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REGULAR MEETING-i\ilANSFIELD TO\VN COUNCIL
July 24, 2006

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the regular meeting of the I'v1anstleld Town Council to
order at 7:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers ofthe Audrey P. Beck Building.

L ROLL CAl L

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

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Schaefer moved and [vIr. Paulhus seconded to approve the minutes oft.he
July 7,2006 meeting "\vith cO!Tections.
Motion so passed.

Ill. ~/IOMENT OF SILENCE

Mayor Paterson requested a moment of silence in honor of and respect for our
troops around the world ..

IV. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO A.DDRESS THE COUNCIL

Mayor Paterson requested a motion to move item 4 to the next item on the
agenda. The motion made by i\ilr. Haddad was seconded by NIr. Clouette and
passed by all.

4. Proclamation AcknO\vledging the 30th Year of the Mansfield Wildemess
Challenge.

rvJayor Paterson read the proclamation and thanked Charles Leavens and
Julie '01hite for their work to make this program such a success. Mr.
Leavens has been a leader of the challenge program since its inception 30
years ago.

Mr. Leavens and Ms. White desclibed the pragiam to the members of the
Council noting that a total of 576 Mansfi.eld children have participated in
the wilderness challenges which consist of a 30 mile hike, canoeing and
rock climbing. The program has atTected the lives of each of these
students, building confidence and the ability to work tovvard group and
individual goals. Mr. Leavens presented a video depicting the challenge
experience oflast year. Ms. White thanked 1\;1r. Leavens and his \vife Pat
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for all the organizational and plL1nning work that they continue to put into
the program.

'v'. OLD BUSINESS

1. lsst!es Regarding the UConn Landt111

The Quarterly Progress Report was included in the packet.

') Fenton River

1'.;1s. Koehn asked whether the tovvn has a copy of the RFP mentioned in
Consent Order. ~,,1r. Hultgren, Director of Public 'Norks, stated that the
town has a copy and that he \.vil1 be attending a preproposal meeting on
July 25 representing the interest of the town. Ms. Koehn mentioned that
on Wednesday the Council on Environmental Quality would be discussing
the issue.

3. Can1pus/Co111rnU11ity Relatiol1S

iViatt Hart, Assistant Town Manager, reported that staff is preparing to
begin si te visits tathe otT campus neighborhoods.

VI. NEW BUSINESS

4. Proclamation Ackno\vledging the 30lh Year of the Mansfield Wilderness
Challenge Program

Addressed above

5. Child and Adult Care Food Program for the Manstield Discovery Depot

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded the following resolution:
Resolved, effective July 24, 2006, to authorize the Town Manager, IVlartin
Berliner, to submit the attached application to the Connecticut Department
ofEducation's Child and Adult Core Food Program (CACFP), to help
fund the food service operation at the l\ilanstleld Discovery Depot, and to
execute any related grant documents.

Motion so passed.

6. Open Space Acquisition - tvleadovvbrook Lane LLC Property on Puddin
Lane
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By consensus it was agreed that the next step would be to schedule a tield
tiip for Council members.

7. Successor Collective Bargaining Agreement with local 760, CSEA- DPW

Mr. Clouette moved and [VIs. Blair seconded, effective July 24, 2006, to
autholize the Town I'I/Tanager to execute the proposed successor Collective
Bargaining Agreement between the Tovvn of Mansfield and Local 760
CSEA- Public Works, which agreement shall enter into effect on July 1,
2006 and expire on June 30, 2009.

1\11'. Hart repolied that the Local 760, CSEA-DPW bas ratified the
agreement. The tenns of the Hb'Teement were discussed including a new
Sh011 and long- te1111 disability program, a 3.5~/o cost ofliving raise and
changes in the health insurance offerings. M1'. Hm1 commented that the
agreement is very competitive with other municipal programs and supelior
to many in the pli vate sector.
M1'. Haddad, while in support of the ratiti eel agreement, stated that the
necessary changes in the Health insurance offeling nn1her indicate the
need for a National Health Policy.

Motion so passed.

VII. DEPARTMENTAL RFPORTS

Members discllssed the availability of opportunities for public input regarding
the design guidelines being developed for the downtown project. Mr.
Clouette noted that the Planning and Design Committee is in a!:,T)'eement 'with
the need for public input and will schedule such opportunities. iVlayor
Paterson reported that she has assisted with the monthly open house for the
Pminership and tbat these discussions \vith citizens have been very successful.

VlIl. REPORTS OF COUNCIL COIV][\,lJTTEES

Mr. Clouette repOlied that the Committee on Committees has met and that the
website for volunteer int"i:1ll11ation is almost complete. Regarding the
standardization of terms, Mr. Clouette commented that the Town Clerk is
reviewing all the charges to determine \\'1-lether or not there are statutory
required tel111S of office.

Ivlr. Haddad, on behalf ofthe Personnel Committee urged members to submit
their Manager evaluation as soon as possible.

IX. REPORTS OF CaUl,TelL MEMBERS
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IV1r. Paulhus, in response to the '"Needle" in the Chronicle regarding the
establishment of a penmment committee to summarize infollnation for and
against referendum proposals, noted that no deeision by the Council had been
made. The Council is still gathering info1l11ation. tvlr. Hawkins commented
that although there is a statute that enables municipalities to have such a
committee that as t~1r as we know there is no town that has created one.

X. TOWN IV1ANAGER'S REPORT

NIT. Hart announced the rescheduled Tour de Mansfield is all set for Saturday
July 29, 2006.
Mr. Hart also alelied the Council that staff is in the process of developing
educational material regardjng the 3 potential referendum questions tl)r the
November ballot. The possible items for referendum are the Community
Center expansion, the fossil fuel conversion of the Middle School and the
acquisition of open space. Mr. Hmi noted that the IT'latelials would make it
clear that the Council has not approved these items for referendum. The
opp01iunity to disseminate educational material is restlicted to time prior to
the Council setting the date t"l)f the vote. ~/ls. Koehn requested that the fossil
fuel conversion effort be renamed.

X1. FUTURF AGENDAS

XH. PRTJT10NS. REQUEST AND COM[VIUNICATIONS

8. Connecticut State Library re: Historic Documents Preservation Grant
9. ~....lansfield Four Comers Sewer Facilities Study
10. Press Release re: Tour de Mansfield

Xl11. EXECUTlVE SESSION

I\llr. Paulhus moved and Ms. Blair seconded to move into Executive Session.
Motion so passed.

Present: Blair, Clouette, Hawkins, Haddad, Koehn, Paterson, Paulhus,
Schaefer
Also present: Peter Cuny

Personnel Issues

Mr. Paulhus moved and ~vls. Blnir seconded to move out of Executive Session.
fv1otion so passed,

XlV. ADJOURNtvlENT
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MLHaddlid moved ami [\Is. Blair seconded to ac1joull1 the meeting.
l\lfoti on so passed.

The meeting \vas adjoLll11ed at I ] :15 p.m.

Elizabeth Paterson, JldayoT Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

IoWn_.~g,unG,H;L / __.;. _~
.'" '-" ; "/'. .f;,.., ..~ ,'r •...,.-t..,-\..r...".·t.. ·"'..~ .....

Martin':Berliner, Town Manager

Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager

August 14, 2006

Fenton River

Item #1

Subject Matter/Background
I have attached for your information recent correspondence regarding the Fenton River.
At this time, the Town Council does not need to take any action on this item.

Attachments
1) Office of Policy and Management re: Long-term Impact Analysis of the University of

Connecticut's Fenton River Water Supply Wells on the Habitat of the Fenton River
2) Department of Environmental Protection re: Review of Pumping Records & Meter

Calibration, Fenton River Wellfield
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONlYIENTAL PROTECTION

August 4, 2006

Thomas Q. Callahan, Interim Associate Vice President
Administration and Operations
Office of the President
University of Connecticut
Gulley Hall
352 Mansfield Road, U-48
Storrs, CT 06269-2048

Re: Review of Pumping Records & J:v1eter Calibrations
Fenton River Wellfield
ucomr, Storrs, CT

Dear Mr. Cailaha.n:

Thank you for your submittal dated February 13,2006, which included the meter withdrawal
records from the Fenton River Wellfield ('vVells A, B, C & D) for the period of July 1,2005
through September 30,2005, pumping calculations from the Clearwater Basin (storage tank and
pump station) and the Connecticut Water New England Water Utility Services Report dated
Februa.ry 6,2006. Staff of the Inland \Vater Resources Division have reviewed the submittal and
have determined that there is insufficient data to exactly determine UCO:NN's ma..ximum
withdrawal rate for the Fenton PJ.ver vVellfield during the period of July 1, 2005 ai'1d September
30,2005.

The Connecticut "Vater New England Water Utility Sentices' (NEWLJS) report finds that the
maximum withdrawal rate from the Fenton River Wellfi~ld is limited by the flow rate of the
Clearwater Basin booster pump. NEWUS recently detennined the maximum capacity ofbooster
pump to be 993.75 gallons per mii"lute. UCOl,n'f contends that the booster pump was operated
for a maximum of 14 hours per day from July 2005 through September 2005, and that based on
its measured capacity, the maximum withdrawn from the wellfield could not have exceeded
0.838 million gallons per day. Unfortllilately, actual records from the Clearwater Basin booster
pump that validate UCONN's assertion that operating periods did not exceed 14 hours per day,
were not provided in the aforementioned submittal. This is a concern since should the booster
pump even be operated 12 minutes longer on any day, or the actual pumping rate from the
booster pump be one percent higher tha.'l reported, the maximum registered wiQtdrawal from the
Fenton River Wellfield would have been exceeded. However, the NEWUS report makes a
plausible case that during the Fenton River dewatering period from September 9 through 15, the
withdrawal rate from the Fenton River Wellfield is likely not to have exceeded the registered
diversion of 0.844 million gallons per day.

(Primed on RP, Sled Paper)
79 Elm Street • Hanford. CT 06106 - 51 ~7



DCOr-TN/Fenton River

Although UCONN attests that a \'-Vater Diversion Violation did not occur at the Fenton River
Wellfield dlli..-mg the summer of 2005, it is apparent from the submittal that the wellfield's
infrastructure was in very poor condition. -The aforementioned NEWUS report detailed that the
existing meters for the four wells were not best suited for water supply wells and provided erratic
and often conflicting water production results. This finding was evident in the submitted
withdrawal records from the individual well meters from July 1, 2005 to September 30, 2005,
which erroneously showed that the combined ma'Cimum withdrawal rate from the well field
exceeded the registered maximum withdrawal rate nineteen (19) times. The NEWUS report
further detailed that calibration ofthe existing meters was impossible due to the lack ofhydrants,
blow-offs and valves necessary to isolate each well.

To UCONN's credit, the NEVIUS report and your letter stated that the observed infrastructure
i.nadequacies oftIle Fenton River Wellfield and Clearwater Basin Pump Station have been fully
corrected. These infrastructure ilnprovements included:

1. The installation ofnew turbine flow meters on Fenton River Wells A, B, C and D;
2. The installation of a new transducer, totalizing flow meter and flow chart recorder

for the Cleanvater Basin booster pump; and
3. Re-piping ofthe Fenton River Wel1:field to allow for future annual calibration of

the individual well flow meters.

In addition to these iTIfrastructure improvements, the submittal states that UCONN has recently
retained NEWUS to operate and manage the University's entire water supply system.

The Department feels that. these actions are positive steps that should improve operation and
management ofUniversity's water supply system, and reduce the impact of the Fenton River
vVelLfield operation on the Fenton Fiver ecosystem: To fini:her the goal ofprotection ofthe
Fenton River ecosystem, the Department expects that UCONN will operate their water supply
system in accordance with the following best management practices:

1. Annually calibrate each well and pump station meter to within twa percent
accuracy as shown through a post-calibration test and maintain a record of the
accuracy and calibration tests along with supporting documentation and
certifications;

2. Daily maintain a record afthe meter readings indicating the total volume of water
in gallons withdra"vn from the Fenton River\7{ells A, B, C and D and the total
volume ofwater in gallons pumped from the Clearwater Basin pump station.

3. Within 48hours after UCONN learns of an exceedance of the registered
maximum diversion (0.844 million gallons per day) ofthe Fenton River
Wellfield, DeONE{ shaH submit in writing a report of such exceedance to the
Commissioner.
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UCONN/Fenton River

We would recommend that NEWUS undertake a similar investigation of the meteril"1g and
operation of the Willi..l11antic Wellfield and also ii"1stitute the same recommended best
ma...Tlagement practices there as well. -

Please be aware, that any future metered exceedance of the maximllill registered diversion of the
Fenton River Wellfield will be considered a violation of the Connecticut vVater Diversion Policy
Act.

If you have any questions on this matter please contact Brian Golembiewski ofthe Inland 'vVateI
Resources Division at (860) 424-3867.

Sincerely,

/r/LA
Bet~~:~gfield
Bureau Chief
Bureau of Water Protection and Land Re\lse

cc: Town ofMa...nsfield Inland Wetland and Watercourses Agency
Rich Miller, UCONN Office ofEnvironmental Policy
Gerald Iwan, Ph.D., DPH
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TO:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

STA,TE OF CONNECTICUT
OFFICE OF POLiCY AND MANAGEl}lENT

INTERG:DVERi'TMIU->fTAL POU.cy mViSWN

Tom Callahan, l~Associate Vice President for Governmental Relations
Universit.yr of Connecticut. Stonos, ,.-:?

W. David LeVasseur, Undersecretary~
OHke of Policy and Management ----"'-- _

July 6,2006

Long-term Impact Analysis of the University ofConnecticl.lt's fenton
River Water Supply \Nells on the Habitat of the Fenton River

1n our August 13, 2001 letter regarding the EIE for the UConn North Campus Master Plan, this
agency requested that a study be undertaken to determine the long-term environmental impacts
of the Ulliversity's withdrmval of \-vater from fenton River. The scope of the study \vas
developed ill conjunction i,vith DEP and was commented upon by DPB.

fn your April 6, 2006 letter tr:msmitting the study to OPM, you ask that we review tht; study and
make a determination as to whether it fulfills the requirement ofour August 1001 letter. We
have consulted with both DEP and DPH in this regard rinG find tD:Jlt the si'b}ect sandy tloes
!Dd:eed fl.'lU1ll that reqllirt'ment.

We have received a memo from DEP (attached) indicating that they have reviewed the stuely and
tind that it "adequately ret1ects the scope of work that was originally agreed upon" and that DEP
"recommends that OPM accept the report as submitted". In its memo, DEP indicates that this
study is a si.§;::nificant step torward in addressing the water supply issues at UConu, and
encourages the monitoring and annual reporting to DEP regarding weB field usage and stream
novv gauging data. DEP also indicated concem that increased reliance 011 the Willimantic River
during low flow periods could cause impairment to that river. DEP notes that these issues will
be addressed in a future Memorandum of Agreement between the agencies.

In its commellts (enclosed), DPH expressed concern regarding some of the recommendations in
the report (i.e. withdrawal reductions liom the Fenton during low fiow periods). The agency
indicated that, without a well managed and orchestrated operational plan, a reduction in Fenton
withdrawals could potentially adversely impact the University communily's drinking water
needs. While this is an extremely important issue, OP1J believes that its resolution is beyond the
scope of this study. DPH notes in its comments that this issue will be addressed in the
University's Water Syste:lTl Master Phm Study report dlle on February 1,2007. \Ve urge UConn
to continue to \vork with DPH to resolve this concem. r.~--c<---r.::' '__ .-;-_--: ':'--;:;_':' __ ;~-::__ :::;~:_

!,,-.,', ,:'-' I,. !j ",:/ :'~ ! 'l
Please coutuet JefrSmith afmy staff at 418-6395 is there me any questions rega~di]~g~l~is;~indi~l~~ . '-; ... :1 "1::

~ : i, ~.' i !'I
l)110·Jl~' ".8(..0).:1.1"-':;.1'1'1 r.~, .. (060)i118-hc10..J" ; !. ,J['L I/' J)·(i ,!,j
I .... , \ U • (.) 1.1. I I..:.~\.. jJ • VI ..1 ,-0 _ .' I

450 Capitol Avermc-MS# 54SlPP.lluord, COllnecticut 06106-130~



DEPAHT1\'LENT ~.I.F ~ENYIH.ONMl.'~NTA.L j'EOTE{;TrON

(..,rr ' rt' ,"
.::J - i\. .'. i",:

W. David LeVasseur
Und;::rsec.ret::ll'j
Intergovernmental Policy Division
Office ofPolicy and 7vL,lilagement
450 Capitol Avenue, J.viS#52ASP
Ha.,,·'iJord, CT 06106-1308

De~ lVlr. LeVasseur:

OF

June 29 1 2006

Tbank you faT pTOviding the opportunity for the Department of Environment.al Protection to
review 1:-'he report titled "Long-ternl :Impact Analysis of the University of Connecticut's Fenton
River Water Supply \Vells on the Habi.tat ofthe Fenton River". TIllS report was the result ofa
study that OPM requested be perfonned in its approval ofthe Environmental Impact Evaluation
for UCOD-'l1' s North Campus Master :P12n.

The DEP fmds that the report adequately reflects the scope ofwork that :"'las originally agreed
upon between UConn 2J."1ct DEP. Some Chill"'1ges were made to the original scope as t.he study
progressed, but these changes were Eddressed in the final report.

The DEP finds the recommendations in the report to be reasonable given the underlying findiilgs
of the study. The :recommendations include mOlting "VeIl A fUIiher away from the river,
TIlonitori.ng stream flow, and reducing pw-nping at specific stream flow iiigger levels. These
recommendations will help preserve fish habitat in the Fenton and prevent reoccurrence of
catastrophic cnvirOJ:1..J.--nental impacts such as those obseried in September, 2005.

The DE? reccI!unends that aPlv! accept the r~ort as submitted.

Please note that while this study is a significlli1.t step forward i.'l1 addressing the water supply
issues at UCOll..TJ., it is critical that the recommendations ofthis study be implemented. In
addition, monitoring and annual reporting to DEP regarding daily well field usage and stream
flow gaging data aTe necessary, as well as a study to ensure that the resulting increased reliance
upon the \V11Iimantic River Well Field under low flow conditions does not cause impailTIlent of
the Willimantic River.

Our undorstunding is w.~a.t UConn is williilg to C2.:.""TY out the recommendations oIthe study lliJd the
additional recc.mmendations Doted above. As you are aware, DEP has been working on a draft
Memorandum of Agreement to address these with UConn and will be bringing such draft to the
Viater PJat"1.11lng Counc·il for tbeir consideration.

Sincerely,

~~~1'(\.~1r~
U

ll1ney Mlli-rella
Deputy Commissioner

( Prhu::t.l Oj1 Rr;r:yr;ler.l Piipl:r)

71~1 Elm 'street 0 Harll'crd. CT 06106 - ;,I:?:1
1\/1 l::qucr! (Jr;[JO rl 1/.'1 ;1."" F.:"'i'/(lyl'r
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STp\TE OF COr~l'JECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF PUBl.IC HEALTH

IVfay 8, 2006

W. David LeVasselll', Undersecretary
Intergovernmental Policy Division
State ofConnectic.ut Oftice ofPolicy and fl/lanagement
450 Capitol Ave. MS#SLP
Hartford, CT 06106-130g

Re: Comments on Recommendations from the Fenton River Study Team Report "Long-term
Impact Analysis of the University of Connecticut's Fenton River \Vater Supply 'Wells on
the Habitat of the Fenton River"

Dear Undersecretary Le''v'asscur:

As requested in your letter of April 13, 2006, the DPH Drinking WatEr Section (DWS) has
reviewed the recommendations enumerated on page 20 of the subject report for their impacts on
public water supply obtained from the Fenton River. The study report recommends that water
production from the Fenton River Wens should be reduced according La criteria #8 through #12
appearing in Section 1.8 of the report i.i1 order to protect fish habitat dming times of 1m.v flow.
Criterion #11 recommends that pumping from the wellfield should stop \vhenever the river flow
is belmv 3 cfs. The report also recommends that pumping from the wells should stop if flow in
the river is below 6 cis t~)r 15 consecutive days or below 5 cfs for more than 5 consecutive days.
vVhene\'cr the Fenton River Wells would be constrained by the recommended stream £10\\1

criteria, current and futme margin of safety (available \vater -7- demand) calculations VI/auld all be
less than unity, which could lead to insuflicient water supply for the Unh'ersity in violation of
Sections 19-i3-BI02 (0) and (p) of the RCSA.

It is also important to note that models and sun-agate data in the Fenton River Study Repoli
indicate that low flo\:vs in the river generally occur in August and September. The latter part of
August and enrly September timeframe coincides with the start of the fall semester and is the
period when the University 1,-vater system typically may experience its peak day demand for
water. Historical data also show that peak month water demands generally occur in September or
October. Thus, the peak demands for \vater service and periods 'vvhen flow in the Fenton River
may drop below the recommended 6 efs action levei arc likely to occur at the same time.
Therefore, because of this, the expression of available water supply and demand based all
average day values would be misleading.

(860) 509-7333

Telephone Device tl1rthe Deaf: f8tiP~.JQ9-7191

410 Capitol Avenue _11,/13 "#:l . AT
EO. Box 3·10308 Hurtford, CT 06134

AtTlrti!,ztil'e Acriull.:AIl P.13:JpPol'tllniry Emp!L9'cr



Fenton River Study Report
May 8,2006

Other recommendations in the report pertain to l,velltldd equipment and control upgrades along
'\vith the possible re-development of Well D and the replacement of\Vell A.

DPH would like to point out that further study and evaluation of these and similar items will be
induded irithe University's \Vater System Master Plan Study report due on February 1,2007.

The Master Plan is being conducted by the University under a consent order issued by the DPH
D"\jI./S in 2005. The report deliverables will include a strategic assessment of:

1. Operational capacities/capabilities including proposed options for meeting future demand
over j 0,25 and 50-year horizons; and

2. Current and future infrastructure conditions and limitations.

In dosing, the implementation of recommendations to reduce pumping in the Fenton \V cllfield
without a well managed and orchestrated operational plan for the water system and/or the
development of a suitable replacement to the Fenton River wellfield could adversely impact the
University community's drinking water needs.

Darrell B. Smith
Public Health Services l'vfanager
Drinhng Water Section

cc: Gerald Iwan, DWS Section Chief
Ellen Blaschinski, Branch Chief
Michael Rage, DWS
David Cooley, DWS

P.14



To:
From:
CC:
Date:
R>=>·_.

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council Ii---Z \-;;:.'-;::;:l--''' --1-· ,.f:..cr_·Ci.··,·.·;....:; --.-'-
Martin Berliner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
August 14,2006
Community/CampUs Relations

Item #'2

Subject Matter/Background
I have prepared the following status report regarding our recent activities concerning
community/campus relations:

~ 'VVe have hired Jennifer Thompson as Secretary, Derek Debus as the full-time
Housing Inspector and Lisa Colson as the part-time Housing Inspector for the Office
of Building and Housing Inspection. We are pleased to welcome all three to our
staff, and look forward to implementing the housing inspection program. The new
staff will engage in a week or so of training, and will begin to conduct inspections
around September 1.

~ VVe have initiated a quarterly meeting of senior town and university staff, to review
projects, issues and other matters of mutual interest. This forum will supplement the
meetings of the Town/University Relations Committee.

s The Mansfield Community-Campus Partnership has conducted its first meeting since
the close of the last academic year and is busy planning its activities for the coming
year.

(jJ Our police officers will begin to conduct weekend bike patrols in the areas adjacent
to campus.

.;) Teams of town and university personnel have begun to conduct visits to rental
properties adjacent to campus to meet with the student tenants and to review
neighborhood and quality of life issues.

~ The Mayor has submitted a letter (see attached) to all new students, to welcome the
students to the community, provide information regarding the Community-Campus
partnership and to highlight the importance of being a good neighbor.

Attachments
1) E. Paterson re: Welcome New UConn Student
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TO'tVN OF l\tlANSFIELD
TO\V1"~ COlf.rJCIL

ELIZABETH C. PATERSON, Mayor

July 27, 2006

Dear UConn Student:

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
tvlANSFIELD, CT Oti26S-2599
(86D) 429-3336
Fax: (8liO) -129-6863 .

On behalf of the Town of IvIansfield and the Manst"ield Community-Campus Partnership, I
congratulate you upon your admission to one of the foremost universities in the nation, and am
pleased to welcome you to OUT community. We hope the years you spend with us will be among the
happiest of your life.

Mansfield is a to\-vn of some 45 square miles, and StOll'S is one of our 'many historic villages. \Ve
invite you to explore the amenities that our community has to ofIer, including the Mansfield
Community Center, IVransfield Hollow State Park and our many hiking trails, the shops and
movieplex at the Eastbrook Mall, and the Storrs Fanners Market. Our merchants and restaurants are
happy to serve you, and our religious and non-proiit organizations welcome your participation. I am
also pleased to infom1 you that we have a $165 million project underway to build an energetic new
downtown in the Storrs Center area across from the School of Fine Arts. StOlTS Center will feature
many exciting shops, cates and restaurants for you and others to enjoy. Also, in the event you wish
to register to vote, you can find the Registrars ofVoters at the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
located at the comer ofSto11s Road and the South Eagleville Road. Please visit the town's website
at \vww.mansl'ielclct.org for more i11f01111ation regarding our municipal services and pro,grams.

I would also like to take this opportunity to tell you about the Mansfield Community-Campus
Pminership. The Pminership is a collaborative, ongoing pminership between Manstield residents,
students and the University ofConnecticut. Our mission is to work to improve the quality oflife for
all members of the community, and our goals include reducing ilTesponsible behavior, and assisting
and supp01iing students in becoming integrated members of the Manstield community. The
Pminership is complised of a diverse group of representatives from across the community and we
would very much like to have you join us. For more infol111ation regarding the Manstield
Community-Campus Partnership, please visit W\VW.111CCp.lJCOll11.edu.

Also, I wish to alert you to the fact that the Town of Mansfield has various ordinances (local laws)
that impact students living on and off-campus, including: a litter ordinance; an ordinance prohibiting
the possession of alcohol by minors; and an ordinance prohibiting the consumption of alcohol and
the possession of open containers of alcohol, in public places such as streets, parks and parking
areas. Fmihem1ore, please note that the jmisdiction of the student code of conduct does extend to
off-campus conduct.
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Over the years, the town, the university and the student body have developed a close and productive
\vorking relationship. For example, this year the town adopted a new housing code to regulate off..
campus housing and to protect the interest of tenants and landlords, and the university is in the
process of establishing a new office of off-campus services. We are committed to serving the
interests ofall members ofthe community, and we ask that you please remember your responsibi Iity
to be a good neighbor. I wish you the very best of luck and a truly rewarding student experience.

Sincerely,

£~pl.~

E1izabeth C. Paterson
Mayor
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Item #3

To:
from:
CC:

Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

..1O,Wll COU[lcjl( ,Ii _
"I /~~-i. ~_ /·J~:Lj':',':='~,..;~~>~

Maftil''l""Herliner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Kevin Grunwald, Director of Social
Services
August "14, 2006
NECASA Grant Program to Support the Activities of Local Alcohol, Tobacco
and Other Drug (ATOO) Abuse Prevention Councils

Subject Matter/Background
This grant is designed to foster the continued development of local municipal-based
activities focused on the prevention of ATOD use. The development of these activities
is coordinated and facilitated through local prevention councils (ADAPT in Mansfield),
which are representative advisory groups of students, professionals and other residents.
More specifically, the purpose of this grant is to:

a. Facilitate the development of ArOO abuse prevention initiatives at the local level
with the support of chief elected officials.

b. Increase public awareness focused on the prevention of ATOD abuse.
c. Stimulate the development of local substance abuse prevention activities.

Financial Impact
This grant provides a maximum of $3300 annually to fund the Ambassador's Club of
Mansfield Middle School, Project Safe Homes (peer education and outreach) and Safe
Graduation.

Recommendation
Staff recommends that we submit this grant application. This program has operated
successfully for many years and provides support for information dissemination,
education and positive alternatives to substance abuse.

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

Resolved, effective August 14, 2006, to authorize the Town Manager, Martin ,y.
Berliner, to submit the attached application to the Local Alcohol, Tobacco and Other
Drug Abuse Prevention Council (A TOO), to help fund the Ambassador's Club of
Mansfield Middle School, Project Safe Homes and Safe Graduation, and to execute any
related grant documents.

Attachments
1) Excerpts fiOm Grant Application
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Grant Overvis\jlf

t)·'~'···"~·l(··~+iiJ>l fo·!· Y-O,r.~:l .f:.Tn[)t.hl ;;:;;~ Dn':::'\J:Q""r·;n"11~r~,·]tit l&.";".• ~ '~~l..~ ij ., L ,,,,,,,,.~~ u \ "'J '1 'l".....,.. ....~'1qp ...... Y tt ~~... ·-.... 1 ~_j ..... a ".~,...lU

(J"JtachiTJent. B)

Population by Tov'!!l (J~.ttachm8nt D)

Cultural Competence information Sheet (Attachrnent F)

Alcohol EH"KJ Tobacco }\ctivjtj;,?,s (Attachment G)

LettEH of ~ntent (Attachment H)
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GFL1l1NT PRC)(3R.A1W TO SUPPORT THE ACT/Ill/TIES OF LOCJi-1L
liLCO~bUJL~ Ht1,SE~CCO ~~ OT!=!FR DRUG A;;;~USE FiREVENTJOllil

COUNCilS TO PREVENT liJaLCOHOL9 TOEffiACCO AND
OTHER DRUG ABUSE

"'-;h'iIllC "'~3"";\~:m
£0 lU.VY=t&rviJ !

The LDcal Alc'i)!1oJ, Tobacco and Ot\ier Drug Abuse Prevention Council Grant Program support~. Ulf.i

activities of iocal, municipal-based alcohol, tobacco, and uther drug (ATOD) abuse prevention couilcBs.
The intent of this grant program is to facilitate H'l6 developmBnt of culturally competent ArOO abuse
praV6fliiDfJ iniU~ltlves at the loca! level with the supporl !.Jf chief elec:ied officials. TIle ov;erall goals of ttl is
grant initiative is to increase public 81,N8reness focused Of! the prevention of ATOD abuse, through Hie
increase in public 8\!Vareness, and stimulate tl18 deve!oprnent and implementation of local substance
gbuse prevention activities.

Purpose and Criteria

The LPCP grant is designed to develop and expamj of local, municipal-bas,:Jd activities focused on the
prevention of ,i\TOD lise. The LPC grant act.ivities must be coon:Bnateij and facilitated through !cJi~:a!

prevellt.ion councils. Local Prevention COlmcHs (lPCs) are conceived as beingi:1dvisory aneJ
GDorcHnative in nature and reflective of e.ach community's culturally rich dhlersity. It is ,expected eadl
LPCP Grant demonstmtBarl understanding of the vaiuE) of repr:esentation reflecting (racial, ethnic,
gender, sexual orientation, djsabillt}j, ~angl.J8ge, social, political, and econornic) diversity. !t is s~rDngly

suggested that CO!LH1Ciis includs repressntation from professionals working in til'S prevention field in
general and ATaD stiuse prevention in particular, including representation from volunteer groups and
city/town 8QrEJilcies. This grant program dinars from other grant prograrns in Hlat the eHgible grantess Wiijl
be rBqulred to dernOfisirate the support and inVOlvement of cllief elected offidals, i.e., rnayors anel/or first
selectmen.

Tl1.::; foHowlng c::.rre t:lGliviii€s will be required:

-1) .i. permaneni: council must be established. Membership might include representation from
various agencies, organizations, communities and ethnic groups such as parents, media,
business, s,aniOf citizens, heaUtl care sector, etc. Tills cOl.mci! membership should include a
emss~seGtion of tl18 comrm,miiy whici"j it wlH serve and refl.act s~lared GuHura! beners, aWWdes,
and practices of tile target populatioils. Eact~ L.PCP is specially requested to embed Cultural
Competence concrepts in all phases of the appliG8tioll .and all activities sponsored under H'le
Grant. (ri\\ttachrnent C and F)

2) PreventiDfl SIrfJlegiBs ~l\tt8Ghmeflt E.)

TI'1;q majDr goal Df tile lPCP is to enhance and facilitate ~Dcal involvement in the deVelopment
and implementation of primary prevention aciivities which focus on ali stages of human
development. While the range of potentia! community development and pn,:l'1J6fltion activities is
broad, }:;TOD prevention means keeping the I"fl8ny pl'ODlems related. to the use and abuse of
these substances from occurring. AdcHtionally, prevention seeKS 10 alter tile environment of tfi'21
indlvidual so that ATOD abuse 'Nil! nDl occur, thereby reducing tile numbers of individuals who
will experience negative consequences from use Df ATOD. Therefore in uffering prevention
activiHes it is eSSBnUg! to consider cultural fac1.or'5. This grant program ls designed to: <I) support
the on-going pr.aventioil activities of established cmmciis; 2) support speciflc prevention projects
oi' local councils; and 3) support activities thEil inGreaSr8 public awareness of the problem of
/i~TOD us~~ and 31}!Jse including 11!storic'3!ly unGerServf,c! popUlations.
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The range of pQtBntlal projects is broad (see PrEi'liBntioll Strategies, Attachmeilt E), focusing on
Gornmuniiy devalopnlBnt activities BS \;veli "IS prevsnHon programs. LPC projects must focus on
'.two or more of the six strategies. Projects focused on remedial activities such 8S the provision
of ATOD abuse trf.iatrnent SefV1C&S demonstratinQ problems resuitj!1~:;J from the use and abuse of
alcohol, tobacco or other drugs, or Ih'S provision of early !oienfeniion services displaying
symptoms of jJossible regular use and/or abuse of ,1l.TOD wm 11';:;'[ be c!Dtlusnq:,ih'wi:{1 for fmlldnlf'iiJ4.
LPCs wlH coon:Hm:rle work lj\jjth8f8B Regional t.ciiorl GmmcHs {Rli..Cs) to identify prevention
needs and assist in filling these gaps in services.

Twenty-five percent of LPCP runcling IDust support alcohol activities and 25(% tobacco
activities, Sea Attachment F for s8rnp~e activities YCJ1J will utilize to suppm't these initiatives.
IncHcate tile activities supporting tl'185'9 lnitii:3Iives on page B-3 of the applicatiDfl (Attachment 8) .

.1\.Ji appHcatioils indicating sponsorship of public school-basad or public school-related activities miJst a!sG
derruonstrate thE; support of h::> Superintendent of Schools (or his/her designee) for each local andior
raoions! ecJUGEltiDn f..'rQBHCY or cHslrici [lrug··Free SerloDls Coordinator imro!v€'cl (see AHaclli'nSnl B, #'15),

The LOGal ;l1,TOD ,l-\fJusa Prevention CounGH Grant Program (lPCF') is illterildecJ to assist either individual,
ITmnicipal-based efforts or inter-city/town, rmmiclpal-based collaborations. in order to be eHgible 'for
cOl1skJeratiofl under thjs mum-tU'7'lll grant prograrfl, applicants must dernonsiraie:

a) GOmpllf~nce WiHl GOre activities listed on pages 1 8.2;

b) that they E'Jfe applying Gil behai'f of the ciliaf elected offidal{s);

G) that the organization or agency 11BS been formally d':isigna'ted by the chief elect.ed
offidal(s) as tho local ATOD prevention couilGil/commisslonicomrnittee; and

d) th.at theapplicClni has support Dr tile Superiniem::lenl of Schouls (or his/her designee) for
pub~jcSCl1Dol-based or school-related activities,

A tOt8~ of $54:j ,665 is ava!~able for this grant pn)gram. Grant aWfJlTJs '.i\lili range from $1 ,8DO to $2,230,
per community, l)Bse(J Dn the 2000 Census Data (see below), The grant period is July 'j, 2006 through
June 30, 2007,

population
0-4,500
4,501-8,000
8,001··12,000
·12,00'1-17,000
i '7,OiJl-22,OOD
22,0[1'1-30,000
~jO,OOi·40,DOO

40,00'1-75,000
75,001·'130,000
(Ner 'j;30,000

Maximum Amount o·f Award
~p1 ;800
$2,285
~p2,400

$3,-105
$3,~:iOO

$4,245
~t.4i500

$5,675
$7:·130
$8,230

Small towns are encDul"clg,sd to devBlnp COJ!f:l!.iomtive pmposBJs. n two or more towns chDose to c;lpp!y
jofintly, 8 singl,s 8wan:J equal to Hie t[lt~ll of ttle individual aHocaUollSWm be mflos. Applications indicating
(:o~~ab'J)fathfe VE':ntufHS \NiH need to rneet th~~ fon{)v!jinh~ a(J(H[iOi1'~i~ concHUons:
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8 Letters of support and Gomrnitment frorn tile chief elected official of ",·ach t01ivn invDh/sd;
and

!!! ClBaf indication of the iown (or agency, or organizat.ion) which "vill be the recipient of the
c.ontr8ct.

Compieted applications must be received by DecernDef :31, 2006 (preferably njl OGLDber 1, 20(6). H 811

application cannot be complErled by this deadline, B "Letter of intent" to apply rr.ust be fHecl by October
3'!, 200\3 (i-\ttachmerrl G).

LPCs can d'ireet any f.:vrnplaint or concern to tile RAG Executive Director in writing. PJ.\C Executive
Directors wi!! pmvide a \lvriUen response to the LPC ii\fithilll E, [jays of receipt. if the LPC does ilot :£lgree
with the response, the RAe 1NiII bring the issue to lJiV1H,J)\S for fwiher discussion. DMHAS vvil! r06vi'31N ih·e
comp!ainUconcem to detBrrnine if the 8ctlvi!les meet the requirements/guid'clines of the program and
m@y Dverrid,C) Irl6 Rt>,C decision.
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To:
From:
CC:

Date:
Re:

Item #4

Town Council
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
Martin Berliner, Town Manager; John Jackman, Emergency Management
Director
August 14, 2006
Emergency Management Performance Grant

P.25

Subject Matter/Back~rOQ..md
As you may recall, the Town of Mansfield has participated in the FEMi~ (Federal
Emergency Management Agency) SLA (State and Local Assistance) grant program
since the early 1980's. The purpose of the SLA grant program is to offset some of the
administrative costs of providing a comprehensive municipal emergency management
prograrn and to provide a financial incentive for municipalities to follow state and federal
program guidelines.

The SLA grant program has been revised and renamed EMPG (Emergency
Management Performance Grant). New to the grant requirements are specific
performance requirements (tasks), which the Town of Mansfield has historically
accomplished and/or exceeded the basic requirements. in addition, the grant program
requires a municipal resolution to authorize the Town of Mansfield to accept the grant
award.

Finandallmpact
This year, the Town is applying for $18,211.80 in federal funding. However, because in
recent years we have been awarded approximately $6,000 -$7,000, in this year's
operating budget we have estimated that we will receive $6,850 under this grant
program.

Recommendation
For the reasons referenced above, staff recommends that the Town Council authorize
staff to participate in the EMPG program. Staff will be available at Monday night's Town
Council meeting to address any questions the Council may have.

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

Resolved: That the Town Manager, Martin H. Berliner, is hereby authorized to act on
the behalf of the Town of Mansfield in executing a Memorandum of Understanding with
the State of ConnecUcut, Department of Ernergency Management and Homeland
Security, for participation in the FY 2007 Emergency Management Performance Grant
program.



Attachments
1) DEMHS Advisory Bulletin 60-1
2) DEMHS Acceptance of EMPG Program Conditions of Eligibility & Budget Estimate

for Federal FY 2007
3) DEMHS Certification of Authorizing Resolution
4) DEMHS Budget Estimate 2006-2007
5) FEMA Summary Sheet for Assurances and Certificates

P.26



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT ANQ HOMELAND SECURITY

25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

.,
Have a local Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) 5~'o of alUmal budget..)

signed and approved by the Chief Elected
Official of that jurisdiction.

4 Conduct regular reviews and updates of their 5% of mmual budget.
EOP (every 4 years as a minimum).

5 Conduct at least 1 exercise of their EOP 5% of alUmal budget.
annually and submit after action reviews to the
State DEMHS through their respective Regional
coordinator.

6 IParticipate in the State DEMHS High-band 5% of annual budget.
radio network.

7 Submit an annual proposed budget to DEMHS Failure to submit an annual
through their respective Regional coordinator. budget will result in non-

payment of expenses.
8 Submit audit quality documentation of program Failure to submit audit

expenses to DEMHS on a quarterly basis quality document will result
through their respective Regional coordinator in in non-payment of expenses.
a timely manner.

9 Jurisdictions must demonstrate that their local 5% of annual budget.
EOPs are NIMS compliant as of 30 Sep 2006.

Criteria Governin!! Allowable Costs: These criteria are imposed in order to insure equitable allocation
of limited funds by restricting expenditures not essential to maintaining an Emergency Management
program and to achieve economic budgets demanded by federal budget constraints.

a. Personnel Costs
(1) Fl.ll1-Time Local Director - 50% of salary and benefits is eligible.

(2) Full-Time Assistant Local Director - Reimbursement eligible only in ci ties exceeding
populations of25,000. An exception may be granted for tOW11S facing an unusual hazard.
50% of salary and benefits is eligible.

(3) Full-Time Tvpist or Clerk - Reimbursement authorized only in towns exceeding 25,000
populations. 50% of salary and benefits is eligible.

(4) Part-Time Local Director 50% of tovm paid salary and benefits is eligible if individual is
not othelwise employed by the town. If the Director is otherwise employed by the to\;\,I11,
then reimbursement (at 50% of town salary and benefits) will be based upon the
percentage of time actually employed in emergency management (civil preparedness)
programs management.

(5) Part-Time Typists or Clerks:
(a) Not Otherwise Emploved bv the Tovv11- A pali-time typist is eligible in the Salne

manner as a full-time typist except that towns with populations less than 25,000
will also be authorized EMPG reimbursement.

(b) Otherwise employed by the Town - Tovm employee typists or clerks
perfol111ing civil preparedness work will be reimbursed at a rate of 50% 011 an
hourly basis for work actually J'p,·f'''rmed.
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOl\ilELAND SECURITY

25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06] 06

(6) Part-Time Assistant Directors, Liaison Representatives or Similar Positions \Vho Are
Employed bv the Town in a Non-Civil Preparedness Position: EMPG reimbursement of
salaries is not authorized. An exception may be requested in cases when the assistant is
temporarily performing the duties of a full-time assistant director; reimbursement will be
limited to the period of substitution. An exception may be requested on a project
application basis when the representative is required to work on an emergency
management project; reimbursement will be limited to 10%.

(7) Part-Time Assistant Director Not Otherwise Employed bv the Town: EMPG
reimbursement of salaries is not authorized. An exception may be granted on a project
application-basis for towns facing an unusual hazard.

(8) Travel Costs: Requests for reimbursement of travel costs for training and travel in direct
support of the Emergency management Program will be approved on a case by case basis
and must be submitted to DEMHS via the respective Regional coordinator for prior
approval as a separate allocation request. Reimbursements will be paid by separate check
using this funding mechanism and audit quality documentation of expenditures will be
required.

(9) Te]eDhone (Including Cell Phones) Costs:
(a) A main voice phone line and 1 FAX line are allowable providing they are used

for Emergency Management program support only and will be reimbursed at
50% rate.

(b) Cell phone service for the EMD is allowable-and will be reimbursed at 50% rate,
jurisdiction will incur equipment costs.

(c) Pager service for the EMD is allowable and will be reimbursed at 50% rate.

(10) All Other Expenses: Other costs that are in direct support of the local Emergency
Management Program may be included in the proposed budget and may be approved on a
case by case basis if fLinding is available. Priority for funding will be given to personnel
costs and basic conununications as outlined above will be given second priority.

l. Program Assistance: Department of Emergency Management and Homeland Security (DEMHS)
Regional Coordinators will be available to assist jurisdictions in developil1ent of budget proposals,
reimbursement requests and all associated repOliing and documentation associated with this program.

Regional coordinators will review all budget submissions and make recommendations on EMPG
program eligibility, and submit submissions along with recommendations to DEMHS Headqu81iers for
tinal approval.

Dana Conover,
Operations Director

Supersedes edition of August 25, 2005
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STATE OF CONNECTfCUT
DEPARTMENT OF EIVIERGENCY l\tlANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURlTY

25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

EMPG STATE A1~ LOCAL ASSIST)~CE(SLA) PROGR4I.M

ACCEPTANCE OF EMPG PROGRMv.1 CONDITIONS OF ELIGIBILITY
& BUDGET ESTIMATE FOR FFY 2007 (10/1/06 - 9/30/07)

The Town of Mansfidd accepts these conditions of eligibility to apply for Emergency Management
Perf011l1anCe Grant (EMPG) program funding support for Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2007 which
begins on October 1st, 2006. (See DEIvlHS Advisory Bulletin 60-1 (Revised on 6/8/06) for
additional guidance).

1. The receipt of EIVIPG funding brings with it a commitment on the pmi of the municipality to
increase operational capability through the funding of perSOlmel ffild administrative
expenses.

2. The municipality will keep records of expenditures in accordance with the State Single
Audit Act m1d will make records available to representatives of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Emergency Management and
Homeland Security (DEMHS) during regular business hours. All Federal Emergency
Management Agency EMPG guidelines also shall apply.

3. Any individual whose salary is paid on a part-time or full-time basis under the EMPG
program will be placed under the merit system personnel procedures promulgated by and
meeting the standards of the State Office of Policy and Management.

4. The Connecticut Loyalty Oath for Civil Preparedness (e.G.S. Section 28-12) will be taken
by all local personnel verbally before a local civil preparedness officer or officers
empowered by the DEMHS Director of Emergency Management to enlist voltmteers before
entering on-duty with the Department ofEmergency Management (Civil Preparedness) and
Homeland Security, regardless of whether or not they are being reimbursed from EMPG
funds.

5. Acceptance of an award under this program constitutes a legally binding agreement to
comply with all relevant and applicable Federal and State regulations and conditions.

6. The municipality will submit promptly to the DEMHS excerpts of all audit reports prepared
in accordance with the Single Audit Act (P.L. 98-502) and/or State statute, sufficient to
identify the jurisdiction, the auditor(s) and the period audited, to include all references to
funds received from DEMHS or the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

Signature of Chief Elected Official indicates acceptance of these six conditions.

Signed: _

Typed Name: Martin H. Berliner
Title: Town Manager

Aclmowledged By:: _
Emergency Management Director
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURlTY

25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION OF THE

Mansfield Town Council
(insert name ofgoverning boc(v-:lor example, town council)

CERTIFICATION:
I, Marv Stanton, Town Clerk , do hereby certifY that the following is a true and correct copy of
(keeper ofthe records-for ex. fOlln clerk or secretmy ofcouncil)

a resolution adopted by The Mansfield Town Council at its meeting on August 14,2006, at which
(name ofgoverning body)

aquorum was present and acting tluoughout, and that the resolution has not been modified,
rescinded,

or revoked and is at present in full force and effect.

RESOLVED:
That _ Martin H. Berliner- Town Manager be and hereby is authorized to act on behalfofthe

(Title and name ofperson signing 1I10U)

TOWl1 of Mansfield in executing a Memorandum of Understanding with the State of
(name afgoverning bO(~f~

Connecticut, Depmiment of Emergency Management and Homeland Security, for pmiicipation in

the FY 2007 Emergency Management Perfonnance Grant program. IN WITNESS WHEREOF:

The undersigned has affixed his signature this day of 2006.
(Date) (lvJonth)

(Name and title afrecord keeper!' PLACE \
I \

: SEAL :
I I, HERE I
\ I
\ I
\ I
\ I

\ ,, ,, /

" "........ - ,,"--- ----
(or "1.S." i1'no seal)
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STATE OF CON1\lECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURJTY

25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, ConJ1ecticut 06106

Flmding Estimate Calendar Year October 1s!, 2006 - September 30th
, 2007

Federal Fiscal Year 2007
(l 0/112006 - 9/30/2007)

On the following two pages please provide a fiscal estimate of federal funds required to operate
your emergency management program on a day to clay basis. This request should be based on
anticipated funding at the local level. Remember that your request covers the period from October
1, 2006 through September 30, 2007 (Federal Fiscal Year 2007).

Costs should be divided into the following tlu'ee major categories:

1. Personnel CompemJat!oX! - Includes salary, payments for vacation, sick leave, terminal
leave, employer's contribution for Social Security, employee's life and health insurance,
un-employment compensation contributions, worker's compensation insurance and
pension plans.

2. Travel Expenses - Requests for reimbursement of travel costs for training and travel in
direct support of the Emergency l\.1anagement Program will be approved on a case by
case basis and must be submitted to DEMHS via the Regional Coordinator for prior
approval as a separate allocation request. (Do not indllde nquf§ts fQr travel
reimbursement in this funding request.)

3. All other allowable expenses -Includes the cost of telecommunications services
(Voice/Fax/Cell Phone and Pager) for day-ta-day administration of emergency
management preparedness. Reimburser:nent for other expenses not otherwise classified
above will require a written justification by the municipality and pre-approval by
DEMHS. (In Federal Fiscal Y~a:r 2007 priority will be given to reimbursement of
personnel expenses. This does not include capital expenditures.)

Please Note:

1. See DElVIHS AdYisory Bulletin 60-1 (Rev. 6/8/06) {tor additional guidance.
2. Enter both the total cost and the amount of the Federal share requested (50% of

total cost).
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURlTY

25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06 106

Budget Estimate 2006-2007

Federal Fiscal Year 2007
(10/112006 - 9/30/2007)

TOWN OF _=MAN==S:.::.,F=IE=L=D:--. _

Double-Click on Table to Change Amounts (Calculations are made automatically)
Please :remember to scroll back to the top of the table when you are fmished editing.

Descriptionof Costs Total Cost Federal Share Regional
Fill in the local amounts in the table ('100% of Cost) (50% of Cost) Adjustment

1. Personnel Costs

Salaries

2. Personnel Benefits

$28,680.00 $14,340.00

Life Insurance

Health Insurance

Worker's Compensation

FICA (Employer's Share)

Un-Employment Insurance Contribution

Pension Plan

Other

Totai Personnel Benefits:

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00 ~{).OO

Or, Percentage of Salary in Lieu of above Breakdown of Costs:
% of Salaries used in lieu of
the above benefit breakdown 27.00% $7,743.60 $3,871.80 #VALUE!

Total Personnel Costs: ;1rVALUEI
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STATE OF CONNECTJCUT
DEPARTl\,lENT OF EJVIERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND HOMELAND SECURJTY

25 Sigourney Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Funding Estimate 2006-2007

Federal Fiscal Year 2007
(10/1l2006 - 9/3(12007)

TOWN OF MA...NSFIELD

Double~Clickon Table to Change Amounts (Caku]atimJls are made 21ldomaticaHy)
Please remember to semI! bacl{ to the top of the table when you are :fmisherl editing.

Add the totals for Pell"§oume! Costs from Sheet 1 gJlDd All. Other Costs fmm Sheet 2:

TOTAL E:MPG REQUEST: $ $----
Total Cost Federal Share

100% 50%

P.33
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Print out these forms and fill in by hand (Type written RS prE;rferrecl)
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

SUMMARY SHEET FOR ASSURANCES AND CERTIFICTIONS
a.M.B. No. 3067-0206

Expires Februa;y 28, 2007

FOR FY
2007

CA FOR (Name of Applicant)
Town of Man§f'ield

This summary sheet includes Assurances and Certifications tliat must be read, signed, and submitted as a part of the
Application foll" Federal Assistance.

AJn app[icant must check each item that they Ilire certifying to:

Part]I E

1'1lrtU 0

Part.Hif II

PartlY D

FEMA Fllrm 20-16A. A5suranClls-Non-construdiolli ::Programs.

FElVlA Form 20-16B. ASsllnJ.D!Ces-Construdiolli Programs.

FEMA Form 2lJ-16C. Certifications Regarding Lobbying;
Delbmrment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility
Matters; and Drug-Free "Vorkplace Requirements.

SF LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying Activftties (Ii lllppiicl3lbJe)

As the dt'lly authorized representative of the applicant, ][ hereby certify tbat tile applic2Jm1 wm c3mply wWh the idelltiiledl
:attached aSSllT:mces 2nd ce:rtificatiOills.

Martin H. Berliner
Typed Name oUbe AlHtnorized Representative

Signature of the Authorized Representative

Town Mana!!er
Title

Date Signed

NOTE: By signing the certification regarding debarment, sllspension, and other responsibility matters for primary covered
transaction, the applicant agrees that, should the proposed covered transaction be entered into, it shall not Irnllwingly enter into lIny
lower tier· covered transaction with a person who is debarred, suspended, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation
in tbis covered transaction, unless authorized by FEM.<\. entering into this transaction.

The applicant further agrees by submitting this application that it will include the clause titled Certification Regarding Debarment,
Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered Transaction, provided by the FEMA Regional Office elltering
into this !Covered transactioll, without modification, in all lower tier cOYered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered
transactions. (Refer to 44 CFR Part 17.)

!Paperwork Burden lDisclosul'e Notice

Public reporting burden foil' this form is estimated to average 1.7 hours per response. The burden estimate includes the
time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and
completing, reviewing, and maintaining the data needed, and completing and submitting the form. Send comments
regarding the accuracy of the burden estimate and any suggestions for reducing the burden to: Information Collections
Management, Federal Emergency Management Agency, 500 C Street, SW, Washington, DC 20472. YOLl are not requilred tOI

respond to this collection of informato'DiI1 unless a valid OMS contml lI1umber appears in the l.J1P1P.ar ;roght hand comer of irlhi~ I
form. Please do not send yOllJiI' completatll form to "lUle above adcksss. _
FEMA Form 20-16, FE8 04
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

ASSURANCES-NON·CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Note: Certain (lfthese assuranees may not be applicable to your project or program. If you have any questions, please contact the
awarding ageney. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional assurances. ]f such is the
case, you will be notified

As the duly authorized representative oftlle applicant, I certify that the applicant:

1. Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance,
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability
(including funrls sufficient to pay the non-Federal share of
project costs) to ensure proper planning, management and
completion of the project described in this applkation.

2. Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroller
General of the United States, 2illd if appropriate, the State,
through any authorized rep:resentative, access to aDd the
right to texamine all records, books, papers, or documents
related to the award; and will establish a pll"Oper accmmtiJrng
system in accordance with generally acceptted accounting
staDdanJls or agency directives.

3. wm estabiish safeguards to pmbibit employees from
llsiJmg tbeir positions for a purpose that constitutes Oil'"
pTesents the appearance of personal gam.

4. Will initiate 2nd complete the work withBD tiRe
applicable time frame after receipt of approval of the
awarding agency.

5. wm comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act
of 1970 (42 U.S.CO Section 4728-4763) relating to prescribed
standards for mterit systems for programs funded under one
of the nineteen statutes or regulations specified in Appendix
A ofOPM's Standards for a Merit System ofPelismmel
Administration) 5 C.F.R. 900, Subpart F).

6. Will comply with all Federal statutes relating to
nondiscrimination. Tbese include but are not limited to: (a)
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (p.L. 88-352) which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color or
national origin; (1:» Title IX of the Education Amendment§
of19i2, as amended (20 U.S.C. Sections 1681-1683, and
1685-1686), which prohibits dBscrimination on tbe basis of
sex; (c) Section 504 oftbe Rehabilitation Act of1973, as
amended (29 U.S.C. Section 794), which prohibits
discrjmimlltioll! (HI the basis of handicaps; (<<:I) the Agte
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.CO Sections
6101-(107), wbich prohibits discrimination on the basis of
age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of Jl9i2
(p.L. 92-255), as amended, reBating to nondiscrimination on
the basis of dng abuse; (f) the Comprehensive Alcohol
AJmse and AJlcoholism Pre¥lentioD, TJrteatment and
Rtebabilitation Act of 1970 (p.L. 91-615), as amended,
reJatiDg to llol!l!discrimmatBOJlll on the basis of

FEMA /Form 20·16A, JUN 04

alcohol abuse or alcoholism; (g) Sections 523 and 527 of the
Public Health Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. 290-dd-3 and
290-ee-3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol
and drug abuse patient records; (Ii) Title VIII of the Civil
Rights Acts of 1968 (42 U.S.C. Section 3601 1ft seq.), as
amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the sale, rental OJ'

financing of housing; (i) any other nondiscrimination
provisions hi the specific statute(s) under which application
for Fedell"al assBstance is being made; ana (j) the
requirements of any otber nondiscrimination statnte(s)
wbich may apply to the application.

7. wm comply, or has already complied, with the
requirements of Title n and ill of the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of
1.970 (p.L. 91-(46) which provide for fair ano equitable
treatment of persons displaced or whose property is
21cquired as a result ofFederal or Federally assisted
programl'l. These requirements apply to all interest in reaj
property acquired for project purposes regardDess of
Federal participation iD purchases.

8. wm comply witb provisions of the Hatch Act (5 U.S.C.
Sections 1501-15m~and 7324-7328) which limit the political
activities of employees whose principal employment
activities are funded jn whole or in part with Federal funds.

9. wm comply, as applicable, with the provisions ofthe
Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. SectioIiS 276a to 276a-7), the
Copeland Act (40 U.S.C. Section 276c and 18 U.S.C.
Sections874), and the Contract Work Hours and Safety
Standards Act (40 U.S.C. Sections 327-333), regarding Jabor
standards for federally assisted construction
subagreements.

10. Will comply, if appHcabJe, with flood insUll"lllu·.e
purchase requirements of Section 102(a) of the Flood
Disaster Protection Act of1973 (p.L. 93-234) which requires
recipients in III special flood hazard area to particill2te in the
program and to purchase flood insurantl;e if the tot~1 cost of
Bnsurable constrnction 3ild acquisition is $10,000 OJ!" more.

H. Will comply with tenvil'onmentai standards which IDay
be prescribed pu.rsmmt to the following: (2) mstitution uf
el!llvironme!lJltal qU3lity lContml meaSilJJE"es under the NatiOll1ai
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (p.L. 91-190) and
JExeICutin GirdeF (EO) 11514; (b) notific2tiollB ofviolaHllg
fadHitiel'l plJ.lniU.IIaDt to EO 11738; (c) pmt.ectim:il of 'Wet.D~md§
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pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation oi11ood hazards in
floodplains in accordance with EO 11988; (e) assurance of
project consistency with the approved State manngement
program developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. Section 1451 et seq.); (1) conformity
of Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation
Plans under Section 176(c) ofthe Clean Air Act of1955, as
amended (42 U.S.C. Section 7401 et seq.); (g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water under the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended, (p.L. 93-523); aRllo
(h) protection of endangered species under the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended, (p.L. 93-205).

12. Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Ad of
1968 (16 U.S.c. Section 1271 et seq.) related to protecting
components or potential components ofthe national wHd
ond s£fnic rivers system.

13. WiD assist the aW2urding agency massllIring cmnplial!Jlce
with Section 106 of tbe National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended (Io U.S.c. 470), EO Jl1593
(identification and protedion of historic properties), and tine
Archaeological and Historic :Preservation Act of 1974 (Hi
U.S.c. 469a-1 et seq.).

14. Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection
of human subjects involved in research, development, IUlId

reiated activities supported by this award of assistance.

15. Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act
of 1966 (p.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.S.c. 2131 et seq.)
pertaining to the ean, handlmg, and treatment of warm
blooded animals held for researcb, teaching, or other
activities supported by this award of lllssistance.

16. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
Prevention Act (42 U.S.c. Seetion 4801 et seq.) which
prohibits the use of lead based paint in construction or
:rehabilitation of residence structures.

1i. wm cause to be performed the required finaneial and
compliance audits in aecordance with the Single Audit Act
of 19t14.

HI. Will comply witb all applicable requirements of all
otber Federal laws, executive orders, regulations and
policies governing tbis program.

119. 11 wID comply with the minimum wage and maximum
hours provisions of tbe Federal Fair Labor Standards Act
(29 U.S.C. 201), as they apply to employees of mstitutio1ls of
higher education, hospitals, and other nom-profit
OJrg~mizl1ltions.

FEMA Form 20·1SA (BACK)
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FEDEP-AL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

ASSURANCES-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Note: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. Hyou haye any questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional assurances. If such is the
case, you will be notified

As the duly lluthorized representative oftlle applicant, I certify that the applicant:

1. Bas the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance,
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share of

, project costs) to ensure proper planning, management ami
completion of the project described in this application.

2. Will give tbe awarding agency, the Comptroller
General of the United States, and if appropriate, the State,
through any authorized representative, access to and the
right to examine all records, books, papers, or documents
related to the award; and will establish a proper accounting
system in accordance with generally accepted accounting
standards or agency directives.

3. Will Dot dispose of, modify the use of, or cbange the
terms of the real property titne, or other interest in the site
and facilities without permission and instructions from the
awarding agency. Will record the Federal interest in the
title of real property in accordance with awarding agency
directives and will include a covenant in tbe title of real
property acquired in whole or in part with Federal
assistance funds to assure nondiscrimination during the
m;efullife of tJlleproject.

4. Win comply with the requirements oHhe assistance
awarding agency with regard to the drafting, review and
approval of construction plans and specifications.

5. Win provide and maintain competent and adequate
·engineering snpe:rvision at the construction site to ensure

: that tbe complete work conforms with the approved plans
and specifications and will Ifumish progress reports and
such other information as may be required !by tbe such
otber information as may be required by the assi§tance
awarding agency or state.

6. Will initiate and complete the work within the
applicable tfime frame after receipt of approval of the
aW2lrding agency.

i. Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from
llsing theil!" positions for a p8upose that constitutes or
presents tbe appearance of personal gain.

8. wm ~ompny wiHii the I1mil:ergoYeJl"lIiilIlentlll! JPersonnell Ad
<l)f 19'10 (42 U.S.C. Section 4728-4763) relating to prescribed
st21ndlllrds for merit systems for programs funded 1lllll.rlfD· one
of the ninreil:eeIDl sta'hlltes OJ!' regllllatioIDls specified in Apperru1!ix
A of OJPM's StlllIDlrllSli"US for a Merit System of JPersmllnell
Arlmmistmtllon) :5 C.F.P.. 900, Subpart F),

9. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisnoing
Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. Section 4801 et seq.) which
prohibits the use of lead based paint in constJrU1ction or
rehabilitation of residence stnctnres.

10. Will comply with aU Federal statutes relating to
nondiseriminatimn. These include but are not limited to: (2)
Title VI of the CivH Rights Act of 1964 (p.L. 88-352) which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color or
national origin; (0) Title IX oftlle Education Amendments
of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. Sections 1681-1683, and
1685-1686), whicb prohibits discrimination on the basis of
sex; (c) Section 504 of tbe Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended (29 U.S.c. Section 794), which prohibits
discrimination on the basis ofhandicaps; (d) the Age
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.c. Sedions
6Jl01-6107), which p:mhibits discrimination on tbe basis of
age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of 1972
(p.L. 92-255), as amended, relating to nondiscrimination on
the basis of drug abuse; (1) the Comprebensive Alcohol
Abuse and Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and
Rehabilitation Act of 1970 (p.L. 91-616), as amended,
relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse
or alcoholism; (g) Sections 523 and 527 of the Public Health
Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. 290-dd-3 and 290-ee-3), 2S

amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol and drug
abuse patient records; (h) Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts
of 1968 (42 U.S.CO Section 3601 et seq.), as amended,
relating to nondiscrimination in the sale, rental or financing
ofhonsing; (I) any otber nondiscrimination provisions in the
specific statute(s) under which application for Federal
assistance is being made; and mthe requirements of any
other nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to tbe
application.

U. Will comply, or bas already complied, with the
requirements of Title n and ill of the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of
1970 (p.L. 91-646) which pmvide fOil" fair and equitable
treatment of persons displaced or whose property is
acquired as a result of Federal or Federally assisted
programs. These requirements apply to all interest in rea]!
property acquired fOll" project purposes regardless of
Federal participat»on in purchases.

12. Will compRy with provisions of the Hatch Act (5
U.S.CO Sections 1501-1508 and 73241-731.8) which limit tine
poHil:ica] activities of employees wJllOse prindpa] employmemt
adfivftties are [l!1IllJlrle,rl! in wllnoffe or in /part "iJi'ith FedfraR fm!1\i1:!s,

b==================P.3'-'=============~==o=dI
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13. wm comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the
Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. Sections 276a to 2763-7), the
Copeland Act (40 U.S.C. Section 276c and ]8 U.S.C.
Sections 874), and the Contract Work Hours and Safety
Standards Act (40 U.S.C. Sections 327-333), regarding labor
standards for federally assisted cOilstJrudion
subagreements.

14. wm comply, ifapplicable, with flood insurance
purchase requirements of Section 102(a) of the Flood
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (p.L. 93-234) which requires
recipients in 1ll special flood hazard area to participate in the
program and to purchase flood insurance if the total cost of
insurable construction and acquisition is $H),OOO or more.

15. Will comply witb environmental standards wbich may
be prescribed pursuant to the foUowing: (a) institution of
environmental quality control measures under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (p.L. 91-190) and
Executive Order (EO) ]1514; (b) notification of violating
facilities pursuant to EO 11738; (c) protection of wetlands
pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in
floodplains in accordance with:EO 11988; (e) assurance of
project consistency with the approved State management
program developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.c. Section 1451 et seq.); (i) conformity
of Federa1 actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation
Plans under Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1955, as
amended (42 U.S.c. Section 7401 et seq.); (g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water under tbe Safe
Drinking Water Act of1974, as amended, (p.L. 93-523); and!
(h) Dmtection of endangered species mnder the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended, (p.L. 93-205).

16. Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 (16 U.S.c. Section 1271 et seq.) related to protecting
components or potential components of the nationsl wHd
and scenic rivers system.

17. Will assist the awarding agency massuring
compliance with Section 106 of tbe Nationa! Historic
Prilservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470), EO
11593 (identification and protection of historic properties),
and the Archaeological and Historic Presenration Act of
1974 (15 U.S.C. 46913-1 et seq.).

18. wm canJlS~ to be performed the reql1llired financial and
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit Act
of 1984.

FEMA Form 20·'168 {BACK}

19. Will comply with all applicable requirements of all
other Federal laws, executive orders, regulations and
policies governing this program.

20. It will comply with the minimum wage and maximum
hours provisions of tbe Federal Fair Labor Standards Act
(29 U.S.C. 201), as they apply to employees of institutions of
higher education, hospitals, and other non-profit
organizations.

21. It will obtain approval by the appropriate Federal
agency of the final working drawings and specifications
before the project is advertised or placed on the market for
bidding; that it will construct tbe project, or cause it to be
constructed, to final completion in accordance with the
application and approved plans and specifications; that it
will i!lubmit to the appropriate Federal agency for priOJ'
approval, changes that alter the cost of tbe project, use of
space, or fUDctimlal layout, that it will not enter into 1Il
constmction contract(s) for the project or undertake otheil"
activities llmtH the condiHoni!l fif the construction grlilJl1t
program(s) have been met.

22. It wm operate and maintain tbe fadiit'j jim accordancf
with the minimum standards as may be required or
prescribed by the applicable Federal, State, and local
agencies fOli the maintenance and operation of such
facilities.

23. It win require the facility to be designed to comply with
tbe "American Standard Specifications for Making
Buildings and Facilitiei!l Accessible to, and Usable by, ~be
Physically Handicapped," Number AH7. -1961, as
modified (41 em 101-]7.703). The applicant will be
responsible for conducting inspections to eDi!lUre compliance
with these specifications by the contractor.

24. H any real property or structure thereon is provided or
improved with the aid of Federal financial assistance
exteIlded to the applicant, this assurance sball obligate the
applicant, or in the case of any transfer of such property,
any transfer, for tbe period during which the real property
or structmre is used for a purpose for which the Federal
fimmcia~ assistance is extended or for another purpose
iD'Voiving the provision of similar seil'Yices or benefits.

25. In making siilbgrant5 with nonprofit institntimns under
this Comprehensive Cooperative Agreement, it agrees that
such grants will be subject to OMB Circuhllr A-122, "Cost
Principles for Non-profit Organizations" inciuded in Vol.
49, Federal Register, pages 18260 through 18277 (April '],7,
1984).
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
CERTIFICATIONS REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION AND

OTHER RESPONSIBiliTY MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS
Applicants should refer to the regulations cited below to determine the certification to which they are required to attest
Applkants should also review the instructions for certification included in the regulations before completing this form.
Signature on this form provides for compliance with certification requirements under 44 cm Part 18, "New Restrictions
on Lobbying; and 28 CFR Part 17, "Government-wide Debarment and suspension (Nonprocnrement) and Government-
wide Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace (Grants)." The certifications shaD be treated as a material representation of
fact upon which reliance will be placed when the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) determines to award
the -covered transaction, grant, or cooperative agreement.

1. LOBBYING (b) Have not within a three-year period preceding this
application been convicted of or had a civilian judgment

A. As required by section 1352, Title 31 of the U.S. Code, and rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal
implemented at 44 CFR Part 18, for persons entering into a offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or
grant or cooperative agreement over $100,000, as defined at 44 perform a public (Federal, State, or local) transaction or contract
CFR Part 18, the applicant certifies that: under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust

statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery,
(a) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be falsification or destruction of records, making false statements,
paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for or receiving stolen property;
influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of
any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of (c) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly
congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State, or local) with
connection with the making of any Federal grant, the entering commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph
into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, (1)(b) of this certification; and
continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any
Federal grant or cooperative agreement; (d) Have not within a three-year period preceding this

application had one or more public transactions (Federal, State,
(b) Ifany other funds other than Federal appropriated funds or local) terminated for cause or default; and
have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or
attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a B. Where the applicant is unable to certify to any of the
Member of Congress, an officer or an employee of Congress, or statements in this certification. he or she shall attach an
employee of a member of Congress in connection with this explanation to this application.
Federal grant or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall
complete and submit Standard Form LLL, "Disclosure of
Lobbying Activities," in accordance with its instructions; 3. DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE (GRANTEES OTHER THAN

INDIVIDUALS)
(c) The undersigned shall require that the language of this
certification be included in the award documents for all As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and
subawards at all tiers(including subgrants, contracts under implemented at 44 CFR Part 17, Subpart F, for grantees, as
grants and cooperative agreements, and subcontract(s) and that defined at 44 CFR Part 17, Sections 17.615 and 17.620: A The

, all subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly. applicant certifies that it will continue to priIJide a drug- free

D Standard Form LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying Activities" attached.
workplace by:

(a) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful
(This form must be attached to certification if non-appropriated manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a
funds are to be used to influence activities.) controlled substance is prohibited in the grantee's workplace

. and specifying the actions that will be taken against employees
2. DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER for violation of such prohibition; (b) Establishing an on-going
RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS (DIRECT RECiPIENT) drug free awareness program to inform employees about:

As required by Executive Order 12549, Debarment and (1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;
Suspension, and implemented at 44 CFR Part 67, for
prospective participants in primary covered transactions, as (2) The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;
defined at 44 CFR Part 17, Section 17.51 O-A. The applicant
certifies that it and its principals: (3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee

assistance programs; and
(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for
debarment, declared ineligible, sentenced to a denial of Federal (4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for
benefits by a State or Federal court, or voluntarily excluded from drug abuse violations occurring in the worl<place;
covered transaciions by any Federal department or agency;

.



(c) Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the
performance of the grant to be given a copy of the statement required by
paragraph (a);

(d) 1'.lotifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (a)
that, as a condition of employment under the grant, the employee will:

(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and

(2) Notify the employee in writing of his or her conviction for a violation
of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace no later than five
calendar days after such conviction.

(e) Notifying the agency, in writing, within 10 calendar days after
receiving notice under sUbparagraph (d)(2) from an employee or
otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction. Employers of
convicted employees must provide notice, including position iille, to the
applicable FEMA awarding office, I.e., regional office or FEMA office.

(f) Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of
receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2), with respect to any
employee who is 50 convicted:

(1) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up
to and including termination, consistent with the requirements of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or

(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug
abuse assistance or rehabilitation program approved for such purposes
by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other
appropriate agency.

(g) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug free
workplace through implementation of paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (e),
and (f).

8. the grantee may insert in the space provided below the site(s) for the
performance of work done in connection with the specific grant:

Place of Performance (Street address, City, County, State, Zip code)

Town of Mansfield

4 South Ea~leville Road

Manstield, CT. 06268

CheckD if there are workplaces on file that are not identified here.

Section 17.630 of the regulations provide that a grantee that is a State
may elect to make one certification in each Federal fiscal year. A copy
of which should be included with each application for FEMA funding.
States and State agencies may elect to use a Statewide certification.
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Item #5

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

To:
From:
CC:

Date:
Re:

Town Council
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager
Martin Berliner, Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works;
Virginia Walton, Recyciing Agent
August 14, 2006
Solid VVaste Advisory Committee Comments to State Solid Waste
Management Plan

Subject Matter/Background
The Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection is in the process of updating
its State Solid Waste Management Plan, and is inviting comment from the public. The
Mansfield Solid Waste Advisory Committee has prepared the attached comments to the
proposed plan, and is requesting the Town Council's endorsement of those comments.

Recommendati on
Staff recommends that the Town Council endorse the comments prepared by the
advisory committee. I do wish to point out that the advisory committee is asking that the
state support green building design following the US Green Building Council's
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) standards. As you know, the
town has its own policy regarding the use of LEED building standards. However, we
have reserved the right to adhere to a lesser standard if LEED is not cost-effective for a
particular project or initiative. Staff will be available at Monday's meeting to address any
questions or concerns that the Town Council may have regarding this item.

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

Move, to endorse the August 14, 2006 comments submitted by the Mansfield Solid
~Vaste Advisory Committee to the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection,
concerning the proposed State Solid It'Vaste Management Plan.

Attachments
-1) \/. Walton re: State Solid Waste Management Plan
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TOyVN OF MANSFIELD

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
Lon R. Hultgren, P.E., Director

August 14,2006

Tessa Gutowski
Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Waste Management
79 Elm Street
Hartford, CT 06105-5127

Dear Ms. Gutowski:

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD

MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268-2599

(860) 429-3331 TELEPHONE

(860) 429-6863 F-ACSIMILE

On behalf of the Town of Mansfield's Solid Waste Advisory, we support the vision, goals and strategies
of the proposed State Solid Waste Management Plan, We are highlighting some ofthe points from the
plan that we believe are most important.

1. We question the accuracy-that COTU1ecticut is recycling 30% of its solid waste. For several years DEP
reports that we have seen have Lndicated that the state recycles 23-24%. How is this change explained?

2. We are in complete support of working toward a 49% recycling goal although this is very ambitious. Is
DEP ready to devote the resources to realize this goal especially with very few municipal or regional
recycling coordinators left in Connecticut?

3. The plan calls for C&D recycling. Our conu11lmity has considered using the Califomia model where
C&D recycling is tied to the building penuit. Without verified recycling, the celiitlcate of occupancy
Calmot be issued. We have not been able to move ahead with this idea since local markets for various
C&D materials are not available. We strongly urge DEP to make market development for C&D recycling
a high priority.

4. Fanning a solid waste management advisory committee is an excellent idea to help the DEP stay
focused on its goals.

5. We are pleased that the plan proposes streamlining the pennit process so that it facilitates recycling,
waste reduction and benefIcial use activities instead ofhindering them. Facilitating pilot projects that test
ilmovations should be one ofDEP's major functions.

6. Make enforcement effective. If a state facility, business, municipality or hauler is in violation of the
recycling laws, they should be held accountable. Notices of Violations have little value unless a citation
promptly follows continued violations.

7. For years the Town has been testifying for bottle bill changes, mandatory electronics recycling and,
more recently, green building design standards. We support raising the bottle deposit to 10 cents,
directing escheats to fund recycling and expanding collection to all single serve beverages. We ask that
you include under the statutory section of the proposed solid waste plan support of green building design
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following LEED standards. Part of the standards includes C&D recycling, materials reuse and using
recycled content items.

8. When DEP had a recycling unit, programs were available and there was a wider consciousness about
recycling. We suppOli the DEP's staffing to achieve the goals of this plan.

We applaud the work that went into the proposed plan and would like to see DEP can'y out its intentions.

Sincerely,

Virginia Walton
Recycling Coordinator

Cc: Solid \Vaste Advisory Committee
Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works
Martin Berliner, Town Manager
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Item #6

To:
From:
CC:

Date:
He:

Town Council
Matt Hart, Jb.,ssistant Town Manager ?L

Martin Berliner, Town Manager; Michael Ninteau, Director of Building ad
Housing Inspection
August 14, 2006
An Ordinance Regarding Landlord Registration

Subiect M.aUer/Background
Attached please find a draft Ordinance Regarding Landlord Registration. The ordinance
would require an owner of an existing occupied or vacant residential rental housing unit
to maintain his/her residential address on file wjth the town's Office of Building and
Housing Inspection. If the owner is a corporation, partnership or some other legal
entity, the owner would need to file the residential address of the agent in charge of the
premises.

The purpose of the ordinance would be to facilitate the administration of the housing
code and the housing inspection program by requiring owners to provide a mailing
address to the town. Also, particularly with single-family homes, we may not know
when a property has converted to a rental unit. With the ordinance in place, the owner
would be required to inform the town that the property is now being used as a rental
unit. Property owners would have until January 1, 2007 to comply with the provisions of
the ordinance.

The ordinance would not apply to units where the owner resides on the property
(resident owner), and units that are the property of the State of Connecticut. The
reason we would not extend the ordinance to resident owners is that the enabling
legislation (Public Act No. 05-223) allowing the town to establish such an ordinance
pertains only to nonresident owners. Also, because the housing code does not apply to
units owned by the state of Connecticut, we would have no need to extend the
jurisdiction of the ordinance to state-owned properties. (In fact, we may not have the
legal authority to reguiate state-owned properties under the ordinance.)

Financial Impact
The draft ordinance does recommend a fee of $25 for each initial registration and a $10
fee for a change of address. The fees would help cover aUf administrative costs (labof,
postage, etc.), and we do not believe those fees would prove onerous.

The draft also includes a recommended penalty of $250 for the first violation and $1,000
for a subsequent violation of the ordinance. The proposed penalties are consistent with
the penalties provided under the enabling legislation. Also, through the passage of
Public Act No. 06-185, the state legislature h::lc; increased the maximum penalty that a
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municipality may assess for a violation of a local regulation or ordinance from $100 to
$250. However, the Town Council may wish to enact a lower penalty, and has the
discretion to do so. Consequently, we look to the Council for policy guidance in this
matter.

legal Review
Staff has prepared this ordinance in consultation with the Town Attorney.

Recommendat~on

At this point, we recommend that the Town Council schedule a public hearing to solicit
public comment regarding the proposed ordinance.

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

Move, effective August 141 20061 to schedule a public hearing for 7:30 p.m. at the Town
Council's regular meeting on August 281 20061 to solicit public comment concerning the
proposed OrdjrJance Regarding Landlord Registration.

Attachments
1) Draft Ordinance Regarding Landlord Registration
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A llgllst 14, :}006 Drajt

This Ordinance shall be known and may be cited as the "Ordinance Regarding Landlord
Registration" or "Landlord Registration Ordinance."

Section 2. Le!2islatiye Authority.

This Ordinance is enacted pursuant to the provisions of Connecticut General Statutes sections
47a-6a, 47a-6b, and 7-148.

Section 3. Findh1gs and Purpose.

The Town Council of the Town of IVlanstield tlnds that the identification and knowledge of the
whereabouts of nonresident O\vners of residential rental housing units in the Town of Manstield
is in the best interests of the community and will promote the public welfare, health and safety of
the people of Mansfield. Accordingly, pursuant to the authority granted to municipalities by
Connecticut General Statutes sections 47a-6a, 47a-6b, and 7-148, the Town of Manstield seeks
to better protect, preserve and promote the health, safety, welfare and quality oflife of its people
by requiring nonresident owners of residential rental housing units to comply with this
Ordinance.

S-edion 4. DeHnH:ions.

A. Address - us used in this miicle, the term "address" means a location as desclibec1 by the full
street number, if any, the street name, the city or town, and the state, and not a mailing
address such as a post ofiice box.

B. Nonresident Owner - as used in this aIiic1e, the tem1 "nonresident owner" of a residential
rental housing unit means any owner of such propeliy who does not reside in any such unit or
its associated premises, which is owned by her or him.

C. Agent in charge - as used in this article, the tenn "agent in charge" means one who manages
real estate, including but not limited to, the collection of rents and supervision of property.
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Section 5. AppHcl1biHtv.

This Ordinance shall apply to all existing occupied or vacant residential rental housing units and
their associated premises in the Town of Manstield, except that residential housing units that are
the property of the State of Connecticut shall be exempt. This exemption shall not include
residential rental housing units mvned by an entity leasing real property from the State of
Connecticut.

SedirlTI 6. Re~istmtioil1 - Requrred.

A. By January 1, 2007, any nonresident owner of nn existing occupied or vacant residential
rental housing unit shall be required to file and maintain on tile in the Office of the Building
and Housing Inspection of the Town of Mansiield the CUlTent residential address of the
nonresident owner of such property, if the owner is an individual. If a nonresident owner is a
C011)Oration, partnership, trust or other legal recognized entity, then the current residential
address of the agent in charge of the building shall be filed in the Office of the Building and
Housing Inspection ofthe Town.

B. If such residential address changes, notice of the new residential address shall be provided by
such nonresident owner or agent in charge of the building to the Office ofthe Building and
Housing Inspection of the Town of Manstield not more than twenty-one (21) days after the
date that the address change occurred.

c. Each such nonresident owner or agent shal1 pay a fee of $25.00 for each initial registration
and a fee of $1 0.00 for each notice of residential address change.

D. If any such nonresident owner or agent fails to maintain on ±l1e an address as required by the
section, the address to which the Town mails property tax bills for the residential rental
housing unit shaH be deemed to be the nonresident ovvner or agent's CUlTent address. Such
address may be used for compliance with the provisions of subsection E of this section.

E. Service of state or municipal orders relating to maintenance of any such residential rental
housing unit or compliance with state law and local codes conceming such real property
directed to the nonresident owner or agent at the address on tile, or deemed to be on file in
accordance with the provisions of this section, shall be sufficient proof of service of notice of
such orders in any subsequent cIiminal or civil action against the nonresident owner or agent
for failure to comply with the orders.

F. Any person who violates any provision of this section shall have conm1itted an infraction.
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Section 7. PensJties.

A. As provided in Connecticut General Statutes sections 47£1-6£1 and 47a-6b, any nonresident
o",vner or agent who shall violate any provisions of this Ordinance shall be assessed a civil
penalty of not more than $250.00 for the first violation and not more than $1,000.00 for any
subsequent violation.

B. The Office of the Building and Housing Inspection of tile Town of Mansfield shall send
notice of the assessment to the nonresident owner or agent of the property that is the subject
of the violation.

c. Any person who is assessed a civil penalty pursuant to this section may appeal therefrom to
the superior court. An appeal shall be instituted not later than thirty days after the mailing of
notice of such assessment by tIling a petition to reopen assessment, together with an entry fee
in an amount equal to the entry fee for a small claims case pursuant to section 52-259 of the
Connecticut General Statues, at the superior C.OUlt facility designated by the chief comi
administrator, which shal] entitle such person to a heming in accordance with the rules of the
judges of the superior couli.

Section 8. Se"t'erabilitv of Pro'\'isions.

Should any court of competent jurisdiction declare any section or clause or provision of this
Ordinance to be unconstitutional or ultra vires, such decision shall affect only such section,
clause or provision so declared unconstitutional and sha11 not affect any other section, clause or
provision of this Ordinance.

Section 9. Construction.

Whenever used, the singular number shall include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use
of either gender shaH include both genders.

Section 10. Effective date.

Following its adoption by the Town Council, this Ordinance shall become effective on the
twenty-first day after publication in a new"spaper having circulation within the Tovvn.
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Item #7

To:
From:
CC:

Date:
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Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary
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Martfn~Berliner,Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks and
Recreation
August '14, 2006
Air Conditioning for Mansfield Community Center

Subiect Matter/8ackgrm.md
As you will recall, in the FY 2006/07 capital fund budget we have recommended that the
Town Council submit a $'1.25 million bond issue to the voters to fund various
improvements at the Mansfield Community Center. The improvements would include
an expansion to the fitness area and dance studio, as well as the installation of air
conditioning in the gymnasium and the pool office. We had also contemplated including
under this project the purchase of a larger generator for the facility to enable the center
to serve as an emergency shelter. However, under the state's emergency demand
response program we have found a means to acquire the larger generator at no cost to
the town.

For a few key reasons, we think the project should be scaled down to include just the
installation of air conditioning in the gymnasium and the pool office. Our reasoning is
twofold:

1) Using other funds in the capital budget, we have recently made some key
improvements to the center's fitness areas that have alleviated the need for
construction, at least for the near term. The recently completed improvements
consist of converting the upper lobby to a designated fitness space, in which we
have installed circuit strength-training equipment. By moving this equipment to
the lobby, we were able to create additional space for free weights and other
specialized equipment that our membership had requested. in addition, we have
installed cardia equipment in three corners of the track as well in the pool viewing
room. These modifications have allowed us to better utilize the existing space
and to install new equipment to meet the demands of our customers. These
changes have thus far proven very popular with the members.

2) The estimate that we ~ave received to construct the proposed $1.25 million
project is high (in excess of $500 per square foot). The high cost is primarily due
to the fact that the construction area is relatively small and poses some
complications for the builder. The estimated cost has given us pause, and we
not sure that it is warranted at this time.
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Recommendation
At this point, staff wishes to reduce the community center project to $200,000 and send
that project to the voters along with a reql::lest of $1,000,000 for open space and
approximately $1,000,000 to fund the town's share of the $3,000,000 heating system
project at the Mansfield Middle School. (As you will recall, the state will reimburse the
town for 73.57 percent of that project.) The $200,000 would be limited to the installation
of air conditioning in the gymnasium and the pool office, which is sorely needed. And,
as mentioned earlier, we have found another means to obtain a larger generator for the
facility. \J\/ith respect to the expansion of the fitness areas at the Community Center, it
may make sense to complete this work as part of a larger project at some point in the
future, to make the construction costs more economical.

At a future meeting, staff will present the necessary bond resolutions to the town council
for your review. At this point, while we do not believe that a formal vote is necessary
regarding our proposed reduction to the community center project, we wish to know if
the Town Council generally supports this change.
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To:
From:
cc:

Date:
Re:

Item #8

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

T.Q.\~9tiS;~q~DSil;~~l~:~-~
Martin Berliner, Town Manager
Matt Hart, Assistant Town Manager; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks and
Recreation
August 14, 2006
Parks and Recreation Fee Schedule and Amendments to Fee Charging
Policy

Subject MatterJ8ackgrm.md
The Mansfield Community Center will be entering its fourth year of operation this fall.
Each year, the Town Council has approved fee increases upon recommendations from
staff and our marketing consultant. The Center's original marketing plan acknowledged
that fees were below market rates and recommended that annual fee adjustments
would allow the operation to keep pace with typical annual inflation and expenditure
increases. The marketing consultant recommended a five-percent per year increase
with the intent of bringing the Center's fee schedule closer to market rates over a five
year period. This year \/IIould mark the third year of this five-year plan. Consequently,
we have attached a memo from the Director of Parks and Recreation that details staff's
recommendations for changes to fees for the Community Center. in addition, staff has
submitted a recommendation to increase the non-resident program fee as well as
suggested amendments to the TOWllS Fee Schedule/Fee Charging Policy as it relates to
the Parks and Recreation Department.

Financial Impact
The recommended change in fees and policies would positively affect membership and
program revenue for the community center and the recreation program fund. We
estimate that: a) the five-percent increase in rates would yield approximately $23,400 in
additional membership revenue; b) the increased rate for a household with three or
more adults would yield approximately $16,000 in additional membership revenue; and
c) the increase in non-resident program fees would yield approximately $11,300 in
additional program revenue.

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Town Council approve the proposed fee increases for the
Department of Parks and Recreation and the amendments to the department's fee
policies. To summarize, staff believes that the proposed fees are appropriately set to
sustain operations and to market the community center as an attractive and affordable
facility. Furthermore, the design of the fee schedule is equitable in keeping with the
town's service philosophy and mission. Consequently, we recommend that the town
council approve the changes as proposed.
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If the Council concurs with this recommendation, the following motion would be in order:

Move} effective August 14, 2006, to approve the fee schedule and the amendments to
the fee charging policy for the Mansfield Department of Parks and Recreation as
presented by staff in its draft dated August 8, 2006, and which fee schedule and policy
amendments shall be effective August 28, 2006.

Attachments
1) August 8, 2006 memorandum from C. Vincente detailing fee recommendations
2) Community Center Year Four Fee Recommendations
3) Facility Comparisons
4) Fee Schedule/Fee Charging Policy (Parks & Recreation Dept. sections)
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JVlansfield
Comnlunity
Center

TO)'VJ!1 of Mansfield
Parks and Recreation

Departlllent

Curt A. Vincente., Director 10 South Eagleville Road
StOlTs/ManstIeld, Connecticut 06268
Tel: (860) 429-3015 Fax: (860) 429-9773
Email: Parks&RecrmManstleldCT.onr

'-' ~

Website: www.MansiIeldCT.org

TO: IvIartin H. Berliner, Town Manager

FROM: Curt A. Vincente, Director of Parks & Recreation

DATE: August 8, 2006

SUBJECT: 1) Community Center Fee Recommendations - Year Four
2) Non-Resident Program Fees
3) Fee Schedule/Fee Charging Policy

1) Community Center Fee Recommendations - Year Four

Attached you will tInd a fee recommendation sheet which represents a 5%) increase (rounded to the
nearest $5 increment) in CUlTent membership rates. As you know, after our initial rates \vere adopted in
2003, we had planned to increase rates incrementally each year to keep pace with intlation and typical
expenditure increases rather than increase by a larger amount every 2-5 years. Also, our internal analysis
and advice from OUT marketing consultant indicated that our rates were well below market rates. With the
2006-07 recommended rate increases, we will still be below market rates in comparable categories.
Attached is a comparison ofloeal fitness centers. Although membership categOlies from facility to
facility are Dot consistent, we know that our facility over-all has more to otIer, particularly in aquatics and
general activities for families. This nominal increase in rates could yield approximately $23,400 in
additional membership revenue.

The only signitlcant recommended change in a membership sub-category is a new rate for additional
family/household members age 18 and over. Staff feels strongly that a third or more adult on a
family/household membership that cUlTently adds $25 per person more to the membership fee is
signifIcantly under priced compared to the benefIt that the additional adult person gains from access to the
t~lcility. Generally, the family/household membership was created for two adult parents/guardians and
their children. vVe know that there are approximately 200 family/households where there are more than
two adults age 18 and over in the household. We believe it is only fair to the general membership that the
third or more adult on a family/household membership pay more than the additional child age 17 and
under. It is our recommendation that this rate be 50% off the appropriate individual rate. This rate would
range from $127.50 to $190.00 depending upon the membership category. We feel this is a reasonable
rate for an additional adult attached to a household given the services and facility access that they have
available to them. Existing members will be offered an oppOltunity to renevv their membership at the
CUlTent $25 rate, which is tied to a membership retention campaign that we initiate each year before new

F.SS



rates are implemented. This increased rate could yield approximately $16,000 in additional membership
revenue.

'vVe do not recommend an increase in Daily Admission rates at this time because vve feel they are adequate
for the intended uses. There are several changes in the party rental fees and these updated fees are shown
on the attached paIiy rental 1'o1111s for both members and non-members.

2) NOB-Resident Program Fees

The CUlTent non-resident program fee is $5. This fee has been in place for over 20 years and many towns
in the area bave increased their charge for non-residents for patiicipation in programs above the resident
fee. Tbis fee was implemented to help offset the general overhead costs for the depaJiment to run the
program that a resident taxpayer would n0ll11ully absorb. We feel it is appropriate at this time to double
this :fee to $10. This recommendation has been reflected in the Fee Schedule (attached). This increase in
fet;:s could yield approximately $11,300 in additional program revenue.

3) Fec Schedule/Fee Charging PD~ky

Attached are the Town's Fee Schedule and Fee Charging Policy (Depmiment of Parks and Recreation
sections). All recommended updates are shown in bold.

Approval of the attached fee recommendations is respectfully requested. If approved, we intend to
implement these new membership fees on August 28, 2006, following our annual shut-down. As w,;; have
done in the past, vve will offer existing members an opportunity to renew their membership before a
designated date this fall before the new rates will apply to them as pmi of our membership retention
campaign. Implementation of the new non-resident program fee will have to commence with our winter
programs since our fall program brochure is already in print. I will be in attendance at the Town Council
meeting on August 14 to present the fee recommendations and answer any questions.

cc: Recreation Advisory Committee
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MANSfJELD PARKS and RECREAT10N DEPARTMENT
Comrnunity Center Fee Racommenda"[~ons

Year Four '" :E-rf.ect~ve Augu.Jst .28; .2006

Proposed 818/0B

:# in category

as oi8/1106

CURRENT

RATES

RECOMME1-lDED

RATES
F.3.MlLY/HOUSEHOlD

Resident - Fuil-Llse

Resident - Off-Peak

606

49

550.00

415.00

575.00

435.00

Ashford/Willington - FLliI-Llse

,,\ shfordlVlfillington - Off-peak

84

9

600.00

455.00

630.00

475.00

1\1 on-Resident - Full-use

Non-Resident - Off-peak

25'1

20

635.00

500.00

665.00

525.00

30.00(includes 2 people, each addl. person age 17 & under) 2,432 25.00

~.~§'!fr~Bffii.:F(8.:,'¥;ffi:~#.H,~~~::{§!:%.:§~iif:,:::::i::::;':':::::\(:;:\'\::;I:F::!:=:;@:::!::\:\W:=:::::\}\:,::{',\::::::'\:,m::}\:::::::::::t\:.:::}Nj~::::l}t;::·:·::::::: ·::··:Wr.J,W;: :::\: §gf&:~f.B:!ti~!@;R~1~:

/1 330.00 345.00

5 275.00 290.00

17 360.00 380.00

4 305.00 320.00

55 385.00 405.00

8 330.00 345.00

237 25.00 30.00(includes 1 adult and 1 child under age 14,

each add'i child under age '14)

ADULT/CHILD HOUSEHOLD

Resident· Full-IJse

Resident - Off-Peak

Non-Resident - Full-use

Non-Resident - Off-peak

AshfordlVlfillington - Full-use

Ashford/Willington - Off-peal~

310 305.00 320.00

80 245.00 255.00

75 330.00 345.00

9 280.00 295.00

204 360.00 380.00

54 305.00 320.00

Non-Resident - Full-use

Non-Resident - Off-peak

lNDIVIDUAL
Resident - Fuil-use

Resident - Off-Peak

Ashford/Willington - FLIIl-use

AshfordlVlfillington - Off-peak

ANNUAL RATE NOTES:

1) Above rates are for annual fee paid in rull

2) A 3% service charge is added for monthly payments

3) Rates may vary slightly from time to time for marketing promotions

4) Proof of address/household of residence required for all members age 18 and older

5) Full year commitment required. Refunds or Cancellations offered only in extenLlating circumstances
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MANSFIELD PARKS andRECREAT10N DEPARTMENT
Community C~!l1ter Fee Recommendations

Year four = Effective Augus'[ .28, 2006

Proposed 3/8/06

FMI1!LYIHOUSEHOLD .3 Month Option

Resident - Full-use

Resident - Off-Peak

Ashford/Willington - Full-use

Ashford/Willington - Off-peak

Non-Resident - Full-use

r·lon-Resident - Off-peak

#. in category CURRENT RECOMMEND!:D
as of 311106 RATES RATFS

16 185.00 190.00

6 140.00 145.00

5 200.00 210.00

150.00 160.00

12 210.00 220,00

4 '165.00 '175.00

.~DUl ,ICHILD HOUSEHOLD· 3 Month Option

Resident - Full-use

Resident - Off-Peak

Ashford/Willington - Full-use

Ashford/Willington - Off-peak

r·lon-Resident - Full-lise

Non-Resident - Off-peak,

(includes'1 adLllt and 1 child under age 14.

each add'i child under age 14)

INDIVIDUAL· 3 Month Ontion

Resident - Full-use

Resident - Off-Peak

Ashford/Willington - Full-Lise

Ashford/Willington - Off-peak

Non-Resident - Full-Lise

Non-Resident - Off-peak

Toia~ Memberships - ali categories (as of aI-liDS)

Toiai Members - ail categories (as of 311/06)

6 110.00 115.00

1 90.00 95.00

2 120.00 125.00

'100.00 105.00

11 130.00 135.00

0 '110.00 115.00

,,~ 25.00 30.00..,~

57 '100.00 105.00

6 60.00 85.00

9 110.00 115.00

3 95.00 100.00

21 120.00 125.00

12 100.00 105.00

2,!l84

5,920

3 MONTH OPTION NOTES:

1) Above rates must be paid in full

2) Conversion to annual membership will be pro-rated only within the first month

3) I\Jo refunds or cancellations for any reason

4) Proof of address/household of residence required for all members age 16 and older
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MANSFJELD PARXS and REC;qEATJON DEPARTMENT Proposed 8/8/06

Community Carrier Fee Recommendations
Year Four ~ Effective August 28, 2006

CURRENT RECOMMENDED
RATES RATES

[jAILY ADMiSSION

Resident - Infant/Toddler (under age 3)

Resident - '{outh (ages 3-17)

Resident - Adult (ages '18-61)

Resident - Senior Citizens (ages 62+)

Ashford/Willington - InfantIToddler (under age 2)

Ashford/Willington - Youth (ages 3-17)

Ashford/Willington - Adult (ages 18-61)

Ashford/Willington - Senior Citizens (ages 62+)

Non-Resident - Infant/Toddler (under age 3)

Non-Resident - Youth (ages 3-17)

Non-Resident - Adult (ages '18-61)

I'lon-Resident - Senior Citizens (ages 62+)

FREE
4.00

8.00

6.00

'1.00

5.00

9.00

7.00

2.00

6.00

10.00

8.00

FREE
4.00

8.00

6,00

1.00

5.00

9,00

7,00

2.00

, 6.00

10.00

8.00

Discount Book of 10 visits

Guest Pass (With member)

10)( above fees minus 10% bulk discount

Same as resident rates

TEEilJ CEillTER

MISC;;; LANEOUS

Insufficient Fund Fee

Freeze Fee (3 month)

FAClUTY RENTAL RATES
Originally approved rates

Safe GradLlation - E.O, Smith

Safe GradLlation - Out of Town Schools

P.59

FREE

25.00

one month fee

see attached party rental forms

Staffing costs

15/person

FREE

25.00

one month fee

Staffing costs

15/person



~1,ansfie!d Community Center
Facllity Comparison (pricing as of 8/1/06)

Courthouse $195 $95 down and
Plus enrollment fee $49.95/mo for

and $49.95 24 months then
month for 12 membership
months d """lQ 99raps to $~~.

Cardio Express $20 down and $95 down and
$19.99 month $10 month for
for tanning no tanning

Future Fitness $149 down $29.99 down 1 mo- $59.95
and $19.95 and $29.99 3 mo- $159
month for 1 month for 3 6 mo- $259
year year

Curves $74.50 i\I]onthly Prepay for the
registration, payments are year is
normally $150 $39 + tax or $410.97

$30.74 month
with 1 year
contract

Riverside $100 down $420 for 14
Athletic and $34.99 months

month

1 year at Courthouse Plus is $794 for one person but does include fitness classes
and limited aquatic facility.

1 year at Cardia Express is $259.88 which includes free tanning but no pool, ect.

1 year at Future Fitness is $388 and does include classes except spin but does
not have a pool.

1 year paying monthly at Riverside is $519.88 and does include classes Ii!(e spin
and yoga but does not have a pool.

1 year with a contract is $443.38 at Curves which limits working out to only the
half hour. Cannot exceed certain time limits.
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08/011

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

Revenue Source Cnde DescripTion Aurhorirv Fffective

DEPARTMENT: DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION
(Including CommuniI:)' and Adult Education)

260 66100 40660 DO Fee Charging Policy SEE ATTACHED

RECOMJVillNDED CI-L1.u""\TGES IN ::BOLD
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08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
(Including Community and Adult Education)

General Statement

The ParIes & Recreation Department's goal is the enriclmlent of the life of the total conmlunity by providing opportunities for
the worthy use of leisure, contributing social, physicaL educationaL cultural :lnd general well-being of the community and
its people.

To accomplish this goal, the Parks & Recreation Department has established the following policy. The policy attempts to
provide youth and adult programs on a full~cost recovery basis, Non-residents will be charged an
additional fee to cover administrative costs which are covered for residems by tax dollars.

Definitions

Operational Costs - expenditures necessary for the progran1's implementation, i.e., special equipment (archery), specialized
ii'lSnUCtor's salary, overhead expendirures, etc.

Functional Costs - expendirures which are not essentially necessary for a successful program, i.e., umpires, uniforms, etc.

Total Cost Recovery - a system in which the purpose is to recover the cost h'1CUlTed by providing a service. Fees are based on
COSt recovery by calculating the total program cost cmd dividing the COSt by dle number of parricipams cmlicipated. Although
progran1 fees are based on Total Cost Recovery. full reimbursement may not be achieved due to fee waivers and/or registration
of persons 62 and over.

Tuition Fee - the program cost to cover operational and/or timclional costs.

Occasionally, particular material costs may be incorporated or listed separately.

Mmerials Fee - the added cost to programs requiring supplies which will be utilized, expended or retained by participams.

Program Fee - a combination of the Tuition Fee and rvIa[erials Fee.
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08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
(Including Community and Adult Education)

GENERAL POLICIES

1. All department programs that operate on a registration basis (fee or non-fee) will give residents first preference
during the registration period.

2. Tuition fees will nor be charged for programs that have volunteer instmctors unless operational and/or functional
expenditures are required.

...,

.J.

...J..

6.

7.

Non-residents will be charged $10.00 or more above the established Tuition Fee for residents ($15.00 for smmner
day camp). This increment is applied to offset administrative costs since non-residents are not taxpayers, bur are
privileged to participate in Mansfield programs. If programs are offered free of charge to residents and
non-residents, they will be allowed in the program for a $10.1)0 non-resident fee, with residems having first
preference.

Persons aged 62 and over will be given a 10% discount on program fees, excluding trips .

Mansfield residents who caru10I afford the Program Fee may apply for a 90% or 50% fee waiver through the
Parks & Recreation Department based on the Town's Fee Waivers Ordinance. Program participants are
responsible for Materials Fees, if applicable. Trips are not included and smner camp sessions are limited to two.

Co-sponsored organization activities are planlled by each organization and are subject to review by the Recreation
Advisory Committee and the Parks & Recreation Department.

Alate fee charge of $10.00 will be applied to registrations received after a certain cut-off date (for basketball and
baseball/softball programs only). This applies to residents as well as non-residents.
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08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
(Including Community and Adult Educmion)

PROGRi\M POLICIES

I. Youth and Adult Instructional Programs - instructionally oriented where a minimum of 50 % class time is dedicated to
teaching specific skills and/or medl0ds of specialized activiry, e.g., tenIlis. arts and crafts, photography, music, etc.

a. Adult programs are open to residents and non-residents. Program fees are based on total cost recovery.
b. Youth programs are open to residents and non-residents. Program fees are based on LOta! COSt recovery.

Youth and Adult Workshops/Clinics - instructionaily oriented, but dedicate over 50% class time to perfecting slalls,
and the instructor is required to coach participants, e.g., an workshops. volleyball clinic, etc. All workshops/clinics
are based on toral cost recovery. Programs are open to residents and non-residents.

3. Adult and Youth General Recreation Programs - recreationally oriemed. \vith less than 50% class time dedicated
to instruction and/or direction, e.g., tltness, aerobics, Pre-School Funtime/Movement Education, etc.

a. Adult programs are open to residents and non-residents. and are based on total cost recovery.
b. Youth programs are open to residents and non-residents, and are based on total cost recovery .

.+. Adult and Youth Open Gym Programs - recrearionally oriented, providing facilities. existing equipment. and
supervision for participant free-play. Programs will be offered at minimal cost to defray expense of supervisor.
Should special services need IO be provided, the costS will be transferred to the participants.

5. Adult and Youth Leagues - programs which provide coaching, team organization. scheduling and facilities. The
opportunity prevails for participants to le~lJ.ll skills. practice, and to compete within the slall area/span.. Programs
are open to residents and non-residents and are based 011 a total cost recovery basis.

6. Adult a.rid Youth Escursions - programs in which buses, tickets and/or other operational/functional COStS would be
involved in a trip away from Mansfield. Excursions are availble to residents and non-residents. Excursions are
totally self-supporting.

7. Special Events - programs designed for celebration, education or community welfare.

a. Special Events offered free of charge in which expenses are absorbed by the Parks & Recreation Department
are open to Mansfield residents only.

b. Special Events, which are offered free of charge with no cost to the Town ofMansfield. are open to residents
and non-residents.

c. Special Events, \v11ich have a fee attached, are open to residents and non-residents, but may be linlited to
residents due to facilitiy limitations.

P.64



08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
(Including Community and Adult Education)

BICENTENNIAL POND ,<\DlVfISSION

Resident:

Season Pass

]\fon-Resident

Se:lson Pass

Daily Fee:

$20.00 up to 4
$25.00 up to 6

$40.00

Council
Council

4/92
4/92

Weekdays Resident - $1. DO/person
Non-Resident - $2.00/person

Weekend/Holiday Resident - $2.00/person
Non-Resident - $3. OO/person

Fishing - Free

Pavilion Rental Charge - $20.00 per four hour block: (available in-season only)

Group Rate -- 15 % Reduction
10 persons or more

Lions Club Memorial Park Pavilion Rental

Pavilion available for rental for omdoor picnics/party. 30' x 60' open air pavilion, picnic tables seat 80-100
persons comfortably, restroom access, serving latchen additional.

S50.00 mandatory deposit (refundable upon facility inspection and key rerum)
$50.00 pavilion rental (4-hour block of time, restrooms included)
$20.00 serving kitchen (refrigerator, stove, sinlcs)
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08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEP.A.RTMENT: PARES & RECREATION
(Including Conununity and Adult Etlw:ationj

SPONSORSHIP/BROCHURE ADVERTISEMENTS

Seasonal Brochure - recover toml or partial cost of printing, maiiing, or atlvenising on a seasonal basis.

The Mansfield Parks & Recreation Deparmlem seasonal program brochure offers an exceptional way for businesses to support
cOlIU11Uniry wide evems and programs while promoting their business in the greater Mansfield area. The seasonal brochure is
mailed to over 30,000 llouseholds in the area and thousands of additional copies are distributed throughom the region.

The brochure is lilled with important program and evem infomlation and is kept by many families as a quic:l( reference for
Parks & Recreation programs and general Mansfield Community Center infomlation.

Full PCll,'e Price
I Season $656..25
2 Seasons $1.246.37 ($623.44 ea.)
3 Seasons $1,821.09 ($607.!li3 ea.)
..j. Seasons $2,362.50 ($590.1,3 ea.)

Halt' Page
1 Season $323.13
:2 Seasons $623.45 ($311.73 ea.)
3 Seasons $910.56 ($303.52 ea.)
4- Seasons $1,181.27 ($295.32 ea.)

()uarrer of a Pa!.!e
j Season $164.U6
2 Seasons $311.71 ($155.36 ea.)
3 Seasons $455..27 ($151. i6 ea.)
4- Seasons $590.62 ($147.66 ea.)

Eighth of a PatTe
j Season $98.44
2 Seasons $187.04 ($93.52 ea.)
3 Seasons $273.17 ($91.116 ea.)
4- Seasons $354.38 ($88.iiO ea.)

Listing C)nly
1 Season $65.63
2 Seasons $124.70 ($62.35 ea.)
3 Seasons $182.18 ($60.17 ea.)
4 Seasons $236.27 ($59.07 ea.)

PREMIUl'Vf POSITIONS

(5%) $65.63
(7.5%) $147.56
(10%) $262.50

(5%) $32.81
(7.5%) $73.33
(11)%) $131..25

(5%) $16.41
(7.5%) $36.91
(10%) $65.62

(5%) $9.84
(7.5%) $22.15
(10%) $39.38

(5%) $6.56
(7.5%) $14.77
(10%) $26.25

Back Cover - full color, full page not available. double ad price above, limited number available
Back Cover - small ad next to mailing label, same costs as quaner page ad
Inside bacte cover - add 50 % to ad price above

ADVERTISING DEADLINES

FaU - June 15, Winter· Oei:. 15, Spring - .Jan. 15, Summer - Apr. 1

OTHER INFORi\lU·.T!ON

Please see reverse side tor advertisement sizes.
i-\11 advenisements will be billed se:J.sonally. P.66



08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEP,!\..RTMENT: PAR.<TZS & RECREATION
(Including Community and Adult Education)

I~OMNfUNfTYCENTER FE1=' SCHEDULE (page I of'")")

Familv/Hollsehold
Full-Use
Off-Peak
Full-use 3-Momh
Ott-Peak: 3-Momh

Resident

$575.00
$435.00
$190.00
$145.30

Ashford/
Willington

$630.04)
$.:475.00
$210.00
$160.DO

Non-Resident

$665.Hl)
$525.00
$220.00
$1/5.00

(includes 2 people, each addl. person age 17 & under;
addi\:ional FiB member age 18 & over

$30.00 $30.00
50% off indivkhmi ;rate

$30.00

Aduit/Child Household
Full-Use
Off-Peak
Full-use 3-Momh
Off-Peak 3-Momh

(includes 1 adult and 1 child under age 14.
each add'l child under age 14)

$345.no $380.0l) $405.00
$290.DO $321).01) $345.1>0
$115.31) $125.DO $135.m)

$95.00 $105.00 $115.00

$30.'Oij $30.HO $30.00

Individual
Full-Use
Off-Peale
Full-use 3-Month
Off-Peak 3-Month

$320.00
$255.00
$105.00

$85.1)0

$345.flO
$295.UO
$115.01}
$lOIUlO

$330.\){)
$320.00
$125.n(}
$105.UO

ANNUAL RATE NOTES:

1) Above rates are for annual fee paid in full

2) A 3% service charge is added for monthly payments

3) Rates may vary slightly from time to time for marketing promotions

4) Proof of address/household of residence required for all members age 18 and older

5) Full year commitment reqUired. Refunds or Cancellations offered only in extenuating circumstances

3 MONTH OPTION NOTES:

'I) Above rates must be paid in full

2) Conversion to annual membership will be pro-rated only within tile first month

3) No refunds or cancellmions for any reason
4) Proof of address/househoid I)f residence required for all members age 18 and older

P.67



08/06

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
(Including Community md Adult Education)

C01VrMUNJTY CENTER 1='"1=o'E SCHEDULE (!)aE"e' of 2")

Dailv ;l,dmission
Infmt/Toddler (under age 3)
Youth (ages 3-17)
Adult (ages 18-61)
Senior Citizens (ages 62 +)

Discount Book of 10 visiIs
Guest Pass (wiIh member)

Teen renter

MiscellaneaOlls
Insufficient Fund Fee
Freeze Fee (3 momh

FREE
$4.00
$8.00
$6.00

10 x above fees minus 10% bulk discount
Same as residenr rates

FREE

$25.00
one month fee

$1.00
$5.00
$9.00
$7.00

FREE

$25.00
one month fee

$2.00
$6.00

$10.00
$8.00

FREE

$25.00
one month fee

Facilitv Rental Rates
Safe Graduation - E.O. Smith
Safe Graduation - Out of Town Schools

See uttached party ren1l:ml fOiri!!1s
Staffing costs

SIS/persoll $IS/person
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10 S. Eagleville Road, StOlTS, CT 06268, (860) 429-3015

IYlenllber Party Planning Fo'rm
(71071-members, please get afonnji·om the receptionist)

Thank: you for choosing to have your pmTy at the Mansfield Communiry Center. The Community Room and Arts and Crafts Rooms
are available for parties at the times listed below. We also otTer several additional oprions. Please take the time to review the
infonnarion below and return this form to the Mansfield C011llllunity Cenrer with payment ill jilil to reserve a room for your party.
Parries MUST be reserved at fellS! two weeks in {tt!vallce for planning purposes. Please call 429-3015 for more illfonnation. Plellse
iUJle that purties must include either the ArIs ami Crafts Room (}j' the Cmmmmiiy Room. Please see other side for more parry
p1aIU1ing infonl1ation. We will call you to cOllfinll dateitime.

Street
Cnm.1mluMv R.oom Times

Ciry ZIP
Arts l:md Crafts Room Tim.es

Fri., 7-9 p.m.
Sat., noon-2 p.m.
SaL, 4-6 p.m.
Sar.. 7:30-9:.30 p.m.

Sun.. 12:30-2:.30 p.m.
Sun., 4-6 p.m.

Fli., 7-9 p.m.
Sat., noon-1 p.m.
Sal., 4-6 p.m.
Sat., 7:30-9:30 p.m.

Sun., 11 a.m.-l p.m.
Sun., 1:.30-4:30 p.m.
Sun., 6-8 p.m.

Room J'Equested 1st choice, 2nd choice _

Date requesred Alter11lue date, _

Time requesTed Alternate time _

Please check your choices Ilnd write in prices in right column

Communitv Room (holds UP to :50 people) $75 I
Community Room '.tlITH serving kitchen (use n(sr}{fce in refi-ir<erator/fi-ee::er. and/or Slave) $90 I
A.lis and Crafts Room (holds up to 20 people) $50 I
,'\1"ts and Crafts Room WITH reen center $80 I

I Decorations (in addirion ro the room rental fee) , Up to 25 people $50 I
(indudes balloons, paper tablecloths, cups, plates. napkins. plastic ware, streamers) 26-:50 people $75 I

I
Up to 10 people $25

Pool (available for I hour of your 2-hour purty) Time'?
11+ people $50

Small Poolln±1atables (circle 1 or 2) dog dragon snake star @. $15 each I
I/! Gym (available for I hour of your 2-hour party) Time? I
Giant Inflatable Gym Slide (in addition to gym rental fee) $125

Gym Mats (in addition to gym rental fee) $15

Pre-schoolliding toys (in addition to gym rental fee) $10 I
Volleyball set-up (in addition to gym rental fee) $15

Cheese PizzaiSoda or Juice (2-3 slices per person) people i[j} $5 per person

Ice Cream Cake Name on Bilihday Cake people (@., $3 per person

I Retimclable Security Deposit (returned qfter the pllrr)' if/Ill damll![e is dOlle)(plellse write separate check) $") ", .!..)

I I Total Party Padmge (room wm ]]lot be 10 eserved lmtU payment is HlI.ade in fum I

Revised Aug. :2006

'-

For Office Use Ollf,'
I Date I Initials I;,

Received I I I
Entered 1 I ,

Deposit Returned/Center Bucks Issued I J
,
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10 S. Eagleville Road, StOlTS, CT 06268, (860') 419-3015
Non-l'v[.e::rnibe:f Party P}anning Form

Thank you fer choosing to have your party at the tvlansfield Community Center. The Community Room and A11S and Crafts Rooms
are available for panies at the times listed below. We also offer "everal additional options. Please take the time to review the
infol111Qtion below and rerum this 1'01111 to the iVlansfield Community Center wiTh pUJ'lIIem ill iilif to reserve a room for your party.
Parties MUST be reserved at least two weeks ill advance for planning purposes. Please call 429-3015 for more infonnation. Please
note that parries Jill/st include eithel' the Arts llmi Crafts Room 01" the Community Room. Please see other side for more parry
plmUling infomlarion. We will call you to confirm date/time.

Name Child's age Child's Gender # of party guests _

Daytime Phone Evening Phone # of extra adults _

Address-----------------------------------------------Streer
Comnmnitv Room Times

Fri.. 7-9 p.m.
Sm., noo11-2 p.m.
Sat., 4-6 p.m.
Sat.. 7:30-9:30 p,m.

Sun., 12:30-2:30 p.m.
Sun.. 4-6 p.m.

Fri.. 7-9 p.m.
Sat., noon-2 p.m.
Sat.. 4-6 p.m.
Sat.. 7:30-9:30 p.m.

Sun.• 11 a.m.-1 p.m.
Sun.. 2:30-4:30 p.m.
Sun., 6-8 p.m.

.R.f}Oiil requesred 1st choice ---,-------- 2"d choice ~ _

IJate requested Altemm:e date _

Time requesled Altenulle time _

Please check your choices and write in prices in right cDlumn

I I C01l1l11unirv ROQm (holds up to 50 ])eo])lel $150

I Conmmuitv Room 'iVITH serving kitchen (ilse o(sDace in reti-irzeraror//i"ee;;er, Lind/or SlOve) $180

I I Arts and Crafts Room (holds Ul) to 20 l)eo])lel $100 I
.t\Its and Crafts Room WITH teen center $190 I

I
Decorations (in addirion to the room rental fee) Up to 25 people $75
(includes balloons. paper tablecloths. cups. plates, napkins, plastic ware. streamers) 26-50 people $100 I

I
Up to 10 people $40

Pooll,available for I hour of your 2-hour party) Time?
11+ people $65

Small Pool Inflatables (circle 1 or 2) dog dragon snake star (t.L! $20 each I
I.~ Gym (available for I hour of your 2-hour party) Time? I
Giant Inflatable Gym Slide (in addition to gym rental fee) $200 I
Gym Mats (in addition to gym rental fee) $20 I
Pre-school riding toys (in addition to gym rental fee) $15 I
Volleyball set-up (in addition to gym rental fee) $20 I

I Cheese PizzaiSoda or Juice (2-3 slices per person) people iZ~ $6 per person I
I Ice Cream Cake Name on Birthday Cake people Iff,! $4 per person

Retimdabie Security J)eposit (returned after the par(I' it"lIo dm11ll.!!i! is dOl/.e)(piease write sefJlIJ'llTe check) I $/5 I
ITotal Purity Package (room wm noll: be reserved umtii p~lymei1t is made in full) I I

Revised Aug. 2006

For O/Tree Use Oil(V
, I Date I lnirials

Received I I
Entered I I

JI Deposir Returned/Center Bucks Issued I I ,
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Animal Control /\ctivity Report

REPORT PERIOD 2006/2001
~

This FY Last FY
PERFORMANCE DATA Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun to elate to date

Complaints investigated:
phone calls 197 '197 236

road calls -13 -13 21

dog calls 89 89 43

cat calls 83 83 29

wildlife calls 9 9 9

Notices to license issued 3 3 4

Warnings issued 4 4 6

Warning letters issued 1 1 2

Infractions issued 2 2 -I

Misdemeanors issued 0 0 0

Dog bite quarantines 4 4 0

Dog strict confinement
.-

0 0 0

Cat bite quarantines 0 (1 ')
<-

Cat strict confinement 0 0 0

I ,Dogs on hand at stalt of month 4 4 8

Cats on hand at start of month
-

15 15 6

Impoundments 42 42 33

Dispositions: 0

Owner redeemed 3 3 5

Sold as pets-dogs 4 4 10

Sold as pets-cats 3:-1 33 'I?

I
Sold as pets-other 0 0 0
Total destroyed 2 2 4
Roael kills taken for incineration 1 1 1
Euthanized as sicl</unplaceable 'I 1 3

Total dispositions 37 37 31

Dogs on hand at enel of month 3 3 7
Cats on hand at end of month 21 21 9
Tot,"1 fees collected 2,028 $2,028 $ 1,225

~
.....:j

.....

Scotland dogs FY 06/07 to elate
I-tampton dogs FY 06/07 to date

4
1

Total 5



TO\VN OF MANSFIELD
CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION

PUBLIC HEARING
MAY 18,2006

Chair Stephen Bacon called the meeting of the Chmier Revision Commission to order at
7:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Building.

1. CALL TO ORDER

Present: Bacon, Booth, Clark, Cox, Dzurec (aniva18:10 p.m.), Eaton,
Grunwald, Keane, Krisch, Nesbitt, Weiss

II. CHAIR'S REMARKS

Stephen Bacon outlined the charge ofthe Commission noting that they must
repOli back to the Council by April 2, 2007. The Town Council has detailed
13 specific sections in the resolution for examination but the Commission may
look at any section they wish. There will be at least two public hemings but
he encouraged citizens to attend any meeting and be heard. Written
communications will be accepted at any time.

III. PUBLIC HEARING

The Chair opened the public hearing at 7:35p.m. Mr. Bacon noted that two
written communications have been received (attached).

Timothy Quinn, 101 Depot Road, stated that he was a member of the original
Charter Revision Commission. That Commission was charged with
developing an overall philosophy of government. He urged the cunent
Commission to do the same. Mr. Quiml remarked that he hopes that the
Commission will maintain the idea of the 15% base line for referenda
approval but adjust it to reflect the CUlTent situation. He also asked the
Commission to look closely at the issue of automatic budget referendum. Mr.
Quiml warned that sometimes an action that seems to do something good for
people could have the opposite reaction when enacted. His concem is that
repeated referenda will cause a bottom line reduction that will affect our
schools and infrastructure. He urged the Commission to be careful, be
cohesive and to only make changes that will make our standard of life better.

ShanTy Goldman, 187 Browns Road, spoke to the issue of inclusion and
voting rights. The trend over the course of the country's history has been to
make it easier for more people to vote. She expressed some concems with
how the Annual Town Meeting has been conducted and with the fact that in
the last local election only two of the positions were contested. Ms. Goldman
rejected the idea that a townl1leeting is important because it educates the
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citizens, stating that there is not much infol111ation shared at the meeting and
the question is often called to quickly. She urged the Commission to maintain
the tradition of the town meeting but automatically adjoum it to a referendum.

Peter Plante, 7 Oak Drive, commented that the notification conceming the
election was woefully lacking and needs to be addressed. He commented that
there is a fundamental right to vote in secret, requested minOlity
representation on the Region 19 Board and urged the maintenance of the 15%
of voters needed to pass a referendum item. Mr. Plante also said that the
Charter must be adhered to and that positions not enumerated in the Chmiel'
should not exist.

Quentin Kessel, 97 Codtish Falls Road, Chair of the Conservation
Commission expressed concem that the Council requires that committee
members clear all statement with them prior to issuing them publicly. He
asked the Commission to look at the issue. Mr. Kessel also spoke in favor of
the CUlTent budget process. He stated that the process encourages a sense of
community and an oPPOliullity for public discussion. He stated that voters
owe the Town Council, the town and the process a personal appearance in
order to ask questions and be heard. Voting on machines is too easy.

Meredith Lindsey, 97 Beech Mountain Road, thanked the members of the
Commission for their service and supported the idea of the budget going to
referendum and minority representation on Region 19. Ms. Lindsey also
spoke in favor of maintaining the 15% threshold.

Cluis Paulhus, 720 Middle Turnpike, a member ofthe Town Council, thanked
the Commission members for their service and urged the Commission to
suppOli the town meeting adjournment to referendum. He also asked the
Commission to look at the position of constables.

Charlie Eaton, 89 Lonaine Dlive, spoke to the issues of accessibility and
privacy and in SUppOli of automatic referendum: He submitted his written text
and suppOliive documentation (attached). Additionally Mr. Eaton noted a
number of issues which he "vill elaborate on at future meetings including
infol1ning citizen ofupcoming elections, primaries and referenda; defining the
roles of the Council, Boards and Commissions based on the Zarbane Oxley
Senate Act; and the possibility of having dedicated employees fi'om Public
Works pel111anently in charge of recreation areas.

Michael Sikoski, 135 Wildwood Road, described himself as a small
businessman and commented that many of his customers are disenfi:anchised
with the process. He urged the Commission to stick with the 15%. Mr.
Sikoski spoke in favor of adjoumment to a referendum but stated that there
would have to be time for discussion between the two events.
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Nancy Flynn, 23 Phillip Drive, noted that the Town Meeting, her tIrst, left her
confused. She stated that it was difticult to follow and she did not have an
opportunity to speak. Ms. Flynn suppOlis going to referendum. She said that
the face of Mansfield has changed. It is now an intemational community and
we need to keep things simple.

Bruce Goldman, 187 Browns Road, spoke in favor of a referendum stating
that the Town Meeting is not the only way to be educated and feels that if
there is going to be a vote on the budget it should be fair.

Chair Bacon closed the public hearing at 9:00 p.m. and thanked the residents
for sharing their ideas.

IV. FUTURE AGENDAS

The Chair opened a discussion regarding future meetings. It was decided that
all meeting would be taped and accessible to members. Mr. Bacon requested
that members think about a number of issues for the next meeting.
1. Rotating the meeting location
2. Check the distributed schedule for conflicts
3. Limiting the meeting time to 2 hours
4. Communicating with the public

Nancy Cox volunteered to investigate the concept of a sandwich board
announcing the meetings. Gene Nesbitt will explore the e-mail and web
possibilities. Henry Krisch suggested that a mechanism for a suggestion box
or an e-mail access be located at the Community Center, the Town Clerk's
office and the Library. He will follow up on the idea.

Mr. Bacon suggested that the agenda for the next meeting include the
adoption ofIL!les for the Commission and a discussion of the division of work.

Ms. Cox moved and Ms. Clark seconded to adjourn the meeting at 9:35 p.m.

Motion so passed.

Stephen Bacon, Chair Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
Tuesday, June 13, 2006

7:00 p.m.
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Council Chambers

Corrected Minutes

I. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 7:03p.m. by Vice Chair, Aline Booth in the
Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Building.

Ii. ROLL CALL

Present were Aline Booth, Nancy Cox, Lisa Eaton, Shawn Grunwald, Gene
Nesbitt, Sheila Quinn Clark and Lucinda Weiss. Stephen Bacon arrived at 8:20;
David Dzurec arrived at 7:35, and; Denise Keane arrived at 7:10

m. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

Quentin Kessel, 97 Codfish Falls Road, stated that he was opposed to a
referendum and_suggested a process of absentee ballots for public unable to
attend the town meeting, stating the ballots could be picked up in person from
the Mansfield Town Hall and postmarked during the week of the town meeting

Mike Sikoski, 135 Wildwood Road, asked if a petition should be started to ensure
the work going into the Commission goes to a referendum, stating if the Town
Council rejects the Commission's work, then voters have no say.

Aline Booth clarified about needed signatures. Matt Hart also clarified.

It was suggested that the public comments of the Commission be finished by the
October meeting.

iV. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Sheila Quinn Clark moved, Gene Nesbitt seconded, that the minutes of the May
18th meeting be approved with the following changes: on the first page, Sharry
Goldman's name has 2 r's. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Nancy Cox moved, Shawn Grunwald seconded, that the minutes of the May 23rd

meeting be approved. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
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V. COMMUNICATIONS

A letter from Gail Ash-Morgan, dated May 23, 2006 was distributed and
accepted.

A comment was made asking to encourage Town Council members to come to
the Commission meetings. Nancy Cox suggested to not have a cozy relationship
with the Town Council. All were in agreement.

VI. INFORMATION DISSEMINATION UPDATE

Sheila Quinn Clark updated her progress with the Library and the upcoming
Know Your Town Fair, stating once school is out, the bulletin board and display
boards will be available for use.

Sheila Quinn Clark moved, Denise Keane seconded, that all information should
be approved by the Chair. Nancy Cox suggested changing wording from
approved to reviewed.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Aline Booth gave an update on her progress with the tax collector. The tax bills
will be going into the mail next week and a note was being planned to piggy-back
approximately 6,000 of those bills.

The League of Women Voters has been approached, and a member may attend
meetings and put something in their newsletter to inform the league members.

Gene Nesbitt reported he had met with the Information Technology personnel of
the Mansfield Town Hall and they have agreed to set up an email account for the
Commission. He also mentioned the use of the web and cable television as
communication aids.

A Commission blog was discussed at length.

Dave Dzurec moved, Denise Keane seconded, to create a Commission blog with
the understanding that if things get out of hand within the blog, it comes down
immediately. Sheila Quinn Clark, Nancy Cox, Gene Nesbitt and Aline Booth
opposed the motion. The motion carried 5 I 4.

Nancy Cox announced she'd placed an order for changeable signs.

Denise Keane has been in contact with the Chronicle and local radio stations.

Lisa Eaton has been in contact with superintendent of schools for policy
regarding fliers. E.O. Smith senior class projects was discussed.

Shawn Grunwald asked what letterhead and points of contact should be used
with churches. The location of where to send return mail was discussed.

F:I_Common WorklCharter Revision CommissionIMINUTES\6-F· 7 6)OC



VII. VISION OF GOVERNMENT

Aline Booth asked each member present to give his/her vision of the key
elements of government:

Ell Lisa Eaton - provide reasonable services and ensure local representatives be
accountable.

Et Lucinda Weiss - small towns should remain as open as possible to provide
access for public participation.

s Denise Keane - people to hear and listen, accountability for actions.
III Sheila Quinn Clark - (d)emocratic (r)epublic, provides for the general good of

the public.
El Dave Dzurec - serve the public and their needs.
Cl Aline Booth - balance democracy with professionalism.
e Nancy Cox - responsibility for protection of the common area
'1l Gene Nesbitt - subject to flexibility and change.

Vii!. PRIORITIZATION OF CHARGES

The work of the commission can be broken down into four primary categories:

~ Organization of government
$ Language/textual updates
(; Budget/finance
e'J Issues of public concern

There are three or four items needing the town attorney to review. Those would
be the health district, class service, town constables and Region 19. The town
attorney should look at the wording of each - perhaps a simple word change is
all that's needed.

The financial section is difficult and should be done first.

IX. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

A discussion ensued regarding the August 8th meeting location change, which
will be tabled until the next meeting. Ask Mary Stanton, Mansfield Town Clerk, for
an alternative meeting place.

x. ADJOURNMENT

Dave Dzurec moved, Lisa Eaton seconded, to adjourn the meeting. The motion
to adjourn passed unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 9:10 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Matthew W. Hart
Assistant Town Manager
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CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
Tuesday, June 27, 2006

7:00 p.m.
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Council Chambers

Minutes

I. Call to Order

Chairman Bacon called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.

II. Roll Call

Members Present: S. Bacon, A. Booth, S. Quinn-Clark L. Eaton, D. Keane, H.
Kirsch, G. Nesbitt, L. Weiss
Members Absent: N. Cox, D. Dzurec, S. Grunwald
Also Present: Assistant Town Manager M. Hart and Town Manager M. Berliner.

m. Opportunity for Public to Comment

Mr. Sakoski inquired why this meeting was not noted on the Town internet. M. Hart
stated that agenda was not posted until the morning of 7-27-06. Chairman Bacon
stated that he would work with staff to ensure that the agenda and minutes of these
meetings are posted in a timely manner.

IV. Approval of Minutes

**Motion was made by Chairman Bacon to defer review and approval of the June
13, 2006 minutes until after new business. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

V. Communications

Mr. Krisch asked whether commission members would receive a summary of the
comments made at the public hearing. Mr. Bacon stated that the town clerk had
prepared a record of the public hearing.

Mr. Hart suggested that all emails, letters and other communications sent to the
commission be attached to the minutes to be included as part of the record. Also,
staff will maintain a comprehensive file in the town manager's office to include all
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agendas, meeting minutes and other correspondence concerning the commission.
The commission supported Mr. Hart's proposal.

VI. New Business

Mr. Berliner and Mr. Hart presented a PowerPoint presentation (see attached) and
responded to several questions from the members. In their presentation, Mr.
Berliner and Mr. Hart provided a brief overview of the council-manager form of
government and how the form operates in Mansfield. Also, Mr. Berliner and Mr.
Hart review the town council's charge to the commissions and commented how,
from staff's perspective, the charter could be improved. In staff's opinion, for the
most part the charter functions well.

[see attached power point presentation as part of minutes]

S. Bacon asked to have 1st part of presentation in 8.5 x 11 format to attach to the
minutes. A. Booth stated attorney needed to be appointed because other counsel is
unavailable. Difference spelled out that council authorizes spending. Change
tradition or change charter. H. Krisch said town attorney non-specialized in certain
areas. A. Booth asked about citizens proposing ordinances. M. Hart and M.
Berliner both answered affirmative. H. Krisch asked about established guidelines by
someone other than charter. Appointment and/or election is not spelled out as an
option in charter. Town Clerk, Assessor, Collectors, Planning and Zoning are
positions around the state affected by the appointment and/or election. Don
Goodrich - Portland Finance Director - worked around state and charter revision.
Krisch commented concerned about the tying of hands.

People show up when unhappy to town meetings. Present form of government
works very well. Low attendance means satisfaction. Town meetings very historic
in CT - continuing a tradition. Get states for rest of New England states. User
friendly budget meeting information. Krisch finds budget hard to understand. Can
budget itself be made available from budget adoption with user-friendly summary?
Newsletter, website? Issues & options - 5 or 6 large issues. Major changes.
Annual Town Meeting to give people the budget info as an assimilation of
information. M. Hart stated other towns in New England have town meetings run for
days. Have educational presentation before budget presentation/vote. M. Berliner
- budget training session? Be useful to residents? Meeting on how town constructs
its budget. S. Bacon suggested many residents do not know how budget process is
played out. Call it budget information night?

Find ways to improve town meetings. Citizens guide to budget, Budget workshops 
station to station. Kirsch - common theme - he have no control, radio station,
newspaper. Getting people used to website. Budget edition of newsletter.
General? Many years under this charter, what's worked well, what hasn't?
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August 8,2006 Meeting
Democratic primary scheduled for Council chairs. Bump Commission out of Council
Chambers? Town Library as a meeting place? Centrally located. Will set LIp.
CFRC could accommodate meeting. Go for C - set up.

Other
WIll, - Chair and Vice-Chair to go July 14th &August 4th to represent commission.
Fliers - tax bills - bill be in tax bills. Going to all residential properties.
Faith Communication Letters - Shawn drafted letters and exchanged before review.
Chair to review all public notification. Reviewed churches and synagogue to receive
letter. Shawn gone for the summer.
Educators - charter commission information - Mike Morrell around until 1st part of
July. Is nature of his study of 15 or so towns - can we schedule time for him to
visit? A. Booth asked about payment. M. Hart stated we can ask for appropriations.
Do we invite anyone?

By consensus it was agreed that Mr. Goodrich be contacted by the Town Manager's
Office to find out fees, schedule, etc.

TA - will be at next meeting on 7/11/06.
Future agenda - 7/11/06 meeting - address us at 7pm or 1st talk about tonight's
discussion first. G. Nesbitt suggested we build in tonight's info. By consensus
Council to be a speaker?

Gene suggested Town Attorney writes a letter on support for review before he
comes as a speaker.

...Continued Approval of Minutes

Krisch made a motion, seconded by Keane? to approve the minutes of the June 13,
2006 meeting, with the following corrections:

I'l! Under Approval of Minutes, S. Goldman's name has two r's
$ Under Approval of Minutes, remove the line stating that "Aline Booth stated she

didn't want to be called Ms."
g Under Communications, the letter from Gail Ash-Morgan was dated May 23,

2006
" Under Communications, its was N. Cox, not L. Weiss, who stated that the

commission should not have a cozy relationship with the town council
III Under Information Dissemination Update, substitute the words "a note" for

"something" in the line reading "Suggested tax bills will be going into the mail
next week and something was being planned to piggy-back approximately 6,000
of those bills." Also, revise the next sentence to read" League of Women Voters
has been approached, and a member may attend meetings and put something in
their newsletter to inform the league members.
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.. Under Prioritization of Charges, add the following four primary categories of
concern: organization of government; updates; budget/finance; and issues of
public concern

It Under Adjournment, revise the last line to read: The motion to adjourn passed
unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 9:10 p.m.

The motion to approve the minutes as corrected passed unanimously.

VII. Adjournment

The committee adjourned its meeting at 9:55 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Jessie L. Shea
Clerk
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CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
Tuesday, July 11,2006

7:00 p.m.
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Council Chambers

Minutes

I. Cal! to Order

Chairman Bacon called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.

u. Roll Call

Members present: S. Bacon, A. Booth, D. Dzurec, D. Keane, H. Krisch, G. Nesbitt,
S. Quinn-Clark, L. Weiss.
Members Absent: N. Cox, L. Eaton, S. Grunwald
Also present were: Assistant Town Manager Matthew Hart, Director of Finance
Jeffrey Smith, and Controller Cherie Trahan.

m. Opportunity for Public to Comment

Resident David Freudmann of Eastwood Road expressed his gratitude for this
opportunity to speak to the Commission. He stated that he has 2 topics he would
like to discuss this evening. The first of which is regarding the procedure for voting
on the budget. Freudmann stated that it is not in the best interest of the residents of
Mansfield to have voting on the budget on a weeknight at 8p.m. as what had
recently occurred. He believes it should be a proper referendum as all other voting.
Turnout is very low, and he thinks it is because many residents cannot attend at an
hour such as 8 p.m. due to children's bed times, work schedules, and that the
elderly generally don't go out at the time of the evening. He thinks it should be put
into the Town of Mansfield Charter that all budget voting should be held as a
referendum. He also stated that he feels there is a lack of notification to the
residents of public meetings, referendums, and voting's.

The second topic Freudmann is concerned with is Eminent Domain. Recently
another town in Connecticut seized property for the purpose of Economic
Development. Freudmann would like the Commission to consider incorporating into
Mansfield's Town Charter that the Town of Mansfield would not exercise eminent
domain for the purpose of economic development. He stated that 20 states within
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the United States have taken legislative action against such use of Eminent Domain,
and Connecticut is not one of them.

Weiss asked Mr. Freudmann if those who couldn't get out to vote due to the day and
time, would be able to get out to vote if it were a referendum?

Krisch asked if Freudmann thought that those people were more likely to go during
the day. Freudmann stated that people go either day or night, but having a proper
referendum gives the residents the option of what time of day is best for their
schedule to vote.

Bacon inquired as to how Freudmann heard about the Charter Revision
Commission meetings. Freudmann stated that it was in his tax bill.

IV. Approval of Minutes

At this time the minutes of the 6/26/06 are not ready for approval.

Note was made that the corrected minutes of the 6-13-06 meeting are not reflected
on the website. Secretary to send the Webmaster the approved revised minutes to
be posted.

V. Communications

No communications were received.

VI. New Business

A. Perspective of Finance Committee and Director of Finance

Present this evening to meet with the Committee is Director of Finance Jeffrey
Smith, and Town Controller Cherie Trahan. Smith informed the Commission that
unfortunately the Finance Committee could not attend this evenings meeting, but
that he would try to coordinate for a later time.

Smith said he is currently looking into other towns Charters that are comparable
in size and structure as Mansfield. He noted that West Hartford is comparable,
not in size but form of Town Government, and has often used them as a
'template' .

Commission asked Smith to walk through the steps and explain how a budget
gets adopted. (C405)
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After Smith's breakdown of the steps, Chairman Bacon asked if Smith thought
the amount of information presented to the public was adequate, or if it should
be more or less.

Smith said all information on the budget is available on the website and in his
office prior to the Town Budget Meeting. Smith said he gives the bottom line at
the information sessions, he does not think it is beneficial to go through all of the
information as it would take to long, and most people are not interested in
hearing all the details. The summary and bottom line is what most people want
to hear, and what they understand.

Booth asked if we could have a longer period for information meetings on the
budget prior to voting.

Krisch noted that the public generally doesn't come out to meetings or
information sessions unless they are unhappy.

Smith said that the dates are posted on the website, printed in the paper, and
posted in the Town Clerk's Office. Smith noted that generally, his experience is
that when people are happy, they don't attend meetings, but when they are
upset, they do. He used the recent Cat spay/neuter issue, and said that topic
filled the room because it is something that really concerns the residents. Smith
feels that the amount of publicity of these meetings is adequate, especially since
the internet has become so widely used.

Quinn-Clark suggested that the Town use as many different formats of getting
the information out to the public as possible.

The commission asked Smith how he felt about the council being able to make
transfers. (C406)

Smith feels that the council should be able to make transfers as they see fit. It
should not be thrown in the same pot as appropriations. He thinks all restrictions
on transfers should be lifted. In addition, he thinks appropriations should be
brought back to the same way you adopt the budget.

Chairman Bacon asked Smith to explain the budget process.

Smith outlined this project as below:
f) In October, Finance sends out manuals to school boards on how to fill out

their budgets.
Sl In December, Finance sends out manuals to all Town Departments.
tfl! In January, the Town Manager, Assistant Town Manager, and Controller

start [s] interviewing each Department Head, making adjustments for the
current year.
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9 In February, Finance starts putting the budget together based on
Department Heads, Town Manager, and Assistant Town Managers input
and estimates on staffing and energy costs.

8 The budget draft is sent to the Town Council for the 2nd meeting in March.
III In April, Town Council, Town Manager, Assistant Town Manager, and

whatever Department Head is on the schedule for Departmental review,
meets 2 times a week. The budget for that department is reviewed page
by page and notations are made.

<II Smith noted that the Regional 19 and school board also meet [s] during
this time to go over goals for the next budget year.

il The charter requires the budget be adopted by the 2nd Tuesday in May.

Booth noted that she has attended preliminary budget meetings in the past as a
representative of the Planning and Zoning Commission and the Inland Wetlands
Agency. She expressed her concern that citizens are unaware that they have
this opportunity to gain information while the budget is still under consideration.

Nesbitt expressed concern that with limited information (outlines) being
presented. He stated that the problems with the budget didn't come out at the
Town Meeting, where he thought it would be beneficial to address.

Smith commented that the Town Meeting is not the place to discuss the current
year budget previously adopted. Again, Nesbitt stated that if that information is
not available at Town Meeting, when and where should it be brought up so that it
is not a shock to the public.

Smith stated that the raw financial data is not beneficial to the public, he writes a
quarterly narrative to break it down. (Smith will bring quarterly report and annual
financial report to the next meeting with the Charter Revi~ion Commission)

Krisch noted that the rates of participation are low, and believes it would be
beneficial to find an effective way to get the information about Town meetings
out to the public in a timely and efficient manner. He suggested putting out sign
boards similar to what is used for the Charter Revision.

Keane questioned Smith on how Region 19 School District ties into Mansfield,
and questioned if residents could vote on the Mansfield Budget and the Region
19 School District Budget at the same referendum. She noted that having only
one referendum would save money, and referenced the Town of Willington who
has implemented this procedure.

Nesbitt questioned Smith on his thoughts of raising the minimum for sealed bids.
(C506(b)(c)2)n

Smith would like to either take it out, or put it in for a minimum of 1 million dollars.
That dollar amount would be a legitimate reason to have a referendum. He feels
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that the language should be changed to suit the Town of Mansfield better, and
noted that West Hartford has done this, and has re-written the language. He will
try to get it for the next time he meets with the C.R.C.

Chairman Bacon questioned if we should have a threshold (reasonable number
of people to come out) and noted that 15% of voters are needed.

Smith added that when dealing with bonding, advocacy restricts what kind of info
can go out, and noted that they are very strict.

Quinn-Clark added that a citizen can ask, and the Town can answer any
question raised, but the Town cannot voluntarily give the information.

Nesbitt raised question as to whether or not it is a conflict of interest having a
Director working for Region 19.

Smith responded that he and others works for the best interest of the residents
of Mansfield.. We share resources, and the taxpayers pay for one salary for
services from Finance, LT., Public Works, Eastern Highlands Health District,
Daycare, and others. Jeff attends all boards meetings and enhances the flow of
information of between these different boards.

VII. Future Agenda Items

It was decided that the July 25th meeting will be a "work session" on what has
been heard to date, and as a commission decide what if any opinions have been
formulated on charges.

Nesbitt discussed the need for structure of the responses that commissioners
have for each of the charges. He suggested that the Commission should utilize
the following format:

1. Current status
2. Legal parameters
3. Impact on Government practices
4. Impact on overall quality of life of community
5. Identify problems/challenges
6. Identify resources needed
7. Identify options/alternatives
8. Analysis of options

Note was made to check the availability of the following:
@ Finance Committee for late August or early September
110 Mr. Goodrich
III Barry Feldman
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It was suggested that we ask for a written response, unless it is best for the
presenter to come in.

The committee adjourned its meeting at 9:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Jessie L. Shea
Clerk
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CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION
Tuesday, July 25,2006

7:00 p.m.
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Council Chambers

Minutes

i. Call to Order

Chairman Bacon called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m.

~1. Roll Call

Members present: S. Bacon, A. Booth, N. Cox, D. Dzurec (7:08), D. Keane,
H. Krisch, G. Nesbitt, S. Quinn-Clark, L. Weiss.
Members Absent: L. Eaton, S. Grunwald

ill. Opportunity for Public to Comment

At this time there were no comments from the public.

iV. Approval of Minutes

Nesbitt MOVED, Quinn-Clark seconded, to approve the 7-11-06 minutes with the
following corrections:

1. The spelling of Krisch on Page1, Item II, roll call
2. The addition of the following paragraph on Page 4, 6th paragraph of

Section VI new paragraph would read:

Keane questioned Smith on how Region 19 School District ties into
Mansfield, and questioned if residents could vote on the Mansfield Budget
and the Region 19 School District Budget at the same referendum. She
noted that having only one referendum would save money, and
referenced the Town of Willington who has implemented this procedure.

3. The addition of the following paragraph on page 5, Item VII 2nd paragraph
shall read as follows:
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Nesbitt discussed the need for structure of the responses that
commissioners have for each of the charges. He suggested that the
Commission should utilize the following format:

1. Current status
2. Legal parameters
3. Impact on Government practices
4. Impact on overall quality of life of community
5. Identify problems/challenges
6. Identify resources needed
7. Identify options/alternatives
8. Analysis of options

With those additions to the minutes, the MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

v. Communications

No communications were received.

Vi. Old Business

Cox MOVED, Booth seconded to amend the agenda in order to address agenda
Item VII New Business prior to agenda Item VI Old Business. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

VII. New Business

At this time Chairman Bacon opened the work session. He explained that each
member has the opportunity to give their current perspective on the charge at
hand, and any input that they have, or anything they request more information
about would be noted at this work session in order to come to a final conclusion
on each of the tasks. The following is notes on each charge as the members
discussed them:

Charge #1 C202

Nesbitt-waiting on the Town Attorney's information, would like to acquire the
opinion of the council, Town Manager, and Committee Members.
Cox-Favors eliminating.
Keane-Interested in staggered terms.
Bacon-Attorney promised letter, would like to wait until commission receives
letter. Constables, is it required by State law? His feeling is they don't serve
much purpose. Might want to consider elimination.
Booth-Currently have staggered terms, Board of Tax Review-looking to have
professional qualifications. Region 19 School Board- lack of Minority
Representation.
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Dzurec-Questions the Constables purpose. Ask the Attorney if it is a State
Statute or a Town Charter. Questions how the number of commission members
is set.

. Krisch- What is the constables roles, questions if we have to have 7. C202b
Not enough Registrar's for the 3rd party (Green Party). C205-Breaking a tie
change wording to Voting Devices.
Quinn ClarkmWould like more clarification of staggered. Town council-all
elected? Would like Town Council un-staggered, and the other
commissions/boards staggered.
Would like to get a legal opinion of Reg. 19. Constable, if they choose to, they
can act on their own and take training courses at their own expense. It is more
of a historical position.
Weiss- How is Reg. 19 setup, and how are they elected?

Charge #2 302(a)

'Neiss- Dependent on the personality of the mayor. Is she the automatic
representative of other boards/commissions? Seems to have been poorly
defined. . Why doesn't council appoint Deputy Mayor? No minority
representation. Would like the Charter to be clarified as to what provisions are
set on what Mayor can and cannot say/do/vote on. Would like to see a limit on
what she can do. The Council voted for her to be the Representative for the
Town, and would like to see a language that clarifies her role in the Charter.
What is the definition of ceremonial purposes?
Quinn Clark- Council form of Mayor, Strong Mayor vs. Town Manager form of
Government. Finance of a small town is too costly to pay a Strong Mayor.
Deputy Mayor stands in the absence of the Mayor. Is happy with the current
Mayor and Town Council format. Okay with constable, but not insistent.
Krisch-Deputy Mayor steps in Mayors absence. Town Council for of
Government for small towns. Mayor is not just for ceremonial purposes, she is
representing the Town. Pro Town Council/Mayor. Would like to see clarification.
Dzurec-Concerned if Mayor and Deputy Mayor are both absent, does the
Council take over? Should be more consistent.
Booth-Doesn't like the idea of a strong Mayor. Could clarify the role of the
Mayor. Likes the idea of the Mayor being selected from within. Representative
within the council to have the reins. Ultimately the Council has the final say.
Mentioned that the highest vote getter is not always the Mayor.
Bacon-Charter is vague about Mayor. Only function is stated to be ceremonial.
Think it's intentional that Mansfield's Charter is vague, as to not have a strong
mayor. Senate passed bill for $2.5 million for roadway improvements for 195,
and money for a parking garage. Mayor Patterson took it upon herself to push to
get it done, even though the Charter does not require her to. Likes the Council
choosing the Mayor. Interested in Town Council selecting Deputy Mayor.
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Keane- Questioned why the Deputy Mayor is not~elected by the council like the
Mayor? Likes the way the Charter is written, gives the Mayor the opportunity to
be more active in the Town if he/she chooses.
Cox-Would like Town Attorney's opinion on who the Military/National Guard
reports to in the case of an emergency or if Martial Law is put in place? Town
Manager or the Mayor?
Nesbitt-Activities of Mayor are decided by the Head of the Town Council. It
should be up to the council what the Mayor does. Would like the Mayor and the
Town Council explain the structure and her functions. Ask are there formal
restraints on the Mayor when she is speaking or voting for the Town. Would like
to get copies of Ordinances of her power to Speak/Vote.

Charge #3 C305(B}(C)

Nesbitt-Wouldn't change. Problems to be brought to the Council.
Cox-Town Attorney, appointed by the Town Council. Would leave the way it is.
Don't want to have conflicting interest. Should be the same people electing the
Attorney as well as the Special Council.
Keane-Town Attorney should go to council not to the Town Manager when he
can't represent the Town adequately, due to different specialties, or other
circumstances.
Bacon-Town Council meets twice a month. Situation should be able to be
brought to the Counsel before a meeting. Needs to be recognized and bought to
Town Council for a decision about Special Counsel.
Booth-
Dzurec-Agreed, budgetary issues involved with hiring Special Council, Town
Council should be involved in that.
Krisch- Agreed
Quinn Clark- Agreed
Weiss- Agreed

Charge #4 C306

Weiss-Doesn't see a need for this. Doesn't want to restrict, cant limit from
speaking.
Quinn Clark-Individuals speaking for boards/town. Individuals are speaking on
behalf of themselves not the Town.
Krisch-Shouldn't speak for the Town unless checked with Council. Doesn't
happen often, and doesn't think this is a problem. Would like to check with the
Town Attorney, and obtain a copy of sample of ordinances for Commission on
this subject.
Dzurec-Not well defined. How/what can be said by board/commission members?
Individuals can speak for themselves, but cannot speak on behalf of the Town.
Who makes up boards/commissions/council, and how do they get
elected/appointed?
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BoothmCouncil should clarify roles/limits when members are appointed to
commissions and boards.
BaconmFine the way it is. Already gives Council the authority to limit. Council
shall oversee & update the Commission/Board members. Town Manager or
Town Council should distribute policy to members when they are appointed.
KeanemAgrees with Booth and Bacon
CoxmThinks policymaking board is council, and they should be the ones who
determine what is said. This makes the Council be more clear on positions of
the Town and statements that are made.
NesbittmSuggested that giving the council the right to speak for the Town under
section 303 of the Charter. (Cox agrees)
QuinnmClark- Would like to see clarification when appointed to the board.
Nesbitt~ Would like Town Attorneys opinion and the opinion of the Council, on
opinions on clarifying the wording of this charge. Do they think it is satisfactory,
or what they think needs to be changed? Looking for more feedback from them.

vm. .. .Old Business (Continued)

Krisch, Nesbitt, and Weiss updated the Commission on the progress of the
Charter Revision Link on the Town of Mansfield Website. Below is a report with
the proposed list of changes to be made to the current Mansfield Charter
Revision Commission page:
1. Replace the current "Agenda and Minutes" page with a new Mansfield

Charter Revision Commission Page
2. Delete the minutes of the former Town Council subcommittee on charter

revision.
3. Under the name of the commission at the top of the page would be a short

description of what we are working on now and an invitation for people to
come:

4. Example:
Headline Type: Mansfield Charter Revision Commission
(Smaller type underneath):
Current focus: Financial provisions in the Charter, including the budget town
meeting, the authority of the Town Council to transfer funds, and bonding
provisions.(current focus would need to be reviewed and changed as
needed)

5. A paragraph summary under that of what the commission is and how to email
us. (Henry is drafting this and we'll have it at the next meeting)

6. On the right side of the page, a box that provides links to:
a. Agendas and minutes
b. Current Town Charter
c. Items Under Review (this would include the list of 14 items that the

Council charged us with reviewing and the additional items that the public
has asked us to review)

d. Members of the Commission
e. Online Comments (our blog)
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They also mentioned the webmaster reluctance to implement the Committees
suggestion to only post the accepted minutes. Suggestion was made to contact
the Town Managers office to try to rectify the situation.

Krisch MOVED, Nesbitt seconded to approve recommendations 1-4 and 6 in the
report given regarding the changes to the Town Charter Commission Web Page.
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Krisch MOVED, Nesbitt seconded that the Charter Revision approve the text of
#5, under the provision that the Chairman does not receive objections from
members within 5 calendar days after distribution. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

IX. Future Agenda Items

Cox MOVED, Krisch seconded, to continue the work session starting with
Charge #5 on August 8, 2006. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

x. Adjournment

Bacon MOVED, Krisch seconded to adjourned its meeting at 9:15 p.m.
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Respectfully submitted,

Jessie L. Shea
Clerk
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Present:

Absent:
Town Staff:

DRAFT
TOWN OF IVL~"NSF'lELD

CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Minutes of the June 21, 2006 Meeting

Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Building

Peter Drze"wiecki" Quentin Kessel (acting chair), Jennifer Kaufman, and
Frank Trainor.
Robert Dahn Scott Lehmanil, and John Silander.
Grant JVleitzler

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

2. The minutes of the rvlay 17,2006 meeting, with editorial changes, '.vere approved
unanimously.

3. Open Space lvleeting. Kessel repOlied on the June 20,2006 Open Space Preservation
Committee meeting. At this meeting D"enise Burchsted, Executive Director of the NWC,
revie'vved the addition of the Nate-haug, Mt. Hope and Fenton Rivers to the list of State
Greenways and the purpose ofthe Greenway program. Kaunnan noted that Greenvv'ay
status promotes regional collaborations and assists in vVliting grants for State and Federal
funds for the protection of these greemvays. Iv'Ieitzler said that Greenway status was
very helpful in preserving n. p01iion oftlle Vernon property.

Tovi;n Manager Mary Berliner and Assistant Town Manager Matt Hart led a
discussion on Open Space issues in ToviIll, including the matter of the proposed bonding
issue for Open Space and what the OSPC can, and cannot, do with regard to infonning
voters on this matter.

4. IVvA RefelTals.
IWA 1348 - Vanscoy - Middle Tumpike. Map date: 5/31/06. Tins application is

for a 24)04 foot addition at the rear of the existing house with work to be canied out
within 30 to 40 feet of a \vetland. Kaunnan moved, and Drzeyviecld, that there should be
no significant negative impact on the wetland from this project if appropliate
sedimentation and erosion controls are in placedUling the construction and removed after
the site is stabilized.~The motion passed unanimously.

IWA 1349 - Roby - Brookside Lane. :Map date: 5/8106. This application is for a
new d11veway to eliminate dliveway shm1ng for two houses on Brookside Lane. The
current dliveway passes close by the first ofthese two houses, and the proposed new
Dliveway will give additional plivacy to the first house. The current drive"\vay crosses
the "\vetland at its narrowest width and the proposed new di1veoway crosses a much wider
section of wetland. The question \lV'as raised as to whether it ',vas appropliate to create an
additional wetland crossing for the second bouse Yvhen there is existing access to it.
Altematives were discussed. These included:

1. Leaving the existing G11Veway system as is.
2. }.;[oving the first house further avvay fi.-om the existh"1g dli\'ewnv. It \vas agreed

- ... '-",.! "'-

that the cost for doing this might be comparable with the cost ofthe DrcDlJsed drivevvClv.
....... '-' ..L J. ,.!

-, ('1 Of • f' 'tt 1 " .' ., ..J. ,:)eurc_lll1g _or a [ie_ er _oeanon wr me new crossmg.
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4. Pennitting the new \vetl"ands crossing but requiling wetlo.nds restoration of the
existing crossing.

It Vi'as agreed that the project, as proposed, would have a significant negative
impact on the pOliion of the wetlands being crossed. In the event that the I\VA pennits
construction of the proposed the driveway, The CC recommends that, at a minimum, the
location of the portion of the driveway parallel to the stone ,"vall be placed on the other
side of the wall, i.e., moving it further a\vay fr'om the ·wetl and. No vote '.vas taken.

IVvA 1350. This tile 'vvas revie\ved and required 110 action by the CC. It is a
request by the USGS to proceed with the installation of a gauging station on the Fenton
River where Old Tumpike Road crosses it. It \-vas noted that this installation was one of
the recommendations IT:lade by the Technical Advisory Group tor the recent Fenton River
Study.

6. The meeting adjourned at 8:50 P.M. on a motion by Kaufman and seconded by
Drzevviecki.

Respectfully submitted,

Quentin Kessel
Secretary
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Present:

Absent:
Town Staff:

7/37/06 REVISED DRAFT
TO\VN OF MANSFIELD

CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Minutes of the July 19,2006 Meeting

Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Building

Peter Drzewiecki, Quentin K.essel (acting chair), Scott Lehmann, and 101m
Silander.
Robert Dahn, Jennifer Kaufman, and Frank Trainor.
Grant Meitzler

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

') The minutes of the June 21, 2006 meeting were approved unanimously on a motion by
Drzewiecki, seconded by Kessel.

3. .Kessel repOlted 011 the July 18,2006 OSPC meeting.

4. IWA RefelTals.
IWA 13SIA - Troyer - 840 Mansfield City Road. Map date: 6/14/06. This

application is for a house addition within 150 feet of adjacent wetlands. Silander moved,
and Lehmann seconded, that there should be no signifIcant negative impact on the
wetland from this project as long as the sedimentation and-erosion controls shown on the
map are in place during the constmction and removed after the site is stabilized. The
motion passed unanimously.

J'vVA 1352 - To",'n of Mans±leld - Plains Road, River Park project. Map date:
6/01/06. This application is for development of the propeliy next to the Willimantic
River recently acquired from the state. Drzewiecki moved, and Silander seconded, that
subject to prior DEP approval the project should have no significant negative impact on
the involved watercourse and wetlands. The motion passed unanimously.

IWA 1353 - Henning/Doyen - Moulton Road. Map Date: 6/27/06. This
application is for a garage/workshop addition to an existing garage within 150 feet of the
wetlai1cls. The CC notes the map indicates a 28 foot by 28 foot addition, which might
represent a greater depth than the existing garage has. Meitzler repOlied that he has
spoken with the applicant and that the depth of the addition will match that of the existing
garage. With this understanding Lehmann moved, and Silander seconded, that there
should be no significant negative effect on the wetlands from this project as long as the
erosion and sedimentation controls shown on the map are in place dming the construction
and removed after the site is stabilized. The motion passed unanimously. Concern was
expressed that the CC should have been presented with a more accurate map and that the
CC should not have to rely on verbal understandings.

IWA VV1344 - Shafer Propeliies LLC - Center Street. Map date: 12/31/00. This
application is for a relocation of a drainage system required for plal1.l!ed septic system
repair. Drzewiecki moved and Lehmann seconded, that there should be no signiiIcant
negative effect on the 'vvetlands tJ:0111 this project as long as appropriate erosion and
sedimentation controls (not apparent on the map) are in place during the construction and
removed after the site is stabilized. The motion passed unanimously.
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IvVA W1355 - Halle - Spling Hill Road. Map Date: 6/27/06. This application is
for re-subdividing one of the fonner lots in the Gifford Estates subdivision into three lots,
with one lot having the old house on it. Portions of the work are within 150 feet of
wetlands. Drzewiecki moved and Silander seconded, that there should be no signifIcant
negative effect on the ·wetlands from this project as long as appropriate erosion and
sedimentation controls (not apparent on the map) are in place dUling the construction and
removed after the site is stabilized. The motion passed unanimously; however, concem
was expressed that the driveway for this project is already 'vvell under way and that stone
\valls have been breached before the project's approval.

Additionally, the CC would like, once again, to express disappointment that Manstleld's
shared-dliveway regulations encourage re-subdivisions such as this one. In this instance
the shared driveway regulation penuits an additional house on land that would otherwise
have remained open space under the old regulations. This seems to be contrary to the
stated intent of the shared-driveway regulation.

5. StOlTS Downtown Pminership. Kessel noted that Denise Burchsted oftlle NWC had
expressed concern for how the surface-water runoff will be controlled and whether the
engineers for this project expect to use the vemal pools in the consenration area as
retention basins. This is an impOliant consideration because of the proposed
concentration ofbl1ildings and paved areas in this project. Kessel related that he had
called Michael Klemens, an environmental consultant tor the project, to ask about this.
Klemens reported that it was impOliant tor the maintenance of the vernal pool
environment that the surface/underf,rround flow of the water not be disrupted. He
indicated that the surface water would have to be cleaned before its release to the
vvatershed. Meitzler repOlied that he was unaware, as of yet, of what plans the
Partnership has to accomplish this. He agreed to forward intonnation about this to the
CC when it became available.

6. The meeting adjourned at 8:55 PJvl.

Respectfully submitted,

Quentin Kessel
Secretary
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HOUSKNG AdJTHORllTY OF THE TOWN OF MANSFIELD
F-EGULAR IVIEETING Mn-.JUTES

Housing Authority Oftlce
June 8,2006

8:00 a.m.

Attendance: Mr. Long, Chairperson; 1\'1s Christison-Lagay, Vice Chairperson; rvlr. Eddy,
Treasurer and Acting Secretary was excused; Ms Hall, Assistant Treasurer; Mr.
Simonsen, COl'llillissioner was excused and Rebecca Fields, Executive Director.

The meeti.l1g was called to order at 8:12 a.m. by the Chairperson.

IVHNUTES
The reading of the minutes was dispensed with and a motion made by Ms

Christison-Lagay and seconded by IVls,Hali, to accept the minutes oftbe tvlay 16,2006
Regular meeting. Motion approved unanimously,

COl\IMUNICATJONS
Ms Fields brought 3 request from the Department of Transportation to direct them

in the placement or removal arthe two flag poles displaced by road construction. It W3.S

agreed that they would be removed since they are rusted out and not used.

COMMENTS FRDl\'l THE PUBLIC
There were no comments from the public.

A motion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by lvls Christison-Lagay, to
approve the May BiBs. Motion approved unai'1imously.

Ff!\IANCIAL REPORTS-A (General)
A motion was made by Ivls Christison-Lagay and seconded by Ms Hall, to

provisionally accept the March 31, 2006 and April 30, 2006 Financial Reports for both
Wrights Village 311d Hotinko. Motion approved l1l1animously.

FfI\JANCIAL REPORT-B (Section 8 Statistical Report)
A motion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to

provisionally accept the April Section g Statistical Report. Motion approved
unanimously.

MISCELLANEOUS
Ms Fields reported that Unit 911 was leased up on June 18t and Unit 404 was

leased up on June 12th at Wright's Village. iNfight's Village is ±uIly leased.

F.9S



IRE:PORT FROM TENANT REPRESENTATJlVE
Ms Fields brought a request from a resident at Wright's Village (Unit 304) who

\vould like her handicap toilet replaced with a regular height toilet. The board agreed to
make the accolTJ.1I1odaticm.

The ByD:aws l))f Thi! Hnil!lslllg Authority of the Town of M21ilils1field
This item remains open.

ube,ty Barnk CD's
The CD's were rene'\ved for 62 days at 4.79APR. They eKpire on July 31, 2006 and there
is no grace period. The CD's are insured up to $100,000 by FDIC. The bank is required
to execute a general deposit agreement with this Housing Authority which requires the
bank to provide this Housing Authority with collateral, in the [01111 of US government
securities, for any a..7110unts in excess of $100,000. IvIs. Fields "vill request a copy of this
agreement from the bank.

lFe,j; A':COilmt CO!ll-[rad
A motion was made by 1\.115 Hall and seconded by Ms Christison~Lagay to sign the
contract between the l\rlnnstield Housing Authority and John S. Sullivan C.P-l-\.. Mo(ion
approved unanimously.

NEW BUSiNESS

HoRinko Hot Wate~- He~,icr Replacement
Ms Fields requested that as a preventative maintenance measure we begin j] replacement
program for the HWH at Holinko. Fifteen (15) have been replaced and an additional
twenty (20) need to be replaced. Ms Christison-Lagay suggested we look into the instant
HWH rather than the tank. style to reduce energy costs. Ms Fields agreed to research the
subject.

!PHA St:d~ OCCil!lP:Hll~Y Policies - Ms Fields suggested we add a Preference to our
Holinko Estate Waiting List to give points to those who are U.S. citizens or possess a
Green Card. This change would increase the Authority's ability to serve our target
population of low and moderate income people who work and live in the area. This will
have the additional advantage of helping to lower our occupancy costs by not having to
'write offexpenses that are uncollectible because a resident leaves, owing the Authority
money, and returns to his/her county of origin where we ealmot pursue oW" rights in
court. This chfuige has to be approved by CHFA. A motion was made by Ms Christison
Lagay and seconded by Ms HaJJ. Motion approved unanimously.

iR!f5irl<!;ro~i;.l1 Senrke C!)QIr!Hjli)~~or

A motion was made by ~"Is Hall and seconded by Ms Chrisrison-Lagay to pass the
resolution provided to us by the Department of Economic and Community Development
to enter into an agreement to fund the Residential Service Coordinator from July 1,2006
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through June 30, 2007 for the Wright's Village resident who pays more than 30% of
his/her income in rent. Motion approved unanimously.

lR:el11~21n Asafi3t~mf Plmg:rl'lm
A motion was l'nade by Ms Hall and seconded by Ms Christlson-Lagay to request

monies fi-om the rental assistant program through DEeD, effective July 1, 2006 through
June 30, 2007, for our Wright's Village residents who pay more than 30% of their
income in rent. Motion approved unanimously.

SectiVil] 8 lA~;>S;f Up
!Vis Fields reported that the audit for 2005 sbowed unspent HAP tunds in the

amount of $52,930. The discussion centered aroun.d using Lf}ese funds tillS year and
t:lldng on the risk of overspending rather than underspending Hl\P PJnds to meet the need
in the community. Ms Fields vvill speak vvith HUD and obtain additional information
regarding the ramifications of overspending verses underspending. Any spending abov,,;
BUD funding would be absorbed by the Authority.

ADJOURNMENT
Motion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by 1'v:[5 ChTistison-Lagay to adjourn at

9:50 a,m. Ivlotion pa~scd unanimollsly.
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MINUTES

MANSFIELD ll'.JLAND WETLAND AGENCY
Regular Meeting, Wednesday, July 5,2006

Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present:

Members absent:
Altemates present:
Alternates absent:
Staff present:

R. Favretti (Chainnan), B. Gardner, R. Hall, K. Holt, P. Kochenburger, P. Plante,
B. Ryan, G. Zimmer
J. Goodwin
C. Kusmer, B. Pociask, V. Steams
None
G. Meitzler, (Wetlands Agent), G. Padick (Director ofPlanning)

Chainnan Favretti called.the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m., appointing Steams to act in place of Goodwin who
was absent.

IVIinllltes
6/5/06 - Hall MOVED, Holt seconded, to approve the Minutes as wlitten. MOTION PASSED with all in favor
except Steams and Plante who disqualified themselves.

6/15/06 - Field Trip - Holt MOVED, Favretti seconded, to approve the Minutes with the correction ofthe time
adjoumed to 4:15p.m. MOTION PASSED with Favretti, Holt, and Ryan in favor and all others disqualified.

Communications:
Conservation Commission 6/21/06 Minutes- Favretti noted the Conservation Conmnssion's motion #4 should
be noted.

Wetlands Agent's Monthly Business repmi (6/27/06)- In response to a question, Meitzler noted that he will ask
Mansfield Auto ifmercury switches are being removed :£i'om cars before they are crushed, to avoid
contaminating the soil. He also explained that mercury switches are found in newer cars, which are not yet
found at this location.

Old Business

\<V1348 - Vanscoy Middle Turnpike, addition in buffer After a brief discussion, Holt MOVED, Ryan
seconded, to grant an hlland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations
of the Town ofMansfield to Cluistopher Vanscoy (File #1348) for construction of a 24 X 24 foot addition to a
single family residence on property owned by the applicant located at 504 Middle Tumpike, as shown on a map
dated 5/31/06 and as described in other application submissions.
This action is based on a finding ofno anticipated significant impact on the wetlands, and is conditioned upon
the following provisions being met:

1. Appropriate erosion and sedimentation controls shall be in place prior to cOllstl1lction and maintained during
construction and removed when disturbed areas are completely stabilized.
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area of stockpiled matelial.
3. The applicant shall consult with Curt Hirsch, ZEO, to get advice on other penllits that may be needed for the

additional bedrooms, bathroom, and kitchen.

This approval is valid for a period offive years (until 7/5/2011), unless additional time is requested by the
applicant and granted by the Inland vVetlands Agency. The applicant shall notify the Wetlands Agent before
any work begins, and all work shall be completed withi11 one year. i\J.1Y extension of the activity period s11all
come before tIns agency for fmiher review and comment. MOTION PASSED U1\TANIMOUSLY.

W1349 - Roby, Brookside Lane, driveway crossing wetlands
Representing the applicant, Michael Dilaj of Datum Engineering answered questions the commission may have
regarding the proposal to install a driveway crossing the wetlands. He indicated that the dliveway will be
approximately 30 feet away from the abutter's home. The new dliveway will replace the existing driveway in
attempt to gain access to the rear property. The existing driveway will be restored to a natural condition, and
the stones from the driveway will be llsed to rebuild the stone wall that nms parallel to the proposed driveway.

Chaimlan Favretti asked if anyone would like to speak from the public. Mrs. Barbara Byron, abutter on
Brookside Lane, expressed concem with the driveway being installed so close to her home. She indicated that
the section of the driveway at the rear of the prope1iy being redesigned to the rear ofthe stonewall would be
acceptable to them. She also inquired about the fi'equency of fertilization needed to establish grass along the
dIiveway. Dilaj indicated that the fertilizing in question is generally a one-time application as a starter for the
new grass.

Holt asked for clarification on where the ByTon's house is located on the adjacent property, and why the
drive\\'ay is so close to it. She wondered ifthe driveway could be located fmiher away from Mrs. Byron's
house.

Dilaj indicated that he could accommodate the Byrons by moving the lower portion ofthe driveway southerly
another 30 feet, although fill would have to be brought in to accomplish this. The new dliveway then would be
approximately 60 feet away from the Byron's house. Dilaj would not change where the crossing ofthe wetland
occurs, however the rear section of the driveway will be shifted away fi'om the rear wetland to now run parallel
to the back side ofthe stone wall. He felt that the stone wall will act as a bufferbetween the driveway and the
wetland.

Holt MOVED, Hall seconded, that the Inland Wetland Agency table acting on the application submitted by
IVIark Roby (File #1349) for a d1iveway that crosses a wetland, on property located at 11 0 Brookside Lane.
This item is tabled until the Inland Wetland Agency's Special Meeting on July 17, 2006 for the following
reason: the plan needs to be revised so that the existing driveway crossing is removed and restoration plans are
included, and that the plans for the new driveway shall be redrawn to move it fmiher from wetlands, with more
details on wetlands protection at the new crossing. MOTION PASSED UNi\NIMOUSLY.

\V1351 - Zera, North Eagleville Road. above ground pool in buffer
A brief discussion was held, and it was noted that the area is flat, and no silt fence is necessary art this
installation.
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Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to grant an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 oftlle \Vetlands and
Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to Karen Zera (File #1351) for construction ofa 18 foot
above-ground pool on property owned by the applicant located at 321 North Eagleville Road, as shown on a
map dated 6/li06 and as desclibed in other application submissions.
This action is based on a finding of no anticipated significant impact on the wetlands, and is conditioned upon
the following provisions being met:

1. Appropriate erosion and sedimentation controls shall be in place prior to constmction and maintained dming
construction and removed when disturbed areas are completely stabilized.

2. This approval is valid for a period of five years (until 7/512011), unless additional time is requested by the
applicant and granted by the Inland Wetlands Agency. The applicant shall notify the Wetlands Age!'lt
before any work begins, and all work shaH be completed within one year. Any extension of the activity
peliod shall come before tIllS agency for fmiller review and comment. MOTION PASSED
lJNANII\,fOUSLY.

l'Tew BUSIness

W1351a - Trover - Mansfield City Road- addition iIi buffer
Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by John Troyer (File W1351a)
under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield for the construction of
an addition to a single-family residence at 840 Mansfield City Road, on propeliy owned by the applicant, as
shown on a map dated June 14, 2006, and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said
application to the staff and Conservation Connnission for review and comment. MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY.

W1352 - To\vn of Mansfield - Plains Road- River Parkproiect
Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by Town ofMansfield (File
W1352) under Section 5 ofthe Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town ofMansfield for the
constmction of a recreation area, parking area, boat launch, trails, and sitting area in phases, at River Park at
Plains Road on propeliy owned by the applicant, as shown on a map dated June 1,2006, and as described in
other application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and Conservation Commission for
review and comment. MOTION CARRIED UJ\.TANIMOUSLY.

W135':\ - Hel11llng/Doven- Moulton Road- garage/workshop in buffer
Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by Robert Henning and Sally

Doyen (File W1353) under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations ofthe Town of Mansfield
for the construction of a garage addition and deck on a single-family residence at 166 Moulton Road, on
propeliy owned by the applicant, as shown on a map dated June 27, 2006, and as described in other application
submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and Conservation Commission for review and comment.
MOTION CAR.RlED UNANIMOUSLY

W1354 - Shafer Properties, LLC - Center Street - drainage system relocation
At this time Holt disqualified herself, and Chairrllan Favretti appointed Altemate Kusmer to act.

Kochenburger MOVED, Ryan seconded, to receive the application submitted by Shafer Properties, LLC (file
W1354) under Section 5 of the Wetlands and 'Watercourses Regulations of the Town ofMansfield for the repair
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and installation of a septic system at 534 StOlTS Road, on property owned by the applicant, as ShO\'l11 all a map
dated 12/31/00, and as desclibed in other application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and
Conservation COllli11ission for review and comment. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY with Holt
disqualified.

WB55 - Halle - Spring Hill Road -resubdivision
Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by Spring Valley LLC., (file
W1355) under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town ofMansfield for a 2-10t
residential subdivision Spring Road and Maple Road, on property owned by Francis and Denise Halle, as shown
on a map dat~d 11/2/05, and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said application to the
staff and Conservation ConID1ission for review and comment. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Field Trip

Scheduled for new business for Vvednesday, July 19th at 1:00 p.m.

The meeting was adjoumed at 7:47 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary

F:\P&Z\Jessle Shea\lWA\M.J1.nJTES\2006 1\,1IJ\!lJTES\7-5-06.dJ'·1 0 4
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MINUTES

MANSFIELD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSON
Monday, July 17, 2006

Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present:
Members absent:
Alternates present:
Alternates absent:
Staff present:

R. Favretti (Chairman), B. Gardner, K. Holt, P. Kochenburger, G. Zilmner
J. Goodwin, R. Hall, P. Plante, B. Ryan,
C. Kusmer, V. Stearns
B. Pociask
G. Padicle (Director ofPlaILning) C. Hirsch (Zoning Agent)

Chairman Favretti called the regular meeting to order at 7:] 6 p.m., appointing Stearns and Kusmer to act due to
member absence.

lVHnutes:

Holt noted a few changes to be made to the minutes of July 5, 2006.
~ Page 1 Under Old Business Item 1, third paragraph, second sentence should read " ...with some of the

wetlands to be included ..."
6> Page 2 Item 2b the word delineated should be deleted. The motion that was read at the 7/5/06 meeting

regarding Spakoski's approval for Mount Hope Famls was read correctly, however, the minutes were
wlitten with a misspelling. She noted that a cOlTected approval letter will be sent to Spakoski noting the
change.

o Page 8 Item 8 the "Public Heming Continued until 7/17/06."
s Page 8 Item 8b file # should be 1164

7/5/06-Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to approve the Minutes as corrected; MOTION CARRIED
l.JNANIMOUSLY.

Scheduled Business

Zoning Agent's Report

A. lVIonthly Activity- There were no questions or comments regarding C. Hirsch's Monthly Report of
Zoning Enforcement Activity. Hirsch did note that this year there were only 3 more houses built
than last year.

B. Enforcement Update- Hirsch updated the commission on the progress of the Paideia property. He
has not received any complaints, and he noted that the footings appear to be in.

Other Old Business

2. Bond Release Requests:
A. Mulwood East, File #1225

Item tabled, awaiting supplemental information for clarification.
B. Maintenance Bond, Maplewoods Section 2, Max Felix Drive

Item tabled. Padick noted that the roadway improvements are done, but the street tree landscaping is
not complete.

P.lDS



VOL. ] 9, PAGE
3. 3/7106 Public Hearings

A. Special Pemlit Application, River Park, Plains Road, Town of Mansfield ola, File #] 249
Item tabled due to an 8/7/06 scheduled Public Hearing.

B. Re-Subdivision Apphcation, Gifford Estates Resubdivision, 2 new lots on Maple and Spring Hill
Roads, Sp11ng Valley LLC., applicant, File #1250
Item tabled due to an 8/7/06 scheduled Public Healing.

C. Special Penuit Application, proposed efficiency unit at 238 Maple Road, P. Peters, File # 1248
Item tabled due to an 8/7/06 scheduled Public Healing.

4. Open Space Preservation comuuttee
Item tabled. Padick has not yet contacted the Green Vaney Institute

5. 6/2/06 Letterfnnn J. Spears RE: Storage areas - Colonial Townhouse Apartments. Foster Drive.
Item tabled. Padick updated the Commission on research he had done in response to letter received
from Spears. He noted that the PZC approval was issued ill 1968. None of the details required had
infoTI11ation on interior set up of the buildings or landscaping layouts. All that was required in 1968 was
the basic infrastruchlre and 110 storage plan's were submitted. Because storage spaces were not part of
the 0l1ginal approval, Padick does not feel that we now have the authority to require that storage spaces
be provided to replace the ones being removed. Padick will have a written report for the next meeting.

6. Consideration of potential revisions to the Zoning Regulations to PZC/IWA fee schedule
Item Tabled.

7. Eastern Parld.nl! Gara'l!c/softbaU field relocation project
Item Tabled.

8. Other
Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to cancel the August 21, 2006 meeting due to vacation schedules.
The MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

New Business

Holt MOVED, Stearns seconded, to add to the agenda under New Business, a letter dated July 17,2006
submitted by Gerald and Linda Stowell for a request to remove a tree from Summit Road. The
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

1. 7/17/06 Lette:il" from G. and L. Stowell HE: Tree removal-Summit Road
Padick updated the board that L. Hultgren, as Town Tree \Varden, is unclear if the subject tree is on
Town property or on the Stowell's propeliy. Hultgren did determine that the tree is not a hazard to any
vehicle traveling this Scenic Road. The Town would not pay for the tree removal since there is no
hazard, but if the Stowells are still interested in its removal, they would have to submit a request to the
Town Council. The subject then would be referred to the PZC for their approval because Summit Road
is a Town Scenic Road. Padicle is unclear ofLhe Stowell's intensions at this time, but will contact them.

Reports of Oilicers and Committees

tl1 There was no repmi from the PZC Chairman or Regional Planning Conunission Representatives and
note was made that the next meeting for the Regulatory Review Committee is scheduled ror Tuesday,
July 25, 2006 at 2:00 p.m.

CommlfrillJications :mdl :Bills

e The agenda items were Doted, and no discussion was held.

The Chairman declared a 4-minute break at 7:41 plior ip. i 0 6,ta..rt oftlle scheduled Public Hemings.
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Public Hearing Continuation

Public Hearing-Sand and Gravel Special Permit Renewals:
A. Hall Property, Old Mansfield Hollow Road, File #910-2

Chainl1an Favretti opened the continued Public Heming at 7:48 p.m., and appointed altemates C.
Kusmer and V. Steams to act for absent members. Present were: Favretti, Gardner, Holt; Stearns,
Zinuner, and Kusmer. Kochenburger disqualified himself. Padick referenced a 6/l01061etter from lvlr.
and Mrs. McCarthy received on 7114/06; a 7/9106 letter from Pinecrest Environmental Services; a
7114/06 letter ii-om A. Stadler; a 7117/06 report D:om Zoning Agent C. Hirsch; and a 7117106 memo from
Greg Padick, Director ofPlmming.

Applicant Ed Hall, and Ron Ochsner, of Branse and Willis, LLC., were present in the absence of
Attorney Branse. Ochsner presented the commission with a letter dated 7115/06 from J.G.T.
Corporation, DBA Ashford Agway. Ochsner read the submitted letter, which stated they will be taking
possession of several of the trailers that are on the Hall property, but due to the unusual weather they
have not yet been able to remove then, but will do so no later than August 2006.

Ochsner also mentioned that the well monitoring report from Pinecrest Enviromnental Services has been
submitted, and this completes the requests that Hirsch had made. At this time Ochsner is requesting that
the renewal of the Special Pennit for the Sand and Gravel operation with the existing provisions be
approved.

Favretti asked Hall how much longer he anticipates this operation to continue. Hall said ifthe market
goes well, Phase 1 should be complete by this time next year. Holt noted that according to the
provisions of the Special Permit, he is only allowed to remove 8,000 cubic square yards per year. Hall
stated that he doesn't believe that much is left for remova1. For clarification Holt asked Hall if the Phase
1 area is on the "Eric Hall Property" or on the "Ed Hall Property." Hall pointed out on the map, that the
active part of Phase 1 is on the Ed Hall Property.

Ed Hall noted that an extraction work for Phase 1 that was on the Eric Hall Property has been
completed, the area is stabilized, and grass is growing. No other work under this Special Pennit for
Sand and Gravel is to be done on this property. He mentioned for claIification that Eric Hall has a
Zoning pennit to construct an addition to the existing house with related site work. Hail believes that
the work that is allegedly being conducted in the buffer zone may very well be site work being
perfonned on Eric's property, and he stated that no work at all has been done in the buffer zone since the
buffer was established over a year ago.

At this time Chailman Favretti gave opportunity for anyone in the audience to speak about the Special
Pennit Application Renewal.

Hirsch clarified that Towne Engineering's report stated that there is apprmdmately 2,400 cubic yards left
on Phase 1, with approximately 300 cubic yards removed last year.

Mr. McCmihy, son-in-law of Mrs. A. Stadler, and abutting property owner, addressed the COTI11liission
with concerns about the buffer, which borders the Stadler property. Hirsch agreed to check the contours
of the buffer against the contours on the plans done by Towne Engineering tor the Elic Hall property, to
detennine if the slope has been altered.
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Question was raised as to how much fill can be removed on the Elic Hall property according to the
Zoning Pennit. Hirsch stated that 500 cubic yards can be removed without a tIll pennit, and that
according to an estimate by Towne Engineeling, Eric Hall is close to his limit of 500 cubic yards. Holt
would like to see a bi-monthly monitoring report from Hirsch on the activity and progress of the Eric
Hall propeliy. She reminded the Commission that the buffer goes with the Special PelIDit for Phase1 of
the sand and gravel operation, and it is located on both the Ed and Eric Hall properties.

Gill"dner questioned McCarthy's concern raised in the submitted letter about the adequacy of the bond.
Padick responded that the original bond was posted in 1992, and was set at $8,300.00 and has been
accumulating interest at approximately 5%. The bond plus the interest is esti..mated to exceed
$15,000.00. In Padick's opinion this is an adequate bond amount for this project.

McCarthy stated that he is requesting that the Commission request that the buffer area be seeded and
restored, and all trailers be removed by a specific date. Padick suggested staff could check the contour
levels along the buffer to see they remain as mapped, which also was a eoncern of the McCarthys and
Mrs. Stadler.

With no further questions or comments, Favretti MOVED, Holt seconded, to close the Public Hearing.
MOTION PASSED illJANIMOUSLY, with Kochenburger disqualified.

B. Banis Property, Pleasant VaHey Road, File #1164

Chainnan Favretti opened the continued Public Hearing and appointed alternates C. Kusmer and V.
Steams to act for absent members. Present were: Favretti, Gardner, Holt, Kochenburger, Stearns,
Zimmer, and Kusmer. Padick referenced a 7/13/06 memo from Zoning Agent C. Hirsch, a 7/14/06
memo with revised map from G. Meitzler, and a 7/17/06 memo from Greg Padick, Director ofPlamring.

Mr. & :NITS. Banis were present to·answer any questions the Commission asked regarding the revised
plan they submitted dated 7/7/06.

Gardner questioned if areas 1 & 2 are complete, and what is on the plfu"ls that's shown as 30 feet high.
Mr. Banis stated that gravel removal in areas 1 & 2 are complete, and it is the ledge that has a height of
30 feet. This steep drop-off will not be touched.

Zimmer noted that the work to be done is further from the road and neighbors than the previous work
done and therefore doesn't appear to have an adverse impact.

Holt questioned how much excavation do they anticipate. Banis estimates 9,000 cubic yards ofmaterial
to be removed from area 3.

There were no conunents for the public. With no further questions from the Commission, Gardner
1\10VED, Stearns seconded, to close the Public Hearing at 8:43p.m. MOTION PASSED
UNA..NIMOUSLY.

:Public Hearin2:-PZC ]Qroposed re...isions to the Zoning Regub.tiom;:
Article HX proposed extensiOlil of existing mo:ratorium on rezonmg land smllth of Pleasant Valley
Road, bennen Mamfieid City Road 3JlJld Iv.lI2II1.sneRdl Ave:irme, ~md rlliscellm1teous If})ther reYisioJLIS,
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Chainnan Favretti opened the Public Heming at 8:44p.m., and appointed alternates C. Kusmer and V.
Steams to act for absent members. Present were: Favretti, Gardner, Holt, Kochenburger, Kusmer,
Steams, and Zimmer. Padick read the legal notice published in the Willimantic Chronicle and
referenced the following memos: 6/20/06 memo fi'om the Open Space Preservation Committee, a
6/28/06 referral letter from the Windham Regional Council of Governments, a 717/06 memo from Greg
Padick, Director of Planning, and a 7/13/06 letter from Town Attorney, D. O'Brien.

Padick noted that, as per requirements by State Statutes, notice of the revisions were sent to neighboring
towns, as well as filed at the Mansfield Town Clerk's office. All return receipts from the neighboring
towns are in the file.

Gardner inquired if any public or neighboring towns had commented or corresponded to the draft
revisions. Padick noted that none have been received at this time.

Padicle informed the Conmiission that although the morat01ium is for drafting multi-family/open space
regulations for the area south ofPleasant Valley Road, the multi-family regulations for the whole town
should be addressed as they have not been significantly changed in over 10 years. He felt that the
moratorium extension would allow more time to work on revisions in a comprehensive manner, and he
hoped to have them ready for Public Hearing in October and November.

He also commented on the four changes recommended by ZEO Hirsch, saying that they vvere technical
changes.

There was no one present in the audience to speak on these issues. With no further questions and
cOlmnents, Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to close the Public Hearing at 8:45 p.m. MOTION
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. Gardner volunteered to worle on a motion for the next meeting.

Other Old Business Continued

1. Consideration of potential action on Sand and Gravel Permit Renewals

A. IhU Property, Old Mansfield Hollow Road, File #910-2

Chaimlan Favretti appointed altemates C. Kusmer and V. Stearns to act for absent members. Kochenburgel;
disqualified himself.

Suggestion was made that the Commission renew the Sand and Gravel pennit with last year's provisions
and include the staff recommended change to item # 16. Holt would like to set progress deadlines and see
bi-weekly repOlis from Zoning Agent Hirsch.

Holt MOVED, Kusmer seconded, to approve with conditions the special pennit renewal application of
Edward C. Hall (file 910-2) for excavating and grading on properPJ owned by the applicant, located off
Mansfield Hollmv Road, as presented at Public Hearings on 6119/06 and 7117/06. This renewal is granted
because the application as hereby approved is considered to be in compliance with AIi. V, Sec. B and Art.
X, Sec. H of the Mansfield Zoning Regulations. Approval is granted with the following conditions, which
mllst be St11Ctiy adhered to, due to potential adverse neighborhood impacts. A..!1Y violation of these
conditions or the Zoning Regulations may provide basis for revocation or non-renevlfal of this special
pennit.
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1. No activity shall take place until this renewal of special pennit is filed on the Mansfield Land Records

by the applicant. This approval for special penuit renewal shall apply only to the authorized Phase J
area of the site.

2. This renewal of special pennit shall be effective until July 1, 2007;
3. Excavation activity shall take place only in accordance with plans dated 12/1/91 and 5/9/95, as revised

to 6/13/06;
4. Tllis special pennit renewal does not authmize the deposition of more than 100 cubic yards of fill

material onto the pem1it premises (the whole 17-acre lot) dUling any 12-month period;
5. All work shall be perfonned by Edward C. Hall or his employees. No other subcontractors or

excavators shall excavate in or haul from tllis site. All work shall be perfonned using the equipment
stated on said plans and in the applicant's Statement of Use;

6. No more than 8,000 cubic yards of sand and gravel or the amount of material remaining in Phase 1,
whichever is less, shall be removed per year;

7. In association with any request for pennit renewal, the fonowing info1111ation shall be submitted to the
Commission at least one month prior to the pennit expiration date:
A. Updated mapping, prepared by a licensed professional engineer, depicting CUlTent contour elevations

and the stahlS of site conditions, including areas that have been re-vegetated;
B. A status report statement that includes information regarding:

III the amount of material removed in the current pennit year and the estimated remaining
material to be removed in the approved phase;

<t the planned timetable for future removal and restoration activity;
s confonllance or lack thereof with the specific approval conditions contained in this renewal

motion
8. Unless prior authmization has been granted by the Commission, the existing area to the south and

southeast of the approved excavation phase shall be retained in its existing wooded state. This area
provides a buffer between the subject excavation activity and neighboring residential uses and is deemed
necessary to address neighborhood impact requirements. The 7/5/05 map for tris excavation project
shall be revised to depict tllls required buffer area and said map shall be approved by the PZC officers
with staff assistance prior to notice of this renewal being filed on the Land Records. The buffer shall
extend southerly from the approved Phase I area to the Stadler-McCarthy property and shall extend
southeasterly along the Gray and Dyjak properties to Mansfield Hollow Road Extension. The
southeasterly extension shall have a minimum width of 50 feet (see Article X, Section H.5.e);

9. Topsoil:
A. A minimum of 4" of topsoil shall be spread, seeded and stabilized over areas where excavation has

been completed;
B. No loam shall be removed from the property. All stockpiled loam presently on the site shall be used

for restoration of the area where gravel is removed
10. In order to ensure that dust does not leave the site, erosion and sedimentation controls and site

restoration provisions as detailed in the plans shall be stlictly adhered to and the foilowing measures
shall be implemented:
A. No more than 1.5 acres shall be exposed at anyone time;
B. The work shall be perfonned as described, from nmih to south and west to east, occuning in a

"trough";
C. The swale along the haul road shall be kept dust-free and maintained to trap fine material and to

keep t"he gravel surface ofthe road clean;
D. If the above measures do not control dust on the site as evidenced by complaints £'·om nearby

residents and velification by the Zoning Agent, dust monitors shall be i.t""1stalled immediately, with
the advice of the applicant's engineer, and with their operation approved by the PZC;

E. The haul road shall be watered as necessary to prevent dust;
F. All loads shall be covered at the loading loep\~io
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G. There shall be no stockpiles of any matelial other than topsoi1 located outside the excavation area.

p.,ny stockpiles will be only as part of the daily operation of the excavation and shall not exceed 10
cubic yards in size. All stockpiled material shall be graded off and stored within the lower p01iions
of the site in order to minimize any windblown transport.

11. In order to ensure that there is no damage to the major aquifer underlying the subject property and
nearby wells, the following shall be complied with:

A. An arumal ground water mcmitoring report (due 10/1) shall be submitted to the Zoning Agent;
B. Excavation shall not take place within 4 feet of the water table;
C. Materials stored onsite shall be limited to those directly connected with the subject excavation

operation or an agriculhlral or accessory use authorized by the Zoning Regulations. Any burial of
stumps obtained from the permit premises shall be in conformance with the DEP's regulations;

D. With the exception of manure, which shall be spread in accordance with the letter received at the
4/6/94 PZC meeting from Joyce Meader of the Cooperative Extension Service, no pesticides or
fertilizers shall be applied unless a specific application plan is approved by the PZC. All operations
to restore the subject site shall employ Best Management Practices as recommended by the Natural
Resources Conservation Service and State Department of Environmental Protection for the
application of manure, fertilizers or pesticides and the management of animal wastes;

E. No refueling, maintenance or storage of equipment shall be done onsite, in order to minimize the
potential for damage from accidental spills;

12. At a minimum, the subject site shall be inspected monthly by the Zoning Agent. Said agent shall
schedule qUaIietly site inspections and shall invite neighborhood representatives to accompany him;

13. Old Mansfield Hollow Rd. shall be the only route used for deliveries out of the neighborhood;
14. All zoning perfornlance standards shall be strictly adhered to;
15. Approval of this pennit does not imply approval of any future phase;
16. The existing cash bond plus accumulated interest shall remain in place until the activity has ceased and

the area has been stabilized and restored to the satisfaction of the PZC. Prior to filing notice of this
Special Pennit renewal on the Land Records, an updated bond agreement approved by the PZC
Chainl1an with staff assistance shall be executed.

17. Hauling operations and use of site excavation equipment shall be limited to the hours of 8 am to 5:30
p.m. l\tlon.-Fri., and 8 a.m. to 1 p.m. on Saturday, with no hours of operation on Sunday;

18. This special pennit shall become valid only after it is obtained by the applicant from the Mansfield Planning
Office and filed by him upon the Mansfield Land Records.

Further, it is noted that if there are any changes to the site or plan not authOlized by this approval, the
applicant shall request a modification before proceeding. Such a request for modification may be
considered major and may entail a Public Healing, depending on the nature of the request and its potential
for impact on the health, welfare and safety of Mansfield's citizens and nearby residents. MOTION
PASSED U1,;r.A.NIMOUSLY.

B. Banis Property. Pleasant VaHey Road, File #1221

Chainnan FaVl-etti appointed alternates C. Kusmer and V. Stearns to act for absent members.

Noting that there was no further. discussion, Holt MOVED, Kochenburger seconded, to approve with
conditions the special permit renewal application (file 1164) of Steven D. Banis for the removal of
approximately 9,000 cubic yards of excess material from Area #3 to be used for agricultural pUIposes on
property located at Pleasant Valley Fann, Pleasant Valley Road, in an RA..R-90 zone, as submitted to the
COlThllission and shown on plans dated 6/1/05 revised through 7/7/06, accompanied by a 5/18/06 letter, and
as presented at Public Hearings on 6/19/06 and 7/17/06. This approval is granted because the application as

P.lll
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hereby approved is considered to be in compliance with Article X, Section H, Article V, Section B, and
other provisions ofthe Mansfield Zoning Regulations, and is granted subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall implement the suggestions and recommendations for soil and erosion control
contained in a 7/12/00 letter from David Askew, District Manager of the Tolland County Soil and Water
Conservation Distlict, Inc. This work includes the stabilization of areas adjacent to watercourses, the
stabilization of the largest intenmttent stream channel, the phasing of land-disturbing activity to
minimize periods of soil exposure and the re-vegetation of disturbed areas.

2. No blasting or excavation work shall take place within fifty feet of a property line. Particular care shall
be taken in meeting this requirement adjacent to the Wadsworth propelty.

3. All work shall be conducted between 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. Monday through Friday and between 9 a.m. and
7 p.m. Saturday.

4. All blasting work shall be subject to the pennitting process administered by the office of the Fire
Marshal. The applicant's blasting agent shall notify the 'Windham AirpOli prior to blasting activity
pursuant to a schedule to be agreed upon by the blasting agent, Mansfield's Fire Marshal and the
'Windham Airport manager. In addition, the applicant shall place a temporary sign along Pleasant
Valley Road at least twelve (12) hours prior to blasting activity. The sign shall note the anticipated
period ofblasting.

5. Based on the applicant's submissions, all material removed fi'om site is to be trucked out of Mansfield.
All trucks hauling material offsite shall use Pleasant Vaney Road to Route 32 to Route 6, and all loads
shall be covered dming transit.

6. The site shall be maintained as follows:
A. There shall be no rock-processing equipment ansite;
B. There shall be no rock or stump burial onsite;
C. Onsite stockpiling shall be kept to a minimum to help prevent safety problems;
D. No topsoil shall be removed from the site.

7. The applicant shall sublnit bi-weeldy erosion and sedimentation monitoring repOlis to the Zoning Agent
until disturbed areas are re-vegetated;

8. Subject to compliance with all conditions, this permit shall be in effect until July 1, 2007;
9. This pennit shall not become valid until the applicant obtains the pennit fonn from the Planning Office

and files it on the Land Records."
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Adjournment
Noting there was no additional business, Favretti declared' the meeting adjourned at 9:07 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Kathel1ne K. Holt, Secretary
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Present:

TOVvll ofIvIansfield
Transportation Advisory Committee

Ivlinutes of the Meeting
May 16, 2006

ZiIP..mer, Hall, Hultgren (staft)

"'he ffi"'e"·m cr b""""'-'n aJ,. ~/-4') p -1.1 ~_ 1 ..... t. w ~'5';' it.. - .H ~

l'vlinute approval was postponed as only rvvo members were present.

Hultgren reported that UCOllil agreed to support the fare-:free bus system for '06-'07 but that fhture years "\lvere
still to be detefITlined. A stakeholders group needs to be set up to discuss the I1.lture oftrus program.

Hultgren updated members on current projects noting the Tovvn will be receiving an additional enhancement
gIant of$1.173M and has applied for a safe roads to school grant to finish the Birch Road bikeway.

IViembers reviewed arid discussed the safe roads to school plan for the Goodwin School District. No objections
were noted.

Hall asked about the Mansfield City Road/Crane Hill Road intersection. Hultgren said a project to make it more
of a "T" intersection was designed, but vtlould probably not be implemented until 2007.

The meeting was adjourned at apprmcimately 8:20 p.m.
..,

D ,/1.11 'b' ..1J:,,-espect;:;;n 'y /00 mltteu,
h •

l~ {{;~.
~on'itHultgren
r>ilector orFublic Works

cc: Town l\vIfuiager, Town Cierk, Town Planner, Assist. Town Engineer, Project Engl., RecyclingIRefuse
Coordinator
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Item #9

FOR lMM..EDIATE RELEASE: FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:
Peter S. DeBiasi, Execmtive DirectoR"
Phone: (86U) 450-7452
Email: peter.debiasi(ii'l1cCeSSH2:enCy.org

FUEL ASSmTANCE APPUCATIONS TO BE TAKEN EARLY

'\-ViHimm1tk: The ACCESS Community Action Agency, in cooperation with the CT Department of

Social Services, ""ill provide Windham and Tolland County residents the opportunity to apply early

for Energy Assistance for the 2006-2007 winter. On August 15th
, applications will begin to be

processed. This is t'vvo months earlier than in previous years to accommodate anticipated increased

demand.

"This early start \vill anow ACCESS to process what we expect will be more energy assistance

applications than past years from people \'\Iho'l1 need help paying their winter heating bills," said

ACCESS Executive Director Peter DeBiasi. Last winter ACCESS processed applications from

more than 5,000 households, an 11 % increase from the previous winter.

To schedule an appointment to apply for energy assistance after August i h
, Danielson area

residents should call 774-041 S and Windham area residents should ca1l450-7423, or toll free 800-

260-0400.

####
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ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

Item # 1[iR--
CONNECTICUT CONFERENCE OF MUNICIPAUTIES
900 CHAPEL STREET, 9th FLOOR, NEW HAVEN, CT 06510-2807 PHONE (203) 498-3000' FAX (203) 562·6314

July 21,2006, No. 06-03

PROPOSED AMENDMENT
to the

CONNECTICUT SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN:
PUBLIC INFORkL~1TION lliIEETINGS and PUBLIC HEARINGS

The Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection recently released its Proposed Amendment to
the State Solid Waste ]'I1anagemenf Plan. JuZv 2006. The proposed amendments are comprehensive, re
placing the existing State Solid Waste Management Plan dated 1991. It can have significant impacts
on the state-local solid waste system.

The proposed Plan, which was developed in conjunction with a diverse stakeholder group over the past
year, (1) examines the state of solid waste management in COlmecticut; (2) establishes goals and objec
tives, identities problems and bmTiers, and outlines strategies for achieving the goals; (3) serves as the
basis for solid waste management pimming and decision-making for a twenty year pimming horizon;
and, (4) focuses, within the next five years, on implementing the higher priority strategies listed in the
Plan.

~ DEP is holding info1111ational meetings in Hartford, \Vaterbury, and Groton in July, and formal
public hearings in Hmiford, Blidgeport and Norwich in August (see schedule on back page).

~. V\'Trittel1 comments must be submitted no later than September 8, 2006 to: Tessa Gutowski,
Depmiment of Environmental Protection, Bureau of\Vaste Management, 79 Elm Street, Hartford,
CT 06106-5127

The executive summary is attached. Additional inf0l111atiol1, including the complete text of the pro
posed amendments (it is over 400 pages) can be found on the DEP website at: ht(p://dep.state.ct.lIs/
lvst/solidH";sH~plan/index.htm

For fmiher inf0l111utiol1 your may contact Tessa Gutowski of the DEP Bureau of Waste Management at
(860) 424-3096. .

## ## ##

If you should have any questions regarding this bulletin, please contact Kachina Walsh-Weaver of CCM
via email kweaver0kcl11-cLorg - or- (203) 498-3000.

This billie/in has been sen/to all CCM-members 1I1a1'ors First Selectmen, T01vnlCity Managers;
and local EI11'irunmental and So'i'! w""/e Of+icials.

P.119 .'J'
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO
CONNECTICUT SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

SCHEDULE

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETINGS
(The CT DEP will present an overview ofthe proposed amendment to the Plan and 1-vi!! ans-",ver questions)

Tuesday, July 25, 2006
6:00pm-8:00pm

CT DEP, Phoenix Auditorium, 79 Elm Street, Hatiford, CT

'Vednesday, July 26,2006
6:00-8:00pm

Waterbury City Hall, Veteran's Memorial, 235 Grand Street, \Vaterbury, CT

Tuesday, August 1, 2006
6:00-8:00pm

Groton Public Library, 52 Ne'vvtown Road, Groton, CT

PUBLIC HEARINGS
(Oral and 1vritten comments regarding the proposed amendment to the Plan ll'i!! be received)

Tuesday, August 22, 2006
6:30pm-8:30pm

Bridgeport City Hall, Council Chambers, 45 Lyon Ten'ace, BridgepOli, CT

Wednesday, August 23,2006
6:30pm-8:30pm

CT DEP, Phoenix Audit0l1um, 5th Floor, 79 Elm Street, Hartford, CT

Tuesday, August 29, 2006
6:30pm-8:30pm

NOlwich City Hall, Council Chambers, 100 Broadway, Norwich, CT

l P.120
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

Proposed Amendmellt
to the

State Solid Waste Management Piall
July 2006

Gina IVlcCarthy, C0111111issioner

State of Connecticut
Department of Ell1vironmental Protection
79 Elm Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127
w,vw.ct.goY/dcp

A complete copy of the Plan can be accessed at:
In ttp:1hv'w'w.dell.state.d. us/wst/soHd'w1svvplan/in dex. htm.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction
The Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection ("CT DEP") is amending
the State Solid Waste Management Plan in accordance with Section 22£1-228 of the
Connecticut General Statutes ("CGS"). It replaces the State Solid Waste [Vlanagement
Plan that was adopted in 1991. CGS Section 22£1-229 requires that "after adoption of a
state-wide solid waste management plan pursuant to section 22£1-228, any action taken
by a person, municipality or regional authority that is governed by this chapter shall be
consistent with such plan." Since the adoption of the 1991 Plan, solid waste
management has changed dramatically from mainly a state and local issue, to one that
is now increasingly a regional, national, and global issue.

This new Plan will serve as the basis for Connecticut's solid waste management
planning and decision making for the period 2005 through 2024. The Plan addresses a
wide range of solid wastes, focusing primarily on municipal solid waste (or MSW,
\vhat is commonly considered household and commercial trash) and debris resulting
Ji'om construction, demolition (C&D waste). Though some other special wastes are
addressed, hazardous wastes are not covered. The Plan examines the existing state of
sol id waste management in Connecticut, identities the problems that exist and the
barriers to solving those problems, sets out a vision and goals to be achieved in
Connecticut and proposes strategies to achieve the vision. Within the immediate Jive
year period, Connecticut will focus on implementing the higher priority strategies
listed in the Plan.

In developing this Plan, the Department worked extensively with the public and the
specially created CT DEP Solid Waste Iv'lanagement Plan External Stakeholders
Committee. The Committee members represented government, the public, non
governmental organizations, and businesses that had interest in solid waste
management issues in the State. Implementing the Plan will involve all the citizens of
Connecticut to address the solid waste issues facing the State and will require not only
changes in personal and business practices, but also legislative changes and increases
in funding at the State, regional, and local levels to SlippOli neVi and expanded solid
waste management programs.

Vision Statement and Goals for Managing
Connecticut's Solid Waste
Connecticut's long-range vision for solid waste management is to:

1'1Z0POSED /\~IEI'JDMENT TO THE ST..\TE SOLID IVA,'!"!' ".\ '.I·\I.iE~IEj\[TPL.~N. .IUL Y 2l1l1r,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

g!ij Significantly transform our system into one based on resource management
through collective responsibility for the production, use, and end-of-life
management of products and materials in the State;

iij Shill away from the "throwaway society," toward a system that promotes a
n:duction in the generation and toxicity of trash, and where wastes are treated as
valuable raw materials and energy resources, rather than as useless garbage or
trash; and

!!ill Manage wastes through a more holistic and comprehensive approach than today's
system, resulting in the conservation of natural resources and the creation of less
waste and less pollution, while supplying valuable rmv materials to boost
man ufactu ri ng econom ies.

The goals of the State Solid Waste Management Plan are:

~ Goal I: Significantly reduce the amount of Connecticut generated solid waste
requiring disposal through increased source reduction, reuse, recycling and
composting.

i\l1l Goal 2: rVlanage the solid waste that requires disposal in an efticient, equitable and
envimnmentally pmtective manner, consistent with the statutory solid waste
hierarchy.

I/i3 Goal 3: Adopt stable, long-term funding mechanisms that provide sufficient
revenue for state, regional and local pmgrams while providing incentives for
increased waste reduction and diversion.

Current Status Of Solid Waste Management
Connecticut has formally adopted an integrated waste management hierarchy as a
guiding framework for solid. waste management efforts. Connecticut's system adheres
to this hierarchy by emphasizing source reduction, recycling, composting, and energy
recovery fl'om solid waste, vvhile relying on landfill disposal as a last resort.

MSW
As shown in Figure 1, in FY200S approximately 30 perc.ent of the munic.ipal solie!
waste (MSW) generated was recycled; 57 percent was burned at six regional Resource
Recovery Facilities (RRFs); nine percent was disposed out of state; and four percent
was disposed at in-state landfills. Connecticut is more reliant on waste to energy
facilities than any other state in the country. This reliance on RRFs results in a
significant reduction in the volume of waste ultimately needing disposal, plus
significant amounts of ash residue requiring disposal in lined landfills.

l'IWPUSED ..llvIENDiviENT TO THE ST/ITE SOLID WAST!:' 1.\ '.1\ UE~IENTPLAN. JULY 20ll(,
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EXECUTiVE SUMMARY

Figure 1. Management of Connecticut MSW, FY 2005.
Estimated Total of MSW Generated for FY2005 is 3,805,000 tons.

(Estimates by R.W. Beck based on FY2003 Data Compiled by the CT DEP.)
.- - - . - -- DisposeefQufof-Stoite .. -

9%
Diverted from
Disposal
30%

Disposed at CT Landfills
4%

Disposed at CT RRF
57%

Over the past decade, Connecticut has become more reliant on out-of-state disposal
options for MSW. Since 1994, out-or-state disposal of Connecticut MSW has
increased from approximately 27,000 tons to 327,000 tons in 2004. This raises issues
regarding inconsistency \vith the statutory hierarchy, and increased risk due to cost
Iluctuations and availability.

Through recycling efforts in Connecticut, fVISW recycling rates have increased [i'om
only a few percent before recycling became mandatory in 1991 to almost 30 percent of
the 'vvaste generated in FY2005. Composting of yard wastes (leaves and brush) and
grasscycling have been successful in Connecticut at both diverting waste li'om
disposal and yielding useful end products. However composting of other materials has
been less successful and consequently, composting in general remains signilicantly
under-utilized in Connecticut. Although recycling and composting have been
successful in Connecticut, recycling efforts have stagnated over the last several years,
while at the same time the population and per capita waste generation rates have
increased. As a result, Connecticut faces an increasing need for disposal capacity at
a time when available land is in shorter supply, construction and operating costs are
higher, and the public is less willing to accept additional waste disposal facilities.

RRF Ash Residue
The six MSW RRFs in the State generate an average of approximately 5S 1,000 tons
per year of ash residue. Two landtills in the State are permitted to accept and dispose
of ash residue. The Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority (CRRA) ash landtill in
Hartford is estimated to reach capacity and close in October 2008. The Wheelabrator
ash landfill in Putnam is estimated to reach capacity and close by mid FY2019 (based
on a number of assumptions that are detailed in the Plan including the following: that
the Wallingford RRF closes in 2009; that no new RRF capacity is built in Connecticut;
that the other Connecticut RRFs continue to operate; and that the Bristol RRF starts

I'I{OI'llSEIl .-\I\'IENDM[I~TTO TilE STATE SOLID \\' ASTr. 1\1-\ t,I·\UEhIENT I'LAH. JULY 2t10C,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

sending its ash residue to the Putnam ash landfill aHer June 2008, when it's current
contract with a NYS landfill expires).

Construction and Demolition Waste (C&D)/Oversized MSW
(Oversized MSW includes bulky items such as carpets,
furniture, mattresses)
Currently, most of the Connecticut C&D /Oversized MSW is disposed, \vith only
about 7 percent of Connecticut C&D waste reported recycled. C&D waste recycling
occurs at a much higher level in many other states as compared to Connecticut.
Connecticut's low recycling rate, coupled with a severe lack of disposal capacity in
Connecticut for C&D related \vaste, results in most of Connecticut's C&D waste being
disposed at out-of-state landfills. In FY2004, in-state C&D volume reduction facilities
("VRFs") and transfer stations ("TSs") reported sending approximately 909,000 tons
of Connecticut generated C&D waste to out-of-state landfills for disposal. All but one
of the 24 remaining active bulky waste land fi lis are mun icipally O\vned and most serve
only their comlllunities, with many expected to close soon.

Special Waste=Electronics
A special \vaste category of increasing concern is electronic waste. Our reliance on
computers and other electronic devices. :.1I1d the continuing advances in technology.
have created a huge increase in the volullle of these materials being disposed. Efforts
have been undertaken to develop a consistent national approach to dealing with this
issue, but no consensus has been reached. As a result, recycling of electronic waste in
this State has been limited to those few manufacturers willing to take back old
products, and those few municipalities and authorities willing to conduct costly
collection programs.

In addition to electronic 'wastes, the Plan discusses other types of special waste. These
include land clearing debris, household hazardous wastes, animal mortalities, road
wastes, contaminated soils, dredge materials, sewage sludge, disaster debris, waste
treated wood, and waste sharps and pharmaceuticals.

Projections for MSW, C&D and RRF Ash Residue
In updating Connecticut's Solid Waste Management Plan, four broad scenarios were
considered:

I. Maintain the current 30 percent diversion rate for MSW and 7 percent diversion
rate for C&D waste/Oversized MSW.

2. Increase the current MSW diversion rate from 30 percent to 40 percent and
maximize the C&D waste/Oversized MSW diversion from disposal. Since data
regarding the generation of C&D waste/oversized MSW is incomplete. it is
difficult to set a specitic goal for reducing the amount of such waste requiring

I'IWI'USED A~IErJD~.IEHTTO TilE STATE SOLID WASTE ~IMJAGEMEI'IT PLAN. .IULY }OO(i
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

disposal but efforts \vill be made to l}laximize the diversion of this waste fi'om
disposal.

3. Increase the current MSW diversion rtlte from 30 percent to 49 percent in 2024
and maximize the C&D waste/Oversized MSW diversion from disposal.

4. Achieve a 61 percent IVrSW diversion hte by 2014 and eliminate the projected in
state disposal capacity shortfall by FY2024. The Department recognizes that this
goal \vould be very difficult to ilchie\/e.within the twenty-year planning period
of this Plan.

Scenarios one, t\'vo. and three would result in an TvISW and C&D waste/Oversized
MSW disposal capacity shortfalL without the development of any new in-state
disposal capacity. That is, Connecticut would not have enough disposal capacit)' in
state to manage the MSW or the C&D waste/Oversized MSW generated in the State.

Unless Connecticut can successfully divert more waste from disposal, the in-state
disposal capacity shortfall for both T'vlSW and C&D waste/Oversized MSW will grow
.as depicted in figures 2 and 3. Figure 2 shows the projections of in-state MSW
capacity shortfall under various waste diversion assumptions (diversion maintains
30 percent; diversion reaches 40 percent and 49 percent) for the period FY2005
through FY2024. Figure 3 shows the projections of in-state C&D waste/Oversized
MSW disposal capacity shortfall under variou's waste diversion assumptions (diversion
remains at 7 percent; diversion reaches 40 percent and 49 percent) for the. period
FY2005 through FY2024.

Based on a number of assumptions detailed in the Plan (including that the Wallingford
RRF closes in 2009; that no new RRF capacity is built in Connecticut; that the other
Connecticut RRFs continue to operate; and that the Bristol RRF starts sending its ash
residue to the Putnam ash landfill after June 2008), it is projected that in-state disposal
capacity for MSW RRF ash residue will be sutTicient to meet the needs of all the
State's RRF ash residue generated through mid-FY20 19. Figure 4 shows the
projections of in-state MS\V RRF ash residue disposal capacity shortfall for the period
FY2005 through FY2024.

I'IWPOSED AMENIJi\IENT TO TilE STATE SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. JULY 20116
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Figure 2
Projections of In-State MSW Disposal Capacity Shortfall Under Various
Waste Diversion Assumptions for the Period FY2005 through FY2024.
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Figure 3.
Projections of In-State C&D Waste/Oversized MSW Disposal Capacity Shortfall

Under Various Waste Diversion Assumptions for the Period FY2005 through FY2024.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY .

Figure 4
Projections of In-State MSW RRF Ash Residue Disposal

Capacity Shortfall for the Period FY2005 through. FY2024.
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Key Factors Affecting Solid Waste Management in
Connecticut
The context for solid waste management in Connecticut has changed substantially
since the last statewide solid "vaste management plan was adopted in 1991. Among
Lhe key issues that will shape solid waste management in coming years are:

!li!l Connecticut is projected to have an increasing shortfall of MSW in-sLate disposal
capacity.

!Ill There is increasing out-of-state capacity for solid waste disposal at competitive
prices.

Il\1 Solid waste is a commodity subject to inter-state commerce laws.

~ Bonds that financed the construction of the RRFs will be paid off, and municipal
contracts to supply MSW to Connecticut's RRF facilities \vill expire over the next
ten years.

!1l Recycling and solid waste management services are increasingly privately run and
market- driven.

Pm Connecticut's 'waste diversion infi'astructure is stagnant and State and municipal
funding is inadequate to support and achieve increased source reduction, reuse,
recycling, and composting.

Ilj] Nationally, recycling ofnon-traclitionalmaterial streams has grown signiticantly.

iijJ National and global recycling markets have grmvn substantially.

PROPOSED AME~IDMHIT TO TilE STATE SOLID WASTE MANc\CiEMENT PLAN. JUL Y 20111,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

fi!l Other states and communities have demonstrated an ability to achieve higher waste
divers ion rates than Connecticut[O].

it'! There is grmving interest in product stewardship and producer responsibility
policies.

Major Recommendations

Source Reduction 1 Recycling, Composting
The recommendations regarding source reduction, recycling and composting represent
the centerpiece of this Plan. After rapid growth in the early to mid 1990s,
Connecticut's recycling efforts have become. stagnant and are in need of
reinvigoration. The strategies presented in this plan, at a minimum. look to maintain
the current amount of MSW disposed annually by reducing our per capita disposal rate
I'rom 0.76 tons/ person/year in FY2005 to 0.73 tons/person/year in FY2024 by
achieving at least a 49 percent MSW disposal diversion rate by FY2024. Aggressive
efforts must be undertaken if the goals of the Plan are to be reached. Wh ite much of
the burden of accomplishing this will fall on the Department. a greater amount will
necessarily be borne by municipalities and businesses (that generated C&D waste).
Significant increases in funding will be needed to support these efforts.

The State must also take advantage of increasing demand for recycled waste materials.
especially in overseas markets. to facilitate the development of a more robust
recycling business infrastructure in Connecticut. This applies to almost all materials
including paper, metals, electronics and compostable organics. Significant results can
be achieved through il1l:reased efforts to compost institutional food wastes, as is being
clone in other states. Increased education on the systems and methods that are
available will also be needed to meet the State's goals. In order to reduce the amount
and toxicity of ,vaste being generated in the first place, Connecticut must focus more
effort on packaging. The State will continue to ,,,ork "-,lith the Toxics in Packaging
Clearinghouse to enforce existing laws and encourage producers to reduce the amount
ancl toxicity of packaging being used.

Disposal Capacity
There is not enough disposal capacity in Connecticut to handle all waste generated in
the State. This is true for the major components of the solid waste stream: MSW ancl
C&D ,vaste. Past plans have been premised on the policy that the State should be
"self-sufticient" in waste disposal capacity, meaning that there should be enough
capacity in Connecticut to handle all waste generated in the state. The establishment
over the last few years of signifIcant volumes of out of state landtlll capacity at
competitive prices has changed the picture dramatically. This Plan recognizes that
the State should strive to be self-sufticient and that such an approach represents good
public policy. The Plan emphasizes that significant reduction must be achieved in the
amount of waste disposed as the primary means of achieving self-sufficiency. It is the
intent of this Plan to stimulate discussion and further debate on thi5 issue.

I'IWI'O~;ED AMENDi\IENT TO THE STATE SUllO IVA~TF 1,1 ,\N·\liEMENT I'LAI~. JLlI.V 1UII6

P.129



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Public or Private Ownership and Control
Another key issue is whether or not the RRF capacity in Connecticut and the RRF ash
residue landfill capacity in Connecticut, will be owned and controlled by public or
private entities. Bonds that financed the construction of the RRFs \vill be paid off
over the next few years and contracts for disposal at the RRFs will expire over that
same time. Further, the Hartford landl'ill, where CRRA sends the ash generated at the
Hartford RRF, will be closing in a fe,\! years, leaving one privately owned ash residue
landfill in Connecticut. These events will open the door to a m<uor shift in control of
the majority of the disposal capacity in the State from public to private entities. Private
owners will be free to enter into contracts with out of state generators for some of the
existing capacity that today is used by Connecticut's municipalities. While this Plan
does not advocate for or against private ownership, it does urge the State's decision
makers to take note of the issue, fully debate it, and make the prudent decisions
necessary to ensure that the interests of Connecticut's citizens and businesses are
protected.

Planning, Evaluation and Measurement
This Plan replaces the last Plan adopted by the Department fifteen years ago in 1991.
That is clearly too much time between plan revisions, and one of the recommendations
of this Plan is that the Department regu larly identify the critical sol id waste issues
facing the State and make appropriate revisions to this Plan. In order to ensure that
these efforts are comprehensive and reflect diverse views, the Department \vill forl11 a
standing Solid Waste Advisory Committee, consisting of many of the interests that the
Department worked with to develop this Plan. Finally, rather than expecting 169
towns to prepare their own plans as envisioned by existing law, the Department should
ensure that its planning efforts thoroughly evaluate and reflect municipal
accomplishments, needs and trends. Data is critical to perform these evaluations and
this will require changes to existing municipal reporting requirements so they are less
burdensome and more meaningful.

Permitting and Enforcement
In the public process prior to drafting this Plan, many urged the Department to
streamline its permitting processes, especially for those activities that support the
goals of this Plan such as increased recycling and composting. The Department agrees
with these suggestions, and this Plan makes several recommendations for improving
the permitting process. Some of the 1110st significant recommendations are as follows:

~ Make review of applications for recycling, composting and other beneficial
facilities a high priority for the permit program;

Ii1il Develop fact sheets, model permits and other helpful materials for prospective
permit applicants;

i1i1 Form a review team "whose primary responsibility will be to revie"w applications
for beneficial activities;

1'f(!.iI'USED AMEt,DilIENT TO TilE STATE SOLID WA~·"r.", •. " UEMEi,n PLAN. JULY 211116
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EXECUTiVE SUMMARY

6!'l Establish streamlined methods of regulating \vaste haulers in order to incorporate
reporting and other substantive requirements, along with a simple means of
assessing the solid v,:aste fee; and

ti.I Evaluate the option of reducing permitting requirements for the beneficial reuse of
certain \vaste materials.

[t is recognized that the Department must make enforcement a high priority, and the
Plan includes recommendations for accomplishing this task. Tn addition, recognizing
that most of the potential for improvement in recycling rates exists in the
municipalities, recommendations are made to increase the level of enforcement at the
local level, using existing authorities. The Department will work with municipalities to
identify barriers to accomplishing this, and will partner with municipalities to take
appropriate enforcement actions.

Funding
This Plan charts an aggressive COLJrse for meeting the challenges of managing
Connecticut's solid waste over the 20 year planning period. Action is recommended
through the implementation of more than seventy strategies over the next several years
to deal with these difficult issues. As with many other important programs, addressing
these needs \:vill require significant support in the form of funding at the local, state
and regional leve l.

One of the most difficult, but clear, challenges that face decision makers and the
citizens of Connecticut is to find the resources for these programs when other critical
needs are competing for the same limited public dollars.· Some funding sources have
already been considered in the past such as capturing the unclaimed bottle and can
deposits (escheats). As the public, legislators and other ofticials make decisions on
which strategies will be implemented appropriate sources of 1i.lI1ding must be
identitied. The following are the specific potential funding sources identified in this
Plan:

!ill Capture some or all of the escheats;

~ Expand the Solid Waste Assessment to all disposed solid waste, including all
MSW, C&D debris, and oversized MSW, whether disposed in-state or out-of-state;

ll'.!l Increase the Solid Waste Assessment beyond the present $1.50 per ton;

Iiil Direct enforcement penalties to a special account for distribution to municipalities
and regional authorities aimed at recycling; and

fii1l Bond funds for infrastructure to support demonstration projects and/or
development of publ iely controlled recycl ing facilities.

Without adequate funding many of the critical needs identified in this Plan v'iill not be
met. It is up to all citizens of Connecticut toli.lIly debate these issues and make the
decisions necessary to properly manage the solid waste that we generate.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Statutory Changes Needed
Many of the changes needed to meet the· goals of th is Plan cannot be implemen ted
without action by the legislature to change Connecticut's solid waste statutes, and
possibly other areas of the law such as, those affecting taxes and revenue. The
following are some of the more significaht recommendations identified in this Plan
that will require statutory change:

I. Establishment of a recycling program for electronics;

2. Increased funding sources such as expansion of the Solid Waste Assessment,
capturing the unclaimed bottle and can deposits (escheats), use of penalty money
for solid \vaste programs, etc., along with authority to pass adequate funding along
to municipalities and regional entities;

3. Prohibition on disposal of unprocessed construction and demolition waste;

4. Addition of plastics # I and #2, and magazines, to the list of mandated recyclables;

5. Tax incentives to encourage business to create or expand activities that will move
the State forward in meeting its waste diversion goals:

6. Perm it program changes;

7. Expansion of the bottle bill to include plastic water bottles, and an increase in the
deposit to ten cents;

8. Requirement of liners for all new C&D/Oversized MSW/Bulky waste landfills:
and

9. Comprehensive alignment and updating of solid waste management laws.

Critical Issues for Decision Makers
The issues raised in this Plan present signit"icant challenges to Connecticut's citizens,
businesses anq government leaders. Many critical decisions must be made over the
next several years in order to successfully meet those challenges. The most critical
issues or decisions, and those who will need to help address them, are outlined belO\v:

State Legislators
III Adopt a more aggressive state goal for recycling and source reduction;

!!iii Find \'lays to help fund the actions outlined in this plan, and support those needing
additional resources including state agencies, regional authorities, and
mun ic ipalities~

~ Evaluate the role of CRRA given the changing conditions in the State with regards
to the RRFs and the changing and complex nature of managing the solid waste
stream;

!1i.l Expand authority allowing state agencies, regional authorities and municipalities
to more effectively manage and regulate solid wastes;

I'ROI'USED A~IEND~lENT TO TilE STATE SOLID IV ASTE MAloJAGEMEI~T PLAN. JUL Y 200[,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

~ Help define what role government entities should play in directly managing the
solid waste management infrastructure:

Ii:ll Establish prohibitions on certain practices that contribute to increased risk to
human health and the environment;

iii! Expand recycling mandates; ancl

~ Establish incentives to encourage expansion and creation of new recycling and
composting infrastructure.

Local Officials
i!1i1 Continue to play an active role in the proper and efficient management of solicl

waste in their communities;

iiiil Expand recycl ing programs and efforts;

i!l>'I Increase enforcement of local recycling ordinances;

~ Enact ordinances to reflect ne\v State programs: ancl

Il!l Change purchasing practices to create less waste ancl purchase environmentally
pi-eferable products.

Department of Environmental Protection
iW Serve as a model for other governmental entities, businesses and cItizens to

enhance source reduction, composting, recycling und buying environmentally
preferable products;

if>:! Maximize resources to support and maintain education, assistance, recycling,
permitting, and enforcement;

iii! Establish a standing Solid Waste Advisory Committee; and

ill! Establish permitting of beneficial activities as a high priority for the agency.

Other State Agencies
m Provide support to research, develop, and market recycling processes and

products;

IOl Adopt purchasing practices that create less \vaste and buy environmentally
preferable products; and

iIi'l Increase recycling efforts in agency operations.

Businesses
~ Provide cost effective and efficient solid waste management opportunities;

M Increase efforts to recycle;

Ilil Establish new businesses to expancll"ecycling and composting inli"i:lstn.lCture;

PIWPOSED AMEI'JDMENT TO THE STATE SOLID W:\~Tr. ','AlJ,IGEMEI'JT PLAN. JULY 2UlIe,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ,

m Change purchasing practices to create less waste and buy environmentally
preferable products: and

Iii Adopt a product stewardship ethic.

Citizens
Ii Change practices to create less waste:

iii Purchase env lronmentally preferable products;

ii\'l Increase recycl ing efforts; and

I5l Compost food waste and other organics.

Summary
The efforts made over the next five to ten years will largely determine the success or
failure of the State in meeting the challenges set out in this Plan. Connecticut's
existing approach to solid waste management has served its citizens "veIl. However,
the solid waste field has continued to evolve to the point where new appi'oaches and
greater effort will be needed to meet the challenges. Future discussions and actions
wi 11 determ ine the State's rei iance on Resource Recovery Faci lities, the potential need
for new disposal facilities, the role of landfills, and hO\\' much Connecticut will pay
for these programs. Most importantly, they will determine whether or not
Connecticut's citizens and businesses will make a greater commitment to source
reduction, recycling and composting. This Plan is only a starting point; the on-going.
hard work of a diverse set of stakeholders will be needed for Connecticut to achieve its
Solie! Waste Management vision.
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Goncept design for a hillside
e:.ploralion and education
pall. 11101 reveals human
impacllo the ecosystem.

Delail area; Vivian Lee's
proposal to creale a small.
penneab/e parldng area,
bio-swale drainage fealure
and pari. enlrj from Huntin[1
Lodge Road into site 10
increase public accessibility.

Lsil
Concept plan 01 a weiland
parle shuwcasing differenl
types of wellands in form
and lunction through dasiUn
and planl setection.
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mille,;, memhers envision the
umleveloped and mostly wooded
preservation area as a park-like
rcsourc~ I{)r sluucnts, li!clIlLy, and
the general public_ The students
in Kristin's class have helped us
realize that vision:' .

One large wetland an:a
wilhin the preservation urea
ineludcs seveml greal blue heron
ne:as. Cunsequcnlly,
sluuent desiglls include the
coustruction of iln ohsen'a-
lion deck 10 be sitllilted Oil

Ihe edge or the heron
rookeI}'.

Schwab, who is u
member (If LlJSD, \Vas
asked to bring her ~tuJellts

into the project. Students
teamed np tn deHign plans
that were submitted tu
LUSD, the membership or
which includes Univemily
staff ilnd contractors
working on the landfill
n:mcL!illtion project. "I
wanted the studenls to learn how to work within the IhllllC
work alrendy determined for remeuiation," says Scln~ah.

The entire eluss of 2:2 students was involved in park
designs. Three students, Sen~na Epslein, J:u:nlyn Clmowski.
and Andrea Vassallu, continue to work on lhe ]lurk as pnrl of
an il1llcpenl1ent study.

"It is a nice applied opportunity 10 do n prel'ly cOlllplel,
and relevant project," Schwab says. "The studenls will leurn
about the whole process and how lundscape architecture
cOlild impact lhe prqjeet. Tlu: cOlllmiUee has heen welcom
ing our involvemcnt. It shows lhnlthe students and fnculty
hal'e sumething tu ofle!" the University."

The students followed specific design gnals:
• Fullow campus sustainnbility guidelines.
• Support the campus masler plan olliectives.
• Encourtlge trail connectivity between UClJnll and
i\)ullsridd open spaces, walking trails, and bike roules.

By Kim Culi/I'ita J1ll/rkesich

Associate Prol'essor ofLanuscape Architecture Klistill
Schwah and the studenls in her c1nss "Plnnting Sludies in
Landscape Architecture" (PLSC 2GB) touk the opportunity
oiJered by tIte TJConn Lalllllill Rcmedintion ami Well:md
i'vlitigalion Project to help develop a sustainable Boilitinn to
the site's current environmental problem:i.

The Landfill Remedial ion and Wetland rVlitigalion
Projeel is a plan to close lIte UConn landlill amI rOliner
ebcmi':al pils and remuve lcachale-conUllllinarcLi seL!imellls
ii'om adjacent wetlllnd~, then create both parking radliiies
nnd ecosystem preservation areas lor the research, educll
tional, and recreational use of the University ami the
GOIllIllunily_ ExcavlltioJl is scheuuled to begirt by early
summer at the former dump locnted northwest or the main
campus_ The project wiII stmt wilh the sediment relllovlII
anu construction ofleaehate collection trenches mlli storm
water collection ponus. An impervious cap will cover the
fOlmer landfill, :md a 700-space parking lot will be con
structed over the cap. Finully, wetland creation and reslunl
lion will begin.

As part orlhe project, UConn is required to set aside liD
ueres or adjacent lund under a pemlanent conservation
easement.

The Land Use amI SustainaLle Development (LUSD)
subrommillee ofUConn's EPAC (Environmental Policy
Advisory Council) has been working with Ihe Connecticut
Depnrtment of Environmental Proteclion on the conservation
plans. "We hupe to uo more wilh the parcel than is required
to complete [he land till closure," says Rich tv/iller, direclor
of UConll'~OlTtce of Environmenl:11 Policy. "The subcom-
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\Ji'lI::a1vn Chnows/(i's proposal
. create geometric planting
patterns and landforms in
restored wetlands that blend
into the organic (arms as theV

the native undisturbed
wetland.
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" Learn fronrcasestudies\\;ithsinii1ai-'se.tlings and problems.
,. Respond to si te opportllllities and constraints;
, Create more useful open space for conservatio'n, education,' rccreatirin,.and scenic
value.

(COlltillll£'dfi"O/lI jJllj;e.j])·

Some or the stuc1enlplansincllldedeveloging.a.planting pattenl and boundary
ers (0 reveal the remediationureas;.placing environmentally' inspired art at key points OJ.<· ..•.•"

interest; creating inorecJefine'dpoinls ofen try for the park; adding interpretive
creating n wildlife obse1"vationar~a;instilllhjgraised planters and ~I panoramic lookout
point in the parking lot;designingcin' areaJor illvasiveplantresearch; and creatirig all
access point on Hllnting.LodgeRoadthat includes bike racks and trail information.
~ "We wanted toereatea sustaillable,useable,opell space park JOI'research and edu-
I-' .
uJ :a linn," says Serena EtlsteiIl, a .horticulture and landscape'archi leclurellltUor..
0\ "In the Janclscape.architecttlre pmgram,we try to pr~Hljclea balance.oftheoretical

and recll-\\Iol'!clprojects to accomplish .lhegoals ofour cill'ricuItIl11;" Schwab says. "We
state



David Millel; professor in the
DI::"'jjortmt'nt L:(Na{ilra! Resources

Afanageli1e17t and Engineering. cOlulucts
research on the mf?feorologici.11
processes o/agriczJltura! Lindfbrest
iands. He leads the Connecticllt
Rirer Airsh ed- rratershed Consortium.
17 inulti-university project to StllL~l'

the exchange a/contaminants betll'fen

iii,;; lV17fel; land, and vegeiation.
H:::re he writes abo!!t ihe cycling (~j'

iii f.TC 1II)' in the eJlrironment.

By Den'hi R. Milier
l-:;i"~:jessor

j'·lafural R~s{jHrces A{L7.nc:g.~(Hfnt

and Engineering

When I hear the word "sustainabili
ty," 1 envision n natural resource system
that continuously rene"ws its productivity
and potential to maintain and nourish the
biological populations, including
humans, that depend 011 it. But this iii an
imprecise idea, not ndefinitiDn. 'JVe are
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not velY good at measuring this
loosely defined idea al1l1therefore we
can't determine the point where a sys
tem might lose its "sustllinability." The
difficulty of writing environmental
lai-vs and enforceable rules starts with
this definition problem. But, we are
reasonably good at defining and meas
uring a number of processes tbat we,
believe endanger the "sustainability"
of a natural rcsomce system.

Om forested watersheds, which
occupy 70 percent afthe land surtllce
in southern New England, are vigorous
natural resource systems thaI subsidize
us in uncounted ways. But a number of
changes arc taking place as human
populations increase and spread Ollt

over the landscape, changing our liv
ing and transportation technology buse.
One of these cJlallges is a high load of
pollution frol11 heavy metals. such as
mercury. and other toxk materials.
fvlcrcury contamil1l1tiol1 in fresh lind

"~~alt water bodies has become an
important issue since the powerful
neurotoxin methylmercury has been
found in 11sh in locations far from
anthropogenic (originating from
human activity) sources.

The Atll10spheric Resources
Program in the College's Department
of l"latuml Resources Management and
Engineering (NRME) has led a lTIulli
universi ty consortium
(www.CR.AWC.org) in research on the
cycling of eontaminunts between air,
water, land, and vegetation. Bi-direc
tional exchanges of mercury between
the land surface and air are being
defined and modeled. Most pollutants
such as heavy metals, volatile organic
compounds (VOes), nitrogen, and pes
ticides track through the atmosphere
for a portion of their cycle through the
biosphere. Most anthropogenic merCli
ry is originally emitted to the atmos
phere through smoke stacks and is
then cycled repeatedly ben;vcen the
atmosphere and land and water Slll"

fhces by various deposition and re··
emissioLl processes. Thu3 both atmos
pheric and watershed processes are
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Rolmted eddy accumulation (REAl system Illeasures mercury vapor 8xcl1anges.

An 8)(8mple of the mercury flux jright-Iland 8;(jS} and concentrations of mercury in the air (left-hand
aids) collected on August 20-21. 2005.

The results of the study to \.bte
have shown that:

o iVIost mercury enters the
watershed system in the rainfall.

• Annlmlly, discharge of mercury
gus to the atmosphere is about the
same as gaseous deposition to the
surface.

" About one-third of the mcrcuiy
that falls on the Connecticut
River Basin in the rainfall is
cUlTied out of thewatershcJ in
the Connecticut River to Long
Island SOLlnd.

• MercLllY is building up in the
topsoil of watersbed.

• Only minor amounts of mercury
nre pre5ent in the groliildwnter.

, Large amoHnts of mercury
accumulate in the le~l'ie3 of the
forest tre('~:.

intrinsic to mercUl-y acclll11ulalion in
the ba:oin environment. The key to
understanding and mitigating the cur
rent trends to hiEber mercurv COrleen··

u ",

trations in the Connecticut River basin
is understanding and illtcrvening in
these processes. With this in mind, n
series of specific studies detining the
air-surtllce exchange proce~lses that
move to:dc contmninants across nir
water interfaces, air-vegetation inter
fal;es, and air-soil interfaces arc being
conducted. l'·lumerieal models of these
processes will be llsed to extrapolate
these results across the entire
Northeast.

A unique, very sensitive mercury
vapor measurement system, called l1

relaxed eddy accumulation (REA)
:1ystem, has been built and used by
NRME graduate student Jesse Bash to
measure mercury vapor excbanges for
Iwo years. It i~ mounted on a tower,
pictured to the right above the forest
011 the College-owned farm in
Coventry. The graph below presents n
sample of the mercury vapor concell
lrntiolls ill the nir and the mercury
vaporizing from the f,xestcluring a
i',vo-day perioli. Sil11ult.meollsly, a
sump Iing progrum has shown the
amounts of mercury stored in tbe soil,
water, and vegetnlin!1.



England, are vigorolls
natural resource

systems that subsidize
us in uncounted 1'vays.

Our forested
1vaterslzeds, lvhich
occupy 70 percent
ofthe land slIl:!c!ce
in southern New

Of greatest concern to the "sus
tninability" of the system is the fact
that mercury appears to be building up
in the soil.

Many efforts to
increase "sustainability"
and help local agriculture
are centered around COI11

posting. The large
llmounts of mercury
1~_1lll1d in the leaves that
fall to the ground every
year have led us to start a
new research project this
veal' on the evelin!! of
- - ~
mercury in leaf compost-
ing operations in urban
areas. Kathleen Knigh t, II

grLlduti,te student in
NRME, will be conduct-
ing the research over the
next two years. The Illercllly-lnclen
leaves fall in the autumn and, ill urban
anu suburban areas, large amounts of
thCl11 are collected and turned to com
post, either by individuals or by com
munities. Our intention is to detel111ine
where the mercury in these leaves
goes. Severtll possible dispositions
come to mind. The compost could con
tinue to store the mercUlY; the mercury
could be volatilized to the air; or it
coulL! be washed into the soil.

The primary site of the research
will be leaf piles on the University of
Connecticut Plant Science Research
FUl111. Leaves collected from thc cam
pus by landscaping operations will be
used. Hovvever, we may sample sever
al other locnl municipal leaf collection

operutions for compansop and to
determine if our primary sites conclu
sions can be trnnsfen-ed.

Measurements will
take place over a year to
include all four seasons.
Mercury storage changes
in the compost pile will
be determined by sam
pling during each season
to determine mercury
concentrations through
cnreful analysis at the
UConn Center for
Environmental Science
and Engineering labora
tories. lVlercUly !luxes tD
the soil will be deter
mined by sampling the
soil directly at several
depths and capturing:

water intiltrating through the pile into
the soil and measuring its mercury
content. Emissions to the air and
adsorption from the air are more ditli
cult because the turbulent nature of the
air movement makes simple sampling
of the air velY misleading. In this proj
ect the vapor exchanges with the air
will be measured using the REA sys
tem mentioned above.

In the end, "vve hopl; to be nble to
develop best management practices for
the leaf COl11posting operation, using
composting as a technique to remove
mercury tl·om the system and continu
ing the lise of composting as a sllstain
ability tool for agricu1tme and urban
forest management in the Northeast.
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JUly 28, 2006

The Honorable Elizabeth C. Paterson
Mayor
Town of Mansfield
AUdrey P Beck Municipa! Building
4 South Eagleville Road
Mans"field, CT 06268

Dear Mayor Paterson:

Item #14
200 Corporate Place, 3rd Floor
Rocky Hill, Connecticut 06067
[tel] 860 563-5851
[fax] 860 563-4877
www.ctcleanenergy.com

On behalf of the Connecticut Clean Energy Fund, and our Clean Energy Collaborators 
the Connecticut Department of Public Utility Control, SmartPower, Community Energy,
Sterling Planet, and Connecticut Light & Power, we want to inform you that Mansfield
has qualified for an additional 1kW free solar PV system through the Connecticut
Clean Energy Communities Program. Mansfield qualified by reaching the new 2.5%
household penetration rate threshold established by the Connecticut Clean Energy
Fund. Note: This system must go on top of a previously qualified system.

Through Mansfield's commitment to SmartPower's 20% by 2010 Clean Energy
Campaign, and more than 100 community residents and businesses signing-up to the
CTCleanEnergyOptions Program, Mansfield has continued demonstrate its leadership
as a Connecticut Clean Energy Community!

Bryan Garcia, Director of Energy Market Initiatives, at the Connecticut Clean Energy
Fund, will be your contact for the Connecticut Clean Energy Communities Program. He
can be reached at (860) 563:.0015 ext. 314 to discuss any questions or comments that
you might have regarding this notice and the program.

Please, visit the Connecticut Clean Energy Communities Program Website for constant
updates on your town's page at: http://www.ctcieanenergy,iCom/communities/

Again, congratulations on Mansfield's demonstrated leadership in support of clean
energy. As more and more of your community residents and businesses sign up for the

...-=0•.- ;
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CTCleanEnergyOptions program, the more solar PV systems the Town of Mansfield will
earn.

Clean Energy - Let's Make More!

Sincerely,

Use Dandy
President
Connecticut Clean Energy Fund

Attachment(s): Clean Energy Community Information Sheet

cc: Lynn Stoddard
Virginia Walton
Matthew Hart
Penelope Williams
Helen Koehn
Curt Vincente
Chad Vincente
Representative Denise W. Merrill
Senator Donald E. Williams
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8dd to Connecticut Municipalities to Assist in the Support and Purchase of Clean Energy

fhe Connecticut Clean Energy Communities Program is a
Jartnership between the Connecticut Clean Energy Fund,
;martPower and the individual participants in the
~]~,ijj)~11~~©~)j~ program. Its purpose is to assist
:ommunities and their residents in the purchase and sup.
Jort of clean energy.

l\lready, cities and towns throughout the state have com
!litted themselves to clean energy campaigns, working
:oward energy independence and reducing greenhouse
5as emissions that contribute to global warming. This pro
~ram is designed to provide communities with opportuni
:ies to purchase and support clean energy at no cost by
!laking the purchase of clean energy a viable and attrac
:ive option for both businesses and residents.

fh~ Connecticut Clean Energy Communities Program pro
"ides qualified cities and towns free clean energy systems
~solar photovoltaic panels). By encouraging local business
2S and residents to sign up for the t~1r'! (gljjl~OUjlftj~

Jrogram (offered to Connecticut Light and Power and
Jnited Illuminating customers), your city or town could
2am free clean energy systems.

To qualify for this program, Connecticut communities
must meet the following requirements:

Commit to the 20% by 2010 Clean Energy
Campaign led by SmartPower.

Sign up local residents and businesses to the
t;'~. (jiB~~~@~1J::J program offered to CL&P
and UI customers. The lesser of every: '

• 100 sign-ups in a community, .~

• 1 GWh of clean energy demand created from a
C & I customer,

• 10% of households in a community, or

• 100 sign-ups in a regional school district

Earns a free 1 kW dean energy system ($10,000
minimum value).

Commit to allocating 100% of the electricity savings
resulting from the installation of the clean energy
system to additional town purchases of clean
energy.

Note - If your city or town is located in the load
congested zones of southwest Connecticut, then
there is an additional benefit for qualifying
programs.

Ron IClatlenberg of
the Middletown

Clean Energy Tesk
Force speaks at
the Middletown

High School solar
system ribbon
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Two additional incentives are being offered to cities and
towns that have qualified as official Connecticut Clean
Energy Communities. These additional incentives include
Leadership and Achievement rewards:

Leiidership Rewa,as
To encourage competition among Connecticut's cities and
towns supporting clean energy, we are offering one-time
leadership rewards to the first city or town to achieve the
following f;,l ~!jlJG:~;[jD>i~ sign-up milestones:

West Hartford vs. New Haven ClEan Energy Challenge, a bet between
rival mayors to see which town could sign up the most
CTCleanEnergyOptions customers by Earth Day 2006, resu Ited in
nEarly 1,000 households supporting clean energy. Pictured left to
right, West Hartford Mayor Scott Slifka, SmartPower1s Brian Keane,
and New Haven Mayor John DeStefano, Jr.Additii{bi"lall S©!aif PV

Systems (!<W)
IEqf!.ihfiill~efi'lit H~t!lsehold

§igi"l~Up$

HOlUseho!dI Pe:rtiet!!'~tili}rti !
Rate (°/0)

",

Additit{}ili~1 Stl)I~iQ' ~V

Systems (leV';)

EPA Green Power Communities - in
partnership with the US EPA, the
Connecticut Clean Energy Fund will offer
Connecticut cities and towns a 1 kW
solar PV system when they qualify as
official EPA Green Power Communities.

t'l..

Achievement RewaJrds
To encourage Connecticut's cities and towns to achieve
higher levels of clean energy support from residential as
well as commercial and industrial ratepayers.

Household Penetration Rate - for each incremental 2.5%
of households within a city or town that signs up for the
ti f~~~§®U1~ program, we will provide a 1 kW
solar PV unit to the town. Note - this reward does not
apply to a town that has become a Connecticut Clean
Energy Community by reaching the lesser of 10% of
households threshold.

No-cost option for Connecticut cities and towns
to support and purchase clean energy

Reduce electricity demand on the state's trans
mission and distribution system through the
installation of on-site clean energy systems

Reduce emissions of harmful environmental pol
lutants including greenhouse gases that cause
global warming

Support energy independence through the use of
locally produced sustainable energy resources
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Q: How does a town demonstrate its commitment to the

20% by 2010 Clean Energy Campaign?

e A tOWIl must demonstrate its commitment to the 20%

by 2010 Clean Energy Campaign by:

Supplying SmartPower with the official meeting
minutes of the town proceedings that attest to
the commitment.

Officially announcing its commitment to the com
munity through local press.

Q; How many customers must sign up in order for a town

to earn a free clean energy syster~1?

Communities that meet the lesser of the following

requirements will earn a free clean energy system
($10,000 minimum value):

Every 100 sign-ups to ~J'[i1U~I~H3

Every 1 GyYh of energy demand through

C1" P'p't.f<~ifJr.;7

Every 100/0 of a given city or town's households
that sign up to CT,J ,i OfJ'UI,.i:fi[!i'i

Every 100 sign-ups ~lfFt.r~hrt£

to in a regional school district

Connecticut's futu~e clean energy leaders, like Chad Vicente, a middle school
student from Mansfield, are supporting clean energy localll' through sign-up
campaigns. Pictured left to right, Chad Vicente, Anne C. George - Commissioner,
Department of Public Utility Control and Gina McCarthy - Commissioner,
Department of Environmental Protection Agency.

Q: Is there a maximum amount of free clean energy sys

tems a town cali receive through this program?

,4,,; No. As long as there is funding available to support this

program, there is no limit to the amount of system
installations a town can earn.

Q; When can the town start signing people up to earn the

free clean energy systems?

The Cl"! : O!ii'U!iJ'ITI;~ program became avail-

able to CL&P and UI customers in April 2005. The fol
lowing actions are recommended for towns that want
to start working toward earning the free installation:

Demonstrate your commitment to the 20% by
2010 Clean Energy Campaign.

Work with community-based nonprofit organiza
tions, like SmartPower, the Clean Water Fund, and
the Inter-Religious Eco-Justice Network to begin
planning a community sign-up strategy.

Q: Can a regional school district composed of several

towns qualify together for this program?

r If several towns located in a regional school district

want to pool their sign-ups together to reach the 100
sign-ups in a regional school district target, then yes,
they can qualify for this program. However, each tovvn
located within that school district has to commit to
the SmartPower 20% by 2010 campaign.

Q: How do I know whether or not my town is an EPA

Green Power Community?

To be considered an EPA Green Power Community, a

certain percentage of clean electricity from the total
electric load of a municipality (including all residents,
businesses, institutions and municipal loads) must be
purchased. If your town is both a Connecticut Clean
Energy Community and an EPA Green Power
Community, then your town will receive an additional
solar clean energy system.
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Clean energy offerings are available from the following
two clean energy companies:

www.newwindenergy.com

Sterli11g Planet

Toll free: 877.457.2306

www.sterlingplanet.com

N
Community Enei'gy, h"ilc.

Toll free: 866.WIND.123

If you are a customer of the Connecticut Light and Power
COmpElny or the United Illuminating Company, you have
the power to choose clean renewable energy.
f;i uIPlH~ii!lJt': is a program that supports
renewable energy produced from natural means such as
wind, water and more. To sign up, fill out the enrollment
form and send it in with your next bill, or you can go
directly to a supplier through the websites listed below.
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Learn more about what your community is doing to
support clean energy by logging on to
\"fi;iW,d:c!~~,W~e1l8ll'gy.cIJn!l/(;i)~-nnlw1it!;;$, From local
access television, to school campaigns, to mayoral
challenges, your communities are working together in
innovative ways to support clean energy. This website
allows users to get an up-to-date look at how their
communities are supporting clean energy. It also
provides toolkits to help you support your community's
clean energy leadership.

200 Corporate Place, 3rd Floo~', Rocky Hill, CT 06067
Tel: 860-563-0015 fax: 860-563-6978
www.ctdeanenerg.l.comcefinfo@ctinnovations.com
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Government Finance Oflicers Association
203 N. LaSalle Street - Suite 2700
Chicago, IL 60601

Phone (312) 977-9700 Fax (312) 977-4806

Item #15

August 3, 2006

Martin H. Berliner
Town Manager
Town of Mansfield
4 So. Eagleville Road
Storrs Mansfield

Dear IVIr. Berliner:

CT 06268-2574

We are pleased to notify you that your comprehensive annual financial report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2005
qualifies for a Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting. The Certificate of Achievement is the
highest form of recognition in govemmental accounting and financial repOliing, and its attainment represents a significant
accomplishment by a government and its management.

The Certificate of Achievement plaque will be shipped to:

Jeffrey H. Smith
Director of Finance

under separate cover in about eight weeks. We hope that you will arrange for a fonnal presentation of the Certificate and
Award of Financial RepOIiing Achievement, and that appropriate publicity will be given to this notable achievement. To
assist with this, enclosed are a sample news release and the Certificate Program "Results" for reports with fiscal years
ended during 2004 representing the most recent statistics available.

We hope that your example will encourage other government officials in their efforts to achieve and maintain an
appropriate standard of excellence in financial reporting.

Sincerely,
Government Finance Officers Association

Stephen]. Gauthier, Director

Technical Services Center

SJG/ds
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Item # 16

l'vlallsf-ield COrrlrrluni1y Cerrter

Important Changes in Program
I{egistl~atiollDates

(Effective for Fall of2006 Registration)

,

© }-\.Ugust 16th
- Am~ R'f#~~~~WTJ't ,& INh@~ll",R~~~~~~])t m~~lliJ~~r~ of th®

C@m!f§''';H!j.i!lm~!·tyC~lnt~iii'may register ror Aquatic and fitness related progrfu"11S

that are held at the Community Center.

® AUfU§( 25th
-- r~laIml;@fm~~dR@s~d@m'mt~WJ!h~ af@ me~;gb~f$may

begin registration for an oilier progra:ms / activities held at the Comml1l.l.mty Center

and other locations.

,§:h~ C!~mm~..!lf8~ty C@!ntt@!!f may registrer for all programs and activities.

r!iJ August 31st - t~@~'lJclf~$8dJ~~t C©ftllii1n\i!Jl~mty er~filfb~~' meitt'ilb@lr~ may

begin to regis'h;.-r for all. other programs held at the COffi:.l'J.1Unir-y Cooter md other

locations.

ID A1UlgUSt 318
i1: - t'ill@~oif@~~i~~~'!lt$~ lrn@fIl"'!tiftl~~~ib~lli'~ m.ay begin to. register

for all programs I activities.

*Ple:as© also note that our oll=line Rec Tra,~: registration §ystem win be

unavailaMe from 8/21 through 3/24, Du.:dng this time~ the gystern wiH be up=

P.149



P.150



Item # 17

August 8, 2006
NeH' Haven Register
Opinion Forum, p. 6A

Brouhaha over charter school§ is aU about educational funding

The feud over charter schools is not really about the schools, for neither educators nor mayors
oppose good schools in whatever form they may take. But educators and mayors are focused on
delivering top quality schooling for the 99.5 percent of all Connecticut public school students not
enrolled in charter schools.

School finance is at the heart of the dispute. The New Haven public schools' operating budget is
today underfunded by more than one-third, assuming we do expect urban students to meet the
state's reading and math standards. Operating budgets for Hartford and Waterbury provide only
about half the resources needed for effectively serving their students, while Bridgeport and New
Britain somehow scrape by with about one-fourth the resources their shldents require for success.
These cities are home to the state's poorest populations, have the highest property tax rates, and
receive the largest per pupil aid from the state's too-small education pot.

In Sh011, there aren't enough resources to overcome the effects of concentrated povelty and the
attendant conditions that put urban students at high risk of academic failure.

The situation is also looking increasingly more alal111ing in smaller and higher-wealth
communities, nearly all of which are similarly struggling with inadequately funded schools and
painful tax rates. Surely such underfunding is an abrogation ofthe state's constitutional
obligation, as alleged in our recently filed lawsuit, COllnecticut Coalition for Justice in Educatiol1
Funding v R.:Il.

Little wonder that teachers and administrators '1\"ho work in the most grossly underfunded urban
districts react with outrage at the implicit and explicit bashing of their against-all-odds efforts. In
stark contrast to the charter schools, the urban districts also serve large numbers of special
education students, English language leamers, and homeless and transient children. These
children bring complex and exceedingly costly challenges to the leaming environment. Yet no
child is hlmed away by public school districts, mandatory involvement of parents cmmot be
required, and controversial behavioral codes are legally untenable.

Every urban child who enrolls in a charter school fmiher erodes that district's state aid. Given the
small size of the charters and the fact that they draw students from across the city, no reduction in
operating costs is realized by the district or its schools. At best, a few classrooms here and there
may be blessed with less crowding. But the ntH11ber of teachers, suppOli personnel, classrooms,
schools remains the same, and costs get distributed across fewer shldents, thereby inflating the
district's per pupil expenditures without adding any new resources. Plus, the district is legally
required to fund charter students' transportation, special education services, and cel1ain other
aspects of charter operations. The loss of highly motivated students and their families from the
public schools also can have profound negative consequences for the district's teaching and
leaming climate.
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If the state is unable or unwilling to adequately fund its public school districts, why, then, are
precious public tax dollars being divelied to grow essentially independently operated charter
schools? Despite the brash rhetoric and data distortions of boosters, numerous studies have shown
that charter schools overall do not perform better than the local public schools. They do little to
reduce racial and economic isolation. Nor is their small-school model cost-effective or even
feasible fOLscaling up to educate thousands of COllnecticut' s stLldents. Surely if all children had
access to excellent schools in their own neighborhoods, we would not be courting educational
plivatization quite so blindly.

Those who are genuinely committed to closing the achievement gap and ensuring great schools for
all ought to be supporting the etIorts of our coalition to revamp the state's equalization aid
f0l111ula to reflect the realistic cost of preparing well-educated shldents. To fairly and amply fund
the schools in every community, the state's regressive tax system must be restruchlred to shift the
primary burden for funding the schools away from the CUiTent heavy reliance on local propelty
taxes toward more progressive state-level revenue streams. Only with adequate funding,
accompanied by results-based accountability, can we hope to ensure equal educational opportunity
and the success of all schools and their students.

What's at stake is not just the ihture of our children but also the kind of society and economy we
envision for Connecticut.

Dianne Kaplan deVries, Ed.D.
Project Director
Connecticut Coalition for Justice in Education Funding
250 MaiD Street #616
Hmiford, CT 06106
dl~Hlne!tic:iel»r!.!. / (860) 461-0320
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item #18

Town of Mansfield

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town Council /'/,(.,(;
Mary Stanton, Town Clerk' //1:'2'/
Mmiy Berliner, Town Manager "
August 7, 2006
Approval of Referenda Questions

According to the Elections Division of the Office of the Secretary of the State the Town
Council must approve all referenda questions for the November ballot by Thursday,
September 7, 2006. The texts of the questions must be complete at that time as they must
be immediately available to the public in the Town Clerk's offIce.

The Town Clerk must file a statement setting fOlih the designation of each question to be
voted on as it will appear on the voting machine, the date upon which the submitting
actions was taken and a reference to the lmv under which such actions was taken by
September 22,2006. '

lfthe Town Council decides to include an explanatory text regarding the questions, tbat
infonnation must be completed by September 15, 2006 in order to include it with the
blank ballots that are available for servicemen and others tempormily living or traveling
outside tbe United States.
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Item #19

--", , ,,··F •••..• m=:t!!?7l

FrOlll the Office 0.(SecrefcllY of'the State Susan Bysieltvicz

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Friday, AUgU§i't 4.. 2006

CONTACf: Dan Tapper, 509-6259
324-9862 (Cell)

SEeR ARY BYSIEWI UNVEI NEW
VOTING TECHI'~OLOGYFOR CONNECTICUT

Partnership IIvith UConn will ensure security
ofall new voting systems

Secretary of the State Susan Bysiewicz announced today that her office
has entered into a contract with LHS Associates of Massachusetts to provide
optical scan technology to replace lever voting machines across the state.

"As our office considered possible new voting technologies, the principles
of security, accessibility and reliability guided our decision-making. We heard
from thousands of citizens, academics, and advocacy groups concerned about
the pitfalls of touch-screqn voting technology, Touch-screen technology, in its
current state of development, is simply is not ready for 'prime time' herein
Connecticut." Secretary Bysiewicz said.

State Representative Livvy R. Floren, Ranking Member of the
Government Administration and Elections Committee, said, "The optical scan
technology chosen not only meets the federal Help America Vote act
requirements, but also the needs and concerns of all the people of Connecticut."

"Optical scan is the best voting technology available for the replacement of
Connecticut's lever machines. It is cost-effective, more transparent than ORE
machines, and produces a voter-verified paper record," Michael Fischer, a
computer science professor from Yale University and a member of TrueVote CT,
wrote. "I commend the Secretary of the State for choosing this alternative."

Additionally, Connecticut will meet the requirements of the Help America
Vote Act (HAVA) for the November election by entering into a 1-year contract
with IVS, LLC to provide one voting machine accessible to those with disabilities
in each polling place in the state. "For the first time in seventy years,
Connecticut citizens with disabilities will be truly welcome at the polls, and they
will have the opportunity to vote privately and independently. This is a
tremendous step forward for our state," Secretary Bysiewicz said.
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The IVS machines allo\ilf voters with disabilities to use a telephone at the
polling place to cast their votes. The 2002 HAVA law requires that voters with
disabilities be able to vote privately and independently by November 2006,
Secretary Bysiewicz said.

According to Chris Kuell, Second Vice President of the National
Federation Slf the Blind of Connecticut, 'The National Federation of the Blind has
long fought for the right of all Americans to vote privately, independently and
securely. We are pleased to be working with Secretary of the State Susan
Bysiewicz's office to bring accessible voting to every polling place in
Connecticut. To this end, NFB members in Connecticut are looking fOlWard to
casting their votes using the IVS Vote by Phone system in this November's
elections."

Finally, Secretary Bysiewicz announced that her office has entered into a
formal partnership with the University of Connecticut's Department of Computer
Science and Engineering, in which UConn will assist in certification and
acceptance testing of the new voting technology.

"Of all of the concerns raised by citizens, academics and advocates,
security was No.1. UCONN has played an integral role in our decision-making
up to this point. They have reviewed vendor proposals, tested equipment and
made recommendations for maintaining the highest !evel of security in our
election process. We look fOlWard to drawing upon their tremendous expertise
as we move forvVard," Secretary Bysiewicz said.

Both the LHS and IVS machines will be purchased with federal HAVA
funds. The LHS machines will cost $15.7 million, and the IVS machines will cost
approximately $1 million.

Materials on each of these companies are available in the accompanying
press packet. Additional information can be found on the companies' websites 
http://wVllw.ivsllc.com/and http://www.lhsassociates.com/

ll'll ii/i/l
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TO"VN 0];' lVIANSFIELD
OFFICE OF PLANNING A...ND DEVELOPMENT

GREGORY J. Pj\J)ICK, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

Item #20

Memo to:
From:
Date:
Re:

General

...-;,;1'0/

l /
'/'

Plamling and Zoning Commission, Town Council, and Conservation Commission
Gregory Padick, Director of Plmming
August 4, 2006
ECSU proposed on campus parking garage and associated softball field relocation to Mansfield
property on IVlansfield City Road.

In a previous PZC packet, p0l1ions of a July 5, 2006 Environmental Impact Evaluation on the above referenced
project was distlibuted. The entire EIE is on file in the Planning Office. Any comments on the subject project and
EIE repOli must be submitted and receiveclby State Officials by August 19, 2006.

The EIB was prepared pursuant to the CT Environmental Policy Act (CEPA) and Sections 22a-1a-1 through 22a
1a-12 of the Regulations of CT State Agencies. Upon the close of the COlmnent period, ECSU and the Connecticut
State University System, as the sponsoring agency, must address in writing all substantive comments. The State
Office of Policy and Management is responsible for making a fmal determination on whether the statutory and
regulatory requirements of the State's environmental review process have been met.

P:roiect Oveniew

The subject project proposes to construct a new 950 space-parking garage on the Eastern Connecticut State
University Campus off ofHigh Street in Windham. The parking garage is plmUled in an area currently used for the
school's varsity softball team. The project includes the relocation of the softball fIeld to ECSU property on
Mansfield City Road that cUlTently has a varsity baseball stadium and track/field hockey fIeld. The new softball
field would be located to the \-vest of the baseball stadium and requires a driveway crossing of a
wetland/watercourse area. As part of the softball stadium relocation a new 48 vehicle parking lot would be built
and a new multi-fullction building with locker rooms, restrooms, concession stmld and maintenance space would be
constructed nem" the existing track. The EIB addresses anticipated environmental impacts from both the on campus
parking garage and the softball field construction. My review comments are directed to the proposed activities in
Mansfield. The previously disttibuted executive srnmnary provides more infonnation about the subject projects,
alternatives considered, and anticipated impacts.

Reyiew COmJIUcllts on proposed activity in Man.sfield

@ The proposed softball field will be fenced in, contain dugouts and bleachers, and an underdrain system tied to a
"stonnwater management area." All of this work is between but not within designated wetland areas.

e The necessary access drive to the softball field will cross a brook/wetland area impacting about 1300 squm'e
feet of wetlands. This work is under the jurisdiction of the State Department of Enviromnental Protection and a
DEP Wetland license will need to be obtained. The DEP pennit process will include a referral to the Town of
Mansfield and an opportunity to comment on specific constmction plans.

I1J The ElE provides some construction infol1l1ation but the project will involve a designfbuild contract and
finalized plans are not available at tIns time. The Eill does make appropriate commitments regarding erosion
and sediment controls, and best management practices for stormwater and turf management including an
integrated pest management plan to minimize pesticinr. :mnlications.
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G The site of the proposed softball field is within an open field area previously used agriculturally. The EIE notes
that about 4 acres of prime agricultural land will be lost due to the ball field relocation.

s The new softball field will be buffered from neighboring properties by existing woodlands that are not expected
to be affected. TIle woodlands will help reduce potential noise and lighting impacts. The existing baseball
stadium already has impacted the neighborhood and this project is not expected to significantly alter or worsen
noise or other neighborhood impacts.

@ The subject property is served by the Town of Windham sewer and water systems.
o The EIE notes that all construction will take place dUling normal workday hours. There likely will be some

temporary neighborhood impact due to constructiofl traffic and construction noise.

SummarylRecomrnendations

The proposed softball treld relocation project as described in the 7/5/06 Envirqnmental Impact Evaluation will have
some short term impacts for Mansfield residents along Mansfield City Road, but due to the nature and location of
the proposed field, no significant long tenn impacts are expected. The existing athletic uses ofthis property have to
some degree impacted the neighborhood, and while this project will somewhat increase activity on the site, no
significant alteration of impact is expected. Potential environmental impacts appear to be appropriately addressed
in the EIE and the Town will have an opportunity to comment on specific plans at the time a wetland license
application is submitted to the State DEP. There appears to be no reasonable alternative location for the softball
field and the loss of prime fannland is an unfOltunate consequence.

No action by the Planning and Zoning Commission or Town Council is considered necessary at this time.
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TO\VN OF MANSFIELD
Ol"i'FICE OF PLANl".JING AND DEVELOPMENT

GREGORY 1. PADICK, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

Item #21

Memo to:
From:
Date:
Re:

Planning and Zoning Commission ~J~
Gregory Padick, Director of Planning
8/3/06
Stowell Property-21 Summit Road
Request to remove tree along Scenic Road
File # 101 0-2

As explained in a 7/17/06 letter distributed at the last PZC meeting, G. and L. Stowell seek approval to remove an
existing wild cheny tree at 21 Summit Road. The tree is located within the town right-of-way and since Summit
Road is a Town designated "Scenic Road", the requested tree removal must be authorized by the Town Council
after the PZC conducts a Public Hearing and forwards a recommendation to the Town Council. The Scenic Road
ordinance also requires referrals to the Tree Warden/Public Warks Director and to owners of Smmnit Road
frontage within 500 feet of the subject tree.

Accordingly it is recommended that the Planning and Zonin!! Commission schedule a Public Hearing for
Tuesdav, September 5, 2006 fon- the proposed tree removal at 21 Summit Road and that staff refer the
subject request to the Tree WardenlPublic Works Director, the Town Council and propertv owners on
Summit Road 'who have fronta!!e within 500 feet ofthe subject tree.

F:\P&Z\.lessie Shea'\PZC\MEMO\J-L~_LLReconsideration ofCondilion #S.LP, 159



TOvVN OF Mft...NSFIlf,Ln
PLAl'~NING & ZONlr-~G COMNnSSIOr~J

Ivlemo to:

From:
Date:

Re:

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDlN"G
4S0UTHEAGLE~LEROAD

l\t1J\.NSFIELD, CT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3330

Mansfield TovvJ.1 Council
L. Hultgren, Mansfield TreeWardenIPublic \Narks Director
Property-owners with street fi'ontage on Summit Road, within 500 feet of a proposed h'ee
removal, 21 Summit Road
Mansfield Planning alld Zoning Cornmission
August 10, 2006

September 5, 2006 Public Hearing on proposed tree removal work on Summit Road,
PZC File #1010-2

The Planning and Zoning Commission has received a request to remove an existing wild cherry tree
along Summit Road, a Mansfield-designated Scenic Road. The subject request is from Gerald and Linda
Stowell, owners of 21 SUIJ1..mit Road.

Vv11ereas Summit Road is subject to the provisions of the Town ofMansfield's Scenic Road Ordinance,
please be advised that a required Public Hearing is scheduled to take place at 8:00 p.m. on Tuesday
September 5,2006, in the Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building, 4 South
Eagleville Road, StOlTS, Connecticut, for the purpose of receiving infoTInation from the applicants and
verbal Qr written comments from the public conce111ing the proposed tree remova1. Any comments
regarding this request must be received prior to the close of the Public Hearing. Enclosed please tind a
letter submitted by the applicants describing the proposed project, a copy of the legal notice and a
photograph depicting the subject tree. Following the PZC Public Hearing, comments from the
Commission will be forwarded to the Town Council for final action on this request.

If you have any questions regarding the applicant's proposal, the provisions of the Town's Scenic Road
Ordinance or the Public Hearing process, please call the Mansfield Plmming Of:tice, at 429-3330.

End.
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LEGAL NOTICE

The Mansfield Planning and Zoning Conunission will hold a Public Heming on Tuesday,
September 5,2006 in the Council Chambers, A.P. Beck Bldg., 4 S. Eagleville Rd, to hear
comments on the request of G. and L. Stowell to remove a wild chelTy tree that exists
within the Summit Road right ofway, a Town designated Scenic Road. The subject tree
is located near the intersection of Summit Road and the driveway for the Stowell house at
21 Summit Road. The subject request has been made pursuant to Mansfield's Scenic
Road Ordinance.

At this Hearing, interested persons may be heard and written communications received.
No infomlation from the applicant or the public shall be received after the close oftlle
Public Heming. Additional information is available in the Planning Office.

R. Favretti, Chair
K. Holt. Secretary

TO BE PUBLISHED Tuesday, August 22 and Wednesday, August 30, 2006

Thanlc;:s for remembering to put officers' names and titles on same lines.

P.O. #8596
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Fran Funk
At the Mansfield Farmers Market atSt. Mark Chapel on /\forth Eagleville Road in
Storrs, .Michelle Pierce, Storrs, purchases com from Abby Bassette, 10, from the
Bassette FaJmstead in South Glastonbury. A'decision has been made to move tlie
popular market from its current sileto a location near the Audrey P. Bec/( Municipal
Office Building.

The farmers market is open every Saturday that was "literally in the water the day before."
rain or shine/rom late May until the weekend Pierce said the fam1ers market started 12
prior to Thanksgiving. years ago as a way to get local farmers togeth-

('1
('·1
'l:t:

a.a

ig change~tMansfield' Farmers
By KIMBERLY GRAVES

Chronicle Staff,Writei'

STORRS - The market'bell will still ring
for local residents to buy COimecticut-grown
items such as fresh seasonalfruits and vegeta
bles, locally rnadecheese and fresh fish atthe
Storrs Farmers Market.

However, this. Saturday's market, market
master Dennis Pierce said, will be at a differ
ent, more visible location.

The farmers market is moving to Route 195
from the parking lot of St. Mark's Episcopal'
Chapel parking lot Aug. 5. .

Pierce,' who ,is also the director of dining
services at the University of COlmecticut, said
a lot of vendors want to sell at the farmers
market, but there's no room.

Pierce said there is ". currently construction
next to St. Mark's that. has cut 41to customer
parking and has. forced everyone going to the
farmers market to park on the street.

"You have to look at the demands ofthe cus
tomers," said Pierce, who has been a market
master for the past seven years.

It will move to the parldng lot adjacent to
E.G. Smith High School and the Audrey P. '
Beck municipal building after· 12 years in the
same location. .

Pierce said it will ultimately be located on a
newtown green as part of the $165 million
Storrs Center project.

He said the Storrs Farmers Market· has an
opportunity to increase parldng options, visi
bility and the potential to expand.

There will be a ribbon cutting aU p.m. Sat
urday, Aug. 5, to celebrate the new location.

Pierce said entertainment will be provided as
well as a large variety of in-season vegetables,
fresh-baked items, locally raised beef, honey
and maple syrup, soaps,' local yam, local
made jewelry, salad greens and hydroponic to
matoes.

"The market is built .on (the) COlillecticut
grown (label) and it's also built on sustainabil
itv;' said Pierce. "It also gives the community
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Martin H. Berliner

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Matthew W. Hart
Friday, August 04, 20069:02 AM
'all-users@mansfieldct.org'; Bruce Silva; Lynda Breault
New Location for Storrs Farmers Market

Hello all - as you may have heard, the Storrs Farmers Market is moving to a new location at EO Smith High School
(parking lot adjacent to Beck Municipal Building). I have attached below a letter from the Mayor announcing the change.

If you have never visited the market, I encourage you to do so. The produce and goods are excellent.

Have a good weekend,

Matt

August 4, 2006

Dear Members of the Community:

It is my pleasure to inform you that, as of Saturday, August 5, 2006, the Stonos Fanners Market will be moving from
North Eagleville Road to a new location at E.O. Smith High School. The move makes sense for a number of reasons, as
the new location has more space and is centrally located in town. Also, once we have constructed the planned village
green at StOlTS Center, we hope that the market will be able to easily transfer to that location.

At 1:45pm this coming Saturday, August 51h , we will celebrate the opening of the Storrs Farmers Market at its new
location with a ribbon cutting and free refreshments. The market will feature live entertainment as well as a lar!!e variety
of fresh fruits and vegetableS, cheese, fresh baked items, locally raised beef, honey and maple syrup, soaps, local yam, 
locally made jewelry, plants and fresh fish. Come early, choose a great selection and plan your Saturday evening meal
featming locally produced products. The market will provide you with easy-access and free parking, as well as a chance
to support the fanners and vendors in our region. If you have never visited the market before, I think you will agree with
me that it is a wonderful addition to our community.

The market is open every Saturday rain or shine from late May until the weekend prior to Thanksgiving. Normal hours
are 3:00pm to 6:00pm with an earlier closing taking effect right before Daylight Savings Day.

I look forward to seeing you at the new location of the Stan's Farmers Market!

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Paterson
Mayor

Matt Hart
Assistant Town Manager
Town of Mansfield, CT
Phone: (860) 429-3339
Fax: (860) 429-6863
HartMW@mansfieldct.org
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Storrs-Willi Ridership

FY '03 FY '04 FY '05 FY '06 FY '07
July 1,632 '1,65'1 1.(:6:3 2,209 2,96f:
August 2,361 2,181 2,403 2.'36 -I
September 4,034 3.487 3,707 5;4f;6
October 4,162 ·4:2"! .c. 3,660 6;0";3
November 3,125 ;3,1<36 3,348 4,754
December 2,640 2.e5G 2,955 :);703
.January 2,417 2.46E~ 2,590 3,909
February 2,886 3;(323 3,C~)2 ..:1)3;",;5

March 3,020 3,494 ~3J590 4,570
April 3,552 3,423 3.920 -:~16!34

May 2,729 2.2'5! 2,SH:1 :3., !70
June 1,81 1 '1 ,9i")4 2.37t3 2.,938

Item #23

Total
Ridership 34,369 34,579 36,583 49:192 2,969

NOTE: Fec! denote months that UConn was a participant in the program.
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Designated for 200512006 Budget
Undesignated

Fund Balance, July 1, 2005

Item #14

Town of Mansfield
General Fund

Estimated Schedule of Estimated Changes in Fund Balance - Legal Basis

For the Year Ended June 30, 2006

$ 1,568,102

$ 1,568,102

Original
BUdget Amendment'

Final
Budget

Estimated
Actual

BUdget
Comparison

Totai revenues and transfers in

Appropriation of fund balance

$ 36,905,150 5> 710,000 5> 37,615,150 $ 37,706,186 $ 9'1,036

Total appropriation, transfers in 36,905,150 710,000 37,615,150 37,706,186 91,036

Total expenditures and transfers out:
Town

Mansfield Board of Education

Contribution to Region #19 Board of Ed

Total expenditures

Results from bUdgetary operations

Fund Balance, June 30, 2006

Fund Balance:
Unreserved:

Designated for 2006107 budget
Undesignated

Total Fund Balance

• Noia on P,men dment:

Appropriated in November, 2005
Proposed Appropriation of PILOT funds

Total Amendment

$

$

10,494,390

18,298,350

6.112,410

36,905,150

512.000
196,000
710,000

710,000

710,000

1 'I ,204,390 11,203,962 408

16,298,350 18,297,430 920

6,112,410 8,112,410

37,615,150 37,613,822 1.328

92,364 92,364 92,364

$ 1,660,466

1,660,466

$ 1,660,466
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Item #15

UCONN HUSKY T~~IL

Sponsored by the University of Connecticut Alumni Association to celebrate their
1251h year annivers:uy :md raise money for their Scholarship Fund, Promote your
business and Benefit the AIrts.

THE ART

., \Ve pny,\,jde artists 2nd. design ideas - or you can design your own theme.
OJ \Ve provide the base dog scuJptur,e to the artist, guide them through the

paintin.g & finishing process and pay them. $500 on cOlIlllpletion.
You can work as nmch m- as Bittle as you want wHh the artist so your
sculpture fits your vision and bminess needs.

HO\V IT BENEF1TS YOUR BUSINESS

ill \Ve provide extensive media exposure, region-wide and iocation
awareness of your participation to increase traffic to your city.
Wi: provide special promotional opportuni"Hes (dog parties and unveiHngs
you can participate in if you choose) and provide complete professional
management of the project.
Your dog would be listed in the fuB color brochure given out at the
Auction. and cam be bought on EBay and special arrangements can be
made for you to purchase a larger quantity to give out to
residents/businesses.
Listed on the Husky Trail map which will be distributed to tmuiism
centers. Featured on the Ueonn Husky Trail website, with a Hnk to ymu
business.

Oil Official status as "UCmm Husky Trail sponsor.
'" The right to utilize the image of your husky and the "UCmm Husky Trail

Sponsorship" in your own marketing materials for the 2006 calendar
year through May 2007.
Tickets to the official -'Husky Mania" grand auction and gala and the
option to purchase additional tickets.
Plaque affixed [0 yom" hlUsB..:y sculpture, includes your business name and
logo, the husky name 2nd the :utist Hame.

HUSK"Y TR'-\IL SEASON

to 'Ve maintain media interest ,Yith marketing events until May 2007
@ \Ve arrange special events to highlight individual dog sculptures &

sponsors.
€l \Ve coordinate regular umintellUilnce & repairs of Clog until the auctiml1.
I;) 'Ve support ym.llJr O"Vll m21dHlt[ng efforts (local unedia releases,etc)
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Page T'I/\'O Husky Trail

III Events so far: First Htter introduced at the Buick Coif Championship
held the end of June for 7 days, Second litter win be introduced at The
"WestFarms Man on Aug 6 - "\"110 let the dogs in" - and proceeds from
this event will go to the Cmmecticut Humane Society, Third litter will be
introduced the end of August at Crystal MaU, Fourth Utter wm be
introduced in the Fan at Billckland Bins IVIaU; Connecticut D::ny at The
Big E in September.
More events ",,,m be p~anned as the summer progresses.

THE HUSK,"", MANIA AUCTION

At the end of Husky Trail SCl1lson, we win collect the dog sculptures &.
auction them.

~ An on-line prebidding 'win begin 60 days befm"e the Hve :lIuction.
" The Auction win bring UCONN supporters, art lovers, marl people of aU

types to bid Dill the sculptures.
90% of the proceeds of the dogs win go to the Uuiversity of Connecticut
Alumni Scholarship Fund.

$ 10% of the prcceeds of the dogs win go to the artists.

We currently hrave 20 sponsorships who have paid ~nd their dogs are painted·- and
hnve 10 more waiting for final decisions on dog theme/approval, and win have dogs
in aU counties throughout Connecticut.

Please check out our web site rmrl how we promote t11€ sponsors for the C3pe and
islands '''hale Trail.
wvv'w.CaReAmHslands\VhaieTraH.com

Please see the foHov\'ing links:
http://licorauhuskytraH.Nlm/
http://ucOlmhus].;.ytraH.com/art/
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Who Let the
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UConn Husky Trail Unveils Its 2nd Litter!

VVesifarms
Shopping Made Easy.
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Item #26

For In;.mediate Rc)lO(l:SC

July 21, 2006
Contact: CQlleen Hanagan (Dodd)

202-2.24-5372
Cathl;irine MoKenna Ribeiro (Liebem'!~n)

202-224-0975

J!Q!!I!. LmBERJV!AN,:J~ECURE lVjORE THA]>~ il!1t.llLLIOl';l",!OR
cONNECr~¢lrI,jJ1AJ~S:PQI{T f..IIQP~ l.JJ{BAtLJ):E'VJ.L:.QrMEl'JIl:RQ..3~1'S_

V"Tashingtml- S;;nators Chris Dodd (D-eT) and Joe UcbrJi1nan (D-CT) snccessfully secured mort th'Ut
$18 f.c.tillion for Connecticut's transporta"tiUli and urban devt'lloprue.i1t needs, th¢y fl1UlOUnce,) ti)day_
These resources, 'which were illlcluded hi the Senate's Transpoatation, Treasury, Housing and Urban
Devdopment appropriations bill. win go towards bitiatives. across the stato aimed at reducing tr-Jffic
oongestion. prOfl1nthlg altemfiiivi~1 modes oftnmsportation, inca'easing t.rallilport.ation safety, inorealJing
hornoo,.mers111p; fighting liilhn:n blight, and sllppl)rt1ng youth d~velopment The bill WM approved by
the Senate Appropriations Cort'ifi'littee earlier thi~ week

The two senat~t$ have also work~d joi.;tly to protect key hOUS1Ilg and oDlJtrmmi!y development
pragriSlTIl:S that are iI:.l1p(jrtar~t to Coooecticut In li'esponse to conoerns expressed by SentJors D-,)dd rund
Liebel'~llan., together with U1c11ll.y othoit' senators, 'the committee rejected P..dministrJidon budget
proposals tD cut. funding for public housing, CO!TI.4'iuuity development, senior housmg and housing for
persons wilh disabilities.

"Each oftbese initiatiws can ~ltr.eng(hell and ittJ.prove COlmectiout.," said DNtd. "Th~y can help
allevia.te trmc c011g0stion. !help meet OlJl' housing needs, ilJ'ld inject new life into SOUle of our urO@fi
areas. In short, tl),ey will help strongthen our economy and improve the quality oflife for the p;,;ople of
0Uf state. 11

"This bill is good m:w:; for CCllilill;lotiL)ut," Liebermrul liSld. "The fUl'1dmg :'lpproved today win make
sig~1ificaDt strides in impmviuE; Connecticut's commute (lli our highvlay, rail and transit S:r.,;til1ns. The
bill will also help revitalize CoruKa:rucui:'s corn..."'11unifies un.a load ie.ve! by pcoviding nA(JI1\eyfor
libta11es:, ymrth centers and low-income housing; all key focal poiots ofi11e urban initiatives our state
has be~l.1 promisecl n

Nearly $16.5 mi11ii.on will supp~)rt transpOliation initiatives, in.eluding $3 million to help ease traffic
oongesth)fi and iuGTg;:lS;;: safety on 1-95 in Branford and $5 million and $2 million. for ihe Bridg¢port
and Norwich lnteIlllodal TFdflsportation CenreJS. respectivdy. vvhkh will help take traffic ~if1:' on~95

and teauSpDrt pi2:O!ile and goods in alternative ways_ the state will also receive $2 million to help plan.
and oQm,trncl: a rail statkm in ,;;aBt~mStamford. Housing Clnd urban development initiativ!':s a.r~ slat;;d
to l!."Eiceive $1.6 million, inchwlilllg $800,000 fur lO\N-mcomr: hOLll'l.eOwnernhip and repairB in New Haven,
Vernon and Harlford, as well ~ $200,000 each for The Children's Home in CrO!ilwe::ll. which ser-ves
childnm with E>-pecialneec'!.s, and a yOl.rth cent~r in Mai·1chei>tef.

The fallowing r.;iceived fundhig ill the TralM[Jortati<m, Treasury. Housing l!lnd Urban Development
appropnO"ltions biB:

rfll'~jlIJJSl,omti.QM

;,;; $5,000,000 for the Bridgeport I!~termocml Tn'iTISp(lrtation Center;
" $3,000,000 to allevial:,~ traffic congi;:stion and impn'ove safe.t.y <it Exit 53 dung 1-95 in Bnti"Ji'i,)rd;
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!.... ...... vv ~l\Ji.l Jl • .... -r I II "ll. VtLlL .....I11LVL.<L.<

ijl $2,000,000 for the aonstJruciion of a new parking fu.ciHty and pede&triaul.'vafi.:.wuys assooiated
".~~theS~~Qt~,;;ut Scjene~ CBllte~_~ _ ~=-'".~. ='~ -- .. ~ ..~~_ .

alf.,p.u.P'!S $2,000,000 fQr~sirtichoncJ1:ar;6W paik:ing facilil:y Glssociate.d with 1he reiliwelopment Q:l:~
~. , _/
{ downtilwn Mansfield; _.. ..-.= -. =~~~ .......,. -'"......-.-=-~,=, ...~~--=== -----
·--=--'-~=,;T,Um.W~;:N~1~h IntGiIillodal T!~t!!,Jpmt.atil}n Ce~ltcr~

~ $2,000,000 for the development of it new OOftlmuter rail facility in eastern Staroford;
... $250,000 for the City otWest Haven 10 e:o-nduct i! feasibility study ofE:J..1ending Fro~h Mcadow

Road to Route 34 (Derby .'tve-nue); <'lEd

'll 53199,650 ±or safety impfovements to til.; Norwalk Pulse Point Transit facility.

HmllfJlrag ~d U:r1b~1l1l. Dil.'ivdi5]pifn~li~i

<I! $400,000 for Empower New Hav~ lnc." New H~v[;n,. CT, for as!lj~jtin.g lQw-mcmne
homeowners in r.llakmg n~oessm-y repain: to their propeTtit::s; .

;'l $200,000 fUT the Town of V'emou, CT, for necessary int.;;:rior lind exterior renovatioiiiS to ~he

ArriberbeHe MiU faoility fum. yvill prevent blight and k~H3l! the RlJ1.1ctnre viable for oomm,erchl
purposes in a low-inoome neighborhood;

Iii $200,000 for the Ciif of Harlfo1i'd, CT, HOmeO\1i,11li.';l'lilhip Init!ffuve for imm::asmg the dty'g
CU11'l;Jnt hOf1Jl ©OliVl1©rship rate of 25%;

G $200,000 for The Children's HomE:, CromweH, CT, for the reCJ:lllis!:tuctlOl.1 of its fi'lcilities
serving ohildren with speoial needs;

'" $200,000 for the Tr.Yvi!Il ofManchester, CT, fur the devdopml.;nt ofa youth centernn Sl}~wQe

Stl';;fjt;
III $200,000 for the lenovall.011 uHlIg Blacksloli0 Library in Brm:dord; and
oJi $200,,000 :f01' the restJration of Mortensen Hall <!t the BUIilMell
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Item #27

_____________-"'~;li1'l--0!!i!!!ifj-!Il!iO·~m_~_""_...,--""'·-""'···""'·L""-_.mu.-,",,__

Mansfield! DO\Jvntown Pari:ri~~Ir:5hnp,
Nelping to Build l\ilansfield's Future

July 28,2006

1\111". Dimple Desai
CT Department of Economic and Community

Development (DECO)
Infrastructure and Real Estate Division
505 Hudson Street
HarlJorcl, CT 06106-71 U6

Re: June 30,2006 Progress Report 11)r the DO'vvntmvn Mansfield Revitalization and
Enhancement Project

Dear lVIr. Desai:

I am pleased to provide yOLl \vith the June 30, 2006 Progress RepoIi for the Downtown
JVlanstield Revitalization and Enhancement Project.

Over the lnst quarter, the I'vlansfield Downtown Psrlnership, Inc. ("Partnership"), worked with
the master developer LeylandAlIiance, on the applications to the ]Vlansl1eld Planning and
Zoning Commission needed to create 1) an initial building that will house as many of the
businesses to be relocated as part ofthe project as possible, and 2) a Special Design District and
subsequent changes to the zoning regulations for the project area. We have been working
closely with Mansfield Town Planning Director Gregory Padick to provide the infonnation
required. Atter a public hearing 011 June 5 and continued on June 19, the Planning and Zoning
Commission approved the applications on July 5 for the initial building on Dog Lane to house
as many businesses to be relocated as possible.

It is expected that the process on the Special Design District will take through the fall of 2006.
We continue to work with local and state agencies on the master engineering approvals and plan
formal submittals after the zoning is approved.

\Ve continue to work with businesses that ll1<ly be displaced as part ofthe new development.
Phil Michalowski with Harrall-Michaluwski Associates, Inc., the Partnership's relocation
consultant, has negotiated an agreement with one ofthe businesses according to the relocation
plan in the approved Municipal Development Plan for Storrs Center. It is anticipated that this
agreement will be signed bet\veen the Partnership and the business owner within the next
month. Individual meetings are on-going with respect to future plans including the initial
building referenced abo\re. Working with local business owners will be. a major part of the
efforts over the next several months.
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rV1afi1lsfield D~)v\JntovlJrn Partn~~r5hip
I-Iefping to Build Mansfield's Future

Design guidelines are being created to guide the development of a Special Design District for
the dovvntowl1 project, and related changes to the zoning regulations. The Partnership, Looney
Ricks Kiss, and LeylandAlliance have been working with the Partnership's Planning ancl Design
Committee, the Town ofIVfllnsfield's Planning and Zoning Commission, and the Town Director
of Planning on these issues. The Planning and Design Committee has taken the lead in
reviewing the design guidelines and in the last quarter melon April 18, IVlay 16 and June 20.
The Committee's work is completed on review ufthe text of the guidelines until the Planning
and Zoning Commission completes its work. The next step is to determine which sections of
the guidelines will be incorporated into the zoning regulations. The majority of the design
guidelines, vvhich include a large sustainability section, will be finalized after the Planning and
Zoning Commission approves zoning regulations related to the creation of tile Special Design
District. During this quarter, Looney Ricks Kiss put together n PmverPoint presentation on Part
One of the design guidelines that will be used in a public meeting this fall.

Finally, as you know, a request11x bids was re-solicited on July 18 It,)r the 'vvalkway behveen the
IVlansfield Community Center, the Town Hall, and the Mansfield downtown. Once these bids
are recei ved and reviewed, a contract will be negotiated amI work will begin late this summer on
the Community Center \valkway. During the last quarter, grant funding was used for
duplicatiun of plans and specifications fCl!· the project, and legal notices to advertise the request
for bids in the Har(ford Couranf, the Chronicle, and La Voz JIispmlCl de Connect.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at 860-429-2740 ifyou haveany questions. We look
tt)[warcl to continuing to work with you on this critical project It)]" the TOWIl oft.'ranstield.

Sincerely,
·/1 ~ ...... /. /'

/:" ----;' /. , ", J~ t L 'il / tC.]·\~.t..·,I-IJ-/-.. [./l-{·I..t!L l' ll.!t/! ........c:. ,
C'y~thia vnn Zelm / ....

.. J

Executive Director 1••. /

cc: Sheila Hummel, DECO
~v'Jt1stata rVlonshi, DECD Compliance and Review Sedion

JA\~lartin Berliner, .tvlansfielcl Town [Y'1anager
Cherie Trnhnn, IVlanstleld Comptroller
Lon Hllltgren, Mansfield Public Works Director
Mansfield Downtown Partnership, Inc., Board of Directors
Lee Cole-Chu, Cole-Clm Ciccarone, LLC, Partnership Attorney
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TEL. (860) 429-9~fr"[i
rL~I.

hem #28

July 28, 2006

Martin Berliner
Town Manager
4 South Eagleville Rd.
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Mr. Berliner:

Once again, the Mansfield Fire Depmiment has rescued Juniper Hill Village. On
Tuesday, July 18th

, the emergency alanll system malfunctioned. We notified the almm
company immediately but they were unable to make the repair or locate palis by the end
of the business day, leaving the residents unprotected. Assistant Fire Marshal Fran
Raiola immediately contacted the scheduler for the tlre department to organize a fire
watch. For the next three nights two firemen patrolled the building from 6 p.m. until 6
a.m. Their aid was invaluable in keeping us safe and helping to reassure the residents.
Over the years they have always been there when we needed them and we are truly
gTatefu1. They respond to the daily emergencies of our senior population. They were
willing to intelTupt their normal schedules and patrol the halls to keep us safe for three
days, and, of course, they were the difference betvveen an unfOliunate fire and a tragic fire
with loss of life in December 2004

\Ve know that all towns must struggle with competing needs and limited funds but we
hope that the existence of a well-funded and properly staffed fire depmiment will always
be a priority.

Sincerely,

Marcia Zimmer
Administrator

cc: D.Dagon
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