ',' .';'di,iiB¥~~i:he~~~chit~ctsi'"
liability.,and ,to. serve••as amediator'in al1PUblic.meetingSi.:':~':;charlge:SOIIle'fea~eS:thanwetectob•.Clialiengfug.to ·.~nsure::.; .• ·

'..'. ,.input .from· residentsbil.' the .•skate·1JarkrM()re:thaI1250~·i/""" e.':p a.rt\9r~, •..•...e;,••. ·.ee~P~r}C:~Skate.:,o6~~t,"J]i~Jadlity;;

··•••··=!::~~t~;f~1le~1f~t~~~~·;\~~'iI~lg~f~~~~~bit~%~~rf~f
sharedeslgnldeas.·, >l",:._ .. ,~.. ~,:" ". ,"', ,:.,3.~'; ,:exlstmg,cqlIJomun1ty"Jlark. "';- ;;,'.",' : .. , ".;: , ,

. Liability conce~s dec~eased·.after the'planning te .',' "6'~a:~ilitr;:Wiri.;J;lav~;ili~~:b~wis:ob~mYingle~6ls'-of .

.• , ;:t:~:::~V:i:~~t~:J:~~s;:::;t;'¥i~:~~~f~~*,!~::~:,tilq~~i~~I~~~h~~~a~i~f~l~it~~tr~t~t:~:~
insured skate parks had incurred d~imsfol1O\vinginjuri~s <:The Re~~rp;rrt.Skate:F~ciiitY:·Sfe~rirlgCom:initte'~,.·

.' ~;,a:dt~:~:~i~ci~'~d .•s~~~~~\ i~s~~~t~~~~~::~,~·.the::,!;:¥,~fk\~I~,glll~tj~e::'c::s~~ t;~lt~!~~a~~;:J:~ ,'"
planning committee' prO~eeded withth~~~)r:ai:e 'park, 1ili~." develop op~ef3J:ions)and m~ip.~enance gUideli~es:\The
ing David Ev~s and Associates,aii::iii6fi'al architectural . committ~e::~ln)tay\n pl~t~:i3:ftertA\1t.facili1;i:;op~ns to
firm headquartered in Portland, Ore.; as a consu1tant. . provide inPllt'!"bri'~hiies;ev~htsj man1i~~~~Il~','discipline

.' Alan Fishman Associates, Laguna Bea~h, Calif., signedp~iic'i~s, sup~r:vi~rb'ii'expectations, conce~~iohs, instruc~
!.!ji!<'n·~"H~~rg!iJ'~!t.'5~~~i~;'~~~~~Wi:Th1i!i{j'~~;~1t\\\1Wi%li~~~b~~~~)l~~~hwJll{}ig~i:i'ti0rt1i'1Jj0pportUriities~·,accidentJern.ei:g~ncy procedur~s and

.' ",". '.' ", '-ot\C,._'.· ',' .,.;.~_:" '>.~"'.'- : -",' ~ .. ,". . .,; ,,-:;y:."'\",-1".:"'~·~:'· . "'~1W!i~f"r"i:i_":'.· """'..' ":Y:.~::f'"'C~." '!':~':"-':':

The architects got a number of ideas for the skate park safety education. The Mesa Parks, Recreation and Cul;
from the committee represematives,.and,fiom attend~esi'h.' tural'Division will operate the facility and act as lead
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{Parks partnership gltide.~vailable
The Urban Institute, Washington, D.C., haS published a guide for cities

and counties looking to improve their public parks through private
partnerships. Commissioned by the Lila Wallace-Reader's Digest Fund,
"Partnership For Parks" offers guidelines for partnering with private-sector
parks supporters.

The guide examines four questions for public-private parks partnerships:
• How should public-private partnerships be structured?
• Who· should make decisions? ...;:; .
• What assets and liabilities do partners bruig? .'
• How do the partnerships manage iisks? ..
A 1994 study by the .NationaL Parks and Recreation Association,· Ash

burn, Va., showed that $30.7 bilHonwould be; needed between 1995 and
1999 to meet public demand for parks servkes;Results of the study have
shown that public-private partnerships can help\neet that demand and fos-
ter community involvement. ." .". ,.,,>_~.:.,•.:,-,:...,:_. -,,·,t " ~'::':"~,

To order a copy of "Partnerships For Parks," c;Ul:Urbari Institute Publila
tions, (202) 261-5687. The IDride costs $lO,indtidingshipping and han-

. ~ling. It also mayb~'1ie\\T~~ online_::l~~:~b.~~?rg~:i'S·~.::~·O'; *
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Skaters in Hollister submitted draw
ings for their skate park. The park
planners toned down some of the
advanced features that skaters request
ed so that less experienced skaters
would have options, too. The 8,000
square-foot park will include one 3
foot-deep bowl, one 5-foot-deep bowl,
quarter pipes and various ramps and
edges for skateboarders and inline
skaters.

Including skaters in the design
process benefits everyone,.Rubcic says.
"If skaters are involved, they have a
sense of ownership, and they will take
better care of the park," he says.

As in Hollister, planners for Grand
Junction's Westlake Skatepark incor
porated ideas and suggestions from
local skaters. The park features a 7
foot-deep rectangular bowl, a free
form 7-foot-deep open-ended bowl, a
street skate area and a 10-foot-deep
bowl with a keyhole slot entryway.
Bc=cause the park has grown in popu
linity since its May 1997 opening,
Grand Junction is constructing a sec
ond facility. Eagle Rim Park, planned
f()r completion by summer 2000, will
contain elements for less experienced
sK.aters, including'an extensive street
Skating area, steps, rails and ramps.

. "If I had it to do over, I would have

':.. -;

used more space for street skating and
not put in the lO-foot hole [at West
lake]," says Shawn Cooper, Grand
Junction parks planner. "The big bowl
was geared for very experienced
skaters, and it's not getting a: whole lot
of use. Street skating is the highest use
area at Westlake."

Modesto's 13,OOO-square-foot park
also is aimed at intermediate and
advanced skaters, anq the city may
add beginners' facilities at a later date,
Lemcke says. The next item on the
agenda likely will be lighting.

The majority of skate parks sur
veyed by Modesto do not have out
door lights because it is an extra
expense and because parks depart
ments do not want skaters to use the
parks at night and create noise. Most
skate parks are open from dawn to
dusk.

FUNDING

Because of the high cost of concrete
and specialized design services, skate
parks can be cost-prohibitive for local
governments. And, since demand for
the facilities is high, many cities rely
on financial support from the commu
nity to lund construction.

Modesto's research showed that
skate parks cost between $50,000 and
$200,000, depending on size and the
number of features. Modesto's park

~ .."'f~: ,.:,:. :. ~ . ' . -

totaled $145,000, excluding landscap
ing costs. The city contributed
$150,000 from its capital improve
ment plan budget, and the task force
raised another $40,000 for landscap
ing in three months from outside con
tributors, including parents, business
owners, skaters and the city police
department. Persons or businesses who
gave a minimum of $1,000 received
recognition on a permanent plaque at
the park.

Not all skate parks receive as much
in city funding or in private dona
tions. In Hollister, city officials were
not always enthusiastic about a skate
park, Rubcic says. "The most difficult
part of this process has been getting
the city council to fund the skate
park," he says.

In researching liability - a major
concern - Rubcic visited eight skate
parks for ideas and background infor
mation. Based on other cities' success
es and local demand, the city
approved $120,000 to fund the skate
park. That amount should be suffi
cient, Rubcic says. If not, the city will
tum to the community for donations.

MAKING AND BR~AKING RULES

Ongoing costs for a skate park are
minimal, provided that 'there is no
damage to the facility or graffiti to
remove. Rules help avoid liability
problems as well as costly repairs. For·
example, most skate parks do not
allow bicycles because the metal bike
parts can damage the bowls and other
skate park elements. Additionally,
Lemcke says, parks offiCials do not
want bikers colliding with skaters and
causing injuries.

Modesto and Grand Junction skate
parks also have strict rules about graf~

titL Most skateboarders decorate their
boards with paint and stickers, but
city officials did not want the same
items plastered around the skate parks.
Grand Junction park planners and
local skaters agreed on "self-policing"
to prevent graffiti or "tagging" with
stickers. "If the park is tagged, the
skaters know we will shut it down
until we can clean it up or cover it
over," says Mari Steinbach, recreation
superintendent for the city.

To enforce rules about skate park
hours, graffiti and litter, some cities
ticket unlawful skaters. But, for the



most part, they rely on skaters to
enforce the rules.

Despite vows from the Modesto
Task Force skaters to obey the rules,
within three weeks of the grand open
ing of the Modesto Skate Park, skaters
were breaking rules. They were seen
without helmets or pads and skating
at night; bikers were riding amidst
skaters; and residents had started com
plaining about the litter. Police
responded by issuing $54 citations to

those 'violating the rules.
Lemcke also set up a deal with a

park concessions vendor to give a free
bag of shaved ice to skaters who
picked up a bag full of trash at the
park. Skaters now do more self-polic
ing, and police issue warnings to rule
breakers before writing citations,
according to Lemcke.

No 'HANG UPS'

Even with its somewhat rocky
beginning, Modesto's skate park has
.proven to be a success. In fact, Lem
cke says, after the park' opened, the
parks department recei~ed about 10
calls each day from other municipal

parks planners requesting information
about skate park funding, RFPs, rules
and other details. Modesto responded
by printing a guide outlining the
entire skate park process. The city has
sold about 200 copies at $25 each.

As the popularity of skating contin
ues to increase, many city officials are

'Once we agreed on the rules, the
skaters said they would help police [the
park] themselves: says Grand
Junction's Mari Steinbach.

making an effort to allocate funding
and other resources to the construc
tion of a skate park. Still, many pro
posed skate parks gamer mixed reac
tions from city officials and residents,
who want to see funds going toward
roads and other critical infrastructure.
Most cities can afford both, Rubcic
says. "What people don't understand
is that the skate park is going to get
skaters into a more controUed area."

By creating an arena specifically for
skaters, officials reduce the potential
for skating-related damage to munici
pal or private property, and they get
skaters out of pedestrian areas. "We
have seen a reduction in illegal skat
ing by at least 50 percent since we
built the skate park," Lemcke says.
"That's one of the big pluses." i:r

Kristin Winn, public communications
coordinator for Grand Junction, Colo.,
contributed to this article.
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TOWN SKATEBOARD PARKS: FUNDING AND LIABILITY ISSUES

For: Honorable Robert M. Ward
By: John Moran, Research Analyst

You asked us to (1) identify town skateboard parks that have been
built with state funds, (2) explain how such funding was obtained, and .
(3) explain how towns have addressed the liability issue.

SUMMARY

We identified two towns that used state funds to help construct a
skate park. One town used the Local Capital Improvement Program
(LoCIP), another obtained a Department of Environmental Protection
(DEP) outdoor recreation fund grant (This program has since been
replaced by the new open space grant program and active recreation,
such as skateboarding, is now ineligible for funding). A number of other
towns have funded skate parks though a combination of a fund-raising
drive and some form of town a~sistance (in-kind, monetary allocation, or
both).

Skate Park Proposal
TC Agenda 11/14/05
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Towns have addressed the insurance liability question in three
different ways: by (1) providing coverage under the town's policy, (2)
purchasing a separate policy when the town's current carrier declines to
add coverage of the skate park, or (3) arranging for a private group, such
as the local YMCA, to run the skate park and thus bear most of the
liability. Under all scenarios park operators require skaters to wear
certain safety equipment (helmets, at a minimum), and most require
participants to sign a release agreeing not to hold the town liable. (Most
skate parks accommodate both skateboard users and in-line skaters.)

STATE SKATE PARK FUNDING

Seymour opened its skate park in May 1999. The town covered the
eritire $57,098 construction cost by using part of Seymour's LoCIP
entitlement. State statutes provide for fairly broad uses of LoCIP money
including "improvements to public parks" (CGS § 7-536(4)). Seymour
Finance Aide Linda Farrell said the skate park funds were part of an
accumulation of funds over several years.

Hebron obtained an $18,000 outdoor recreation grant from DEP
several years ago when those funds could still be used for active outdoor
recreation. The approximately $33,000 skate park has been open for a
year. Area and town youths raised the remaining funds in cooperation
with the town.

PA 98-157 replaced the outdoor recreation grant program with the
new open space act. The new .act provides grants for towns to purchase
open space land, but specifically prohibits the funds' use for active
recreation such as a skateboard park. (Hiking paths are allowed in the
open space program, but intensive uses such as ball fields, tennis
courts, and roads are not permitted.) DEP's Tom Tyler indicated that no
other department grant program for towns would fund active outdoO'r
recreation.

LIABILITY ISSUES

The range of costs for insuring a skateboard park varies widely
depending upon the policies ofa town's insurance company and on
whether the town chooses to directly operate the skate park.
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Towns that are insured through the Connecticut Interlocal Risk
Management Agency (CIRMA), a program of the Connecticut Conference
of Municipalities, now have casualty and liability coverage for skate
parks included in their overall municipal liability insurance. Richard
Ellis, of CIRMA, said the policy had excluded skate ,parks until July 1,
1999, when the exclusion was eliminated. The St. Paul Insurance Co.,
CIRMA's insurance provider, agreed to eliminate the exclusion when
providing general municipal liability insurance to the CIRMA pool of
towns.

Ellis said even before the exclusion was eliminated, towns could' have
it removed on an individual basis by agreeing to a specific risk
management plan: CIRMA uses the risk-management plan developed by
Hebron, including requiring users to wear safety equipment and
providing staff when the facility is open, as a model for other towns to
reduce risk.

Ridgefield had a very different experience when the town sought to
insure a proposed skate park on town land that would be operated by an
independent skate association made up of town residents. Ridgefield's
insurance company declined to add coverage of the skate park to the
town's existing policy. Since there was strong resident demand for the
park, the town's insurance agent found a company to provide a separate
policy for approximately $12,000 a year. The town and the skate
association are insured under the policy. The agent, Peter Smith, of
Carnall Insurance Inc., said since skate parks are a new risk there is not
much actuarial data for insurance companies to use in determining a
policy.

Ridgefield owns the parking lot where the skate park was built. The
association raised about $25,000 and the town contributed an equal
amount. The money was used to construct the park, including the
various ramps and other equipment used by skaters.

In Fairfield, the town worked with the Fairfield YMCA to build a skate
park that theYMCA operates and insures., The skate park is built on
town land leased to the YMCA. The YMCA organized a fundraising
campaign and the town paid for some construction work (paving and
fence installation). The YMCA operates the park, owns the various sl<:ate
apparatus, and provides liability insurance under its existing policy.
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Stratford is planning to build a skate park. After studying the Fairfield
model, Stratford plans to build the park and turn over its operation and.
maintenance to the Stratford YMCA. The town is taking this route
specifically due to the liability.

"It will be a town park on town property," said Stratford Town
Manager Mark Barnhart. "In the agreement we will attempt to transfer
as much of the risk as possible to the Y, who will have insurance for the
park."

RISK MANAGEMENT

Ellis, of CIRMA, said providing a'safe, supervised place for children
and teens to skateboard or in-line skate mitigates a town's liability rather
than have them skate unsupervised on streets, sidewalks, or elsewhere.
On town streets and sidewalks skaters may not be wearing safety
equipment and are often competing for space with cars, other vehicles,
bicycles, and pedestrians.

Each town we contacted indicted the importance of requiring
participants to wear safety equipment and to sign release agreements
before skating (attached are the release and indemnity agreements from
the towns ofRidgefield and Seymour). Most parks are open only when
they provide staff for supervision. Seymour does not staff its park.

Most towns, including Seyinour, require some fee or dues to use the
park. Some towns provide or require classes and safety instructions
before skaters can begin.

JM:ts

June 30, 2000
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Skateboarding Parks And Ramps:
Minimizing Municipal Liability

Introduction

Skateboarcling has been popular for more than thirty years. Having started as an alternative to surfmg
when wave conditions were less than desirable, the sport has grown. The~e are estimates ofwell over 20
million participants.

Most skaters learned to skate on city streets, sidewalks, and other public and private places. Many
municipalities have passed orclinances that prohibit skating on public streets and sidewalks, or in places
where they might be a nuisance or a potential danger to the public.

This presents a dilemma for skateboard enthusiasts. Where can they skate legally? Skaters have organized
and approached their municipal officials to request that the municipalities provide skateboard tracks and
facilities just as they provide tennis courts, basketball courts, soccer fields, and baseball and softball fields
for other citizens of the community.

Some cOllUnunities have undertaken such progranlS. From the municipality's viewpoint, there are two
objectives for doing this.

One is to get skateboarders away from city streets and sidewalks, where skateboarcling is dangerous,
inappropriate, and, in some cities, prohibited.

The other is to acknowledge that skateboarcling is a sport, and 1hat a skateboard track would provide a
place where skaters could enjoy their sport and improve their skills. l

The Dilemma

When a municipality considers providing a specific place for skateboarders, it places itself between the
proverbial rock and hard place. If the municipality does not provide the facility, skateboarcling might talce
place in undesirable places that may not only present a danger to the skaters, but also to the general
public. However, if the mlmicipality does provide a facility for the activity, it must also be willing to
acceptthe attendant liability.

Skateboarding Parks and Ramps: Minimizing Municipal Liability
© 2002 The Hartford Loss Control Department
TIPS S 890.220
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Typical Skateboard Facilities

In general, the needs of the recreational skateboarder can be categorized into four areas:

1. A flat area for freestyle tricks
2. A gradient for speed and slalom
3. A bowl with sloping sides, or half pipe .
4. A mL'\.we ofbUlllps, curves, and straight-aways, for variety2

Four types of skateboard structures generally meet these needs:

1. Concrete mounded tracks, or snake tracks, offer a smooth running surface which enables riders to have
continuous momentum. The provision of such a facility on flat ground will cater more adequately to the
beginner. Mounds and bends can be added to provide interest and movement.

2. The Concrete Performance Bowl enables the skater to use gravity and momentum to keep
himself/herself on a vertical wall. This type of structure is really only suitable for advanced skaters.

3. The Flat Area or Open Bowl is used for freestyle skating, and can be of any shape, provided it can
acc01mllodate a reasonable lllIDlber of skaters safely. The general rule of thumb is that one skater requires
about 33 square feet (10 square meters.). Where both sides of the flat area are banked, it is known as an
open bowl. ..

4. Ramps. There are three different types oframps:

a. The haljpipe is considered one of the best structures for advanced skateboarding.This type offacility
can be landscaped into a mound or a bank, or can be freestanding as a portable, with stairs leading to
one platfoTIn.

b. The quarter pipe resembles one half of a halfpipe and, depending on its height, will generally be
located at the bottom of a slope. This can either be freestanding or landscaped into a mOl.IDd. It is ideal
for skaters from beginner through advanced levels. .

c. A street ramp is a scaled down version of a quarter pipe, which allows riders to practice jUlllPS or
allows beginners to learn basic moves; without the excessive height of a quarter pipe.3

Design Issues and Concerns

In deciding whether or not to construct a facility, a mlmicipality should consider the following safety
issues:

1. Select a qualified contractor to design and install the facility. Although there are no actual standards
for construction, there are contractors who are in the business of fabricating such facilities. Pre-qualify
allY contractor; i.e., verify and view previous work, verify adequate levels of liability insurance coverage
(certificates of insurance), implement hold haTIllless agreements favorable to the entity, and, where
possible, be named as an additional insured on the contractor's policy. Check with established sources for
construction specifications (see Additional Sources ofInformation at the end of this article).

2. Site the facility appropriate{v. Landscape appropriately to facilitate adequate drainage ofmoisture.
Locate the facility away from overhead trees and shrubs to reduce the possibility of leaves and branches,
etc. from accumulating on the track.

Skateboarding Parks and Ramps: Minimizing Municipal Liability
© 2002 The Hartford Loss Control Department
TIPS S 890.220
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3. Where appropriate, constructfencing or railings. Use perimeter fences and railings to stop runaway
skateboards and to prevent people from falling into the facility during times of low visibility.

4. Use a design that accommodates skaters ofvarious age groups and abilities. Problems can occur
where younger children, older children, beginners, and advanced skaters are located in the same area.

Liability Issues and Concerns

Additionally, consider these liability concems:

1. Potential for Liability. Once the facility is constructed, by virtue of it being lUlder the public entity's
control and purview, the public entity will aSSlUne whatever liability attaches. Therefore, whenever the
facility is used, either for authorized or unauthorized use, a potential for liability exists.

2. Adequate Supe111ision. Because of this potential, the question of adequate supervision must be
addressed. Ideally, the facility should not be operatedwithout adequate supervision. This supervision
should include instructing beginners, and enforcing the use of appropriate protective equipment and
clothing. Make provisions to prevent unauthorized use during times when there is no supervision (e.g., by
using fencing, gates, etc.).

3. Inspection andMaintenance. The fact that the facility exists requires that appropriate periodic
inspection and maintenance be pelformed and documented Where deficiencies are noted,timely
corrections should be made and appropriately doclUllented.

4. Install Appropriate Signage. Signs should indicate that users of the facility must wear proper protective
clothing and equipment, in particular, hehnets, arm pads, and lmee pads. Furthermore, the signs should
wam that the skateboarding facility may be dangerous ifused by ineA"Perienced skaters. Lastly, the sign
should indicate that children lmder the age of seven must be accompanied by a competent adult.

5. Transfer Operations to a Third Party. Whereftasible, the entity should attempt to transfer the
operation ofthe facility to another party, usually a contractor who 11iay make a charge. The contractor
may provide rental equipment, such as, boards, pads, and hehnets, and may also provide instructional
assistance. Confmn that tlle contractor has adequate levels of liability insurance coverage (Certificate of
Insurance), provide hold harmless agreements in favor oftlle entity, and, where feasible, be named as an
additional insured on the contractor's policy. The inspection and maintenance function should also be
transferred to the contractor. This step will go far in limiting the entity's liability.

6. Determine Insurance Coverage. Make sure that the skateboardfacility I covered under current
insurance programs. Detennine ifany exclusions are in force and make arrangements to cover the gaps.

Summary

When making decisions about providing skateboarding facilitie,s, a mlmicipality must weigh tlle costs and
benefits of providing such facilities to its citizens. Once tlle decision has been made to do so, appropriate
risk management controls should be implemented.

Skateboarding Parks and Ramps: Minimizing Municipal Liability
© 2002 The Hartford Loss Control Department
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Notes

1. Ken Wonnhoudt, "Staying on Track with Skateboards." Parks and Recreation, August 1994, vol. 28,
no. 9, p. 43.

2. Fay Lewis, The Provision ofSkateboard Facilities by Local Government. Skateboard Facilities
Seminar, MelbOlIDle, Australia (1987), p. 12.

3. IlJid., pp. 12-13.

Other Sources of Information

City of Mission Viejo [California].lllfunicipal Code. "Skateboarding, rollerskaiing prohibited in celtain
designated areas." (Chapter 11.20)

Hesselgrave, C. "Ramp Ingredients: What You Need to Build a Ramp. Action Now, May 1981, vol. 7, no.
10, pp.42-45.

Sandlin, Claudia. Taking Skateboarders Off the Streets: Prince William Hopes Park Will Refoffil
Sidewalk Surfers." The Washington Post, Jlme 21, 1990, p. B01.

Rampage, mc., 219 La Mesa, Encinitas, CA 92024.

Ken Womlhoudt, Landscape Architect, 827 California St., Santa Cmz, CA 95060

For more information, contact your local Hartford agent or your Hartford Loss Control Consultant.
Visit The Hartford's Loss Control web site at http://www.thehartford.com/corporatellosscontrol/

This document is provided for information purposes only. It is not intended to be a substitute for individual legal counselor advice on
issues discussed within. Readers seeking resolution of specific legal issues or business concerns related to the captioned topic
should consult their attorneys and/or insurance representatives.
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To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

_l:0'Nn £~Flcil t
J' ['ittl.' t!-,,,-.. /.)C-..{.i ,~I--

Martin Berliner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
November 14, 2005
Fenton River

Item #3 .

Subiect Matter/Background
Attached please find a updates from the University of Connecticut regarding its water
supply system.

Attachments
1) Meeting Notes from a1 0/14/05 meeting on Use and Management of Water

Supply and Sewerage Systems
2) Email from Rich Miller re: Fenton TAG
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DRAFT
Meeting Notes

Topic: Use and Management of Water Supply and Sewerage Systems

Date: October 14, 2005

Location: Aetna Inc.
Office of the Chairman
151 Farmington Avenue
Hartford, CT.

Participants: Philip Austin, UCONN
Marty Berliner, Mansfield
Tom Callahan, UCONl\T
Robert Galvin, M.D., DOH
Patricia Hassett,.Aetna
Regina McCm1hy, DEP
Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor of Mansfield
Jack Rowe, M.D., UCONN BOT

Openh1g & Genenll Discussion

Dr. Rowe welcomed the participants and expressed appreciation for their willingness to
have a j oint discussion of common interests and concerns regarding water use in the
vicinity ofthe University.

Dr. Rowe observed that the hegemony the University exercises over the water supply and
decisions about its use place the University at some financial, operational, regulatory and
possibly liability risk. He noted the consensus that, consistent with the consent order
fro111 DPH, UCONN should "get out of the water business" as far as managing the water
system is concerned. In this regard, strategies at present for UCONN regarding day to
day management oftlle water system appear to include contracted management (a
contract with the Connecticut Water Company is being finalized as an interim first step),
sale, lease, or a local authority construct. We should consider not only Sh011 tenn
managemei1t but also long term issues such as funding requirements for infrastruchlre
upgrades. A second very important issue for consideration, separate fro111 day-to-day
management of the water system, relates to policy questions regarding access to water
and sewage systems.

President Austin commented that the relationship between the University with the State
and Mansfield has been positive and suppOliive. He thanked the commissioners for their
patience and understanding as the University seeks to make the appropriate fixes and
introduces professional management of the water supply and distribution.
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President Austin reminded the group that controlling access can help us in±1uence who
develops in Mansfield and where, referencing the "Spring Weekend" and the stress it
places on the University and the Town. General discussion ensued about local
development issues that are appropriately addressed at the town level and should not be
adjudicated by controlling access to water and/or sewerage. Dr. Rowe suggested that one
could create a conservation and development plan that would address that very problem,
adding that is the responsibility of the local authorities to decide who gets a liquor
license, restaurant, etc.

Tom Callahan reported that the Fenton River Instream Flow and Aquatic Habitat Study
would be completed in December 2005. It is expected to provide guidelines regarding
the amount of water UCONN should be permitted to draw from the river under different
conditions. The study will not address the capacity of the Willimantic River. Early
indicators report that current use is not unduly taxing the Fenton River water supply. The
University does need to upgrade its mechanical/functional capacities and in pmiicular its
ability to switch from pump to plimp depending upon the depth/capacity of the rivers and
at various points.

Regarding work underway, bid responses are pending to replace 2,000 feet of pipeline,
two to four pumps, and from two to four wells in the Willimantic River. The wells are
expected to be replaced during the upcoming winter intersession. As mentioned
previously, the University is finalizing negotiations with the Connecticut Water Company
providing for an expansion of their existing role for up to six months while the University
goes to bid for a full time water supply manager.

Dr. Galvin endorsed the goals of the consent agreement while calling for a feasible, long
term vision that would provide for the twin goals of protecting the environment and the
safety of the public. He noted the department's satisfaction with the working relationship
with Phil Austin and Tom Callahan, and is delighted that the University is "getting out of
the water business" adding that the DOH does not want to have to cite the University
agam.

Ms. IvIcCmihy repOlied that the DEP would like to consider the University as "pminer" in
its quest to protect the environment and ensure an adequate and safe water supply. She
praised the letter from Dr. Austin outlining the University's plans and noted that her
depmiment and the University are now working closely.

Mayor Paterson provided an overview and a brief history of development efforts in the
Town of Mansfield. Most townspeople support the Downtown Project. Regrettably, the
recent water problems were used by some of those who oppose it as a rationale for not
going forward. The message needs to get out now that the University is managing water
efficiently and effectively and that sufficient water is available to suppOli the project.
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The May'or, with concurrence of Ms. IVfcCarthy, noted that the Fenton River study will be
necessary for the Downtown Project to advance. The study will reveal what constitutes
allowable withdrawals from the Willimantic and Fenton River.

The Mayor outlined the "smart growih plan" that includes the Downtown project, the
Four Corners, and King Hill. These too need to be coordinated with the University. She
noted the recent trend of houses being sold as single family homes and later rented to
shldents in excess of legal limits (four umelated individuals per household). She also
referenced the Downtown project as an example of the "piImacle of cooperation"
occurring between the Town and the University. She noted that the town has no interest
111 sewers.

Mmiy Berliner indicated that the town wants to stay "mostly green". Going forward,
from his perspective, the issues are a) water management; b) preference for not having a
private water company; c) governance model that includes a role for the Town of
Mansfield.

President Austin noted that the UCONN administration is looking to Dr. Rowe and the
Board of Trustees for guidance.

There was a general consensus to:

a) disarticulate the issues of day to day management of water/sewerage from
planning; .

b) consider leasing vs. contracts for management of the water system;
c) establish more formal policy process with establishment of a committee of

stakeholders with a specific charier to consider appropriate issues;
d) ensure access to DEP and DOH for advice and input in their regulatory capacity;
e) consider a study of the Willimantic River similar to that being conducted on the

Fenton River.

All agreed to continue to share information and expertise and work to create a structure
for moving forward. The completion of the Fenton River Study will provide an
oppOliunity to share its findings and our plans for water management and policy
development with the broader community.

Dr. Rowe indicated that he would share the results of the meetiIlg with Senator Williams
and Representative Merrill.
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renton TAU - Dratt 1-'11131 Report, Next Mtg.

Martin H. Berliner

From: Gregory J. Padick

Sent: Wednesday, November 09,2005 2:08 PM

To: Martin H. Berliner; Lon R. Hultgren

Subject: FW: Fenton TAG - Draft Final Report, Next Mtg.

FYI
-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Richard [mailto:rich.miller@uconn.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, November 09, 2005 2:04 PM
To: Richard Miller; Warner, Glenn; Ogden@engr.uconn.edu; Mir02002@uconn.edu;
Juan.Stella@huskymail.uconn.edu; Farhad Nadim; Gregory J. Padick; MCallahan@FandO.com; Gbent@usgs.gov;
Jjstarn@usgs.gov; Jrstone@usgs.gov; Ramondaz@usgs.gov; CorinneJitting@po.state.ct.us;
Brian.murphy@po.state.ct.us; Jeff.Smith@po.state.ct.us; Townsend.g.barker@usace.com;
rivers.alliance@snet.net; Robert L. Miller; john manfred; Denise Burchsted; Bagtzoglou, Amvrossios; Pietrzak,
James
Cc: Yvonne Bolton; Brian Golembiewski; Quentinkessel@earthlink.net; dmullins@law.uconn.edu; Taylor, Cherie;
Thomas Callahan; Flaherty-Goldsmith, Linda; Roberts, Eugene; Kraus, George
Subject: Fenton TAG - Draft Final Report, Next Mtg.

To: Fenton River Study TAG members

We have scheduled a TAG meeting to discuss the study team's final draft report. The meeting is set for Monday,
December 5, from 9 a.m. to noon with lunch to follow, in rooms 207/208 of the Young Building. Since we met last
Spring, comment from aPM was to make sure that the report included management recommendations for
pumping the wells in the Fenton wellfield. At the time, the study team had not developed such recommendations,
thus a preliminary draft was not distributed. In addition, the study and predictive models have been better
informed by the additional data collected during the drought conditions that occurred. this Summer and early Fall.

We hope you are able to attend the meeting but, if not, We would still welcome your review of the draft and written
comments or suggestions. UConn and the study team will make the draft report available on-line later t11is month,
at least one week before the Dec. 5 meeting and will disseminate a webpage link to the report in order to facilitate
your review.

Please contact me if you have any questions. Here is more information about the schedule from Dr. Glenn
Warner, who is one of the faculty leaders of the study team:

We will have a draft final report done by the end of Thanksgiving week and available for the TAG and others to
download from a web site by Monday, Nov. 28th. We would plan on meeting from 9:00 am to noon with lunch to
follow. If needed we could go as late as 2:00 pm.

We would suggest that the TAG have any written comments back about a week following the TAG; we could say
Dec. 14th. We would then incorporate any changes needed based on comments and have the Final Team Report
before the end of Dec.

Rich Miller

Director, Environmental Policy

Universify of Connecticut
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To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Iewn .Gounc.ij ,_ .
~'Ml#trfE3erli'~'etf~~~'n Manager

Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
November 14, 2005
Campus/Community Relations

Item #4

Subiect Matter/Background
Staff last reported on this item at the October 11, 2005 council meeting. Since that
time, we have made progress with respect to the following:

• The off-campus outreach teams, comprised of town and university staff, as well
as town, state and university police, have completed their visits to the
neighborhoods adjacent to campus. In particular, the teams visited students
living off-campus along Hunting Lodge Road, South Eagleville Road, Carriage
House Apartments, Celeron Square Apartments and Hanks Hill Road. In
general, the students were engaged and willing to discuss issues relating to off
campus life. The teams expect to conduct additional visits to these
neighborhoods this spring.

g A couple of members from the Mansfield Community-Campus Partnership (Aliza
Makuch from the Governor's Prevention Partnership, and Assistant Town
Manager Matt Hart) presented the committee with a proposal to develop a
strategic plan to help the committee to achieve its goals. The Partnership
intends to proceed to recruit a facilitator and to develop the strategic plan along
the lines of the model that was proposed.

• Town and university staff members are still working together to develop a
proposal regarding a center for off-campus services. The university did conduct
two forums for students to solicit their input regarding serJices that they would
like to see offered to students living off-campus.

• Town staff is continuing its work on the draft housing code, and plans to have a
proposal to the council some time over the next few months.

Please let us know if you have any questions concerning this item.
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To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summ~ry

Town Council If]j(~Li~r"\
Ellzabeth ?at~rson, Mayor~~l.v- i
Martin Berliner, Town Manager
November 14, 2005
Compensation Adjustment for Town Manageri.

Item #5

,..,...---'

~@CtMatt8rnaackgVQUnd

FollowIng our recent review of the town manager's' performance, I would like to
r~eommend the following changes to his eompensation:

T

1. A 3.0 percent Increase, retroactive to July 1, 2005, to the town manager'~~ current
salary 01$125,445 (As you will recall. we rec@n1ly awarded a 3.0 wage Inlorease
to the town's nonunion personnel.);

2. Various changes to the town manager's health insuranoe package. Including a
higher employee cost share and increased co-pay amounts (the same im~urance

package offered to nonunion personnel); and
3. An increaSEl of $10,000 to the town manager'! annual annuity, bringing the total

annual Eal'lnurty payment to $29,000 per year,

RecmnmendatJon
If the town council supports this recommendation, the following motion Is In ordE:~r:

Move, effectIve November 14, 2005 to modify the town mansger's compensatIon
package as follows: 1) a 3.0 pe"c:ent w@fJ!l im::raasB retroaotlve to July 1, 2Q06; 2) heaith
infJlJrance coverage as provided to the town's nonunion p8fSOnne/; snd 3) an annual
annuity payment of$29,000 per fiscal year retroactive to July 1, 2005.
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To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Counci.1 !

- M§AfnBerlrri'~r,!'fown-Manager

Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
November 14, 2005
Proclamation in Honor of Dr. James S. Peters II

Item #6

Subject Matter/Background
Dr. James Peters, Storrs resident, was one of the first veterans to be. inducted into the
Connecticut Veterans Hall of Fame on November 10,2005. The attached proclamation
highlights his accomplishments that earned him this great honor.

Recommendation
Staff requests that the council authorize the mayor to issue the attached proclamation.

If the town council supports this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, effective November 14, 2005, to authorize Mayor Paterson to issue the attached
Proclamation in Honor of Dr. James S. Peters II.

Attachments
1) Proclamation in Honor of Dr. James S. Peters II
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Tow1t ofMansfield
Proclamation in Honor ofDr. James Sedalia Peters II

Whereas, Dr. James Sedalia Peters II was inducted into the Connecticut Veterans Hall of
Fame on November 10,2005; and

Whereas, Dr. Peters served in the United State Navy during vVorld War II; and,

'Whereas, despite being stationed in a segregated camp at Great Lakes, Michigan, his
work and research helped to bring about integration ii1 the United States Navy in 1945
when other military services did not integrate lmti11948; and,

"Whereas, Dr. Peters, a retired administrator, professor and licensed clinical/counseling
psychologist, served as Associate Commissioner of the Connecticut Department of
Education; and

Whereas, he assisted veterans for 10 years working for the U.S. Veterans Administration
and throughout his life has been a champion for the rights of individuals with
disabilities; and

ltVhereas, Dr. Peters has written numerous publications, including 25 books on a range
of topics and interest areas including "Psychological Consequences of Being a Black
American" a sourcebook of research by Black Psychologists; "Leadership and Career
Development;" "The Saga of Black Navy Veterans of vVWII: An American Triumph;"
and "Social Justice for the Disabled:"

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that I, Elizabeth C. Paterson, lvlayor of1VIan~field,
Connecticut, on behl1~f of the TOi.UI1 Council and the citizens ofMansfield do hereby issue this
proclanll1tion in honor of Dr. Jtllnes Sedalia Peters II.

IN WITN~SS WHEREOF, I have set my hand and caused the seal of the Town of
Mansfield. to be affixed on this 14th day of November in the year 2005.

Elizabeth Co Paterson
1vIayor, Tmvn of JVlansfield

P.128



Item #7

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

~T9C0.~1~~UDP!L,1t,'~-'----
1V1arirn Berlirier, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Gordon Schimmel, Superintendent
November 14, 2005
Proclamation in Honor of Julie K. White

Subject Matter/Background
Julie K. White, Mansfield Middle School teacher, has been awarded the prestigious
National Educator Award with a cash prize of$25,OOO from the Nlilken Family
Foundation. The Milken Family Foundation, created by brothers Lowell and Michael
Milken, has awarded $54 million to more than 2,100 educators over 19 years. We wish
to commend Ms. White upon this tremendous achievement, and to extend our
appreciation for her service to the Mansfield Public Schools and the Town of Mansfield.

Recommendation
Staff requests that the council authorize the mayor to issue the attached proclamation.

If the town council supports this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move! effective November 14, 2005! to authorize Mayor Paterson to issue the attached
Proclamation in Honor of Julie K. White.

Attachments
1) Proclamation in Honor of Julie K. White
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Town ofMansfield
Proclamation in Honor ofJulie K. White

Whereas, Ms. Julie K. vVhite of the 1\IIansfield :NIiddle School has been awarded
the prestigious National Educator Award with a cash prize of $25/000 from the
Milken Family Foundation; and

·Whereas, Ms. vVhite is the third Mansfield rvfiddle School teacher to win the
National Educator Award/ a feat that may be um"ivaled by any Sdlool in the
nation; and

Whereas, Ms. \Nhite's students and colleagues acknowledge her excellence as a
teacher and believe that she is most deserving of this award; and

Whereas, the members of the Town Council wish to commend Ms. White upon
this tremendous achievement/ and to extend their appreciation for her service
to the Mansfield Public Schools and the Town of Mansfield:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that I, Elizabeth C. Ptiterso/'l, lvlayor of
lvfansfield., Connecticllt, on behalfof the Tmvn Council and. the citizens ofMansfield do
hereby issue this proclaJ1u~tion in honor ofJulie K. White.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand and caused the seal of the Town
of Mansfield to be affixed on this 14th day of November in the year 2005.

Elizabeth C Paterson
Mayor/ Town of 11ansfield

P.130



Item #8

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

_T-Qwpl COUDGibc:-
M~-~1hi3Erlih~tt~w~ Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works
November 14, 2005
Proclamation in Honor of Timothy J. Veillette

Subject Matter/Background
Timothy J. Veillette, an engineer in the Mansfield Public Works Department, donated his
time and efforts to the American Red Cross Hurricane Katrina relief efforts in Louisiana.
Timothy selflessly aided the victims of Katrina and is a remarkable role model.
Consequently, we would like the mayor to present Timothy with a proclamation in honor
of his work.

Recommendation
Staff requests that the council authorize the mayor to issue the attached proclamation.

If the town council supports this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move,effective November 14, 2005, to authorize Mayor Paterson to issue the attached
Proclamation in Honor of Timothy J. Veillette.

Attachments
1) Proclamation in Honor of Timothy J. Veillette
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Town ofMansfield
Proclamation In Honor ofTimothy J. Veillette

Whereas, Timothy J. Veillette, a project engineer in the Mansfield Department
of Public Works, donated two weeks of his time and effort to the American Red
Cross Hurricane Kah'ina relief efforts in Louisiana; and

Whereas, Timothy worked tirelessly and selflessly to aid hurricane victims; and

'Whereas, during a time of crisis, Timothy extended his compassion and love to
those who needed it most; and

Whereas, Timothy is a remarkable role model and an exceptional individual:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, I, Elizabeth C. Paterson, lvlayor of
.Mansfield, Connecticut, on behalfof the TOIL1Jl Council and the citizens of1vla/'l~field do
hereby issue this proclmnatio71 on this fourteenth day ofNovember in the year2005 to
Timothy J. Veillette in recognition ofhis volun teer ~tlorts on beha~f of the victims of
Hurricane Katrina.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand and caused the seal of the Town
of Mansfield to be affixed on this 14th day of November in the year 2005.

Elizabeth C. Paterson
Mayor, Town of Mansfield
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ftem #9

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

J.-awn COUDcil.,
//L- /'l~-:C;-::"-/- -:~/1-,.((~"~1~-·'

Manul Berliner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Joan Gerdsen, Town Clerk
November 14, 2005
Town Council Meeting Schedule for 2006

Subject Matter/Background
Attached please find a proposed meeting schedule for 2006, as prepared by the town
clerk. The schedule conforms to the town council's normal schedule of holding its
regular meetings on the second and fourth Mondays of the month, with the exception of
a holiday.

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the town council approve the schedule as presented.

If the town council concurs with this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, effective November 14, 2005, to adoptthe Town Council Meeting Schedule for'
2006, as presented by the Town Clerk.

Attachments
1) Proposed Town Council Meeting Schedule for 2006
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November 14,2005

Memo to: Mansfield Town Council

Re: Dates for 2006 Town Council Meetings

January 9, 23
February 13,27
March 13,27
April 10,24
May 8,22
June 12,26
July 10,24
August 14,28
September 11,25
October 10*(Tuesday) 23
November 13,27
December 11, 26*(Tuesday)
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To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Iown Council' J •
• ../l,,-"'/~:·';?L7.::_,.t·'" .,}?#l t~·l.. l:f.-d_c-·-'··
Martin Berliner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
November 14, 2005
Petition for Appointment of Charter Revision Commission

Item #10

Subiect Matter/Background
As you will recall, at the previous town council meeting members of the public presented
a petition requesting that the council form a charter revision commission. I have
attached an opinion from the town attorney that provides some guidance concerning the
charter revision process.

Recommendation
The town attorney is away at the moment and will not be available for Monday night's
meeting. Because the town attorney has considerable experience with charter revision,
staff suggests that the town council table this item until the following meeting, when the
town attorney will be available to discuss the issue in more detail and to address any
questions that the council may have.

Attachments
1) D. O'Brien re: Petition for Appointment of Charter Revision Commission
2) Petition for Charter Revision Commission
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-120 Bolivia Street, VVillirnantJc, C;onnecticut 06226 Tel (860) 423-28eO

REGaD OCT 11 2005

Attorney Dennis O'Brien
dennis@08rienJohnsonL81N.GOm

Matthew Hmi
Assistant Town Manager
Town of Mansfield
Four South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268

October 14,2005 ,/',.ttomey .susan JchnSiJil

SUS2Iil@081-ienJohilSGIlLaw.colTl

Re: Petition for Appointment of Chmiel' Revision Commission

Dear Matt:

I have been informed that some Mansfield "voters" have been circulating a
petition "requestirig the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the
Charter" of the Town of Mansfield. The words set forth in quotation marks in the
preceding sentence appear on a sample page of a petition sent to me at my request by
Town Clerk Joan Gerdsen. A copy of the petition page is attached hereto. Previously,
Joan had phoned me to ask me in my capacity as town attorney for my opinion about the
legal sufticiency of the petition. Joan and I agreed that you and Marty Berliner should be
consulted before I begin to write. Later, you confirmed to me that the Town of Mansfield
needs my legal opinion on the proper way for citizens to petition for appointment of a
charter revision commission.

Section C701 of the Charter provides that "This Charter may be amended in the
maimer prescribed by law. The Connecticut Home Rule Act, sections Connecticut
General Statutes section 7-187, et seq., in paIiicular, C.G.S. section 7-188, is undoubtedly
the ;'Jaw" referred to in Charter section C701. Section 7-188(a) says in pertinent part that
"Any municipality, in addition to such power as it has under the provisions of the general
statutes or any special act, shall have the power to (1) adopt and amend a charter which
shall be its organic law and shall supersede any existing charter, including any
8l11endmentq thereto...." Then. section 7-188(h) begins: "Anv actioJ1 nursuant to.. ~ .., - .. ~.

subsection (u) of this section shall be initiated by a resolution adopted by a two-thirds
vote of the entire membership of the appointing authority of such municipality, or by
petition filed with the clerk of such municipality for submission to the appointing
authority and signed by not less than ten per cent of the electors of such municipality, as
determined by its last-completed registry list ...." Per C.G.S. section 7-187(a), the Town
Council is the "appointing authority" in the Town of Mansfield.

The only way a charter revision commission may be convened in the Town of
Mansfield or, for that matter, in any other town in the State of Connecticut, is by the
process expressly and specifically mandated in C,G,S. section 7-188, as quoted above.
Simply stated, there is no other way. In Board of Education orthe Town and BorouQ:h of
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Matthew Hart
Assistant Town Manager
Town of Mansfield
October 14,2005

Naugatuck v. Town and Borough ofNaugahlck. 58 Conn. App. 632, reversed, 257 Conn.
409, on remand, 70 Conn. App. 358 (2000), it ",vas held that the only valid manner in
which a municipality may amend its charter is to comply with the provisions of the Home
Rule Act, .and that a municipality may not waive provisions of the Act.

The Home Rule Act codified in the general statutes also sets forth a specific
"form of petition" which mllst be followed by anyone who ·wishes to petition per C.G.S.
section 7-188 "for adopting or amending a charter .... C.G.S. section 7-189 provides in
subsections (a) and (b) exactly what a chmier revision petition must say if it is to be valid.
The only discretion given to charter revision petitioners is in 7-189(G), which allows the
circulators to include "a list of general or specific recommendations for consideration by
such commission," in their petition, or not.

The sample petition page sent to me by the town clerk was provided to her by one
of the circulators of the petition. On its face, it clearly does not comply with the
requirements of section 7-189 of the general statutes. For one thing, it fails to include the
mandatory language required by section 7-189(b): "Each page of such petition shall
contain a statement, signed under penalties offalse statement as detlned in section 53a
17, by the person who circulates the same, setting forth such circulator's name and
address, and which shall be in the form as follows: 'Each person whose name appears on
this page signed the same in person in my presence and such person is known to me or
has satisfactorily identified himself to me.' Any page of a petition which does not contain
such a statement by the circulator shall be invalid."

The sample petition page says it is being presented "under the provisions of
Article III, Sections C309 and C3] 0 of the Charter of the Town of Mansfield and under
the provisions of Section 7-188, of the C01ll1ecticut General Statutes, ...." As shown
above, the petition does not comply with the specific requirements of section 7-189 of the
general statutes. As to sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter, the former provision
provides an oppOliunity for "voters" to review and possibly reject an ordinance passed by
the Council; the latter section permits "voters" to petition to enact ordinances or
resolutions by referendum. Both provisions require the co11ection of 200 valid signatures
of local "voters" before a town meeting in the case of C309, or referendum may result.
Potentia11y, the end result of both of these charter provisions may be an ordinance, or in
the case of C3] 0, a resolution as well. The creation of a charter revision commission is
not an ordinance, as defined in e.G.S. section 7-148(b), or a resolution. As noted above,
in C.G.S. sections 7-188 and 7-189 the legislature has clearly and specifically set f01ih
the only means by which a chmiel' commission or chmiel' revision commission may be
established.
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Matthew Hart
Assistant Town Manager
Town of Mansfield
October 14, 2005

The processes established by Charter sections C309 and C31 0, even if they \vere
applicable, which they are not, are notably different from the proper procedure for charter
revision established in the Home rule Act in the general statutes. For example, the charter
provisions allow "voters" to legally sign a petition. "Voters," defined by C.O.S. section
7-6, includes both "electors," i.e., town residents \\'ho are of age and who have registered
to vote, and nonresident owners of property w01ih more than $1,000. C.G.S. section 7
188(b) provides, however, that only "electors" may sign a petition seeking the
appointment of a charter revision panel. As a practical matter, it appears that the niost
significant differencebetyi:een the proper process set forth in the Home Rule Act and the
way the petitioners are apparently proceeding is the number of valid signatures required
by each. The prevailing state law, section 7-188(b) requires the valid signatures
of "not less than ten percent of the electors of such municipality," while sections C309
and C31 0 require only 200 valid signatures. On information and belief: there are about
9,000 or more electors in the Town of Mansfield, so the prevailing statute would require
a great many more signatures, approximately 900, albeit from a somewhat smaller pool
of potential signatories.

Though the \-vord "resolution" does not appear in the petition, reading between the
lines, it is possible to interpret the petition to implicitly request, per Chalier section C31O,
that the Council either adopt a CO.S. section 7-188(b) resolution creating a charter
revision commission, "or submit the same to the voters at a referendum to be held within
ninety (90) days of the Clerk's certification." But section C31 Oof the Charter requires
that any such proposed resolution be set forth "in full," which the subject petition does
not do. Even if it did, as noted above, in Board of Education of the Town and BorouQ:h of
NauQ"atuck v. Town and Borough ofNammtuck, 58 Conn. App. 632, reversed, 257 Conn.
409, on remand, 70 Conn. App. 358 (2000), it was held that the only valid manl1er in
which a municipality may amend its charter is to comply with the provisions of the Home
Rule Act, and that a municipality may not waive provisions of the Act. To permit town
"vnters" 1\) assume th,~ po\ver,reserved·by the Home Ru!e l\ct tD the "appointing
authority," i.e., the Town Council, "by a two-thirds vote of ... [its] entire membership,"
would constitute an illegal waiver of this important provision of the Home Rule Act by a
municipality, contrary to the Act and its judicial construction as set foiih in the
aforementioned NauQ:atuck case.

Any such waiver would subvert the intent of the legislature in enacting the two
specific alternative means for authorizing the formation of a charter commission, one by
a supermajority of the Council itself, and the other by petition, and would permit the
Town of Mansfield by its Charter section C31 0 to ignore the clear mandate of the
legislature established in the state law enacted for the purpose of permitting
municipalities to begin the process of creating charters in the first place, tl1at if a petition
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Matthew Hart '
Assistant Town Manager
Town of Mansfield
October 14,2005

is used as the implement to require convening of a charter commission, it be done in the
precise mUl1l1er set f011h in sections 7-188 and 7-189 of the general statutes, as more fully
stated above.. Moreover, all things considered, it is doubtful that the framers of the
Charter intended that the initiative authority provided by section C31 0 should ever be
invoked in any instance like this one in which enactment of a resolution by the Council
itself would have to be voted by a two-thirds l11~jority of the membership of the Council,

. a supermajority, rather than the tlfty percent plus one majority normally required to enact
a resolution.

For all of the foregoing reasons, if it is tiled with the town clerk, the attached'
petition should not require any official action by the Town of Mansfield other than for the
clerk to reject it as noncompliant with the law of the State of COlmecticut. Under the First
Amendment to the Constitution of United States, the petitioners are of course free,
nevel1heless, to informally submit the petition in its current form or in any form they
choose directly to the Council in an effort to persuade the Council to exercise its powers
under section 7-188(b) to vote "by a two-thirds vote of the entire membership of the
appointing authority of such municipality," and thereby unilaterally act as the Council is
authorized to do, without the need for a proper petition tiled per the requirements of
sections 7-188 and 189, to begin the charter revision process and proceed to empanel a
commission per C.G.S. section 7-190.

I hope this answers any questions you, the town manager, town clerk, or the
COLlncilmay have with regard to the petition and the proper procedures for initiation of
the charter revision process. If not, please let me know and I will be glad to try to resolve
any remaIl1ll1g Issues.

Very truly yours,

(. c{(; C/ {:. /:'!L
Dennis O'Brien
Attorney at Law

cc: Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager
Joan Gerdsen, Town Clerk
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L~··:'---"). /I 7-;X·(~.
f..'- ')

. T01<VN O~ .MANSiI'IELD . .~ 1 / /2 L.~
We, the Undel'Slgned voters of the Town ot Mansfield, hereby present thlS petitIon under
the provisions of Altic1e HI, Sections C309 and C310 oftlle Charter oftlle TO\;\,I11 of
Mansfield and under the provision ofSectioJ:l 7-188, of the C01mecticut General Statutes,
requesting tile appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
om names, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE
I

SIGl'·fATURE (SIGNATURES NAME (PRINT) MANSFlELD STREET ADDRESS
MUST BE IN INK)

-

.

AFFTDAV1T. Tolhmd County. State OfeOlliJ.e~,::ticut
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TOWN OF MANSFIE.LD
We, the unJersigneJ ,/olers of the Town of fvlansfield, herehy present this pelition under
the provisions of i\nicle J1], Sections CJ09 and CJ 1() of the Chaner nf the Town of
M':lilsIield and under the provision of Section 7- 188, of the Connect j,:ut Genernl Siatuies,
requesling the appointmern of;) cOlllmission to consider revisiolls to lhe CharIer, and we
certify ihat we ;[re voters of the To'Nn of i'ilansfield residing at the addresses set opposile
our name.s, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

D,<\" TE I SJGNATURE (SIGNATliRES
J\fUST BE IN lNK)

NA/vIE (PH1NT) MANSFJELD STREET ADDRESS

~~- . t2.(- '7 / '""
... 'I .' ,A J '""i""7.' I,

G;' c,. . ( .J.I VIU [) I I

c;/ /;'I"/~41r))'7r Uk'.

51 ndcL-kx--e rY-,
~e:;JL~ .. D~:;'i lid¥'
-.5.1)01 \LD'--)('/LLd.Q./I..)\,\ "'I~-L.LL t'n"'::JI(~r-- ~L-.I R-

9/.:x/or ,LL_.~)\/~...,.,.....,~""L ,Su~,,':\;.:DiNS~"~f' ~·t O-JA£..7U2.. 00,1<: ,,2;i:l-.

('1; .~ -lrtV om:.. y

L15t\ A. irJAf-P

/'JANC'! B/HJf/eLD ~77 Sfafford Rd.

j Jp';; ~ I

Wh~5 ~,L(i\J8 '\~. LC;LLU!.A- LClUrC\. ,IJ\.\ CL1\j' e( .3(1:) '0'ttCH"ns Rdt) .ttINs,f}t GT

I!OJ7/()5;~;t1-=- r~.---i.Z7~-- '~i~'\'~~ C.C-'-.\.k4 39.:<\~1"(' J {\.~I~J rv\,'1 \\(~'P \c\, t~
~f-ll2J( _' ''-'..- ( "\ , . ""_. I .

~AVIT, Tolla1'ld..C.mmty, State of COIU1ecilcut

/ ,--- - - / "1
I, ~3", 1::::...:.f/7J(J ,of 6"'1.411'1'",1 1", i./-!-d/c... ~7"'l'v~ U ,

being duly swom, deposes and says that he/she is a voter of the town on:;lansfleJd, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing peiition pagE:, that the said sigmltures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfaciorily identified to ihe
circulator, and thatal] signatures were obtained noi earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petiiion.

Signed 7:::,-,r;£i{,~i
I

Subscribed and sworn before me this
~) ,'; fl.;,>,r day of

-'Q-~ .
(, .. ('.·l.,'-L U_I
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TOWN OF i\L-\.NSJi'IELD
Wt, the undersigned voter:; of the TO'.Vll of IvL1I1sneld, hereby present this perition undel
the pnJVisions of Ar1id~ ]]1, SeetiLlns C309 and C310 of the CharIer of the Town of
lvlansJielJ and uncleI' the provisioll of Seer ion 7-183, orthe Connecricut (]ener<ll Statures,
requeslinl; Ihe appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, ancl ',',Ie

certify that \ve are voters of rhe Town of M~nsfielcl residing at the addresses set opposite
our mII11CS, and thai we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE SlGrlATURE (SICNATlJlmS
iYIUST BE IN lNK)

NAfvlE (PfUNT) IvL<l,NSF1ELD STREET ADDRESS

q\ ' ,., (\ ..\ /'.. ," -r, )~'7 .. _ .....\...-\J ...<..,....,D . Ii 'L t \vt·~·, . \. :; (\ 1'1 VI? I"J!. II:-~<'"

LII U (~L'~"'-l li.llt bJ

....-........

) ; ,.\ ,-;-) i I~ I ~.. t.-LeA' -r: _._j.,.~. i)

I. J /T ~':'//-i' .~.-\\

I IlLIi !l', (..l" /)///,///., -;-:.tI /'::r:\Jr.· V,',.
'. jG_.. .., I ('1.< !- ~'. ! \ .' -><:f·. i.V;:-

I

JQ.Cinn e. r\,l loti (ur\Q'j

/
L.! ,_-, ....e.-.

(J < u u. 1"\ ",-\rS\c,,'
1

-' { ",,; u ,; --::~ . /'" .-" " - Ii., I /. ., I"I I .. \ -,_. I., ~ K(-"-",,,I, .1L~ .)1...._';' 1-<1..',-_'::'. r c ....i" "·j.'.l - 'I 2. ("" A·~ _.__ L" -"-<.

~

'Dcl/.(,;/£tJ"f)r;ffi'/l ti, tAa..L&d- [,(ut.JL

(

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of COlUlecticut

I, J-~q £{lIL.,j , of [.)9 Ltn-,zMI..!l lJ1- J72>~ (/. ,O~,j,(,y
being duly SWOI'Jl, deposes and says that he!she is a voter of the town ofl\ilansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is knovm to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

L-jJ ,.)

Signed AL.J;t..- ~(/!JJ,,-,,'I:....1.'1-"-) _

J.)7/1 '/., c I" '1 -Subscribed and sworn before me this .;) I.- day of ;,/~l2··l-'.14 i'L( -,-DO)
)I)."! . (-l (-..p' ,

/;/ /;'";" .~ ...": -..-. .-/./ /- ~ /-.



TOWN OF i\L\.NSFJELD
\\le, the undersigned vOlers of the TOI,1i]"j iJJ Mansfield, hereby present [his petition under
the pm';isions of Arlicle i[J, Sections C309 and C3IO of the Charter oflhe To\vn of
lV!unslieid and under the provision of Section 7-138, of the Connecticut General Starutes,
requesting the ~1]Jpoinll1lent of a commission to consider revisions 10 the Charter, and we
certify that we are volers of [he Town of TvLmsIield residing at the addresses sel opposite
our numes, and lhM we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE SlmlATURE (SIGNATURES
j\JTJST BE: IN INK)

NAME (J'lUNT) rvlANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

C,1' ,..}-.' t.'-,......- - (,f'_r,..r1 ,,- /1. (~) r;ft? /', ""'j"" / L..//Y/?'J _ . /"---;::J (l-": ,~-! / 1../ It ICY "l. _ J ...:;> -i '=' Ii ,()... )

Subscribed and s\'!orn before me this

/\Jl
-. / ..

Cl/~ \r/;~J;L~J1'~ C. ,"l,t'1A i\JLC/~ ~~i\'I' t'l~ 1.1 A o.~;T2 '1 II'!:- 1;[1 t{; 'AI~Il{I ..,J (( <;l
!\ Ld~) ( 1.11 ~"" \, '\ \'\1 ,r- -:J. A.l" (f I-L. \J I -1 .\

~~1ill.?CL\~0i)( ~n'l~t V'(.·1/i- ..iCrl )v Il !'Yl{L\.'lO r] \ 1.0 ~~ r\13 ~') In L'l.(\ )lc~-

Ll 2"l1co\ ';L2HjJ"/i/c 71!cJt.,,,, J~\I'Vj(:S j\·lc Nt,J\/lf'! /~<.s f-h~!fju}I'JI) IiI'
,c'~IDAVIT Tolland County, State of Connecticut

J, --b~Stt £wrJ ,of rf9 J.iJlT8'Ie .z!L J)s' Ir'S. (,'/ qi.J;j,.IjJ,)
being duly swom, deposes and says thal he/she is a voter of the town ofMansfi~ld, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said si gnatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is lmown to, Dr satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petiti0Pr

t· .'. Lf. (.-. n JSigned p l pJ Ci.rffl:L'-":....:''--'=-... _

I '.......... '._

W~flo~ ~/1!t(1J'(ll.t!i.}:PJi/hl·/.Y!tf.(I l)t)m"(,'t7 t:6q,'J.HjJ!~(( ;2/ S(D71'fEdolf' (tt/l.t.-



TOWN OF MANS [i'iELD
We, the undersigned voters 0l'tl1e Town of iVlansfield, hereby presem this petition under
the provisions of Article III, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter of the TO'..1/n or
Idanslield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connectic.ul Geneml Statutes,
('equesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify that we are voters of the Tow11 of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more than once.

b 'e /".." /./ ,I'k;
If''/. I J.r.,.~!.. (.....~ 'q J::~.

ZO {C'I I IT I t7c: 7Jlli}t~

) ':; i._.} r" /) , -,'!J'--
I L: r--....a.. -/'r~

MANSFlELD STREET ADDRESS

..., '. , I---~'.,L.' i .,f'ih·,,··; ./c...r _to . ~:..---, __

1'f,!>.ME (PRINT)DATE SIGHATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN [NK)

~1 /;...,
I" ,/

~l+- IUQQ0,\1---=-1-D)\--J\.,~l, ~QllL('lc;"'~(t!p-.L\ ~\ l ell l'l"-\Ii ,\ c...P,r;:1 At I-il.- 1ri

q/1"7 ·~fi2(Lt21}~~Cl,{ltiLf/t( !{y,-lt2(nl{.(~ {''1a. li'v;
(I/n, 'Hi:. Cl.IJ1-~f(_JU;/'--'. nk, DlUt.',c(.l'1'

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut

I, /-;3 q £u-~ ,.J , of /(1 L,.r11'?l1'v 12L Jfr(IT, C-r:- (.lUiJ. r;t
being dulyswom, deposes and says that he/she is a voter of the to"'IJ; of Mansiield, and
that he./she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or ber presence, lhat each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

J. e
Signed iu./v /i'/14v~



TOWN OF I\IANSFIELD
We., the undersigned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article 1Il, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Chimer of the TO\'in of
IVlanslield and under the pl"O'/ision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a cOll1ll1ission to consider revisions to the Cha11er, and we
certify that we are voters of the Town of fvlansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that 'Ne have not 'signed this petition more than once,

D;\" TE SlGl'TATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST BE IN INK)

NAME (PRINT) !vlANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

\. j , }iq (...DN:--<"Il.e D/',

;'j Irb /It',[c...k',·</uZfz...--.. -!h" JT2.0 hr-lv n _S1trrS, cr D &.- '- b ~l

AFFIDAVlT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut

I, Lr5, £CiJurJ ,of H h·r;-q;\1., il., - ,Jju;')~ C/ cN,L4'¢

being duly sworn, deposes and says thal helshe is a voter of the town of Mansfield, and
that helshe is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identitJed to the
cireulator, and that all signatures were obt<lined not eadier than six months prior to the
.tiling of the petition, }, ,

i - (/.. .
Signed ';/.LUv' itrJ1J

,), 777 / +- ,I,

Subscribed and sworn before me this ,:) {.I day of )i1..i1i.·'kc.r:>L.cL
J:....L; 2005

1" . ./ ; .
/).·-VI ' jl \.p 14 5 i

."/ / I (Loll-/' ,:/:' , ()', /L,



Signed

TOWN OF iliANSF1ELD
\Ve, Ihe Llndersi gned voters of the Town of Mansfield, hereby present this peli tion under
tlie provisimlS or Article Ill, Sections C309 and C31 ti or the Chaner of the Town of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7-1 SS, of the ConnecticUlIJenw:d Statutes,
requesting Ihe appoimmcnt of a commission to consider revisions to the Charler, and we
cenify thatw.:: are voters of the Town ofi\'Jansfield residing aI the addresses s'ot opposite
our names, and that '.'ie ha'iE ned signed this petition more than once.

DATE Sj(JN.,l..TURE (SlGNATUHES NAME (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS
iVlUST BE IN INK)

(1/1,'"1' ·,1 ,"., ;1/)' ID' I l) //'7" ·n .., '. ;.7 ..r.,.'
J JI Cu'/l ,.- J ) ({~V'ilr- il U)//\ C----, IL '-SUI\) Lf / IULl/'J~' ..f.i.......

r:i /1 '-'·(:·'·;'~:H::~ft/~:i");;'(j·) ':,d;u!\ <17::'r}-\F;;({~jT'1 ,::ALI) ~:;I-{(j1lJ15 O{;~£J
;"(7!-;);(/" l/'i ,i/., / .. J ~'l/ ./~j" /'j ' ..' ,,,/,/ -.

=-(?~5 -.-".. l'~:&}'/.f--0l{f/c ..;t--eL'-:7?-L-- V//'I/ C J,r'C·,<:::..:fCy:..) ''7 '7,-VA':";';?;"": ,('E.. /(e--/Zr.",.,,,~ c i..1

'ciJ;( / ~llp~( 1Z..J\ 'YJju-.'fL" tro'1\SC[\ ~'9!J C~~ ~eU;I&L Jti _\ifur-r-.'i

9/ I,~ !:~ \~L(.\ t.\ '1~--' £( t L\ \) \""_ f -; "r \~l \1, l.\ yl \ (. ~', (:u.tq
I

'1. i {,;, 61....; ,;'-t.-.>-- I~' . dL ..t'-'- 6..1. ·,;,nc. ;.5:...( - JI. .<:...i~,~ 7 c: c~:(,- 1-('..u 1':.-•. , jlc.:,~r ,,,-((-,

AFFfDAVIT, Tolland County, Stale of Connecticut

J 1--t!o'7 £/OIJ of I>tl hn?J.JiJ Dr. Jilllrj [T,J(..:J.(,'J'
~ , () ( I , l

being duly sworn, deposes and says that he/she is n voter oflhe town off.iIallsfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, thaI the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is Imown to, or satisfactorily ide.ntified to the
c.irculalor, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

/1
L ..P·· r'· j
7 J,. . '~~](J\..Ad.! I.L..·· I t'--...(-tt~".·~L",-- _

Suhscribed and s'.vorn bdore rne this 20115



TOWN OF l\L\NSFIE LlJ
We, the undersigned voters of the Town or IvI::lIlstieIJ, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article llf, Sections Cl09 and C31 0 of the Charter of the Town of
lvlans~e1d and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to cOllsider revisions to the Charler, anc;l we
certify that we are voters of the Town ofManstield residing atlhe addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have nDt signed this petition more thun once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
MUST I3E IN INK)

NAME (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

AFFlDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut

I, l... ':SCi b...iVI....J , of j:;"9 !t.'m:i1A.l fl. / J;lJrr{ cT O,&J....4}
being duly sworn, deposes and says that helshe is a voter of [he town of Ivlansfield, and
that helshe is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, thal each signer is known lO, or satisfactorily identified to the'
circulator, and that illl signillures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
liIing of the petition.

1
'-/' .. (c,I/ )

Si~lled r-i'.L/.L-' [j,{£""'_"-''''''- _

Subscribed iJnd S'Norn before me Ihis

r}1/J ~,:? '_1J . 47/"/,,1' /..-;' L.·' c' ~.I cP. l' <.._____
I,·,:~,~.(,[~~~;.~t:/l~\" .r..:.r_~.f .---



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters of the Town of lvIunsfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of .A.rticle 1H, Sections C309 and C3l 0 ofLhe Charter ofLhe Town of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7· J88, of the Connecticut General StatUles,
requesting the appoint;nent of a commission to consider revisions to tlle Charter, and we
certify Ulat we are voters of Lhe To'.'m of Mansfield residing at Lhe addresses set opposite
our,nanlCS, and that we have not signed Lhis petition more tbun once.

DATE ,S GNATURE (SIGNATURES NAt.fE (PRlNT) tvL-'J'lSFlELD STREET lcDDRESS
i, MUST BE IN INK)

Qh'f-Io' '~.ti",~I]"!l?f;.~,\.J fl lll1G6\ev',s!J6.d t!J D3yc.GlJ1lDl'e a:r.Skr-I-d'
IQ!i1kj')/t'Zit] "Hft'tt-J),>Cfl.; IXl1fLjS Bh"l:;L,i/,j I)) (4::q"".i~JL q/JI'Y

1'1 }~~'~utr:lC).?!ll lC'!9ERT}f LJ leI" :.i';F L='lIf-tJ'I!'-·£t ,0..
II G,~,. '/1 • -ec+Jf uS C/HJ Ln71Fr 33'1 clc.:,ite.t../z--OJ I?;

.. ~- V I '1/' I
1/ l "il/he,!!&.. {;GIJ-'tt<.', C a ",I, II.: FOI.:{.I.,·\ 13 A .I'coL 0. ".'0'''':/)1. I1v,'''''

I, A"i:'1-t~Vft.·"!.M ((~}(,,~}Er/-! 'fOtW'(vJ (~-;f- ')Vr')Lfi,.rfr-,~,1</ )lO'z,,-I(,

f-/I lfL"LQ/ ~~I.~m-t{, biL\.Vlt: ']rJ[1cI.L/ 19 liN-It lcu~1!- skn-s
'GIl Crlti:-'I Y}\~{:;r;~, M\\~f~, JI,M, \\r,1I tl.~ bli! (f-R '~\O(1()[e1 v,dkJ::cl ~1DW5-
'J;(171IJr ;/a':;Q () r/l.o.11G--,.:I1I1.f{ I I,<) fl, '?f?Of£1 If~ ,C':.,--or< p,. )10 is'

cl/ I'IIP:,; jlt~.&j{u../ "M, 6: .[",--,'" ML\+\Io"'J ~l, V;,.;\ )r.V' I! I) 5'!Lih.II"il,l~ M. 5Lf,')
19-- (1~~ ;(J~-;.r.. ~.~QPpL ~ ~;·L(.,iA''l~[k/Rtt f-1f~R If Jd... R,.t~-"~:Ol}. ~J..

I) /8. C' .- /Zlaf2 f!2..",t-!\'( A~l'.(C. 111 1"/ t~ /Lr D·s i-i r: n~'l {j (1 E, IJf~''-...
J .- U '. I

c..J/I~/~, /...-....--1-__+ .R...-&-!'4.1f !ioiJ;c.rl '<;''J'TJI--rf-.-- It, - B "'11":"",,, fU ,;; "r,r->; C,7

9Aqji)·'- C"'~ """"C ,"2 r!·I..'!-I'C Co "'r! I 1?')J"r' ,..:y.. 11- r.• 05\. ,',; "I' (/." Di' r i---C:; /' rj'

L) / ;1 Jl)<: Q\'",(ieJlo, ((), I.tL~.}~~L .( \i -:>( \.2c l\·I:J,3d..J,\iLl

- '!. I " r'.·"

AFF~VIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticui , ...... ),

" /?[ ""'5" , "\.'0 3
I, ,/'0 np Ij:-"} a VI ;;hLirz1<" of 31/. r.. I ,- ,'.-0 ~,- -I'e.. y
being duly sworn, deposes and says that helshe is avoter fthe town oIIvlansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identilied to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than si:, monLhs prior to the
liling ofJl'i1:tetilion,

Signed\{/p-A.L1/...J&LrL1t.'J ~tL.·h/
.'""":'-; I ~-; (i i

Subset.lb~d ~nd sworn P'14 8~his 2-w "'''day or '-"1'TL ,,,,.'1.i'-(,., 2005

../,{J,., '_ (":,, I, i,: i"" .



TOWN OF iVIANSFIELD
We, the undersigned voters oflhe Town of Mansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article m, Sections C309and C310 of the Charter of the Town of
Mansfield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointmem of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
eertify that we are voters of the Town of Mansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and thaI we have not signed this petition more thpn .onee.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
l'vnJS1'. BE IN INK)

N.~JvIE (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

Y.'\·'1-\· l .-<'9"':'" ,,;~:"/, J i . j!'zl ~/i~;:I~'7t(-. ...::. \ ~ r
I' [}} ·o/{t.j:,l'.LCZ H-,:pj·J-:CiVl// /'t(lL~"J':."\ )'7 Silo f(r.h:I(;\ l.vQf'·

\~.j" /._ . v ., '. I - _. . .'" , .

~ h~:-t:.,,,...r1:.i:;l.',(~/·t..- /i"':":L"~,,,' (;;·1..A2/£.<; .:I.'k, .),.1..1.> I_i. Il).f.Sl-.

~1 /;t!O) \,~c..h( (.K'\PL/'\rJ Vl~rC:,R L.. '~PLH\ .-'0 f'-\C,-~;r\ci1~~~l,lc1L:

1;L..//w ;(t".',(\~T fo'/ <\.,j._.i~ l{'d"\'Il!..\- vl-lfr'co i i..-l\:...:'l\-l..(,oop\<J:'"l

d~,;!./~_4· li..j:4.l .<k.'U.+tb· !:JETTY d. 5EIlI/£-2.· .1j.,fI...(.VJ~ );.4· L~ cL
~. . -:7 _, . d v

('/:;, /:::., t- Fr; .)'(. 7--£"~''''1-L\ .,.'>-, 'R·ll·i., hk ," (:\;10;" n. ~ I S '\.c, (~;1, (,1). __
91. {I. ,J

. (J)~'{G-S'-- h.~tL ~~'-rj Lt.~eJ~Ct.. .._ /.:-: th I:~.I (:() II", I ~i I({\ r' tJ /~}-- ~~~' ('J t -,q.. A-, ;'.7- t-?J.' . f:,/l~
1 " I 1

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut

1,1[, \3 f. t; in n,') hCln1. .of IS 17 r'=jc f! !"i')l.'J'E' en-,) 5)-0 i-l~~
being duly sworn, deposes and says ti,al he/she is a voter bfthe town of Mansfield, und
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, thai ti,e said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is knovm to, Dr satisfactorily identified to ti,e
circulator, rUld that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of '~e petition.

. /\, I:?j. ,1 )
SIgned ./ ." A:~ iJ2i LtL··~i\.·7 .. ....;}I.-."\J,.Tr --.'
SUblt';ib;;d' and:'.'Icp.14 gTIc/his 2,C,+t'-day of 'Se:.e.j.,.... I,"JH':..L. 2005

.···1 i). ,.i ..-I'i(I1,.



TOWN OF j\IANSFIELD
lilc. the undersigned voters of the TO\\ln ofManslield, hereby present this petition under
the provisiuns of Article lIT, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter of the TO\vn of
l\1ansfield and under the provision of Section 7-1 S8, of the Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Chalier, and we
certify that 'Nt are voters of the Town o[ Mansfield residing at the [lddresses set opposite
our names, and that we ha',1e not signed this petiti,)n more than once.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATURES
i\llfST DE IN INK)

'NAME (PRINT) MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

v '

,--
. ',....; C"'f. ).'1'1 OI"L '"

I

AFFIDAvn, Tollnnd County, Stnte of COlUlecticut

I,.JCen Ec.{S ICtn:,Jrct-rcA , of /3 J) )~ '1/;\ - t7n'v'l2 "::")-(1 n--R
being duly swam, deposes and says that he/she is a v ter of the town of Mansfield, and
that he/she is th~ circui~tor of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is Imown to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six 1110l1ths prior to the
filing Of(-rl1e petitio.n. . /

, .k 12 p 0. /
Slgned .c::1J::'L.-'t.:l.J!. ,7:57 //"'7V7A-u../--.....-"

SUbs;;:i:'ed and sworn before l;lC this 1{,t-t\.. day O[S"l,,}t t,'G):L-c...,_. 2005

...·~Li/_,_ 1 . ()_ . ..P- 1 5DiLl---
111r:.li(.p. "I:' i1,,;> p.::''',r>~ 1\T ·~ 1"1._1 l'



TOWN OF ivIAN,sl,mLD
\Ve. the undersigned voters of the TO\vn on,,[ansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article \fl, Sections C309 ,and C31 I) of the Charter of the Town of
iVlansIield and under the provision of Section 7·188, of the Connecticut General Slatutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify tho.t we are VOlers of the Town of !v[o.nsfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this I=<:tition more than once. '

l-/.{.',

MANSFIELD STREET ADDRESSNAME (PRINT)DATE

.~. (1

'----,/---J-----L--L..+_~::=T.--'-----L-f-.-c..-!,-i(-J-lC:t)0c,;:;"i:J.<

.'

2.005

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, State ofConr; ~ticul

I, /1,1 r:. ,.../-;;.J' ('5:,1;) r) , of _.Ilf,"t.'1-ff(;;//
being duly 5\,;;0111, deposes and says that he/sl;e is a voter of tbe'town of tdanstield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the so.id signatures were
made in his or her presence, tho.t each signer is known to, or satisfactorily idenli tied to the
circulator, and that 0.11 signatures were oblain,'d not earlier than six months prior to the

~ling of the peti~~7)

:Slgned ~-'!r:::::-::'r'-"-----
\I

Subscrib:~L~ndsworn bdOF6111;.e lhis /. '-7' day or
..... , .. ( ./

1. .r;:~:1 I-x' (/-,0' .X 1 5 1 c' -,_j



TOWN or MANSFIELD
'.'/e, the undersigned voters of rhe TO'....n of lvlnnsfJeld, hereby present this petition under
the prDvisicns I)f Article Ill, Sections C309 and C31 aof the Charter of the TO\\l1 of
i.,.lansfield and under the provisi'ln of Section 7-183, of the COl1J1ecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider re'Jisions to the Chaner, and we
certify that we are 'Joters of the To','m oflvlanstie.ld residing at the addresses set opposile
our names, and that we have not signed rhis petition more th!lJ1.~nce.

DATE SIGNATURE (SIGNATUnES
MUST HI!: IN INK)

N.'''.ME (l'RlNT) MA1'lSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

I
/cFFlDAVIT, Tolland County, State of Connecticut

I,~ LLJ-e n~ie.( ,of ID S ~CCU"Ch.J:LJJn~ Up..
being duly sworn, deposes und says thnt he/she is a voter;; tbe to".'11 of Mansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that tbe said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identilied to the
circulator, and that aJl signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition. . .

Signed /···1Z"f·J~r?.( ti:/.J'_l(..::?/'/)
I 7 j J

Subscribed and s\.'Iom bezre me this IL./-ttt doy of D~+u I.ot.l.-
J ~ J II

) I} 1/ ./ II l1..A.-.---
---L-':J-ll~ '\ .._~ . ./ _-G

Justice of the Peace, Notary Publ ie, or commissioner of the Superior Court

,::, t, c-I' nJ A, Se../I e..1,·S .

P.152

2005



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
'.\ie, the undersigned voters of the TOl)ll1 oflvlansfield, hereby present this petition under
the provisions of Article m, Sections C309 and C3 ]0 of the Charter of the Town of
Ivlanstield and under the provision of Section 7- ]88, ofthe Connecticut General Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to the Cbarter, and we
certify that we are VOTers of the Town oflvlansf1e1d residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and that we have not signed this petition more th!Jj1 once.

'.J

91J5lc6'f-- ,Q-Mel {ttY.PetA~ 1)£e,e~ 11- C+)L(J)/jl/l-

DATE SIGNATURE (SfGNATURES
MUST BE IN INK)

NAME (I)HINT) !vlANSFlELD STREET ADDRESS

Q'ij G,,,,dl"'h""( ir-ls-l-s
C'n,'~ 1,.4 \f; It c.. lJl:l.
}-/ Lf ForE5-r if! Clad.

5·-I-Cl,,·r5 C T

AFFlDAVIT, Tolland County, State of COlmecticut

I, ~1JI1-!-1 G-!tLJL.lc..~ ,of cSfDn3 Cf ,
being duly sworn, deposbs and says that he/she is a 'Iot~r of the town of Mansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, that each signer is kno'NIl to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and that all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of the petition.

S;,n,d L":,, ~~ ~-~
/ \- -iJL If")

Subscribed and d'om before me this d.O· day of C{!.J::,l:f:-"L 2005
,...Ii. Ir-...-( '-'IF 1 53

~ll(}1J'IL' 'J-_\b;)Qb,f·{ .\J' I



TOWN OF j\IANSFlELD
We, the undersigned VOlers o[ the Town of Mansfield, hereby presenllhispetition under
the provisions of Article Ill, Sections C309 and C31 0 of the Charter of Ihe Town of
[v[anstield and under the provisIOn of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut Q':neral Statutes,
requesting the appointment of a commission to consider revisions to tile Chaner, and we
certify that we are voters of the TOI\ln of ~i!ansfield residing at the addresses set opposite
our names, and thm we have not signed this petition more lhan once.

DATE SIGNATURE(SfCNATLJRES I
MUST BE fN INK)

NAME (PIUNT) fvlANSFIELD STREET ADDRESS

AFFlDAVIT, Tolland County, State of COImecticut

.••• ; . ,..,' / 1 , ·1 /'. / /
I, i L •• :..1' ·'iL) '._.iht;' I/I"'! j ,of-:'-/-l.·/_··~·-,,-l"{_'1-=.s:c./-,-~.I_J::",-/""Q:~·~ -,.--__

being duly sl~orn, deposes and says that h~/she is a voierofthe town of Mansfield, and
that he/she is the circulator of the foregoing petition page, that the said signatures were
made in his or her presence, lhat each signer is Imown to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulator, and thai all signatures were obtained not earlier than six months prior to the
filing of thepetition.

} "of .1

Signed •... t·:: L:j· ,-...,.·y·;~;;,~·~,=-:::-:--=>

Subscri be~i.\B111·d sworn beforp~.this,7\L}TH
y 1 P.154

.....r.;; ,/ '·-·l,~.·'-··'l 1'1,1'-' ....

day of OC+~,.lll"1'-- S\{ggtJN TYLER

NOTARY PUBLIC



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
\\le, the undersigned voters ur lhe TO'.'ln or IVlansfield, hereby present this pelition under
the provisions DC Article HI, Sections C309 E\nd C31 0 of the Ckl1ier uf the Town of
Manstield and under the provision of Section 7-188, of the Connecticut (Jeneral Statutes,
requesting the appointment of acoll1mission to consider revisions to the Charter, and we
certify lhat we are volers of the Town ofMansfleld residing at the addresses set opposile
our names, and lhal we have not signed this petition more than once.

DATE S[GNATURE (SIGNATURES t.JA~.'~E (PlUNT) ~...[ANSF[ELD STREET ADDRESS
MUST BE IN INK)

all-'"1 ·:1.a ,----::--,,(/ /" - \ob,-..-...- ("-'\c(:-.~ne. .. !Jl '::1 ...........rc·" "r-e .n"',/';- \ ~c= '''''''''iJ.,d IC"-' -"'""=-m -"YJ..!9P~rI
,/ 1 / \~ . r-_)

lo/fLj aJ.,."t/,.L.:1 loll -27~1~:;Z' ,1/,"iHi I(?.. 111/. ;:,flJ?.. P--I.!.· .. ,Le[l/",Jo.--/ ~-;-c,.;l):1,{":6.

1C1/~~ (~fllQtc~~ Iftll1JttCrvNJ lo~ I~t\wl'b{){ rIP, n 11C\ujj:J101~oI16_.. _ ..(~ . S" Joe.

... ,-:;,/)..y w? \[)C7~ (-::/1 t?1>-I 7)i?;~~ :</7' t~ 1.,,:~V,'c.L..f" (7i).-, -iLJ:J Ie. I';:;.~ ..-jr .. /

/210"; .- ;/f- ..... {) -,
I ,\j"c.'1 ////j'!...2: ~ r(C.:,"f "lL/i-J....t<.--... .J::,tr::-,-. 4 i/hh..,.,USI.Ji...J .)'1 /~'{.i..;/A..)j)4CP /~.it~

I
\-._---- _. I

,

--

AFFIDAVIT, Tolland County, Slate of Connecticul

I, f110rrl 1Ip,{jnd~L_, of ~i...AI-1VJ-,-,S£",-,-,·-e",-"t~·~ _
being duly sworn, deposes and hays that he/she is a voter of the town of Mansfield, and
that Ife/she is thecircu[ator of the foregoing petition page, thal the said signatures were
made in his or ber presence, that each signer is known to, or satisfactorily identified to the
circulalOl, and that a][ signatures were obtained "at earlier than si,: months prior to the

tiling Ofr\pelition. -n;I

Signed~p:1.'~WLL ''- / _~', .
Subscribed}nd swnll\~:(J'~ me lhis 11'1/ day of L.. (';7C6-t I~

. ,./ /' .. - '..!/ ....
I.,. <,.;/t~ '. ( ..~y. P 1 5 5
~:;~~I,,}: \~-~['':{..~~'~'LL_~. _
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Hem # 11

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

.J:G~IJ GmJnr;tl. /' . _
/L t/'i.

L
-(:,;.. //.:).:........{:'::..;_...,I-... --

Martin Berriner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Jeffrey Smith, Director of Finance
November 14, 2005
Email Registration Service

Subject Matter/Background
As the town council has requested, town staff is working to develop an email registration
service to enable citizens and other interested persons to automatically receive copies
of agendas, minutes, press releases and other materials online.

The town's information technology office has developed a demo program, which is
currently under review. We will review this new service with the town council once it is
closer to completion. This should occur some time over the next few months.

Also, the town council had suggested that we ask Mansfield students to develop a name
for the new program. We will refer this recommendation to the school administration,
and request suggestions from the students.
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Item #12

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Io~n Cou_90il ".•- /1.../, ,'.' --,./, i' • ,--./
.. ·/,..... -{,L -'L- , ..)t"t.·Lfi.-- t .....--·

MartIn Berliner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Mary Jane Newman, Day Care Director
November 14, 2005
2006 Child Day Care Grant Application

Subject Matter/Background
Attached please find excerpts from the town's Child Day Care Contract Application to
the Connecticut Department of Social Services to provide funding for the Mansfield
Discovery Depot. The award for the calendar year 2006 will be $244,348. As detailed
in the contract application, the Discovery Depot is seeking funding to provide five slots
for full-time infant and toddler care, and 35 slots for full-time preschool care.

Recommendation
Staff requests that the town council authorize the town manager to execute the contract
application and subsequent contract, which provides the bulk of the funding for the
operation of the Mansfield Discovery Depot.

The following resolution is suggested:

Resolved, effective November 14, 2005 that the Town Manager, Martin H. Berliner, is
empowered to enter into and amend contractual instruments in the name and on behalf
of the Town of Mansfield, with the Department of Social Services of the State of
Connecticut for a Child Day Care program for the Mansfield Discovery Depot and to
affix the corporate seal of the Town.

Attachments
1) Excerpts from 2006 Child Day Care Grant Application

P.159



CHILD DAY CARll: CONTRACT APPLICATIONIDATAFORM
'1E?3TIF~~nsC:?iif#S&?l'"FM~ 5 SqUiB ~ -&S'"itta:.s;;;;5i!\tf... ~""'3W~5i6i £ .. ltliltit:!E5OS:I:!:2:I'55¥'" ""'F1m!OS!'f~~

(PLEASE SIGN AND DATE AS APPROPRJATE - correcting incorrect al1d adding missing information)

Contractor's Name: Town ofMansfield (hereinafter referred to as Mansfield)

Street Address: Four South Eagleville Road

City: Mansfield

Telephone Number: (860) 429-3336

FEIN Number: 06-6002032------------

State: CT Zip: 06268-2574

Fax Number: (860) 429-0646

Fin. Mgmt. Td:__-,a_6D_S.::..-S__3__aO__l~Q__T__

Name of Authorized Signatory: Mmiin H. Berliner-----------------------
Title of Authorized Signatory: Town Manag"er

-------""-------~-----------

Authorized Signatory e-mail address: to\vnmanager@jmansfieldct.org

Name, Title and e-mail address of Matthew Hart, Assistant To\V11 Manager,
Mansfield's Contract Contact: hartmw@mansfieldct.org

---~------""--------------

Name ofMansfield's Finance Director: Jeffrey Smith---"----------------------
Title ofMansfield's Finance Director Finmice Director--=-:..:.::;c:.:...:....:....:::....c:"--'~ -'-- _

The Town of Mansfield wishes to provide the following number of child care slots for the service "catego
ries of care" identified:

a. 5 slots of full time infant and toddler care "":-i # of weeks..,- ---
b. 35 slots of full time preschool care >;1- # of weeks

c. 0 slots of wraparound infant and toddler care # of weeks

d. 0 slots of wraparound preschool care # of weeks

e. a slots offlill-time school age care # of weeks

f. a slots of part-time school age care # of weeks

The child care slots identified above will be provided at the facilities listed below as identified by Depart
ment of Public Health (DPH) license number(s

please mark each box that applies
DPH l\'leets Ace.

Lie Number center Infant/Toddler Preschool School Age 1Req.
1. 13856 mdd 'E( IQ' 0 Accredited

2. 0 0 0 0
... 0 0 "0 0J.

4. 0 0 0 0
5. 0 0 0 0
6. 0 0 0 0
7. 0 0 0 0
8. 0 0 0 0
9. 0 0 0 0

10. 0 0 0 0
II. 0 0 0 0
12. 0 0 0 0

f is accredited or a Pl'Ogram Description has beell.fllt!d wilh the accrediiing agenc)'

(approved 10/05)
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CHILD DAY CARE CONTRACT APPLICATIONIDATA FORM
~~'''5iRi'Hi'S25i'• .'.....y sa !U5!lzWiSHd "'''5'%t!!! _ S .,.~ W, iiEaR$ • FStS5,"?3 .... itl....,..",1X'iE"'S -=e &&~"'!!5'ie 16 __ !..::::r=9

(PLEASE SIGN AND DATE AS APPROPRlATE - correcting incorrect mu/ adding missing illformatioJi)

TOTALUNITS

SUBTOTAL ~$ __

$ 244,348.00

Weekly Total $

Number of Weeks x

Weekly Total $

Number of Weeks x

$61.10

$54.80

$0.00

SUBTOTAL $

Number of Weeks x

Weeki Total $

$0.00

$0.00

SUBTOTAL $

Number of Weeks x

Weeki Total $

$0.00

$0.00

Weeki Total $

SUBTOTAL $

SUBTOTAL $

Number of Weeks x

$40.80

$45.30

$53.10

$59.70

$126.10

$0.00

$113.20

$126.10

$113.20

$165.90

$147.40

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$288.462

$288.462

$444.231

$444.231

$288.462

$288.462

$444.231

$444.231

$0.00 $0.00

$288.462 $126.10

$288.462 $113.20

$444.231 $147.40

$444.231 $165.90

MAXIMUM RATE CONTRACT RATE

GRAND TOTAL (lines 9+18+27+33+39) ,.U/lIIJ /0/,,11" /,," /1"",.,,/ "h,,'. doll",.

ft)

School Age (Accredited)

School Age (Title 1)

School Age (Std)

40

~~~~~~~~~~~===d==~=$o.O:-";0,,-l- ..3.$.:..:O.,:,,:OO:.....J.. --If-- _

(approved 10/05)
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SAMPLE
CERTIFIED RESOLUTION OF CONTR~CTOR

(to be typed on the letterhead ofthe contractor
and

ttl he S~r;11 ed in hIll r! in Ii)

I, John Q.Public Title of To,;-m/City Name, a

Connecticut municipality (the lVContractor"), DO HEREBY certify

that the following is a true and correct copy of a resolution

duly adopted at a meeting of the Governing Body of the

Contractor duly held and convened on July 12, 2005 , at which

meeting a duly constituted quorum of the Governing Bod~ was

present and acting throughout and that such resolution has not

been modified, rescinded or revoked and is at present in full

force and effect:

RESOLv~D: That the Chief Elected Official or Authorized

Administrative Official, Mary Doe , is empowered to enter into

or amend contractual instruments in the name and on behalf of

Town/City Name, with the Department of Social Services of the

State of Connecticut for a Child Day Care program if such an

agreement is offered and to have the corporate seal affixed to

all documents required as a part of any offered agreement.

IN WITN~SS WHEREOF, I have affixed my signature and the

corporate seal this 14 th day of July ,20 05 _"

--fbk 2. Puttie
John Q. Public, Title
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MINUTES

Mansfield Advisory Committee on Persons with

Disabilities

Regular Meeting - Tuesday Sept. 27, 2005

2:30 PM - Conference Room C - Audrey P. Beck Building

I. Attendance: S. Thompson (staff), T. Miller, Wade

Gibbs

II. There being no quorum of members, an informational

meeting was held, and all regular business was tabled

until the Oct. 25 meeting.

III. Suggestions for future planning, to be reflected on the
MACPD Annual report to the Town, included: follow
up on accessibility and usage of the Community
Center by persons with disabilities; continued support
of efforts aimed at inclusion of residents with
disabilities in all aspects of community life including
.employment, housing, recreation and municipal gov
ernment; and continued collaboration with the
tVlansfield Downtown Partnership to ensure.that the
design of the new Storrs downtown encourages
access and use by all residents.

IV. Suggestions for future program presentation included
information regarding cornmunity disaster planning
with re~larcl to persons \P.i6 3 special needs. ~John



Jackman will be contacted and invited to present
Mansfield's plan to the Committee.

The informational session adjourned at 3:15 PM.

Respectfully submitted,

Sheila Thompson
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MINUTES

Mansfield Advisory Committee on Persons with

Disabilities

Regular Meeting - Tuesday June 28, 2005

2:30 PM - Conference Roorn C - Audrey P. Beck Building

L Attendance: K. Grunwald (staff), S. Hasson, T. Miller,

J. Sidney, Susan LaPlume (guest, Juniper Hill)

II. Approval of the Minutes for the Meeting of May 24,

2005: The minutes were approved with the following

correction on page 1, Section IV.b.: "J. Sidney has

been unable to locate a chair which would address

her needs, and she indicated that there is a dearth of

good chairs ... "

III. New Business

a. ADA Coalition/COD Network ~ 15th Anniversary

COlTlmemoration of ADA announcement: K.

Grunwald announced that there will be a ceremony

to celebrate the 15th anniversary of the signing of

the A~Di\ at the state t:~r)itol on 7/26.
P.165



b. Zoning Application - special permit- Button Box

. Fine Arts and Crafts Center, 287 Gurleyville Road ,

Mansfield Center - (report being prepared by

DeWolf for 7/5/2005 zoning hearing): no

discussion.

c. Community Education: K. Grunwald will submit an
article to WAM Horizons on the topic of "people
first language", and will also have this prepared as
a hand-out at the Know Your Town Fair.

IV. Old Business.

a. Membership update: Susan LaPlume from Juniper
Hill has an interest in joining and attended this
meeting. S. Hasson has notified MCNR that we
would like a representative on this committee, and
Patty Hope of the Senior Center has recommended
Dexter Eddy. K. Grunwald will contact Mr. Eddy.

b. Update on ADA compliance - Community Center
An email was included in the packet from Stan
Kosloski on this issue. J. Sidney, K. Grunwald and
Curt Vincente met with Mr. Kosloski at the
Community Center to review the problems with the .
shovver. J. Sidney has requested a bench with a
back, which may solve this problem.

C. CT Real Choice update: K. Grunwald reported that
the regional meeting in Mansfield was cancelled
due to poor pre=registration. There will be a .

. statevvide meeting helrl in September.
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d. People First Language - Mernbers felt that it is
important as a committee to educate the community
about issues such as this. There was a suggestion
made to prepare a brief to the governor around this
issue. Members were asked to think about this and
come to the next meeting with ideas about how to
proceed with this issue.

e. Representation of MACPD at Know Your Town
Fair: T. Miller agreed to spend some time at the
Social Service table with K. Grunwald to distribute
handouts on People First Language and MACNPD.

Meeting adjourned at 3:20 PM

Respectfully submitted,

Kevin Grunwald
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Attendees:

Absent:

Ma11JsI.ite'lclf ]B'\OfaI'Gf ef Ednc'ati€liti..Me:enng.
'5'. . .I!; . . "Do. '. r,:'Qi i)iil'mr::'.' .1eJp.i.t::e:mili\tier ~7/, ....i,t1.~~.K].r

.. .' :Milft..mti.es" .-
William Simpson, Chair, lY1ary Feathers, Vice Chair, April Holinko, Secretary,
Dudley Hamlin, Min Lin! lYIary Perry, Shamim Patwa, Superhl.tendent
Gordon Schimmel, Board Clerk, Celeste Griffin
John Thacher arrived at 7:40, Christopher Kueffner arrived at 7:42

1.

II.

III.

rv.
V.
VI.

VII.

VIII.

Call to Order

The meeting was called to order at 7:40 p.m. by Jvrr. Simpson! Chair

Approval of Minutes from the 6/9/05 Meeting (lVI)

MOTION by Ms Perry! seconded by Dr. Patwa to approve the minutes of the 6/9/05
meeting with one correction: lYrary Perry- was incorrectly noted as absent: VOTE:
Unanimous.

Hearing for visitors - None.

Communications - None.

Additions to Present Agenda - None.

COTImuttee Reports - Ms Feathers reported that the Personnel Committee has
information on negotiations to bring before the Board during Executive Session. Mr.
Simpson reported that Rene Miller has accepted the invitation to serve on the School
Facilities Study Committee. He is waiting for a response from Jon Pelto.

Report of the Superintendent

A. Welcome to MlVIS German Students - Jeffrey Cryan! PrincipallYIansfield rvIiddle
School, introduced students and staff from their sister school in Elze, Germany.

B. Presentation of Revised Science Curriculum- Mi. Baruzzi introduced Nora
Dickinson and Jon Hand, lYllv1S Science Teachers! who presented science cmriculum
revisions to align with State of Connecticut Frameworks. lVI0TION: Dr. Patwa,
seconded by Ms Feathers to adopt the revised Science Curriculum. VOTE:
Unanimous.

C.Windham Public Schools l\tIagnet School Proposal-MOTION: TvIr. Thacher,
seconded by Mr. Kueffner to endorse continued investigation of this project.
VOTE: Unanimous.

D. Summer School Report- Dr. Leclerc reported the success of the preK-7 Special
Education Summer School held at Southeast School this sU-.1TI.-mer.

E. 2005-2006 Board of Education Goals - Ms Perry 2111d Mr. Kueffner vvill work with
Dr. Schimmel to finalize the Board Goals.

F. Personnel (lVl) -lVIOTION by JvIr. Kueffner, seconded by Mr. Thacher to accept the
request by Jvlelissa Szych for unpaid cl1ildrearing leave, effective Februaxy, 2006 for
the remainder of the school yeaI'. VOTE: Unfu"liLllous.

Suggestions for future agenda - Report on Full Day Kindergarten and K-4 Science
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lIX. Executive Session

lVIOTION by lYIs Feathers, seconded by Mr. Thacher to go into executive session at 9:40
p.1TI. VOTE: Unallimous.

lVIOTION byIvIs. Feathers, seconded by Dr. Patwa to return to open session at 10:04
p.m. VOTE: Unarrimous

X. lVlansfield Board of Education Collective Bargaining Agreement with CSEA, Local
760, SEW on behalf of the Mansfield Instructional Assistants July 1, 2004 ~ June 3D,
2008. MOTION by lYIs Feathers, seconded by Dr. Patwa to ratify the rvfansfield
L11.structional Assistants contract. VOTE: Unanimous

XI. Mansfield Administrators Agreement July 2006-June 2009. 1\tIOTION by Mrs.
Holinko, seconded by Dr. Patwa to ratify the lYIansfield Administrators! agreement.
VOTE: Unanimous

XII. Adjomnment

MOTION by lvIr. Kueffner, seconded by JvIrs. Holinko to adjourn at 10:15 p.m. VOTE:
Unanimous.

Celeste N. Griffh" Board Oexk l}J
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~§l!±t~~'
Mansfield Downtown Partnershi~

1244 Stom Road
PO Box 513
Storrs, CT 06268
(860) 429-2740
Fmc (860) 429-27 J9

November 1, 2005

Board of Directors
Mansfield Dovmtown Partnership

Re: Item #3 - Meeting Minutes

Dear Boarclmembers:

Attached please find the minutes for the Boarc1meeting held on October 4,2005.

The following motion 'would be in order:

lI{ove, to approve the minutes o..fOctober 4, 2005.

Sincerely,

... ' ') -I-;~";'-; /. /" "A _, '7' (;..l/ /
, - . -1 "(/.-1 ...<1 ! I l~cl(,11 '/ .,L:".",· 1- \ ----(.Ajr.;"- _CL. "r '--1 /./ .... /

Cynthia van Zelm C'
Executive Director

Attach: (1)
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MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP, INC.
BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING

Mansfield Downtown Partnership Office
Tuesday, October 4,2005

MINUTES

Present: Stephen Bacon, Tom Callahan, Bruce CloueUe, Diailne Doyle, Mike
Gergler, AI Hawkins, Janet Jones, Peter Nicholls, Dave Pepin, Steve
Rogers, Betsy Treiber, Frank Vasington, David Woods

Guests: Tom Cody, Macon Toledano

Staff: Cynthia van Zelm, Lee Cole-Chu

1. Call to Order

Betsy Treiber called the meeting to order in Philip Lodewick's absence at 4 pm.

Betsy Paterson made a motion to change the agenda to add the authorization to
sign a contract with Harrall-Michalowski Associates, Inc., for relocation services.
Bruce CloueUe seconded the motion. The motion was approved unanimously.

2. Opportunity for Public to Comment

There was no public comment.

3. Approval of Minutes

Betsy Paterson asked that the July minutes be clarified to reflect her comments
about public spaces in the new development. The Town of Mansfield will own
the public spaces and 'demonstrations will be allowed under the same current
regulations that govern public spaces in Mansfield. Bruce CloueUe made a
motion to amend the July minutes to indicate that all rights such as public access
and free speech pertain to streets, sidewalks and the town square similar to other
public spaces in Mansfield. Tom Callahan seconded the motion. The motion,
was approved unanimously.

Mr. CloueUe made a Illotion to approve the September 6, 2005 minutes. Mr.
Callahan seconded. The motion was approved with one abstention by Steve
Bacon.

4. Director's Report

There was no Director's Repoli, as Cynthia van Zelm said it would be covered in
other agenda items.
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5, Review of Municipal Development Plan Approval Process

Mr. Callahan referenced the Palinership public hearing on the Municipal
Development Plan (MOP) to be held at 7 pm on October 6 at the Bishop Center.
He encouraged all Board members to be in attendance with the expectation to
take action on the MOP.

Ms. van Zelm went over the anticipated timetable for approval of the MOP. She
said an information session on the MOP was held today and last week. Last
week's session was attended by only UConn students and a Daily Campus
reporter whereas there were more residents at today's session. Ms. van Zelm
said the Town Council would hold its public hearing on October 11 with potential
action that evening. The UConn Board of Trustees will review the MOP at its
meeting on November 15.

Steve Bacon said he will moderate the Partnership public hearing and that there
will be a third information session immediately preceding the public hearing. He
will explain the purpose of the public hearing and give people the opportunity to
comment on the MOP. Mr. Bacon will introduce all the Board members. He
anticipates there will be questions outside of the MOP. He will give a sholi
history and talk about the open process regarding the Storrs Center project and
the many meetings that have been held. Mr. Bacon said he expects that the team
will respond to comments as they are received. He will then turn over the
presentation to Tom Cody to go over the highlights of the MOP. The hearing will
then be opened up for questions.

Mr. Bacon said the comments would be summarized, particularly, for the Town
Council as they begin their deliberations. Mr. Cody suggested that a
stenographer could transcribe the public hearing and turn around the notes in 24
hours. The plan is to have this for the Council by Tuesday.

Mr. Clouette suggested that the critical issues around the development be dealt
with up' front at the public hearing. He suggested some key questions to be
addressed: What are the benefits to UConn? What are the benefits to the Town?
What is the structure of the deal with UConn and the developer? What is the on
going role of the Palinership? Who owns the land? .

Mr. Callahan said that the letter of intent would drive the purchase and sale
agreement between the University and LeylandAlliance. The University will be
paid for the land to be transfermd. LeylandAlliance will also purchase two private
properties.

Mr. Clouette noted that relocation is also a big issue. Mr. Callahan said a
meeting had just been held at 2 pm with many of the business owners in Storrs
Center and there was progress to repoli.

P.172



Mr. Clouette said the last question would be how does the public know the
developer will follow the MOP? Are goals in the MC?P appropriate and workable?

Janet Jones asked how long the presentation at the pUblic hearing would be.
Tom Cody said he expects the entire presentation to take about 40 minutes. He
will have some visuals. He said the goal would be to allow a lot of time for public
comment and questions.

Mr. CloueUe said it will be important for Mr. Bacon to explain why the
development team was chosen, noting their experience and credentials. The
contrast between the other firms interviewed should be noted.

6. Contract with Harrall-Michalowski Associates

Ms. Paterson made a motion to authorize the Executive Director to sign a
contract with Han-all-Michalowski Associates, Inc. for relocation services. AI
Hawkins seconded the motion. Mr. Cole-Chu suggested that if the contract is
signed before the MDP is approved, there needs to be an out clause. Mr.
Callahan reiterated that the contract calls for time and materials not to exceed
$6,000 per business relocated. He mentioned again the interview process, which
included reference checks. Mr. Michalowski's experience was far beyond the
other candidates. The motion was approved with an abstention by Steve
Rogers.

7. Report from Committees

Festival on the Green

Ms. Paterson said the Festival was great. The fireworks were tremendoLls the
night before and set a.great tone for the weekend. She said the Committee
would look at the set-up again in terms of condensing it and also at soliciting
more food vendors.

She said there were over 125 volunteers in addition to the Committee volunteers.

She thanked Gail Daly with the Chronicle for the good coverage as well as the
Reminder Press.

There will be a wrap up meeting and she has invited LOll Marquet with Leyland to
share his experiences with a similar but larger event in Warwick, NY.

Ms. Paterson said she hopes that Committee members will continue to serve
next year.
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Business Development and Retention

Mike Gergler repolied that the Committee met last week to go over the relocation
plan in the MOP. Many business owners attended the meeting and there was a
spirited discussion. He said there were several issues that arose that
precipitated action being taken by members of the Partnership and staff, the
Town, the University, and the development team. The reference in the relocation
plan to June 30, 2006 as a date before which '!o displacement would occur was
a concern for business owners. They felt there was a lack of communication
about the casting process. There was a question about why Phil Michalowski
could not start immediately. And, finally, why is there not a method to relocate
business owners closer to their current location?

Mr. Gergler recognized Phil Michalowski for being at the meeting and explaining
the relocation plan in a comprehensive way.

Mr. Callahan said the relocation plan in the MOP triggered response by the
business owners. He said that discussion at the Business Development and
Retention Committee on relocation had been going on for 8 to 9 months. The
concerns brought up by the business owners were addressed in conference calls
on Friday and Monday between representatives of the Partnership, Town, UConn
and the development team.

Ms. van Zelm invited the affected Storrs Center business owners to a meeting
(today) where 13 of the 19 or so business owners were able to attend. Mr.
Callahan said that language in the relocation plan caused concern palily
because of the Partnership decision to defer the relocation and casting process
until after an approved MOP Was in place. In response to the concerns, a
decision was made to have Phil Michalowski and Max Reim (casting) stali
immediately (before the MOP was approved). The University was asked by the
development team to provide additional land not under the current concept plan
by which to build an initial building that could house some of the current
businesses. The University agreed pending negotiations and with the
acknowledgment by business owners that the rent would most likely be higher
than many are paying now (would be market rate). In addition, the Mansfield
Planning and Zoning Commission would need to approve a zone change and a
site plan.

Mr. Callahan said he felt that the business owners left the meeting feeling more
assured, and recognized the need for the MOP to move along as the vehicle to
provide relocation assistance.

In response to a question from Dave Pepin about location of the potential new
building, Mr. Callahan said it would be Ilear the Bishop Center lot Oil Dog Lane,
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Mr. Clauette reiterated that these steps need to be addressed at the public
hearing. Mr. Callahan pointed out that relocation and casting will need to be
addressed on an individual basis.

Ms. Paterson recognized Mike Gergler for his hard work in terms of addressing
business owner concerns directly and quickly.

Finance and Administration

Mr. Callahan said the Committee reviewed the end of FY 04/05 financial reports
and the outline of the public hearing.

Planning and Design

Mr. Bacon said the Committee reviewed the architectural and land use guidelines
which are being fine tuned and close to finalization in terms of bringing them to
the Planning and Zoning Commission. The Committee will continue its work on
the sustainability section of the guidelines. .

8. Other

Ms. van Zelm noted that she, Partnership attorney Lee Cole-Chu, Macon
Toledano, and Tom Cody will be meeting with the Planning and Zoning
Commission tonight to discuss the Special Design District process.

9. Adjourn

Betsy Paterson made a motion adjourn. AI Hawkins seconded the Illotion. The
motion was approved unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 5:00 pm.

Meeting notes taken by Cynthia van Zelm.

P.175



HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE TUWN OF MANSFIELD
REGULAR MEETING

MINUTES

July 20, 2005
8:00am

DRAFT

The members of the Housing Authority of the Town of Mansfield met in the regular
meeting at 8:00am Thursday July 20, 2005 at the office of the Housing Auth01ity of the
Town ofMansfi.eld, 309 Maple Road, St011'S, Conl1ecticut, the time, date and place duly
established for holding such meetings.

ROLL CALL

On roll call the following Commissioners were present:

Richard Long Chairperson
Dexter Eddy Treasurer
Gretchen Hall Assistant Treasurer
William Simonsen Commissioner

Also present was Cathy K. Forcier, Executive Director
Joan Christison-Lagay was absent and excused.

MINUTES

After review and due deliberation a motion was made by William Simonsen, seconded by
Dexter Eddy, to approve of the minutes of the regular meeting of June 16, 2005 and
special meeting of July 14, 2005 with the conection on page 2 of the regular meeting.
Motion passed.

COMMUNICATION

None

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

None

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR

Mrs. Forcier presented inf01111ation on a Leadership, Education, and Training
Program for Executive Directors and Commissioners of Housing AuthOlities put
together by C01m-NaJn'o and Central CT State University.

Bills
The Connnissioners were presented wi.th a list of bills for May 2005.
After review and due deliberation, a motion was made by Gretchen Hall,
seconded by William Simonsen, and passed unanimously, to approve the
bills.
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July 2l, 2005 IVlinutes I

Financial Reports

The commissioners reviewed the Financial Reports for Wlight's Village,
Holinko Estates and the Section 8 Program. After discussion and due
debberation, a motion was made Dexter Eddy, seconded by Gretchen Hall,
and passed unanimously, and it was voted to approve the Wright's
Village, Holinko Estates, and Section 8 Financial Reports for the months
of May 2005.

Section 8 Statistical Reports

The Commissioners reviewed the Section 8 Statistical Reports for June
2005. After discussion and due deliberation, a motion was made by
William Simonsen, seconded by Gretchen Hall, and passed unanimously.

Report of the Tenant Representative

Mr. Eddy reported on the request made to Mrs. Forcierregarding the town
conecting the middle curb cut at Wlight's Village

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

Section 8 - Mrs. Forcier reported on ten families being removed fi-om the waiting
list and offered assistance in late June early July. Another eleven letters went out
July 20,2005.

Vacancies- Mrs. Forcier reported on the continuing vacancies. Five families
have given notice to move from Holinko Estates at the end August and two moves
are being planned for Wlights Village tenants.

Holinko Estates Phase II- Mrs. Forcier reported on a second conversation with
CHFA regarding selling land or land swapping but has received no actual reply.
Also reported was a scheduled August 2,2005 meeting with DECD regarding
forgiveness for the predevelopment loan.

Elderly Rental Assistance Program (RAP) - Mrs. Forcier reported on the
confim1ation of funds in the state budget.

Farmer's Market Coupons- Mrs. Forcier reported on the distribution of coupons
to our senior residents.

Staff Trnining- Mrs. Forcier repOlied on the free HUD training in Boston she and
Kate O'Connor attended regarding PIC and SEMAP. .
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July 21, 2005 Minutes continued

NEW BUSINESS

Resident Services Coordinator- Mrs. Forcier repOlied on tIle need to pass a
resolution to continue receiving grant monies for this position. Also repOlied was
the house bill regarding training oppOliunities and infomlation sharing. Gretchen
Hall made a motion, seconded by William Simonsen, to resolve to continue with
the Resident Service Coordinators position and receive grant funds to do so.
Motion passed unanimously

PHA PIau"'; Mrs. Forcier reported on the completion ofthe Plan and that the entire
process is on track.

Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program (HCV) - Mrs. Forcier repOlied on
the numerous budget t~lks but nothing fi'nal yet for FY2006.

Water Usage- Mrs. Forcier reported on the analysis of the laundry facilities for
Wlight's Village.

Medical Insurance- Mrs. Forcier reported on the substantial increase in medical
premIUms.

Conn-Nahro Convention- Mrs. Forcier presented infonnation on the annual
conference. William Simonsen made a motion, seconded by Dexter Eddy to
approve attendance by Kate Forcier and Kate O'Connor. Motion passed
unanimously.

August Meeting - Dexter Eddy made a motion, seconded by Gretchen Hall, to
approve of canceling the August monthly meeting. Motion passes unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT

After discussion and due deliberation a motion was made by Dexter Eddy,
seconded by Gretchen Hall, and passed unanimously, it was voted to adjoum the
meeting at 9:05A.M.

Respectfully SUbmitted,

Cathy K. Forcier
APPROVED:

Richard Long
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The members of the Housing AuthOlity of the Town ofMClnsfield met in the regular
meeting at 8:00am Thursday September 15, 2005 at the office of the Housing AuthOlity
of the Town ofManstleld, 309 Maple Road, StOlTS, Connecticut, the time, date and place
duly established for holding such meetings.

ROLL CALL

On roll call the following Commissioners were present:

Richard Long
Dexter Eddy
Gretchen Hall
William·Simonsen
Joan Christison-Lagay

Chairpel"Son
Treasurer
Assistant Treasurer
Commissioner
Vice-Chairperson

Also present was Cathy K. Forcier, Executive Director, Greg Padick,Town Planner and
Pat Ferrigno, owner of Ferrigno Realty.

Mr. Eddy anivedat 8:35 am. Mr. Simonsen left at 10:15 am

MINUTES

After review and due deliberation a motion was made by Gretchen Hall, seconded by
Dexter Eddy, to approve of the minutes of the regular meeting of July 20, 2005. Motion
passed.

COMMUNICATION

None

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

Ms. Beth Lord asked Mrs. Forcier to read a statement and request to be reinstated onto
the Section 8 program. Ms. Lord spoke briefly.

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR

Mrs. Forcier reported on'town activities including the September 15.,2005 9 A.M.
meeting regarding a proposed Assisted Living facility in Mansfield and the October 5
,2005 Public Heming on the town's Plan on Development. It was decided that Joan
Christison-Lagay would draft a letter to the town regarding the Plan of Development and
affordable housing.
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July 21, 2005 Minutes r

Bills
The Commissioners were presented with a list of bills for June 2005.
After review and due deliberation, a motion was made by Gretchen Hall,
seconded by Joan Cll1istison-Lagay, and passed unanimously, to approve
the bills.

Financial Reports

The commissioners reviewed the Financial RepOIis for Wright's Village,
Holinko Estates and the Section 8 Program. After discussion and due
deliberation, a motion was made Dexter Eddy, seconded by Gretchen Hall,
and passed unanimously, and it was voted to approve the Wright's
Village, Holinko Estates, and Section 8 Financial Reports for the months
of June 2005.

Section 8 Statistical Reports

The COllli11issioners reviewed the Section 8 Statistical RepOIis for July
2005. After discussion and due deliberation, a motion was made by
Dexter Eddy, seconded by Joan Christison-Lagay, and passed
unanimously.

Report of the Tenant Representative

None

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

Section 8 Status - Mrs. Forcier reported the waiting list will open September 20
23,2005 and September 26-29,2005 and that based on the number of inquiries
we may be overwhelmed with the number of people applying. Mrs. Forcier
reported on the underutilization of funds due to staffing changes and voucher
holders who have histOlies affecting their ability to lease up. Mrs. Forcier
presented a need to change policies to eliminate the working preference, to
change the Payment Standard to 100%, to change the occupancy standard back to
two persons per bedroom except those of different generations and children of the
opposite sex over age 6, and to eliminate the ceiling on Gross Rents and to use
only Rent Reasonableness. After discussion and due deliberation a 111otion was
made by William Sullivan, and seconded by Dexter Eddy, and passed
unanimously.

Vacancies- Mrs. Forcier reported on the specific vacancies and the impending
lease updates.
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September 15, 2005 Minutes continued r

Holinko Estates Phase II- Mrs. Forcier reported on the submission of paperwork
as a part of the loan forgiveness procedure.

PHA Plan Approval -After discussion and due deliberation, a motion was made
by Gretchen Hall, and seconded by Joan Chlistison-Lagay. The PHA Plan was
approved.

NEW BUSINESS

Conn. NAHRO Executive Board Election- Mrs. Forcier reported that she'd
been elected to serve on the COlID.-NAHRO Executive Board.

Resignation of the Office Assistant- Mrs. Forcier reported that Gay Leedie left
the employ of the housing authOlity.

New Hire- Mrs. Forcier repOlted that Rita McCmthy had been hired and would
stmt on September 19,2005

Request of Beth Lord - After discussion and due deliberation; a motion was
made by Joan Cluistison-Lagay, and seconded by Dexter Eddy to deny Mr.
Lord's request as the tel111ination of assistance was done according to policy..

Discussion OIl Available Land for Construction - Mr. Paddick gave a very
infonnative and thorough presentation on the zoningofthe town and parcels in
medium to heavy density housing areas. He also discussed water and sewer
issues. Mr. Ferrigno talked about his expelience with zoning and what other
people are interested in doing with undeveloped land;

Letter from :Mr. Jurado to Board Members- After discussion and due
deliberation, it was decided that Richard Long would draft a letter to suggest he
stad a tenant's association to deal with such matters.

ADJOURNMENT

After discussion and due deliberation a motion was made by Gretchen Hall,
seconded by Dexter Eddy, and passed unanimously, it was voted to adjoul11 the
meeting at 10:40A.M.

Respectfully Submitted,

APPROVED:
Richard Long P.181
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD/DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION
PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

WEDNESDAY, July 20, 2005
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Council Chambers

Minutes

Members Present: A. Bm"beret, G. Cole, R. Gergler, Warden Higgins, C. Lary, C. Pau1l1lls,
W. Solenski, W. Stauder, S. Thomas

Staff: Counselor D. Cyr, Assistant Town Manager M. Hart, Counselor Supervisor J. Roache,
Deputy Vlarden K. Smayda

1. CALL TO ORDER

Chainm1l1 Stauder called the meeting to order at 3:00 p.m. and welcomed everyone present.

1. Mr. Hart volunteered to serve as the recorder/secretary for the meeting.

') Mr. Gergler moved to approve the minutes ofAplil20, 2005. Mr. Cole seconded.
The moti011 passed unanimously.

II. COMMUNICATIONS

1. The committee reviewed the .Tune 17, 2005 List of Offenses. Ms. Stauder asked
what constitutes special parole. lvir. Roache explained that special parole is
designed to alleviate some pressure on the parole system. Special parole is granted
by a judge and administered by the board ofparole.

HI. WARDEN'S REPORT AND DISCUSSION

1. Population Status Report - Mr. Roache reported that the CLIlTent population is 957
inmates, and the maximum capacity remains 961.

") List of Offenses - Mr. Roache reviewed the list of offenses \vith the committee.
The list is simil ar to that of previous months.

Mr. Cole askedifthe relatively shOJi stays have an effect on programm.ing. vVarden
Higgins replied in the aftinnative. Consequently, the programs are designed for
inmates with ShOli stays. With respect to the tumover and length of stays, Bergin is
analogous to a jail.

Mr. Solenski inquired about the length of an average stay. The average stay is 90
clays, \\lith a lot of 30 to 45-day sentences.
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1\11s. Thomas asked how 3D-day sentences work. The warden explained that with a
30-day sentence an inmate is processed at a jail and spends his time at Bergin.

Ms. Stauder inquired as to hm\' a typical release operates. Typically, upon release an
i1Ullate is picked up by a relative or dropped of to a local jail for release within the
local community..

IV. CHAIRMAN'S REPORT - None

V. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO SPEAK

1. Ms. Amy Moore of Stafford Road in Mansfield expressed her concems to the
committee. She believes that the facility has a high escape rate, and that a large
percentage of inmates are gang members. Also, she believes that the state is
slipping in people under special parole, etc. who do not meet the admissions
criteria for Bergin. (TvIs. Smayda explained the sCOling system in an effOli to
address this concem.)

Ms. Stauder asked if the recent number of escapes was acceptable. I'vls. Higgins
indicated that 110 escapes are acceptable, and that the department conducts a
thorough review each time one occurs.

Ms. Moore asked if the DOC could list an inmate's original violation when
granted special parole. Ms. Smayda explained that the depmiment could
aecol11l11odate this request.

1\11s. Moore inquired about the staffing rate. Warden Higgins explained that she
could not release that infol11mtion.

1\1s. Moore stated that she ""ould like to see a beeper system in place to notify
residents when an escape occurs. The warden replied that beepers would not
work any faster than the CUlTent notification system.

Ivlr. Hmi stated that the town manager's oftice would work to update the
notification list. Once the list is updated, ,ve should resume testing the
notitication system on a more regular basis.

2. Mr. Charles McDennott of 1436 Stafford Road in Mansfield asked to be added to
the notification list. Mr. Hmi will process this request.

3. An unidentified resident asked about the calling order ofthe notification list. Mr.
Hart explained that the order is roughly based on proximity to the facility, with
those living close by to be called first.
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VI. OLD BUSINESS

1. Security Measures - Warden Higgins described how Bergin is the only level 2 in
the state without some interior razor wire around the perimeter. She believes that
we need to have this in place at our facility. The committee agreed to conduct a
special meeting on August 24, 2005 to review this issue 1n more detail, and to
develop a specific recommendation for the town council.

VII. NEW BUSINESS

Review Colchester Walk Away Incident - Ms. Stauder asked about the Colchester
escape and whether it had an impact on the community outreach program (work
crews). Ms. Higgins reviewed the escape in some detail, and stated that it did not
impact Bergin's outreach program.

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

Cha11111an Stauder adjo1lll1ec1 the meeting at 4: 15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

.,.---'"

/;~; //.l~ It. ,/~1
(/ Lt/'

Matthew \V. HaIi
Assistant Town Manager
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TOvV1'J OF MANSFIELD CORRECTIONAL FACILITY LIAISON COlvlMITTEE

July 20, 2005

Minutes

r-/lembers and Staff Present: Same as DOC Public Safety Committee

1. CALL TO ORDER

Chairman Stauder called the meeting to order at 3:45 p.m.

1. Selection of Recorder - Mr. Hart volunteered to serve as the recorder for the
meeting.

2. Minutes - Mr. Gergler moved to approve the minutes of Aplil20, 2005. Mr.
Paulhus seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

II. COMMUNICATIONS - None

HI V>lARDEN'S REPORT AND DISCUSSION

1. Community Outreach - The warden reported that the community outreach
program is going well, and that Bergin had just completed work on a new ballpark
in Pomfret.

2. Programming Updates - Warden Higgins repOlied on the following:
fJ \\Tork on Bergin's new greenhouse is almost complete. The administration is

looking to heat the building year-round with propane.
o The new orientation program is up and running and inmates have volunteered to

assist.
C!l The facility sent inmates down to New London to assist with the clean-up from

the Special Olympics World Games.
iii Bergin has hired 1\lls. Angela Jalbeli as principal, and is currently interviewing

for a new teacher.
Ill> There is a OED program underway. Generally, GED registration is lighter in the

summer.
11I The administration is considering a proposal to add two more addiction services

staff.

IV. OPPORTUNITy· FOR PUBLIC TO SPEAK - none

VI. OLD BUSINESS - none

VII. NEW BUSINESS - none
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VIll. ADJOURNMENT

Chailll1an Stauder aclj6umed the meeting at 4:25 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Matthew W. Hmi
Assistant Town Ivlanager
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD/DEPARTf\1ENT OF CORRECTION
PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, August 24, 2005

Audrey P. Beckrvlunicipal Building
Council Chambers

Minutes

Members Present: A. Barberet, R. Blicher, G. Cole, R. Oergler, C. Lary, C. Paulhus,
R. Pel1egrine, W. Solenski, W. Stauder, S. Thomas

Staff: .Assistant Town Manager M. Hmi

I. CALL TO ORDER

Chaim1an Stauder ca11ed the meeting to order at 3:00 p.m. and we1comedeveryone present.

1. Mr. Hart volunteered to serve as the recorder/secretary for the meeting.

II. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO SPEAK - none

III. OLD BUSINESS

1. Security measures - the committee revie\ved the proposal to install razor wire
around the interior of the perimeter ofthe Bergin COITectional Facility. After
much discussion regarding the pros and cons of this proposal, the committee
detenl1ined that it would need additional information from Warden Higgins and
the Bergin staff in order to develop a recommendation for the town council.

In order to obtain this additional infol111ation, the committee asked Mr. Hart to
draft a letter to warden, requesting the following inf01l11ution:

a. An assessment of the current level of security at the prison, including a revie\v
of the ClllTent security system and measures in place.

b. A statement of Bergin's goals and objectives relating to security.
c. An explanation of the various alternatives and options available to meet those

goals and objectives relating to secmity.
d. With respect to the specitlc proposal regarding interior razor wire, provide

additional info1l11ation concerning installation, cost, maintenance and risk
factors for inmates. Also, please discuss how the installation ofthe interior
wire could effect the landscaping and how visible it might be from the road.
In addition, please address whether the DOC could provide assurances that the
security level of the facility would not change, and discuss whether staffing
levels would be modi tied as a result of this proposal.
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J\'ir. Hart \vas also asked to provide the committee members with copies of the
agreement bet\veen the town and the Department of Correction, as well as any
related amendments.

IV. ADJOURNlVIENT

Chai1111an Stauder adjolll11ecl the meeting at 4:00 p.m.

Respectlill1y submitted,

..' /J-.-'---" .,~- ,: I ·'.~~1!..----
,-/.1 it _ / "i I

• ,",'/!' 'J/r/"\ ;- >'I i';'-a, l v, lr J:-.' Ii, ,ii/&1/'(J/' v, /'

Matthew W. Hart
Assistant Town Manager
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TO\V[\f OF I'ViANSFIELD
OFF1Cl~ OF TB1~TO\VN [\!,\NAG1~R

i'v[artin H. Berliner. Town fV[,1l1CJget

October 19,2005

Warden Eileen Higgins
Warden
Donald T. Bergin COlTectionallnstitute
251 Middle TUl11pike
Mansfield, Connecticut 06268

Re: Security Measures at Bergin CI

Dear Ms. Higgins:

AUDREY P. BECK IJUILDING
FOUR SOl/Til EAGLEVII.LE HOAr.>
tl-IANSFIELD. CT 0626B-25')l.l
IBfiIJj .:129-3336
Fax: 18/]1)) .:I2'J-IJX63

As you know, over the past few months the Manstield Public Safety Committee has been
reviewing the Depmiment of COlTection' s otTer to install razor wire along the interior perimeter
ofBergin CI, in order to increase security at the facility. After much discussion regarding the
merits of this proposal, the committee has detel111ined that it requires additional infol111ation from
you and the Bergin staff to make a fully infonned recommendation to the town council regarding
this matter.

More specifically, the committee requests the foliowing infonmltion:

1) An assessment of the cun-ent level of security at the prison, including a review of the
CutTent security system and measures in place.

1) A statement of Bergin's goals and objectives relating to security.

3) An explanation of the various alternatives and options available to meet those goals and
objectives relating to security. .

4) With respect to the specitIc proposal regarding interior razor "vire, please provide
additional infon11C1tion concerning installation, cost, maintenance and lisk t~1ctors for
inmates. Also, please discuss how the installation of the interior wire could effect the
landscaping and how visible it might be from the road. In addition, please address
whether the DOC couldprovicle assurances that the security level of the facility would
not change, and discuss whether staffing levels ,,"voulc! be modified as a result of this
proposal.
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Please contact me at 429-3339 to discuss this request in more detail. The committee greatly
appreciates the DOC's offer to enhance the security at the facility. The additional inf0l111atiol1
that we have requested will certainly facilitate our deliberations.

Sincerely,

Matthew W. Hart
Assistant Town Manager

CC: Manstield Public Safety Committee
Maiiin H. Berliner, Town Manager
Gregory Padick, Director of Planning
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MANSFiELD DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

MINUTES

Thursday, September 8,2005

3:30 PM

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING, CONFERENCE ROOM A

PRESENT: K. Grunwald (staff), J. Heald (Chair), D. Eddy (guest), J. Krisch,
E. Passmore, M. Hauslaib

I. MINUTES: The minutes of the June 1, 2005 meeting were accepted as
written.

II. NEW BUSINESS:
A. Introduction of potential new members and recognition of departing

members: D. Eddy introduced himself to the group and talked about
his involvement with NAMI. This group is looking at expanding to a
total of 7 members. Departing members E. Passmore, M. Hauslaib
and J. Peters were recognized and thanked for their contributions to
this committee.

B. Hurricane Katrina: disaster relief and emergency preparedness
discussion: K. Grunwald updated members on the involvement of the
Department in responding to hurricane victims who have relocated to
this area.

C. Technical Assistance grant from National League of Cities: K.
Grunwald updated members on this grant application to assist
residents with "Asset Building". While we were not awarded the grant,
we will be working with the Access Agency to provide information to
residents on Individual Development Accounts and other "asset
building" services:

D. Senior Services: There are a number of activities planned at the Senior
Center including an Auction celebrating the 30th anniversary of the
Center. K. Grunwald is working with Jean Kenny on a workshop for
caregivers entitled, "What Are We Going to Do With Dad?" The Town
is working with a consultant to conduct a market analysis for senior
housing.

E. Know Your Town Fair: will be held on September 10; the Department
will have a table.

F. "Other": none

iii, OLD BUSINESS:
A. Membership: some suggestions were made to look at changing the

starting time to 6:30-7:00 to accommodate new members.
S, School Readiness Grant: Update: K. Grunwald reported that the Town

received a $'j 07,000 grant from the State Department of Education.
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There are 16 slots that have been filled in four Centers. M. Hauslaib
suggested looking at funding for a Family Resource Center.

c. Action Plan: anti-poverty resources: no discussion.
D. Other

IV. COMMUNICATIONS/REPORTS:
A. Review of Department activity and other items in packet and

discussion with SSD Director: Quarterly and Annual Reports.
B. Program updates

& Early Care and Education
• Adult Services
• Senior Services
II Youth Services

C. Other: none

V. PLANS FOR FUTURE MEETINGS
• Set preliminary schedule: Proposed Schedule:

October: Youth Services; November: Senior Services; December:
Early Care & Education Programs; January/February: Agency Funding
Requests; March: Adult Services;,April, May: tbd; June: Annual
Review.

VI. ADJOURNMENT: meeting adjourned at 5:10 PM

Respectfully submitted,

Kevin Grunwald
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VNA EAST
34 LEDGEBROOK DR

MANSFIELD GTR, CT 06250
PH: 456~7288 FAX: 423-5702

VISIT STATISTICS
7/30/05 - 9/30/05

SERVICE MANSFIELD AGENCY

Skilled Nursing 961 6,407
Physical Therapy 160 1,418
Speech Therapy 7
Occupational Therapy 48 202
Medical Social Work 59 218
Home Health Aide 722 4,185

TOTAL 1,950 12,437

COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES
Adult Health Screening
Flu & Pneumonia
TOTAL

MEALS TO HOME

62
o
62

615
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':VINDHAM REGION COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MlN1JTES - October 7, 2005

A meeting of WlNCOG was held on October 7, 2005 at the Columbia Town Hall, 323 Route 87, Columbia, CT. Chairman
Daniel McGuire called the meeting to order at 8:32 a.m.

Voting COG Members Present: Rusty Lanzit, Chaplin; Robert Skinner, Columbia (alt); Jolm Elsesser, Coventry (alt);
Margaret Haraghey, Hampton; Dan McGuire, Lebanon; Michael Paulhus, Windham.
StaffPresent: Barbara Buddington, Jana Butts
Others Present: Jeff Beadle, WRCC; Roberta Dwyer, NE Alliance; Matt Hart, Mansfield; John Jackman, Mansfield;
Catherine Marx, Gov. Rell's Office; Melinda Perkins, WRTD; StUaIi Popper, Columbia; Chick Shifrin, Columbia (not
seated); Grayson Wright, ConnDOT.

MINUTES
MOVED by Mr. Elsesser, SECONDED by Ms. Hnraghey, to approve the minutes of the 9/09/05 meeting as
submitted. MOTION CARRIED with Mr. Skinner abstaining.

TRANSPORTATlON
Re-endorsement of Coventry Town Center Connecting Streetscapes: MOVED by Mr. Lanzit, SECON"DED by 1\'ls.
Haraghey, to re-endorse the Coventry Town Center Connecting Streetscapes and all regional transportation
enhancement projects listed in the WINCOG letter to ConnDOT dated March] 9, 2005. MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY.
Regional TranspOliation Plan: Ms. Buddington repOlied that several good comments were received at the public
information session held on Oct. 5. The RPC did not have a quorum and did not take action on the RTP at their meeting
later that night.
Dial-a-Ride Update: Ms. Buddington repOlied that both WRCC and WRTD boards had agreed tlmt Dial-a-Ride
services should be transferred from WRCC to WRTD. WINCOG is currently looking for space to house the additional
operations. Mr. Beadle stated that revenue was a problem and that WRCC had succeeded in getting a bill passed to
suppOli demand-responsive service but funding had not yet been allocated on a state level.
Homeland Security: Ms. Budding"tOll reported that DEMHS had given WINCOG the option of either: 1) not
pmticipatingat all in regional emergency management planning, 2) pmiicipating in the DEMHS planning rocess for the
hoi-COG area and receiving $15,000 in ftmding for associated costs, or 3) pminering with NECCOG and SECCOG and
applying for $100,000 in DEt-,IrHS funding to prepare a regional emergency operations plan independently. At the last
emergency planning workgroup meeting, the consensus was that it didn't make sense to have another overlapping layer
of planning, and that DEIYfHS funding would be better spent in improving staffing and equipment at its area offices.
Ms. Buddington reported that, in a subsequent phone conversation with Deputy Commissioner Wayne Sandford, she
was told that DEMHS was, in fact, planning to improve its area offices. They will be holding (DEMHS) area meetings
with emergency management directors - October 11 in eastern CT - at which they will explain these plans in more
detail. DEMHS will also be scheduling a meeting with representatives of the three COGs in eastern CT before
Thanksgiving to discuss DEMHS' plans.

2006 IVleetine: Dates*: l'rIOVED by Mr. Lanzit and SECONDED by Ms. Haraghey to approve the meeting dates
for 2006 as submitted. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.
2004 Statewide Aerial Survev: Ms. Butts disiTibuted DVD's .of the 2004 statewide aerial survey and image viewer
software. She provided a brief demonstration. The data is not yet available for the entire region but will be available
shortly. Data DVD's will be created and distributed to member towns as soon as possible.
Shared Resources Discussion: COG members discussed their various staffing needs. Ms. Buddington will prepare a
list and distribute to· towns to review and modify. Mr. Elsesser expressed the need for "emergency" back-up of certain
personnel; for example, ·when a fire marshal is away on vacation. He also suggested that an equipment sharing list
focus on specialty equipment that is not regularly used.

OLD BUSINESS
Governor's Office: Ms. Marx from Governor Rell's office offered her help to COG members and mentioned that the
Governor was creating an educational funding task force. Mr. Paulhus inquired ifthere was to be a filel summit or any
discussion of fuel assistance fimding. Ms. Buddington mentioned that WINCOG and NECCOG had met with ACCESS
Agency director Peter DeBiasi regarding fuel funding assistance and a regional111eeting was tentatively scheduled for
Oct. 25-26. [stqff17ote - the regionL11l11eetings lI!ere subsequently postponed until late ]l1ovember.}
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WINCOG Board Meeting Ocrober 7, 2005

Workforce Investment Area: Mr. McGuire distributed a handout and reported tbat the Eastern Workforce Investment
Board's Chief Elected Officials Council met yesterday. Ms. Buddington distTibuted copies of a handout distributed at
the meeting that summarized some aspects of the current labor situation.
Connecticut East: There was no repmt, but Ms. Buddington mentioned, as an aside, that funding for all of the national
heritage corridors is at risk, and this may have a significant impact on tourism and resources in nOltheastern CT.
CERT: Ms. Buddington reported that there 'were 26 students in the current CERT class.

DIRECTOR'S REPORT
Ms. Buddington inquired if any of the smaller towns were interested in continued pmticipation in the Capitol Region
Purchasing Council. Coventry, Mansfield and Windham have already decided to stay in the program and the other
towns could still stay on for a reduced fee if desired. Ms. Buddington distributed a spreadsheet* showing the costs of
staying in the program as a region, under the assumption that the towns that had decided to continue membership paid
their full amounts to WINCOG, and the remaining towns split the balance of the total regional fee (- the regional fee
being calculated at $500 per town) on the basis of population. NIl'. Lanzit reconunended that this solution be used. He
noted that Chaplin would be willing to participate at the level specified in the spreadsheet. That would keep all of the
towns involved at minimal cost, in the event that they wish to participate actively in the future. Mr. Elsesser noted that
Coventry has had great cost savings through the program for fire company-related equipment. He noted that the tire
companies usually want to purchase equipment from their past suppliers, but the costs tlu'ough the CRPC are much
lower. Ms. Buddington said that she would ask for cOlTUnitments in writing from those towns intending to paliicipate,
indicating that they would pay their full CRPC fee to WINCOG, which, in tum would pay the regional fee to CPRC.
She will prepare a signature form for this purpose. Mr. Elsesser added that his town could not commit to participation
until the town's budget passed.

Ms. Buddi..ngton reported on the affordable housing meeting that was held on September 29 at the ACCESS Agency.
David Fink of the Partnership for Strong Communities presented information regarding increasing housing costs and the
impact on median wage earners. He is requesting feedback from municipalities on how best to pursue the housing crisis
in CT. Ms. Buddington distributed his survey with a return envelope.

Ms. Buddington also repOlied that towns can apply for Pre-Disaster Hazard Mitigation grants before their plans are
officially adopted (although the plan would have to be adopted before the funds could be received). WINCOG received
FEMA's conU11ents on the draft plan yesterday and will incorporate those comments into the plans send to towns for
adoption.

MEl.\'IBERS FORUM
Ms. Haraghey repOlted that, as pali of the probate court reorganization, she has been told that she needs to supply the
Hampton probate judge with a designated phone line and separate offices for the judge and the COUlt clerk. She had
received two conflicting letters regarding the need for the designated phone line. She also suggested a special
WINCOG meeting to introduce new WINCOG members after the election. She had recently toured the Safe Haven
Alpaca Farm which is also a bed & breakfast and has facilities for small groups. She will investigate whether it is
available for a WINCOG meeting.

Mr. Lanzit reported that Chaplin had volunteered to host a family from the Katrina disaster but was having problems
with FEMA, which insisted that the host town sign the lease and pay the rent and then get reimbursed by FEMA. Mr.
Jackman repOlted that FEMA. is reconsidering its policy on this matter.

Mr. Elsesser suggested that towns considering small town economic assistance program (STEAP) applications submit
them as soon as possible .. Ms. Buddington repOlied that more towns in the region now qualify for fll11ding under
STEAP. lvIr. Elsesser also noted that the next round of community development block grant (CDBG) applications was
coming up.

AGENDA ITEMS FOR NOVEMBER 4
Continue discussion of municipal resource sharing
Incoming/Outgoing members meeting
Humane Society report
Location: Hampton

There being no fUliher business, the meeting was adj oUl'l1ed at 10:00 a.m.
Respectfully SUbmitted, Jana Butts, staff, for Elizabeth Wi!qnn. Secretary.
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WINCOG - Director's Report No. 80
November 4, 2005

ADMINISTRATION

Grant/ Contract Updates: Our first quarterly report for our FY 2006 Unftled Planning Work Program
(UPWP) was completed and submitted to ConnDOT inOctober. The UPWP outlines the tasks under
our contract with ConnDOT for transportation and transit plmming. Stan also completed the
application process for DEMHS FFY 2004 funding for emergency plalming and CERT activities, and
we now have a contract in place for those funds, with the grant period extending from April 1, 2005, to
September 30, 2006.

As of 12/31/05, WINCOG will not be renewing its contract to provide zoning enforcement service to
the Town of Chaplin. This will allow staff more time to focus on regional issues and projects. StaH will
continue to provide planning technical C/ssistance.

Techniclllllssistlillce contJ'acts lIcth'e ill FY 06:
ContlTlct # Description Status

Chaplia Planniag aad =oning sen'ices
Began 1/3/05; renell'edjiJr 7/l/05-

J2/3Ji05

CJwplia
Compensation Committee -job cl'aJllatioas, comple/ed
descriptions, and recommended safarI' raages

COl'entrv /l'lappiag assistance- open space ial'entOl)' Begaa Si30/0j

Maasfielt! Mapping assistance ongoing

Northeas/ AlIiaace IFeb site modi/)calions Ongaiag - as aeeded

'Fillimanlic Riper Alliance
begaa 7/05 - delayed becallse ofloll'

Fllrther web site developmeat lI'a/er Ie pels ia IVillimaatic Ril'er-
- QSHC partaership grunt canoeist can '( I'erili' sile localions.

UPCOMING DATES OF INTEREST

November 7

November 8

November 22

December 2

December 7

January 17

12:00 - 3:30 p.m. Capitol Region Purchasing Council Annual Meeting, at the Lyceum, Hartford,

Elections

3:00 p.m. WINCOG Regional Emergency Planning \Vorkgroup meeting. Location TEA

8:30 a.m. Next scheduled WINCOG meeting (location TBA)

7:30 p.m. Next scheduled Regional Planning Commission Meeting

2:00 p.m. (Tuesday) next CERT tmining begins -location to be determined.

TRANSPORTATION

Regional Transportation Plan: The Regional Planning commission adopted the Regional Transportation
Plan update at its November 2 meeting. The RPC recommends that WINCOG also take action to
endorse the plan, and that item is on today's agenda. COlmDOT is asking that all regional transportation
plans be next updated in the spring of 2007, so that they will all be on the same schedule for future
updates,

Federal Hi!!h Priority Projects ClIPP): There were tlu'ee transportation earmarks (congressional "high
priority projects") in our region under SAFETEA-LU, the new transportation legislation:
~ $1.6 million for the construction of the new road between North Eagleville Rd. and Route 44 in

Stom (through the UConn campus);
" $2.5 million to "upgrade Storrs Road (RT 195) in Mansfield and accompanying streetscape to

improve safety and mitigate congestion;" and
$ and $2.0 million to "acquire and develop rails-to-trails project in park next to Willimantic River in

Windham.

Mansfield has already met with ConnDOT 011 howP.19 6ceeci 'with the Route 195 project, and a meeting
"11;1" hp.Pll .Qchpn1l1pn \vilh ['onnDnT :mn rF.nrF.spnt:lllV'-:S II'(nn \Vinnh:l111 :l11.l thF. Willim:mti" \MhijpW::ltPT



WINCOG - Director's Report No. 80
Novernber 4, 2005

P.197

Partnership to do the same for that project. At ConnDOT's October technical coordination meeting for
RPOs, we learned that these projects require a 20% local match and that the total amoLlnt available for
each project will be subject to the same "ceiling" that is applicable to all transportation funds coming
into the state. (The ceiling is the limit placed annually by congress on the amount offunds that can be
obligated (expressed as a percentage of the total funds appropriated for that year). So if the average
ceiling is 90% over the five years of this legislation, you can expect to get only 90% of your total
earmark for each project.

While the requests for these earmarks did not come through WINCOG's transportation planning
process, it is fortunate that all three of the projects funded are on the "high regional priority projects" list
in our Regional Transportation Plan, which is on the agenda for your endorsement today.

TRANSIT
Municipal Elderly and Disabled Demand Responsive Transportation Grants Program: The statewide
revie\v committee set up to advise on guidelines for this program met with ConnDOT statT in October.
Program guidelines are now being developed by the ComillOT. Regional planning organizations
throughout the state have been asked to distribute to its member towns a letter from ConnDOT
explaining the time thme and general structure of the application process for these funds. Applications
for the grant funds will come tlu'ough the COLlncil of Governments, similar to the 5310 program which
provides gTants to non protits and municipalities for the purchase of wheelchair accessible vans for
elderly and disabled transportation. With the new grant program, however, the role of the regional
planning organizations will be much more involved.

The Windham Region is fortunate to have an existing ten-town Dial-a-Ride program. But we all know
that a variety of unmet needs remains. We hope that we can be of assistance to member towns in
addressing some of these needs, while at the same time preserving and improving the regional
co~rdination that is already in place. The existing regional Pamtransit Advisory Board will likely be
used to assist in reviewing applications. If you do not cunently have a representative on that council, we
encourage you to appoint one as soon as possible, and provide contact information to WINCOG so that
we can make sure that he/she receives notice of future meetings.

Transition of Transportation OQerations from WRCC to WRTD: The joint WRCC/WRTD transition
team has met three times and continues to work on personnel, space, and equipment issues. A lot of
progress has been made, and there is a lot more to be done.

Hallnted Bus: Ever wonder what WINCOG staff do in their off hours? Sometimes they volunteer to
help publicize the transit district services. Transit Administrator Melinda Perkins and intern Dagmar
Noll gave the transit district a presence at three of Willimantic's Third Thursday celebrations this
summer and fall- with kid-friendly activities such as coloring the bus logo on papers for subsequent
display on the City Bus. And on Halloween, over 2,000 pieces of candy were distributed to children
daring to walk through the haunted bus, wonderfully decorated for the occasion by Dagmar and Ewan
Mark (Peter Pan/Arrow local supervisor for the fixed route services). Even the parents enjoyed it, when
they were brave enough to accompany their kids. Ewan, Dagmar, Melinda, Jana and Kaitlyn (Melinda'
daughter) were dressed as a vampire Zorro, a belly-dancer, a gypsy, a cowgirl rock star, and ghoul
(variously - I don't want to spoil your fun of imagining which was which).

ENERGY ASSISTANCE

Peter DeBiasi, Executive Director of the Access Agency, will be attending our meeting today for a
preliminary discussion on emergency assistance programs and issues. The workshop scheduled for late
October has been postponed to late November.
LAl''>TD USE PLANNING
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reviewed and acted on the following zoning referrals:
a. # 05-10-05-TD: Tolland: A proposal to adopt an Aquifer Protection Overlay Zone and to adopt Natural

Resource and Wildlife Protection Areas as part of the Residential Design District.
Action: Conformance with regional policies and no anticipated intermnuicipal
impact.

b. # 05-1 0-12-CN: Chaplin: A proposal to penl1it underground storage of liquefied petroleum gas (LPG) in
the Aquifer Protection Zone. Action: No anticipated intermunicipal impact.

c. # 05-1 0-20-AR: Andover: A proposal to make various revisions to the Zoning Regulations including
replacing the R-40 Residential/Agricultural Zone with the R-80 Residential/Agricultural
Zone and adding new regulations for Open Space Conservation Subdivisions.
Action: Conformance with regional policies and no anticipated illtenllu'llicipal
impact.

d. # 05-1 0<24-HN: Hampton: A proposal to allow detached accessory dwellings and to revise the
regulations regarding vehicles for home based businesses. Action: Partial conformance
with regional policies.

e. #05-10-24-BN: Bolton: A proposal to add provisions regarding water supply for fire protection.
Action: No anticipated intermunicipal impact.

f. # 05-08-30-MD: Mansfield: A proposal to adopt an updated Plan of Conservation and Development
(technical addendum). Action: Conformance 'with state and local policies.

2005 Regional Transportation Plan Update: As noted above in the Transportation section, the RPC
adopted the RTF update. We will soon have a copy posted on WINCOG's web site, and will have a
limited number printed for distribution.

2004 Statewide Aerial Survey: In September, WINCOG received an advance copy of the long
promised 2004 aerial photos. These photos were shown at the October WINCOG meeting and some
DVD's were distributed. It has since come to our attention that the images on these DVD's were too
large for most computers to handle. A second version of the data package (distributed on CD) was
too difficult to print. Ms. Butts has been working with several town employees to develop a value
added data package that is both easy to use and functional. If you have already received a CD or a
DVD from WINCOG, this will be replaced in the near futl1re.

We have still not received full photo coverage of the region. Apparently, the state's vendor "vas
withholding some of the data pending final payment from the state and (as luck would have it) the
area they withheld included the western portion of the Windham Planning Region (Coventry,
Columbia and Lebanon). The payment situation has now been worked out and the last photos should
be forthcoming.

EIVIERGENCY PLANN1NG UPDATES
Community Emergency Response Team Training: The fall training will be coming to a close in
November, and we are now accepting reservations for the next class, which will begin on January 17,
2006. Sessions will be held from 2:00 - 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday afternoons. If you lmow of anyone
interested in the training, please have them contact us. Application information is also available on
our website: www.wincog.org/

Re!lional Emenrency Planning Workgroup: WINCOG's contract for DE.l'vIHS FFY 2004 funding for
homeland security and CERT projects has been finalized. With these funds, we will continue to hold
CERT training through September 2006 (the end of the grant period), and will continue to staff the
regional emergency planning workgroup and coordinate with DEMHS on their regional plal1J1ing
process.

Pre-Disaster Hazard Miti!!ation Planning (PDHM) Grant - FEMA Funding through Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP): Senior Plannp.19 8 Butts has been working on making revisions
til 1-hp. pnl-ll\/f nE:ln in 1·p~1"'\nnc:p. 1"n ("f11Ylll1pnh:! -n::'o'~I;:)l'ilcrl t";-nn'l 1=IP1\/'-!1 (] -f'Pl1f l.H..:lAl"'L> r]iT/""\. Tl,a. ,-ornt;,OQ,-.1
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changes seem to be minimal. FEMA also suggested several recommended (but not required)
changes which can be delayed until the plan is updated in five years - most of these relating to cost
or damage estimates. Thanks to all of you who responded with information about damages that
resulted from October's severe weather conditions. That will be helpful in fleshing out some of the
detail in the plan.

CENSUS AFFILIATE ACTIVITIES

Data Requests: Staff responded to requests for data from: 2 students

LOCAL ASSISTANCE
TOWN ASSISTANCE # I·IOURS

Asl!iard • Prepared townwiJe GIS buildability analysis 5

Chaplin • Provided information to first selectman re: post tlood bridge inspections ,5

Scotland • Provided information to first selectman re: eviction process .5

All To\vns • Provided digital aerial photography data to WR towns on CD with map viewer 20

• Mailed housing survey to municipal land use ofticials 1
OTHER ASSISTANCE

Continued to participate in WiIIimantic Whitewater Partnership & Thames River Basin
Partnership.

:MEETINGS
Oct. 7 - WINCOG meeting I 'Columbia (BB, JB)

12 - Meeting with ACCESS and TVCCA staft're energy assistance programs (BB)
13 - DEM HS Coordinating Council meeting
17 - WRTDI WRCC transition committee meeting (BB, Mr.)
18 - Conn DOT Municipal grants for E&D paratransit - advisory committee meeting I Newington (BB)
19 - Meeting with WRTD administrator and labor attorney re transition issues I New London (BB, MP)

- Meeting with WRCCIDAR staffre computer programs (BB, MP)
20 - Statewide Citizens Corps Council mceting I Wcst Hartford (BB)
24 - WRTDI WRCC transition committee meeting (BB, MP)
27 - Conn DOT - RPOs technical coordinating meeting I Newington (BB)

- Joint WRCC/WRTD meeting with WRCC transportation staff and drivers (MP)
28 - GIS I Homeland Security meeting for RPO and municipal reprcsentatives I Hartford (BB, JB)
29 - Willimantic River Clean-Up* (JB)

Nov. I - WRTD/WRCC transition committee meeting
2 - RPC meeting (18)
4 - CT Watershed Conference I Berlin (JB)

*Time 1101 charged 10 IYINCOG

COMMONLY USED ACRONYMS
C-lRPO
CERT
DEMHS
DEP
ElVIB
FEJI.'IA
OPAl
PATH
PDHM
RPO
TA.R
T2

CT AssociaLion o/Regional Planning Organizations (jorlJ1er~l' RPOC)
ComlJ1unity Emergency Response Team
CT Departn.lent ofEmergency l\4anagement and Homeland Security
CT Department ofEnl-'ironmental Protection
Ellstem CT Workforce Investment Board
Federal Emergency Management Administration
CT Office ofPolicy and Management
Plan for Achievement o/Transportation Coordination in HU/1/an Services
Pre-Disaster Hazard Mitigation
Regional Planning Organizations
TOII'n Aid Roads
Technology Transfer Center (UConn)
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Item # 13

TO"VN OF lVIANSFIELD
OFFiCE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

Ivlaltin H. Berliner, To"vn Manager

November 8, 2005

Warden Eileen Higgins
Warden
Donald T. Bergh1 Correctional Institute
251 Middle Turnpike
Ivlansfield, Connecticut 06268

Re: Security Measures at Bergin CI

Dear \-Varden Higgins:

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD. CT 06268-2599
i860) 429-3336
Fax: (860) -129-6863

As you know, over the past few months the Mansfield Public Safety Committee has been
reviewing the Department of Correction's offer to install razor wire along the interior perimeter
of Bergin CI, to increase security at the facility. After much discussion regarding the merits of
this proposal, the committee has determined that it requires additional information from you and
the Bergin staff in order to make a fully informed recommendation to the town council regarding
this matter.

1v'lore specifically, the committee requests the following information:

1) An assessment of the current level of security at the prison, including a review, of the
security system and measures presently in place.

2) A statement of goals and objectives relating to security at Bergin CI.

3) An explanation of the various alternatives and options available to meet those goals and
objectives relating to security.

4) With respect to the specific proposal regarding interior razor wire, please provide
additional information concerning installation, cost, maintenance and risk factors for
inmates. Also, please discuss how the installation of the interior wire could effect the
landscaping and how visible it might be fro111 the road. In addition, please address
whether the DOC could provide assurances that the security level of the facility vlOuld
remain at level two, and discuss whether staffing levels would be modified as a result of
this proposa1.
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Please contact meat 429-3339 to discuss this request in more detail. The committee greatly
appreciates the DOC's offer to enhance the security at the facility, and we believe the additional
information that we have requested will facilitate our deliberations.

Sincerely,

Matthew W. Hart
Assistant Town Manager

CC: Theresa Lantz, Commissioner, Department of Correction
Remi Acosta, District Administrator, Depmiment of Correction
~dly Smayda, Deputy Warden, Bergin CI

c/"Manstleld Town Council
Mansfield Public Safety Committee
Martin Berliner, Town Manager
Gregory Padick, Director of Planning
Sean Cox, Resident State Trooper Supervisor
Thomas Callahan, Special Assistant to the President, University of Connecticut
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A~l1~rh:arll
Red (:11"'0$5

Item # I if 2025 E Street, mv
Washington, DC 20006
l-800-HELP-NOW
www.redcross.org

Together, we can save a life

Town Of Mansfield/Mansfield Board Of Education
4 S Eagleville Rd
Storrs, CT 06268-2574

Dear Friend of the Red Cwss,

October] 8, 2005

Bt!Cl111Se ofyolll" gent!l"osity, tilt! mallY victims of HlirricaJw Katrina will lltwe tlJe c!zance to
recoIl/'1" and lllOVt! forward.

Thank you for yom gift of $5,25] .00 on September 26, 2005, in support of American Red Cross relief
efforts for Hurricane Katrina. Your gift makes it possible for the Red Cross to help the victims of
Hurricane Katrina recover from this massive stann.

Hurricane Ka trina has ripped apart many lives and left tens of thousands homeless. At its peak, it was
one of the fiercest hurricanes in recorded history and measured about 460 miles \vide - the distance from
New Orleans to Atlanta. Even after its passing, the danger remains. Flooded roads, dO\vned p0\<ver lines
and debris are all major hazards. Unsafe or unsanitary conditions for desperate evacuees also pose a
1'isi1lg threat. The recovery efforts will challenge even the most patient, and the Red Cross is working to
hring comnllmities back together as quickly as possible.

The American Red Cross is actively assisting the victims of Hllrricane Katrina, as well the victims of
Hurricanes Dennis and Emily, all of which made U.s. landfall earlier this year. For Hurricane Katrina,
the American Red Cross launched the largest mobilization of resources for a single natural disaster,
involving thousands of trained disaster relief workers, tons of supplies and shoulders to lean on. Well
before Hurricane Katrina made landfall the American Red Cross was hard at work, opening and stocking
she](-ers, sending Eme)'gency Response Vehicles to stann-vulnerable areas, and preparing relief supplies
for immediate distribution. TIle Red Cross 'will continue to respond to the emerging needs of the people
affected by Hurricane Kah-ina.

Our highest priority will always be to those facing challenges from natural or man-made disasters. You
helped make their lives a little easier. Thank you for y01.ll' support oJ the lifesaving mission of the
American Red Cross.

Kind regards,

·~f.urLn--~i(.ol'11Jr~Jf!-
Napoleon Hendrix nr
Manager, Donor Relations
American Red Cross

This It'ltersen'!!s ~'lS 11lL' IdX receiprJi"W.l'ollr gUlf Tlw Aml!rjcllJl Red Cross -i.: ,I t:"·-~"·'·'mp{f 11(IJiPi'il/it orgol1i:alioll as dl!.'icrih~d jll S!!f..:fit.lll 501 (L.') (3) l.!/Ihe

IRS Cndejbr 198-+, as L111wm.led. Our fat hlf1J71Uh.'Lltion l/I1l11ber is 53-OJ 9fiP. 2 a3rwf£' n::.'coni~· ll'ill he mainhtil1l!t.1 nod mod!! Lwoiklble hI/he iRS u]Jon
r""11l1l1sl. Ilf ilL'C(U't111JICl! with 1U.r::; I'I'fJH/ntifJ/LI,". nil IlnIJll..• nl' .\'/'!'l·;{·tJ\· 11'",':1 ' tl"J .-1.1111'11·/", tl J,H ; D •••1 , .•" ~, ~ .. r ..f.: ~ ..:L..~ ..
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Government Finance OITicers Association
203 North LaSalle Street, Suite 2700
Chicago, Illinois 60601- 121 0
312.977.9700 Jive 312.977.4806

October 11,2005

Mr. MaJiin Berliner

Town Manager

Town of Mansfield
4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Mr. Berliner:

Item #15

I am pleased to notify you that Town of Mansfield, ConneCticut has received the Distinguished
Budget Presentation Award for the current fiscal year from the Government Finance Officers
Association (GFOA). This award is the highest form of recognition in governmental budgeting
and represents a significant achievement by your organization.

When a Distinguished Budget Presentation Award is granted to an entity, a Certificate of
Recognition for Budget Presentation is also presented to the individual or department designated
as being primarily responsible for its having achieved the award. This has beell presented to:

Town Manager's Office

We hope you will arrange for a formal public presentation of the award, and that
appropriate publicity will be given to this notable achievement. A press release is
enclosed for your use.

We appreciate your pmiicipation in GFOA's Budget Awards Program. Through your
example, we hope that other entities will be encouraged to achieve excellence in
budgeting.

Sincerely,

Stephen J. Gauthier, Director
Technical Services Center

Enclosure
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Government Finance Officers Association
203 North LaSalle Street, Suite 2700
Chicago, Illinois 6060 I-Ill0
312.977.9700 Jax: 312.977.4806

October 11,2005

PRESS RELEASE

For FUliher Information Contact
Stephen J. Gauthier (312) 977-9700

*************************************************************************************

Chicago--The Government Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada (GFOA)
is pleased to announce that Town of Mansfield, Connecticut has received the GFOA's
Distinguished Budget Presentation Award for its budget.

The award represents a significant achievement by the entity. It reflects the commitment of the
governing body and staff to meeting the highest principles of governmental budgeting. In order to
receive the budget award, the entity had to satisfy nationally recognized guidelines for effective
budget presentation. These guidelines are designed to assess how well an entity's budget serves as:

III a policy document
.. a financial plan
III an operations guide
III a communications device

Budget documents must be rated "proficient" in all four categories to receive the award.

When a Distinguished Budget Presentation Award is granted to an entity, a Celtificate of Recognition
for Budget Presentation is also presented to the individual or depmtment designated as being
primarily responsible for its having achieved the award. This has been presented to Town
Manager's Office.

Since the inception oftbe GFOA's Distinguished Budget Presentation Awards Program in 1984,
approximately 900 entities have received the Award. Award reclpients have pioneered efforts to
improve the quality of budgeting and provide an excellent example for other governments throughout
North America.

The Government Finance Officers Association is a nonprofit professional association
serving 14,000 government finance professionals throughout NOlth America. The
GFOA's Distinguished Budget Presentation Awards Program is the only national awards
program in governmental budgeting.
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION

24 WOLCOTT HILL ROAD
WETHERSFIELD,CONNECTICUT 06109

Item #16

October 21, 2005

The Honorable Martin H. Berliner
Town of Mansfield
4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Mr. Berliner:

Pursuant to Section 18-81j of the Connecticut General Statutes, the Connecticut Department of
Correction is charged with the responsibility of notifying the chief elected official of a
municipality in which a correctional facility is located of the population and actual capacities of
the correctional facilities in their locale. The purpose of this' correspondence is to notify you of
these pQpulation counts.

The current capacity and population of the correctional facilities in your conununity are as
follows:

Bergin Correctional Institution 962

The capacity of a correctional institution is a very fluid number based upon the determined
needs of the Department. These needs are dictated by security issues, populations, court
decrees, legal mandates, staffing and physical plant areas or facilities that are currently serving
other purposes. As such, the actual capacity of a facility is subject to change.

In addition, I believe that the Public Safety Conunittees continue to do an outstanding job in
addressing the issues and concerns at the local level. I look to forward to a continued open
dialogue between the Department of Correction and the Public Safety COlmnittee in your
community and I am committed to maintaining a "good neighbors" relationship.

Please feel free to contact me directly if I can be of assistance to you.

An Equal OppP. 2 0 7'mployer
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Item # 17

107 Selden Slreet. Berl in, cr 1J61J3 7

The Cnnnceticlil Light and PUlVcr Cnillpany
P.O. 1:30:,270
HarlltlnL CT 061-11-0270
Intcrnct: needrpiiI,nll.Ctll11
IVWIV.cl-p.cnlll

The Northeast Utilities Systcl11

Rayillond P. Need
Prcsident & Chid Operating Oftieer

October 2005

Town Manager Martin Berliner
4 S Eagleville Rd
Mansfield, CT 06268-2574

Dear Mr. Berliner:

Energy prices could be at an all-time high this winter, and CL&P is concerned that this could
pose a hardship for more Connecticut residents than in recent years. We know that you share
our concern. That's why we are letting you know about the CL&P programs that are available to
help so that you can educate your constituents.

As a result of recent hurricanes, consumers can expect to pay more this year to heat their
homes and businesses, regardless of the energy source._ This will affect all our customers - .
particularly those with low incomes and on fixed incomes - and it may impact the state's
economy.

At CL&P, we've been working hard to be sure we are ready to serve our customers' needs and
to help them sign up for programs and services that may be especially helpful this winter.

We offer a number of innovative programs, services and partnerships that allow CL&P
customers to manage their energy use and costs. Much of the enclosed information was
recently distributed during a series of forums to brief social service agencies throughout the
state on what is available to help their clients this winter. We believe this information may also
be helpful for your use as you are asked questions by your constituents in the coming months.
We also have a comprehensive communications plan that includes bill inserts, transit bus
advertising and media outreach, among other efforts.

Additional copies of the information packets are available to customers and constituents by
contacting Pam O'Keefe at (860) 665-6213 or okeefpa@nu.com. If you would like more
information about this issue or about CL&P, please contact CL&P'$ legislative representative,
Peg Morton, Vice President of Governmental Affairs for Northeast Utilities at (860) 665-4822.

Sincerely,
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ltem #1S

TOWN OF MANSFIELD

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORK.S
Lon R. Hultgren, P.E.,Director

For Reminder/Broadcaster
October 26, 2005
Submitted by Virginia Walton, Mansfield Recycling Coordinator

AI'Green" Festival on the Green

AUDREY 1'. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH E."OLEVILLE ROAD

MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 062li8-25lJ9

(SliD) 429-3331 TELEPHONE

(860) 429·6863 FACSIMILE

The Town of Mansfield celebrated its second Festival on the Green on Sunday afternoon, September 25,
:W05, repeating last year's effort to keep the amount of waste down. Go to most Connecticut fairs or
festivals and you will tind trashcans filled with paper, plastic, food, cans and bottles. Not this Festival.

The Festival on the Green drew in businesses and artisans of the community and showcased the vision of
creating a Mansfield downtown center complete "vith a green. Since there is a direction toward a
sustainably-built Town center, a low-waste Festival was a natural tit.

Patterning the Festival on the Green 2004 after successful low-waste fairs in other parts of the Northeast,
last year's efforts yielded a 55% reduction in waste. Both the Common Ground Fair in Maine and the
Lowell Folk Festival in l'vlassachusetts compost and recycle 90% of the waste coming out of their multi
day events. The Festival on the Green committee has held to that ambitious waste goal for this four-hour
event. This year's event jumped to a 72% waste reduction.

Preparation is needed to make a low-waste vision a reality. Individual attention was given to each
participating food vendor. The Mansfield Recycling Coordinator met with food vendors to discuss how
they could support the intentions of a low-waste festival by serving food on either recyclable or
compostable items. In addition, they were provided with knives, forks and spoons made from corn.
Manufactured by Biocorp, these utensils are perfect for the compost pile. Through the generous donation
of the local recycling processing facility, Willimantic Waste Paper Company, food vendors that
participated in the Festival were supplied with as many of the Biocorp knives, forks and spoons as they
needed - at no cost to them. At their booths, participating food vendors displayed a certificate of
"greenness" and directions on which food service items that they were using could be composted or
recycled.

Waste stations, peppered throughout the Festival area, included cans & bottles recycling, crates for
returnable soda bottles and composting. Volunteers guided fair attendees in the disposal of their waste. By
selling Hosmer Mountain Soda, our local soda maker known for its wide variety of tlavors and its use of
rehlrnable bottles, reuse was integrated into the Downtown Partnership's fundraiser. Freestanding "Keep
It Green" signs were placed along the Festival thoroughfare. At the recycling center attendees could pick
up a bag oftinished compost made from last year's Festival food/paper/utensil waste. The Southeast
School Green Thumbs Club members were also applying recycling tattoos for anyone willing to hold out
their hand.
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At the end of the day 72% of the waste was either recycled or composted. 49% of the day's waste is
currently being transformed into soil in the Mansfield transfer station compost pile. That includes paper
plates and cups, napkins, corn-based forks ancl spoons, ancl food. 23% ofthe waste was sorted cans and
bottles that went to the local recycling processing t~1cility, Willimantic Waste Paper Company. Hosmer
Mountain Socia got most of their bottles back for reuse and the remaining 28% of the garbage went to the
trash incinerator. Although the Festival did not achieve a 90% waste reduction, the increase to 72% is
very satisfying.
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Item #19

~Vlans'field Do'wntown Partnership
Helping to Build Mansfield's Future

November t,2005

I:vfr. Dimple Desai
CT Department of Economic and Community

Development (DECO)
infrastructure and Real Estate Division

.505 Hudson Street
Hnrtforcl, eT 06106-7106

Re: September 30,2005 Progress Report f()r the Downtown lVlansfielc1 Revitalization and
Enhancement Project

Dear lVlr. Desai:

I am pleased to provide you with the September 30, 2005 Progress Repurt.

Over the last quarter, the I'vlanstield DO\vntO\vn Partnership, Inc. ("Partnership"), workedl,.vith
the master developer LeylandAlliance and the Palinership's cUl1sultant Looney Ricks Kiss to
:finalize the Draft I\I/Iullicipal Development Plall ("ivlDP"). On August 25,2005, the tinal draft
·ofthe !'vlDP was submitted to DECO, follO\ving inclusion of responses to sllggested changes by
the State Departments of EIl"vironl11 ental Protection, Transportation, Public Health, the
Commission on Culture & T01Jrism, and lhe Office of Policy and I'v'fanagement (OPIVI). On
September 7, 2005, OPM gave the Partnership approval to begin the local review process,
finding that the IvlOP was not inimical to state planning goals. The local revie\\' process began
on September 19 when the I\!lanstie!d Planning and Zoning Commission unanimously passed a
resolution that the JV1DP is in accord with both the Tmvl1 of rv}anstleld's 1993 Plan of
Development and the lawn's 2005 draft Plan of Conservation and Development update. On
September 27, the Windham Region Council of Govermnents Regional Planning COl11mission
unanimously passed a resolution that the IvlDP was found lo be in accord with the Windham
Region Land Use Plan of2002, as amended in July 2005. On October 6, the Partnership held i:1

public hearing on the I\ilOP and the Partnership Bomd unanimously approved the l\!lDP that
night. On October 24, the Mansfield Town Council concludecl the statutorily local approval
process by approving the [vi 0 P by a 9-0 vote. The University of Connecti cut Board of Trustees
will review the Jv1DP in mid-November anclthen the MDP will be forwarded on to DECO for
final review.

One of the other Jl111jor efforts this quarter has beeil to finalize a relocatiun plan for businesses
thnt may be displaced as part oftbe new development ilnd stali vvorking with these businesses
on their business neecls. Phil Michalowski with Harrnll-lVllchi:.llowski Associates, rne.

F:\_Cnllll11011 Wllrk'"DuvmlmVIl Parll1ership\f\·! DP\DECDProgl"essRepurISepI2()05.dllC
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has been retained as a relocation consultant for the Storrs Center project. J'vlr. J\!lichalowski has
begun his initial research and meeting vvith business o\vners. In addition, Lisa lsraelovitch with
LeylandAlIiance's retail consultant Live Work Learn Play has begun meeting with business
OIvners about thelr interest in being part of the nevv development. Working \vith local business
owners w11l be a major part ofthe efforts O\'er the next several months.

Design guidelines are being created to guide the development of a Special Design District for
the downtown project, and related changes to the zoning regulations. The Pminership, Looney
Ricks Kiss, and LeylanclAlJiance has been working ·with the Partnership's Planning and Design
Committee, the Town of Mansfield's Planning and Zoning Commission, and Town Directur of
Planning on these issues. The Planning and Design Committee has taken the lead in revie\ving
the design guidelines and met on August 2-1- and September 20 to provide feedback on the
design guidelines. The next step is to work with the TVlansfield Director of Plonning, [Inc! the
Planning and Zoning Commission to review the guidelines. The guidelines are approximately
90 percent complete and should be ready for transmittal with a final report and reqllisition to
USDA this fall or winter. .

\Ve have met i.ll11ajor milestone with the local approval ofthe Storrs Center rvlunicipal
Development Plan and are looking fonvard to the next steps on the Special Design District and
zoning regulation changes.

Please do not hesitnte to contact me at 860-429-2740 ifYOll have any questions. 'vVe look
forward to continuing to work \vith you on this critical project for the Town OOV'f::lllStield.

cc: Sheila Hummel, DEeD
I\Jostat:'1 lVJonshi, DECD Compliance and Review Section

,/rVlnrtin Berliner, rvlansfielcl Town IVli:1l1l1ger
Cherie Trahan, Iv1anstielc1 Comptroller
l\/lanslield Downtown Partnersbip, Inc., Board of Directors
Lee Cole-Chu, Cole-Chu Ciccarone, LLC, Partnership Attorney

10:\_C11111111011 Wor!;:\ DU'Nlllo\\'1l Parlllership'.M DP\DECDPrugressRepurtSepl2U05 .tl,)c
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Item #20

Mansfield Downto'Vvn Partnership
Helping to Build r\'lansfield's Future

November I, 2005

~1s. ~ary Grasso
US Department of Agriculture
100 Northfield Drive
\i\findsor, CT 06095

Re: Progress Report for the Mansfield Revitalization and Enhancement Project for the
period July 1,2005 to September 30,2005 - Rural Business Enterprise Grant (RBEG)

Dear 1v1s. Grasso:

J am pleased to provide you with a Progress Rep0l1 for the Mansfield Revitalization and
Enhancem ent Proj eet.

Over the last quarter, the ~ansfield Downtown Partnership, Inc. ("Partnership"), worked
\~/ith the master developer LeylandAlliance and the Partnership's consultant Looney
Ricks Kiss to finalize the Draft IVIunicipal Development Plan ("lvlDP"). On August 25,
2005, the final draft ofthe ~DP was submitted to the Department of Economic and
COlTlmunity Development (DECD), following the response to suggested changes by the
State Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), the Depmiment of Transp0l1ation,
the Depatiment of Public Health, the Commission on Culture & Tourism, and the Office
of Policy and ~anagel11ent (OP~). On September 7, 2005, OPJ'vl gave the Pminership
approval to begin the local reviev/ process, tinding that the IvlDP "vas not inimical to state
planning goals. The local review process began on September 19 when the Mansfield
Planning and Zoning Commission unanimously passed a resolution that the MDP is in
accord with both the Tovm of ~ansfield's 1993 Plan of Development and the town's
2005 draft Plan of Conservation and Development update. On September 27, the
Windham Region Council of Governments Regional Planning Commission unanimously
passed a resolution that the MDP was' found to be in accord with the Windham Region
Land Use Plan of 2002, as amended in July 2005. On October 6, the Partnership held a
public hearing on the MDP and the Partnership Board unanimously approved the MDP
that night. On October 24, the JVlansfield Town Council concluded the statutorily local
approval process by approving the MOP by a 9-0 vote. The University of Connecticut
Board ofTmstees will review the fvIDP in mid-November anel then the fvlDP \\lill be
forwarded on to DEeD for final review.

F:\_Common Work\Downlown Pmtnersh ip\Grant App Forl11s\US DAProgressReporlReqReimbSept2005 .doc
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Mansfield Downtown Partnership
Helping to Build Mansfield's Future

Design guidelines are being created to guide the development of a Special Design District
for the clovmtovm project, ,md related changes to the zoning regulations: The
Partnership, Looney Ricks 1(iss, and LeylandAlliance has been \vorking with the
Partnership's Planning and Design Committee, the Town of Mansfield's Planning and
Zoning Commission, and Tovm Director of Planning on these issues: The Rural Business
Entel])rise Grant was allocated for Looney Ricks Kiss' work on design. The Plmming
and Design Committee has taken the lead in reviewing the design guidelines and met on
August 24 and September 20 to provide feedback on the design guidelines. The next step
is to work with the Ivlansfield Director of Planning, and the Planning and Zoning
Commission to review the guidelines. The guidelines are approximately 90 percent
complete and should be ready for transmittal with a final report and requisition to USDA
this fall or winter. The planning meetings, and subsequent guidelines partially fulfill the
requirements of Tasks 8 and 9 which are part to the Scope of Work for the Rural
Business Entel1)rise Grant.

We have met a major milestone with the local approval oftbe StOITS Center Municipal
Development Plan and are looking forward to the next steps on the Special Design
District ancl zoning regulation changes.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at 860-429-2740 if you have any questions. We look
fonvard to contiIllling to \-vork with you on this critical project for the IVIansfielc1
community.

Sincerely,
/1 .? ~

,.. , ,./ .. I' /.)
I '.. J.. j''!~,,,-,,,,. / j' l'/.<11 A:.j f7"';1. I~,' ~:i~'1i.. "/-.'} ;J /'//VL.....=-

.... t,- lvv,{;t'''~7 £,·1 lr .... . " ••.-..'"",,"

C&nthia van Zelm (~
Executi ve Director '" .

/'
cc:t'J\;lartin Berliner, MansfIeld Town Manager
Cherie Trahan, Mansfield Comptroller
Mansfield Downtown Partnership, Inc., Board of Directors
Lee Cole-Chu, Cole-elm Ciccarone, LLC, Partnership Attorney

F:\_Cmlll11nn Wnr!cDmvnlnwn Pl1rtnership\Grl1nl App Forl11sIUSDAPmgressRe[1urlReqReil11bSe[1120{15,due
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CONNECTICUT POPULATION ESTIMATES AS OF JULY 1, 2004
BY COUNTY AND TOWN

(State Total = 3,503,604)
Item #21

County Est. Pop. County Est. Pop.

Fairfield 903,291 New Haven 845,694
Hartford 875,602 New London 266,466
Litchfield 189,246 Tolland 146,667
Middlesex 162,295 Windham 114,343

Town Est. Pop. Town Est. Pop. Town Est. Pop. Town Est. Pop.

Andover 3,177 East Haven 28,808 Monroe 19,656 Sherman 4,100
Ansonia 18,881 East Lyme 18,629 Montville 19,846 Simsbury 23,460
Ashford 4,349 East Windsor 10,261 Morris 2,396 Somers 10,888
Avon 16,992 Eastford 1,725 Naugatuck 31,802 South Windsor 25,586
Barkhamsted 3,687 Easton 7,488 New Britain 71,832 Southbury 19,498
Beacon Falls 5,553 Ellington 14,141 New Canaan 19,965 Southington 41,723
Berlin 19,471 Enfield 45,567 New Fairfield 14,229 Sprague 3,011
Bethany 5,417 Essex 6,816 New Hartford 6,662 Stafford 11,815
Bethel 18,742 Fairfield 57,861 New Haven 125,012 Stamford 120,160
Bethlehem 3,598 Farmington 24,682 New London 26,375 Sterling 3,384
Bloomfield 20,414 Franklin 1,927 New Milford 28,484 Stonington 18,381
Bolton 5,173 Glastonbury 32,852 Newington 29,646 Stratford 50,309
Bozrah 2,446 Goshen 3,007 Newtown 26,762 Suffield 14,539
Branford 29,166 Granby 10,989 Norfolk 1,687 Thomaston 7,901
Bridgeport 140,132 Greenwich 62,317 North Branford 14,292 Thompson 9,263
Bridgewater 1,892 Griswold 11,194 North Canaan 3,392 Tolland 14,416
Bristol 60,994 Groton 40,522 North Haven 23,710 Torrington 35,955
Brookfield 16,201 Guilford 22,245 North Stonington 5,201 Trumbull 35,293
Brooklyn 7,650 Haddam 7,535 Norwalk 84,412 Union 744
Burlington 8,952 Hamden 58,412 Norwich 36,721 Vernon 29,338
Canaan 1,106 Hampton 1,968 Old Lyme 7,535 Voluntown 2,632
Canterbury 5,010 Hartford 125,053 Old Saybrook 10,520 Wallingford 44,607
Canton 9,603 Hartland 2,078 Orange 13,587 Warren 1,342
Chaplin 2,418 Harwinton 5,526 Oxford 11,112 Washington 3,701
Cheshire 29,303 Hebron 9,085 Plainfield 15,353 Waterbury 108,487

Chester 3,846 Kent 2,945 Plainville 17,371 Waterford 19,089

Clinton 13,638 Killingly 17,214 Plymouth 12,117 Watertown 22,268
Colchester 15,334 Killingworth 6,381 Pomfret 4,086 West Hartford 61,392
Colebrook 1,530 Lebanon 7,224 Portland 9,340 West Haven 53,124
Columbia 5,295 Ledyard 15,149 Preston 4,846 Westbrook 6,597
Cornwall 1,482 Lisbon 4,231 Prospect 9,205 Weston 10,263
Coventry 12,166 Litchfield 8,594 Putnam 9,237 Westport 26,564
Cromwell 13,520 Lyme 2,115 Redding 8,648 Wethersfield 26,358
Danbury 78,221 Madison 18,778 Ridgefield 24,202 Willington 6,197
Darien 20,547 Manchester 55,563 Rocky Hill 18,620 Wilton 17,965
Deep River 4,736 Mansfield 24,232 Roxbury 2,311 Winchester 10,889
Derby 12,620 Marlborough 6,185 Salem 4,058 Windham 23,167

Durham 7,206 Meriden 59,163 Salisbury 4,059 Windsor 28,652

East Granby 5,018 Middlebury 6,846 Scotland 1,665 Windsor Locks 12,333
East Haddam 8,789 Middlefield 4,303 Seymour 16,133 Wolcott 16,149

East Hampton 11,927 Middletown 47,141 Sharon 3,036 Woodbridge 9,289

East Hartford 49,416 Milford 54,495 Shelton 39,254 Woodbury 9,679
Woodstock 7,854
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M. Jodi Rell
Governor

STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

Health Care Quality, Statistics, Analysis & Reporting

J. Robert Galvin, M.D., M.P.H.
Commissioner

ESTIMATED POPULATIONS IN CONNECTICUT AS OF JULY 1, 2004

Population estimates of Connecticut's eight counties and 169 towns for 2004 were prepared for
distribution by the Connecticut Depmiment of Public Health (DPH), Health Care Quality,
Statistics, Analysis, and RepOliing Unit, within the Division of Health Infol1llation Systems
RepOliing. These estimates constitute the basis ofbilih, death, and other population-based rates
for 2004 and forward.

Method of Estimation
County and Tmvn Estimates

Town population estimates for July 1,2004 were released by the U.S. Census Bureau's
(USCB) Population Estimates Program on June 30,2005.(1) The USCB figures were adopted for
the state's town-level estimates.(21 The method used by the USCB to generate population estimates
has been described in detail (htfp:/lwH'w.censlls.gol'lpopest/topicslnzethodologyI200331uneth.hlml).

2004 Population Estimates
The July 1, 2004 population estimate for the state of Connecticut, compared to the July 1,

2000 population estimated by the Connecticut DPH,(3) is shown below. The 2004 estimate was
94,055 higher than the 2000 estimate of 3,409,549. Population estimates for Connecticut's
counties and towns are given in the attached table.

ESTIMATED POPULATION Of CONNECTICUT AS OF JULY 1, 200.4

Esti mated
Population

Change in Population, 2000-2004

Number Percent

3,503,604 +94,055 +2.76%

Forfurthel' ill(ormation please contact:
Connecticut Department of Public Health, Division of Health Infol1lwtion Systems & Reporting

410 Capitol Avenue, MS#llHCQ, P.O. Box 340308, Hartford, CT 06134-0308
Phone: (860) 509-7120

Fax: (860) 509-7160
E-mail: webmaster.dph@po.state.ct.us

These estimates are also available at: http:lAI'll'lI'.state.ct.usldphIOPPElpopest.h/m
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Notes:

(1) SUB-EST2004-05-09, Annual Estimates r.itlle Population/or Minor Civil DiI'isiolls in COlllJecticut, Listed
Alphabetical(l' TVithill COUlJt)': April I, 2000 [0 July 1. 2004, Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release
Date June 30, 2005 (http://www.census.gov/Press-ReJease/www/releases/archives/population/005268.html).

(2) The US Census Bureau recently corrected the town boundary between Plainville and Bristol. This cOiTection
resulted in a base 2000 population shift of 125 from the town of Plainville to the town of Bristol. This change
was incorporated into the estimates series.

(3) Estimated Populations in Connecticut as ofJuly 1, 2000. Hartford: Connecticllt Depmiment of Public Health,
Oftice of Policy, Planning, and Evaluation, September 200 I.

P.219



BLi-\NX

INTENTIONpJLLLy

P.220



Item #22

UCONN STUDENTS LIVING ON CAMPUS AT STORRS, 1985-2005

Acad. Year Undergrad. Grad. Total

Fall, 1985 9,233 440 9,673
Spring, 1986 8,847 432 9,279
Fall, 1986 9,300 455 9,755
Spring, 1987 9,070 442 9,512
Fall, 1987 9,566 419 9,985
Spring, 1988 8,969 417 9,348
Fall, 1988 9,464 429 9,893
Spring, 1989 8,911 437 9,348
Fall, 1989 8,772 432 9,204
Spring, 1990 8,067 425 8,492
Fall, 1990 8,655 433 9,088
Spring, 1991 7,915 405 8,320
Fall, 1991 8,191 441 8,632
Spring, 1992 7,437 430 7,867
Fall, 1992 7,628 424 8,052
Spring, 1993 6,889 428 7,317
Fall, 1993 7,152 465 7,615
Spring, 1994 6,390 456 6,846
Fall, 1994 6,702 421 7,123
Spring, 1995 6,100 414 6,514
Fall, 1995 6,567 390 6,957
Spring, 1996 6,020 410 6,430
Fall, 1996 6,675 414 7,089
Spring, 1997 6,089 372 6,471
Fall, 1997 6,473 418 6,819
Spring, 1998 5,969 378 6,347
Fall, 1998 7,212 414 7,626
Spring, 1999 6,635 417 7,052
Fall, 1999 7,818 430 8,248
Spring, 2000 7,142 411 7,553
Fall, 2000 8,259 440 8,699
Spring, 2001 7,952 421 8,373
Fall,200l 9,247 543 9,790
Spring, 2002 8223 425 8,648
Fall, 2002 9,868 449 10,317
Spring, 2003 9,409 560 9,969
Fall, 2003 10,567 423 10,990
Spring, 2004 10,257 485 10,742
Fall, 2004 10,658 497 11,155
Spring, 2005 10,323 509 10,832
Fall, 2005 11,010 514 11,524

*Nortlnvood Apm1ments not included in totals

*As of 11/2/05, Off. of Resid. Life

aliucOlU1
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Item #23

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
MEMORANDUM

10/25/05

TO:
FROM:

RE:

Greg Padick, Town Planner ~CJ----
Lon R. Hultgren, Director of Public worVpD{

Scenic RoadApplication - Stone Mill Road

As you may be aware, the Town has secured a Federal grant to replace the
Stone Mill Road bridge over the Fenton River. In order to accept this $906,000
Federal grant, the bridge width must bea minimum of 18', which is not waivable.
This is about 3' wider than the existing bridge.

In discussing this with residents who live on Stone Mill Road, it was agreed that
making Stone ty1i11 Road a Town scenic road would give them added assurance
that replacing the bridge to Federal standards would not trigger further widening
or improving Stone Mill Road. As such, I have attached an application to make
Stone Mill Road a Town Scenic Road in accordance with the Town's Scenic Road
Ordinance. The application is supported by 75% of the fronted property owners.

Although it is not directly related to the scenic road designation, the new bridge
concept is a twin arch with a stone fa~ade which should nicely compliment the
scenic area near the Grist Mill. .

cc: ,Martin H. Berliner, Town Manager
Grant Meitzler, Assistant Town Engineer
File

attachments

P.223
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APPLICATION FOR SCENIC ROAD DESIGNATION
(see Scenic Road Ordinmice adopt.ed by Town Council)

(A separate application is required for each proposed Scenic Road.)
file 1010-

date filed Jot U/os

Applicant __L_()_i\J__f-I_IJ_L_T_G._.f:.5_~_r- I_--;If-JvL\L-,,=."--,-,,P~t~--!:..-U_CG-lJ-~__~~_-_~_-_-_-_-_-_
(please PRINT) V (Signature)

Addre'ss AJu:, ~ck &f::4 I 4-s:e-~ {@al!e)e£~ I""rSr(, Phone 42-9-335L. .
. .,.. .

Other persons who may be directly contacted regarding this application (if any):

Name Phone------------------------ ---------
(please PRINT)

Address _

Road (or pOliion thereof) to be considered for designation as a Scenic Road:

The following infOlmation shall be submitted as part of this application:

A. /Statement of Justification addressing ciitelia contained in Sections 2 and 3 of the Mansfield
Scenic Road Ordinance. TIns statement shall also include infonnation documenting that the
maj Olity frontage requirement of Section 4 of the Sceinc Road Ordinance has been met.

B. ~ Applicable pOliions of the Assessor's aelial maps (available in Town Clerk's Office)
depicting the proposed SGenic Road (or pOliion thereof) and including propeliy lines, as per the
Assessor's cunent records, for l6ts with fl:ontage on the proposed length of Sceinc Road. The
names of each cunent propeIiy-owner with frontage on the proposed length of SceInc Road shall be
included on these maps.

C. V A separate listing of the names and addresse-s ofall property-owners (based on the Assessor's
cunent records) who have frontage on the proposed length of Scenic Road, with in f0l111ation 011

the length of frontage of each abutting property, and including space for each abutting propeliy
owner's signature, to indicate clearly their approval of the proposed length of Scenic Road.

A Public Heming to consider a Scenic Road designation shall not be held unless the owners of
a majOlity of the frontage abutting the designated pOliion of road have indicated by their
signatures their approval of the Scenic Road designation. Signatures shall be obtained from all
record owners of a subject parcel for the parcel to qualify as pmi of the majOlity frontage
requirement.

D. Lphotographs of the proposed length of Scenic Road, to help address clitmia contained in Sees.
2 and 3 ofthe Mansfield Scenic Road Ordinance.

The following additional information (if any) is submitted as pmi of this application: _
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Stone Mill Road
Scenic Road Application

Statement of Justification

Stone Mill Road meets the criteria of the Mansfield Scenic Road Ordinance as
follows:

A. It is unpaved except for the very short sections at its western
terminus and the north end of the loop secti()n in front of the grist
mill. (Both of these sections were paved for drainage and road
maintenance issues.)

B. The traveied portion is less than 20 feet wide along most of its length.

C. The scenic views, particular around this historic grist mill and the
Fenton River are among the best in Mansfield.

D. The road provides a unique access to both the historic grist mill and
.the birthplace of Wilbur Cross.

As per attachments A & B, a majority of the fronted property owners have shown
their approval of this designation by signing the petition for same.

F:\DPW -Mmin'LParkerWA_\BRIDGES\Stone Mill rl.:.~ ~.?tement of Justification 10-?S-O"i rlnr



= PETITION =

Stone Mill Road Scenic Road Designation

Pursuant to the provision of Section 7-149a of the Connecticut General Statutes and the Town of
Mansfield's Scenic Road Ordinance, we the undersigned abutting property owners, request that Stone
Mill Road be designated as a Town of Mansfield Scenic Road subject to the protections of said Town
Ordinance.

)11

P.226
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= PErITIOlif =

Stone Mill Road Scenic Road Designation

Pursuant to the provision of Section 7-149a of the Connecticut General Statutes and the Town of
Mansfield's Scenic Road Ordinancer we the undersigned abutting property ownerSr request that Stone
Mill Road be designated as .a Town of Mansfield Scenic Road subject to the protections of said Town
Ordinance.

Name Address

( .s OS

P.227
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Stone Min Road Scenic Road Designation

Pursuant to the provision of Section 7-149a of the Connecticut General Statutes and the Town of
Mansfield/s Scenic Road Ordinancer we the undersigned abutting property ownersr request that Stone
Mill Road be designated as a Town of Mansfield Scenic Road subject to the protections of said Town
Ordinance.

Address

/ ZJ F lS/tnlCJ'J11/1 ;ej

P.22S
.... ' ...... ,.,.tAl 1l.1 "_\ l""'\ __ J. IIl.J" \lnll\n . __LC-_,.... ~_r"\__ ...J.,.,nr\f-..J __



CT 06268

JOSHUA'S TRACT CONSERVATION &
TRUST INC
re: STONEl'v1ILL RD
POBOX4
MANSFlliLD CNlli CT 06250

GRZYMKOWSKI VIRGINIA
re: 82 STONEMILL RD ~
P OBOX495
STORRS CT 06268

MULLER JANET S
re: 94 STONEMILL RD
94 STONEi'vITLL RD
STORRS CT 06268

PIRRIE ROBERT C & /'
STONE JENNIFER L V
re: 657 CHAFFEEVILLE RD

657 CHAFFEEVILLE RD
STORRS CT 06268

WHITE K.ATHERINE M ...
re: 109 STONEJVllLL RD V
109 STONE.MILL ROAD
STORRS CT 06268

MANSFIELD TOWN OF
OPEN SPACE GRIST I'v1ILL ROAD
re: GRIST.MILL RD
4 SO EAGLEVILLE RD
STORRS CT 06268

MCGREGOR PATRICIA I & MATTHE
re: 579 CHAFFEEVILLE RD V'"
579 CHAFFEEVILLE RD
STORRS CT 06268

MOSKOWITZ ROBERT & JANE /
re: 117 STONEMILL RD V
117 STONE MILL RD
STORRS CT 06268

JOSHUA'S TRACT CONSERVATION &
HISTORIC TRUST INC /"
re: 134 STONEMILL RD V
POBOX4
MANSFIELD CNTR CT 06250

JOSHUA'S TRACT CONSERVATION &
HISTORlC TRUST INC . /
re: STONEl'v1ILL RD V
POBOX4
MANSFIELD CNTR CT 06250

KLEIN WALDO C & LINDA
re: 101 STONE.MILL RD v/
101 STONEMll...L RD
STORRS CT 06268

NASANSKY l'v1ADELINE & ROBERT
re: 229 HANKS HILL RD
229 HANKS Hll...LRD
STORRS CT 06268

BORN ROBERT K &
BOHl'f TERRI BARRON
re: 77 STONEI'v1ILL RD
77 STONEMILL RD
STORRS

TAYLOR MICHAEL ET AL /
re: STONEMlLL RD V
POBOX476
STORRS . CT 06268

G/"j/o~1. L{:, CL U1 /
-BRBNNBR:-kkReM-r-- v

re: 24 STONEMILL RD
24 STONEI'v1ILL RD
STORRS CT 06268

KUPRlS VALDIS 0 EST C/O, ./
TAYLOR JLZE V
re: 18 STONEMJLL RD
PO BOX 476
STORRS CT 06268

A~cee~ LA-LO-<L-415 

S~ v~t-(( }:J A£U"-!-(C5'>5:>

CJ) ~ S{)W-~fL
r~(¥ct7I~~

t...."-'\. S;e-t='-'-l..(,.'-c

;,(i:)ed 'Besc~,t.t<~-fa

JOSHUA'S TRACT CONSERVATION &
HISTORIC TRACT INC ..-/
re: STONEJVillL RD V
POBOX4
1v1ANSFIELD CNTR CT 06250

TAYLOR MICHAEL
re: 12 STONEMJLLRD
12 STONEMILL RD
STORRS CT 06268

MOEN SUSA_N E & PAUL C TRUSTEES
DnQP"'J TIUDT'T'T-T - /'
.1.'I..'---""-'.l.J!"'1 J" ".1..1..1..1. ./

re: 233 HAJ\f'"tCs HILL RD 1/'

43 MORl-.JINGLIGHTDR P.229
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Owner
Pirrie/Stone

Joshua's Tract

J\lIoskowitz

White

Klein

Parcel ill
10-43-27

10-43-26

10-43-25

17-44-14-1

17-44-14

Attachment D
Frontage Compilation

Stone Mill Road - Scenic Road Application

Map
Measured

Feet ofFrontage
220'

668'

55'

262'

252'

(west side loop)

(west side loop; north side
road)

(north side road)

(north side road)

(north side road)

Moskowitz

Bolm

Nasansky

Moen

Taylor

Kupris

Gillon

Taylor

Grzymkowski

1v!uiier

Joshua's Tract

Joshua's Tract

Town ofMansfield

McGregor

(between Klein & Bolm)

17-44-13

17-44-12

12-65-10

17-65-40

17-65-8

17-65-7

17-65-9

17-65-6

17-65-5

17-65-4

17-65-3

17-65-37.1

17-65-37

231'

355'

1,770'

185'

lOT

203'

216'

1,005'

455'

278'

251'

982'

212'

310'

(north side road)

(north side road)

(north side road)

(south side road)

(south side road)

(south side road)

(south side road)

(south side road)

(south side road)

(south side road)

(south side road)

(south side road; west
side loop)

(west side loop)

(west side loop)

Joshua's Tract 17-65-2
total frontage (both sides)

signing petition as of 10/21105
01· d - 7.c:01/0 slgne - .J /0

1,218'
9,241 feet
6,975 feet

(east side loop)
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Item #24

TO'WN OF lVIANSFIELD

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC \VORKS

LOll R. Hultf,rren, P.E., Director AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
ivIANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268-2599
(860) 429-333\ TELEI'IIONE

(S6ll) 429-6863 FACSIMILE

NEWS ITElVi FOR IM~1iEDIATE RELEASE

For more information cal!
Tim Veillette-429-3340 or
~.IIark Kiefer-429-1483

Gas Line Relocation on ~-'lap'e Road
to begin November 14, 2005

A short section of the gas line in Maple Road will be relocated by Connecticut.
Natural Gas crews to allow new drainage facilities to be installed beginning
Monday, November 14, 2005. .

The work is expected to take one week. While the work is underway, the roadfs
excavation will be covered with metal plates which will be safe for ali traffic.
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Item #15

Marty,

Joan asked me to briefly outline the ways we can remove voters from our voter list. The
law is very specitIc.

Removal fi'0111 the Registry list:
1. Death
2. Elector COnfil111S in writing that they have moved out oftown
3. Notice from another to\vn that the person is registered there
4. Notice fi-om the DMV
5. Based on canvass infomlatiol1

Every January we send a Notice of Contil1nation of Voting Residence to people
we believe no longer live in town. This infoll11ation comes from the comparison
of our voter tiles with the National Change of Address Registry and other sources

. ofinfonnation we receive dUling the year. If the notice comes back stating that
the voter no longer lives in town we can remove them. lfthe notice does not
come back or comes back undeliverable we put that voter on an Inactive list for 4
years. This means that if they come in during that time and swear that they have
lived in town continuously they may be restored as a voter. While on the Inactive
list they are not counted in our Active voter totals.

6. Incarcerated felons.

Many of the above methods do not apply to students. For example, they virtually never
let us know that they have left town and very rarely change their OMV license to their
college address so we get no notification of a move from the D1vIV. When they register
in another town or state they occasionally put their college address as their last voting
residence, but usually forget they ever registered here.

Twice a year we receive a copy of the student registration list tl:om UConn and compare
that list to our student voter tiles both on campus and in the sUlTounding apartments. We
note where students are in the degree process and if there is no record of them for two
successive semesters we contact them. A couple of years ago we received approval fi'om
the Secretary of the State's oftice to send a note to any student that we believe no longer
is here and ask them to let us know their status. We send them a Sh011 t0l111 with a
postage paid retU11l envelope. This note is often sent to their home address since they
move from room to room so frequently in college. This notice has no force oflaw but if
they retUl11 it to us signed we can remove them or make an address change. If we don't
hear from them we consider that reason enough to send them a Notice of Conti11l1ation
(as describe above) at the next canvass which does have the force oflaw.

The other avenue we have is that a couple oftimes a year the Secretary of the State sends
out a list tl."om the centralized voting system that list all voters who are registered in more
then one place in CT. We look at this duplicate list and contact any student who
registered somewhere else in CT after they registered here. After 30 days we can remove
these voters ifthey don't let us know that they are still here.
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As ofthis election we had 2289 dom1 students registered (8 of whom voted) and another
265 (4 of wh0111 voted) in the sl.lITounding apmiments. In May 01'2.004, prim" to the
registration chive for the Presidential election there were 860 students registered on
campus. So you can see how this number t1uctuates depending where we are in the
election cycle. It~ as it looks is inevitable, there will soon be Election Day registration I
would expect the number of student registering here in a Presidential election to increase
dramatically.

Let me know if any other inf01111atio11 would be helpful

Mary
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ED·LiDG [Rev,JO/D3, glforll1s\ED·6DO'sled-606,doc] Head Jvlod. Relum, Municipal

Item #'26

State of Connecticllt
Office of the Secretary of the Stale

Election Services Division

PRESCRIBED FORM FOR RETURN OF VOTES CAST AT A MUNICJPAL ELECTION
(e.G.S. .§.9-314(b))

Head moderator, or moderator in municipalities with only a single voting district, to complete, sign, and forthwith
transmit one copy of this return, BY FAX, MAIL Or by hand delivery, to SECRETARY OF THE STATE, Ejection
Services Division, 30 Trinity Street P.O. Box 150470, Hartford, CT 06115-0470. Use additional pages, if necessary. A
duplicate return is to be filed with the municipal clerk.

City
Town of
Borough

f1~ \ll'<;}...L..1fL..!.l,",-,,-d _

Date of Election: November 8.2005

Part I - Candidates on Ballot

Office ])esi~nation

(from ballot label,
including political
subdivision, if
applicable--e.g.,
Council District.
\Varcl, etc.)

Candidate
(from ballot label)

Party
(from ballot label)

Number of
Votes Received
(including
write-in votes
specified
below)*
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*I1Jc~ucle wrile-i~l votes cast (I) for candidates whose names appear on voting machines for single-opening offices only
ancll2) for candIdates on absentee ballots for any office. provided the write-in vote on any si1J~le ballot doesn't result in
two voles being casl for the same candidate for the same office. ~
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ED-60G [Rc\'.lO/03, g\formsIED-600's) I-Ieud il'lod. Rc.lum, l\lunicipnJ

Part I - Continued
Office Designation
(from ballot label, Number of

Votes Receivedincluding polilical
subdivision, if (including
applicable--e.g., write-in votes
Council District, .Candidate Party specified
Ward, etc.) (from ballot label) (from ballot label) below)*

PI;:~~\~~;=:~ol ~:~~:;-~=k~~k;;~~ ~=k~~~=-ft_ ~~~~:=~~~=~-..=.~~=.-=.~=.=.=.~=.===.=.=.=.q:~;r=== ;A
fdi/T 1;;~:16Vt ~ J ralJVd+1 ..p~ . . i_~~;-~< ...-.~

/!e·b- k6C.hcJ'\bCY~jeY J5' &, 7 </t

Plo..\\V\\v:.~ o.V\d ZDV\.\vi.~
~ 1'11\ IM.\s.s.lo VI....
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ED-GOG [Rev.IO/03, g\fOlms\ED-GOO's]--Head Mod. Return, J\'lunieipal

Part II - Write-In \Totes for REGISTERED 'Write-in Candidates Only

Office DesiQ:nation
(from ballot label,
including political
subdivision, if applicable
--e.g., Council District,
Ward, etc.)

Registered Write-In
Candidate's Name

Number of
Write-in
Votes Cast

============================================--====================--====================

\

~l_<~

Part ill - Questions on Ballot .;:i:
Question
Number Desi1!hation of Question (from ballot label)
========================--=============================================================

~~

YES NO
1. Shall the town 01 Mansfield appropriate S1,OOO,OOO lor design, GOnstrul;llon,

lurnlshlng and equipping of additions, renovalions and modlflcallons 1o the
Mansfield T:ommunlty Cenler, and authorize the Issue of bonqs and noles in the
same amounllo delray said appropriallon? .

1-Illtf7_
j/f/X

1----'----1------·---·-·--·-'

qq7
1-----"------------

~rjjji[-

YES flO

2..Shalllh, lown of Mansfl,ld approprlal, $1,000.000 for ocQulslllon of land or
'Interesls therein for open space, municipal. or passive or acllvll recreational uses,
and authorize the Issue of bonds and notes in the same amount to delray said
approprlallon?

.r
I

C-j
!

~"'~'"
YES NO

3. Shan the lown of Mansfield appropriate 5650,000 lor payment of the unfunded~
acluarial accrued liability with rcspecllo Ihe partir:lpalloll of the town's F1rel1ghler
and EMT employees In the Connectlcul Municipal Employees' Retirement Fund e,
ami aUlhorlze the Issue 01 bonds In the same amount 10 delroy the approprlatlon?
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ED-606 [Rev. 10/03, g\forms\ED-600's]--Hend Mod. Return, Municipal

Part IV - Official Check List Report

A. Total number of names B. Total number of names
on official check list checked as having voted,
(include only the active by machine and by absentee
registry list and names ballot (as counted on
restored to it on election day): offichtl check list):

1. Entire Municipality: '77 6:1._ . ;(51Q I
(Town, Borough, City)

2. Political A. Total number of names B. Total number of names
Subdivision on official check list checked as having voted,
if applicable (include only the active by machine and by absentee
(e.g., Council registry list and names ballot (as counted on
District, Ward, etc.): restored to it on election day): official check list):

I hereby certify that the foregoing are the retUl1JS of the municipal election in the above-named municipality, legally
warned and held on November 8, 2005.

SIGNBERE: jilt!V "6' ;)UO \-
Date

~ Head Moderator [-check one-] o Ivioderator

Head Moderator'sl Moderator's Telephone Numbers:

15'£0 ~d-J ®~ I
(Home)
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