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REGULAR MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
December 11,2006

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

L. ROLL CALL

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

i1 APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded to approve the minutes of the
November 27, 2006 meeting.

1. MOMENT OF SILENCE

Mayor Paterson requested a moment of silence in honor of and respect for our
troops at home and abroad.

IV.  OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

Sharry Goldman, 87 Browns Road, thanked the Council for making the
assisted/independent living project a priority. She described the proposed
approach as collaborative and well thought out.

V. PUBLIC INFORMATION SESSION

1. Connecticut Department of Transportation — Chaffeeville Road Project

Timothy Gaffey, DOT Project Manager, introduced the members of his
team and briefly outlined the Chaffeeville/Clover Mill Road Project. The
project was initiated to reduce the number of collisions by correcting a
number of deficiencies such as inadequate sight lines. Mr. Gaffey gave a

brief history of the project and stated that they were here tonight to hear
from the town.

Susan Libatique, DOT Project Engineer, described the current situation
and the proposed changes. These changes include lowering the crest
vertical curve and regrading the slope embankmerit at the Chaffeeville
intersection and providing bypass capabilities at both intersections.

Michael Marzi, DOT Representative of the Office of Rights Of Way,
explained the process of acquiring the necessary easements and property
stating that no families or business would be displaced.
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Greg Padick, Mansfield Director of Planning, asked if the DOT was
planning to include an area for a bike route along the affected area. Ms.
Libatique said that if the town wished the shoulders could be widened a
few more feet to make this possible. Mr. Padick stated that the Mansfield
Planning and Zoning Commission is very supportive of the idea.
Members also discussed the fate of the beacon light and possible input
regarding the aesthetics of the project.

Meg Reich, Bassets Bridge Road, spoke in favor of the bikeway as did
Karen Wyatt, Storrs Road, who is directly affected by this project. Keith
Johnson, Mulberry Road, suggested that the town wait and see how things
work before removing the beacon light.

Ms. Koehn put forth a motion to move Item 5 ahead of Item 4 on the agenda.
Seconded by Mr. Clouette the motion passed.

OLD BUSINESS

2. Community/Campus Relations

Matthew W. Hart, Town Manager, reported on a meeting he recently had
with Sgt. Cox and Lt. Fox from Troop C regarding police staffing during
the busy times of the year. In the last budget the Council provided
funding for an additional officer later this year. The town will be hiring an
additional state trooper to fill in until that position is staffed. The Manager
also mentioned that the search for the Director of Off Campus Housing is
progressing and that the Community/Campus Partnership is working on
legislative proposals.

3. Community Water and Wastewater Issues

The Town Manager reminded members of the meeting of the Advisory
Committee this Thursday at 5:30 p.m. at the Bishop Center. He will
forward the agenda to members.

4. Department of Information Technology

Jeff Smith, Director of Finance, and Cherie Trahan, Comptroller,
presented information on the proposed Department of Information
Technology. They outlined the current structure, the future needs and the

proposed sharing of a Director among the Boards of Education and the
Town. ‘

The plan will be presented to the Boards.
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By consensus the Council agreed to support the concept going forward.
5. Assisted/Independent Living Project

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded, effective December 11,
2006, to endorse the proposed developer selection process for the
assisted/independent living project, and to authorize staff to proceed with

the process as presented.

Motion so passed.

VII. NEW BUSINESS

6. Nelson Brook Parcel Lease with State of Connecticut

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

RESOLVED, that Matthew W. Hart, Mansfield Town Manager, be and
hereby is authorized to execute on behalf of the Town of Mansfield a
Lease Agreement Modification regarding State of Connecticut owned
property located in northwestern Mansfield, Connecticut. Said property is
situated south of Middle Tumpike (Route 44) and North of Birch

Road and is locally known as the Nelson Brook parcel.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Matthew W. Hart be and is hereby
authorized to execute any and all documentation necessary to consummate
the transaction above contemplated.

Motion so passed.
7. Hunting Lodge Road Walkway/Bikeway

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Clouette seconded to schedule a public
information session regarding the Hunting Lodge Road
Walkway/Bikeway for 7:30 PM at the Town Council’s regular meeting on
January 22, 2007.

Tim Veillette, Project Engineer, described the pathway to the Council
commenting that the construction should provide for a safer environment
for both pedestrian and vehicular traffic.

Mr. Haddad requested that the intersection of Hunting Lodge and North

Eagleville be made more pedestrian friendly, perhaps by narrowing the
pavement area.

8. America the Beautiful Grant Program Downtown Partnership Streetscape
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10.

11.

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded, effective December 11,
2006, to authorize the Town Manager, Matthew W. Hart, to execute the
attached personal service agreement for the America the Beautiful Grant

Program Downtown Partnership Streetscape Extension and any related
grant documents.

Motion so passed.

FY 2007/2008 Budget Process

In answer to a previously posed question the Town Manager presented a
number of suggestions that would provide the Council and the community
an opportunity for earlier input into the budget process. Policy should be
reflected in the budget and therefore it is important that the Council have
the opportunity to influence the budget earlier in the process. In future
years this would occur in October before the Department Heads present
their budgets, but for this cycle the Council will meet in January to agree
on policies they would like to see included. Jeff Smith will make a’
presentation, similar to the one he presented to the Region 19 Board,
outlining what goes into a good budget and how policy affects the budget.
Additionally, the Town Manager suggested that workshops be held for the
public explaining the budget process and how it works.

December 25, 2006 Regular Town Council Meeting

Mr. Paulhus moved and Ms. Koehn seconded, effective December 1 1,

2006, to cancel the December 25, 2006 regular meeting-of the Manstield
Town Council.

Motion so passed

$200,000 Community Center Gymnasium Air Conditioning Project

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded a motion to approve the
following resolution:

RESOLUTION REAPPROVING THE APPROPRIATION OF
$200,000 FOR INSTALLALTION OF AIR CONDITIONING IN
THE MANSFIELD COMMUNITY CENTER GYMNASIUM, AND
AUTHORIZATION OF THE ISSUE OF BONDS, NOTES AND
TEMPORARY NOTES IN THE SAME AMOUNT TO FINANCE
THE APPROPRIATION.

RESOLVED, in accordance with section 406 and 407 of the Town
Charter, the Town Council hereby reapproves the resolution entitled
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VIII.

XIL

XIIL

“Resolution Appropriating $200,000 For Installation Of Air Conditioning
In the Mansfield Community Center Gymnasium, And Authorizing The
Issue Of Bonds, Notes, And Temporary Notes In The Same Amount To
Finance The Appropriation” as originally adopted by the Town Council at

a meeting held September 5, 2006 and approved by the voters of the Town
at a referendum held November 7, 2006.

Motion so passed.

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

Mr. Haddad reported that the Personnel Committee met and began to set goals
for the Town Manager for the next year.

REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS

Mayor Paterson attended the National League of Cities Conference in Reno

and will report on the event at the next meeting.

Mr. Hawkins complimented the Downtown Partnership on their work saying
that with every meeting the plans are better and better. The Council agreed

that the developers and the Board have listened to the community and kept the
process open.

TOWN MANAGER’S REPORT

Attached

FUTURE AGENDAS

Mr. Clouette suggested that at a future meeting a discussion of future
economic development issues be undertaken.

PETITIONS, REQUEST AND COMMUNICATIONS

12. Advance ‘University Recognized for Katrina Relief Effort’
13. Chronicle © E. O. Smith Board Takes Home CABE Award’
14. Hartford Courant ‘4 Responsible Party’

~15. Hartford Courant ‘CCSU Tackles Rowdy Parties’

16. Planning and Zoning Application Referral
17. Press Release re: CCM Appointment
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XIV.

| XV.

18. Press Release re: 2006 Distinguished Service Award\

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. Paulhus moved and Ms. Koehn seconded to move into Executive Session
Motion so passed.

Issue: Litigation
Personnel

Present: Clouette, Haddad, Hawkins, Koehn, Paterson,Paulhus
Also Present: Matthew W. Hart, Town Manager

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Paulhus moved and Mr. Clouette seconded to adjourn the meeting.

Motion so passed.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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| TOWn‘Managér’s Office

- Town of Mansfield

Tor Town Council ,
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager A #‘
CC:  Town Employees

Date: December 11, 2006

Re: Town Manager's Report

Below please find a report regarding various items of interest to the Town Coungcil, staff and the
community:

» For his actions in saving the life of a Mansfield resident in May 2006, Mansfield Police
Officer Keith Palmer was recently awarded a medal from Connecticut State Police

Commissioner Leonard C. Boyle. Officer Palmer's actions are a credit to himself and the
Mansfield Police, and | commend him for a job well done.

s | would like to congratulate Ms. Patricia Michalak upon her promotion to Youth Services
Coordinator. Pat has served Mansfield's children since 1989, | know that she is very excited
to begin her new role. | believe Pat will do a great job, and will prove a worthy successor to
Janit Romayko, who served the town admirably for over 30 years.

e Donald Neborsky, who has served as a Mechanic with the town since 1996, was recently

promoted to Lead Mechanic. | would like to congratulate Don upon his promotion, and am
confident that he will do a fine job in his new position.

s | am pleased to announce that | have appointed Ms. Maria Capriola to serve as Mansfield's
next Assistant fo Town Manager. As you may recall, Maria interned with us while a
graduate student at the University of CT. After she earned her MPA at UConn, she went to
work for the City of Savannah, Georgia, and, most recently, the City of Newburyport,
Massachusetts. Maria will be coming to us with some great experience, and | am confident
she will do very well in her new role. Maria begins her new position on January 2, 2007, and
} look forward to welcoming her back to our community.

o Our Mansfield Youth Service Bureau is busy helping to coordinate a number of community
activities for December, including an intergenerational bingo night at Juniper Hill Village on
December 20th. The event will kickoff at 6:00 PM, and children accompanied by a parent
are welcome to atiend. Santa will make an appearance and children and residents will also
be making gingerbread houses. Please call 429-3317 to reserve your spot.
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Public Works reports that the Birch Road roundabout is open. It appears to be slowing

traffic through this area quite well, however, some landscaping and final finish work may
have to wait until spring.

The town has been awarded a $71,000 in grant for DUI enforcement for this holiday season
and the upcoming months. 1 would like to thank the Mansfield Police, and SGT Sean Cox in

particular, for their efforts in preparing the grant application and conducting the DUI
enforcement activities.

Upcommg meetings this week:
# Town University Relations Commitiee, 4:00 PM, December 12, 2006, Audrey P,
Beck Municipal Building, Council Chambers
» Mansfield Charter Revision Commission, 7:00 PM, December 12, 2006, Audrey P,
Beck Municipal Building, Council Chambers

» School Building Committee, 5:00 PM, December 13, 2006, Audrey P, Beck Municipal
Building, Conf. RM B

#» Regional School District 19 Budget Sharing Information Meeting, 7:00 PM,
December 13, 2006, EO Smith High School Library Media Center

» UConn Water and Wastewater Advisory Committee, 5:30 PM, December 14, 2006
Bishop Center, RM 7A/B

I am in the process of inviting our state legislators to attend one of our January meetings

and to discuss priorities for the upcoming session of the Connecticut General Assembly. |
will have more to report on this item in the near future.

In closing, | would like to wish the Town Council, staff and the community a very happy and
safe holiday season, and a prosperous New Year for you and your families. Enjoy!
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Item #1

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council .y
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager # 4/ (7
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public

Works; Greg Padick, Director of Planning
Date: January 8, 2007

Re: Four Corners Sewer Project — Public Information Session

Subject Matter/Background

As noted at the December 11" Council meeting, the Town’s consultant has completed
the data-gathering phase of the Four Corners sewer project and is ready to meet with
the public to explain the progress o date. This meeting has been set for the beginning

of the January 8" Council meeting and notices were sent to all the Four Corners
property owners.

Financial Impact

As this is just a progress report, there is none. When/if the Town decides to proceed
with the sewering of this area, there will be some financial impact both to the properties
in the service area and the Town as a whole.

Attachments
1) Letter sent to Four Corners property owners
2) Study update and map (also sent to property owners)
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Lon R. Hultgren, P.E., Director

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONMECTICUT 062682599
(860) 429-3331 TELEPHCNE
December 26, 2006 (860) 429-6863 FACSIMILE

Dear Property Owner in the Four Comers area of Mansfield:

As you know, the Town of Mansfield has undertaken a study of sewerage disposal needs
in the area swrounding Routes 195 and 44, generally known as the Four Comers area.
Many properties in this area have had chronic wastewater disposal issues as a result of
density of development, lot sizes and soil conditions.

The consultant firm hired by the Town, Earth Tech, Inc., has been studying sewage
disposal in the vicinity of the Four Corners and has identified a proposed community
wastewater disposal service area (see enclosed map and study update).

However, before continuing with the study, the consultant will present its findings in a .
public forum at the Town Council meeting on Monday, January 8 at 7:30 p.m. in the
Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building, 4 South Eagleville Road
in Storrs. Prior to this meeting, the study team will be available to meet with you one-on-
one if you desire. This informal one-on-one session will take place in the Council
Chambers from 6-7 p.m. on the 8th and can explain in more detail what has been done to

date, allow you to review maps, answer questions, and allow us to listen to your
COncerns. '

You are hereby invited to attend either the informal workshop (from 6 to 7pm) or the
presentation/comment session at the Council meeting (after 7:30pm), or to make your
comments on this subject known in wriiing io the Town at your convenience by the
middle of January.

Sincgrely,

/? €B 'Z%[W%\/
St
Lon Hultgren
Director of Public Works
(860) 429-3332

enclosed: 2

cc: Matt Hart, Town Manager; Gregory Padick, Director of Planning, Grant Meitzler,
Assistant Town Engineer; file
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The Town of Mansfield has initiated a study to
determine the best means for sewage disposal in
the Four Corners area, generally identified as the
area surrounding the intersection of Routes 195
and 44. FEarth Tech, Inc. of Glastonbury,
Connecticut, has been retained to conduct the
study and began work this past summer.

The first phase of this study is to evaluate
current sewage disposal practices, future needs
and determine the service area for community
based wastewater disposal alternatives.

A rteview of prior studies, regulatory agency
records, wetlands maps, surficial geology data,
zoming  Tegulations, conservation and
development plans, and sensitive environmental
area data has been undertaken and considered in

development of a proposed community based
service area.

The investigation has determined that numerous
properties have had and continue to have chronic
wastewater disposal difficulties due to a
combination of density of development, lot size,
or site constraint factors. Soils throughout the
study area are consistently rated by the USDA
Natural Resources Conservation Service to be
“very limited” for septic tank absorptions fields.
This rating indicates that the soil has one or
more unfavorable features that cannot be
overcome without major soil reclamation,
special design or expensive installation
procedures. Some of the properties within the

For more information ...

Contact:
Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works

Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

4 South Eagleville Road, Storrs, CT 06268-2599
Phone: (860) 429-3332
Fax:  (860) 429-6863

Hyul

fansfisldd

Town of Mansfield
Mansfield Four Corners Sewer Facilities Study
November 2006

study area have lot sizes or configurations that
do not allow sufficient room to site a water
supply well and a septic tank absorption field in
conformance with Connecticut Department of
Health technical standards. Other parcels have
existing development densities that camnnot be
supported within the parcel’s site constraints.

The attached map indicates the proposed service
area under consideration for a community
solution to long term wastewater disposal needs
in conformance with Department of
Environmental Protection, and Department of
Health regulations and consistent with the Town
of Mansfield’s recently updated Plan of
Conservation and Development.

A public presentation to the Town Council will
occur on January 8, 2007 to review the data
gathered to date and to discuss a recommended
service area prior to proceeding with the
remainder of the study.

Future public presentations will be made
regarding wastewater disposal alternatives, and
associated costs. Notice of the dates and times of
these presentations will be provided as these
presentations are scheduled.

The Four Corners Sewer Facilities study is being
funded by the Town of Mansfield, in
cooperation with the State of Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protection.

P 1A3%rial View of the Intersection of Rtes 195 and 44
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Item #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council o
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager At
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Lon Huligren, Director of Public

Works; Gregory Padick, Director of Planning
Date: January 8, 2007 _
Re: Community Water and Wastewater Issues, Four Corners Sewer Study

Subject Matter/Background

I have attached for your information recent correspondence regarding community water
and wastewater issues. In particular, | would draw your attention to the information
regarding the water and wastewater systems Master Plan, prepared by consultants
Milone and MacBroom, and Tighe and Bond. At this time, the Town Council does not
need to take any action on this item.

Attachments
1) University of Connecticut Water and Wastewater Policy Advisory Committee
December 14, 2006 Meeting Agenda Packet

2) Letter from the State of Connecticut Department of Public Health re: Consent Order
DWS-05-078-397a

P.15



AGENDA

Meeting of the

UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT WATER & WASTERWATER POLICY

6)

7

%

10)

ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Thursday, December 14, 2006 at 5:30 PM
University of Connecticut
Room A/B Bishop Center

Opportunity for Public Comment

Approval of September 14, 2006 Meeting Minutes

Water & Wastewater Systems Master Plan
Milone & MacBroom/Tighe & Bond

Fenton River Invertebrate Re-colonization Study
Michael B. Cole, PhD ABR Inec.

Review and Endorsement of University of Connecticut Sewer
System Rules and Regulations

System Connection Requests

New Business ,
Xxx South Eagleville Road

Old Business }
EO Smith High School
Knollwood Apartments

Update and Communications
Water Planning Council MOA
NPDES Permit Renewal
- Water Conservation Study
Willimantic River Wellfield Level A Mapping

Other Business

Adjourn
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DRAFT

University of Connecticut Water/Wastewater Systems Policy Advisory
Committee

Meeting Notes/Summary
September 14, 2006

Room 146, Bishop Center
University of Connecticut

The meeting was convened at 5:33 PM.

Members in attendance: E. Roberts, R. Miller, S. Miller, L. Teal; M.Berliner; E. Pelietier;
G. Padick

Staff in attendance included T. Callahan, T. Tussing, P. Pezanko, L. Hultgren, M. Hart.

1. Opportunitv for Public Comment

Ms. Jessica Neumuth and Mr. Pat Martin Martin of 1254 and 1250 Stafford Road
respectively, said they were experiencing periodic discoloration of the tap water at
their homes. After identifying the primary cause of the intermittent discoloration as a
connection to a dead end line, Mr. Pezanko and Mr. Tussing agreed to follow with
Ms. Neumuth and Mr. Martin after the meeting.

Ms. Denise Burschsted, Executive Director of the Naubesatuck Watershed Council,
asked the Policy Advisory Group to consider appointing an environmental
representative to represent environmental interests. The Advisory Group agreed to
take the matter under advisement.

2. Approval of the May 22, 2006 Meeting Minutes/Summary

On a motion by Mr. Miller and second by Mr. Berliner, the minutes were approved

After a brief review and discussion of the proposed rules and regulations, the
Committee agreed to table their adoption. Staff was asked to review comments made
regarding Sections 4 g; 4 g 8 (iv); and 4 m and return to the next meeting with any
revisions deemed appropriate for the Policy Advisory Group’s consideration.

4. Information and Discussion Matters
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M. Callahan briefly reviewed the status and highlights of several significant
initiatives related to the University’s water and waste water systems, including the
following:

Water Systems Operations, Management and Maintenance Contract

Water & Wastewater systems Master Planning Process

Recent Water System Improvements

Proposed Memorandum of Understanding between the Umve1 sity and the
Connecticut Water Planning Council

2004-2009 Water Supply Plan Approval

Fenton River Aquatic Habitat Study Approval

University of Connecticut Water Systems 2005 Consumer Confidence Report
University of Connecticut Water System Update, Fall 2006

oawp

@

Mr. Miller asked that the Policy Advisory Group be provided a status report on the
recolonization of Fenton River benthic organisms at the next meeting.

Mr. Hultgren provided a brief report on the status of a Town of Mansfield
commissioned study of sewering the Mansfield Four Corners area.
Adjournment

On a motion by Mr. Berliner and second by Mr. Pelliter, the meeting was adjourned
at
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Engineering, John M, Milone, BE. David W, Dickson, L.A.

Landscape Architecture James G. MacBroom, PE. Thomas J. Daly, BE,
P d

and Enviromimental Science Vincent C. McDermott, FASLA, AICP W. Andrew Greene, PE.
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November 1 4, 2006 : . Jenine . Bonin, BE. Michael F. Mansfield, L.S.

David Murphy, PE,

} Rodney I Shaw, LA,

[ 6 Lo David R. Bragg, PE., L.S,
ond R William A. Root, M.E.S,
- ) Garret Harlow, L.A.

' . i Thomas P. Balskus, PE.
Mr. Thomas Callahan o - Paul F. Mills, PE.
University of Connecticut { L Kon W Kocser BE

e o ot Penelope B, Saudnier, LA )

Office of the President [ Kishor Patei, RE, )
- Ja FE Kulpa, PE.
352 Mansfield Road , TG, Cr;:.§0,~d, PE.
Storrs, CT 06269-2048 Steven D, George, PE,

Ryan R. Chinjelewski, L.A.
Reuben 8. Jones, III, PE.

RE: Master Plan for the University of Connecticut Water Supply and
Wastewater Treatment Systems
Storrs, Connecticut
MMI #1958-06-1

Dear Tom:

We are pleased to be underway on the development of the Master Plan for UConn's water supply
and wastewater systems. The information conveyed at yesterday's project kickoff meeting was
extremely helpful.

As a follow-up to our discussions regarding schedule, we have prepared the attached proposed
timeline for completion of significant milestones and develiverables. Public participation and
input are intended to be integral components of the Master Plan development, with two public
meetings programmed into the work scope. Accordingly, the project schedule has been
evaluated in light of the University's academic calendar, recognizing that the majority of the
serviee area population will be away on winter break from late December through late January.
As such, the first public meeting is proposed to take place in December before the holiday break.
The intent of that initial meeting will be to solicit public input and information to complete the
data collection and review phase of this project.

We strongly recommend that the second public meeting take place after the spring semester
resumes to increase the opportunity for participation by the local service area population. It is
anticipated that the draft Master Plan will be made available for viewing prior to the second
public meeting and then formally presented at that meeting. Following receipt of input and
comments from the public, the draft Master Plan will be finalized for submission to the
Connecticut Department of Public Health (DPH) in compliance with Consent Order No. DWS-
05-078-397.

The current deadline for submission of the Water System Master Plan is February 1, 2007.
Given the desire for public input and in recognition of the necessary time for internal project
stakeholder review, we recommend requesting an extension of the submittal deadline to the DPH
to April 1, 2007. The attached proposed schedule is consistent with that recommendation. -
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Mr, Thomas Callahan
November 14, 2006

Again, we are very excited to be working with the university and other project stakeholders to
complete the university's Master Plan. We are proceeding with the data collection and
assessment phase of the work scope and preparation for the upcoming public meeting.

Very truly yours,

MILONE & MACBROOM, INC.

Jeanine Armstrong Bonin, P.E.
Vice President

Enclosure

cc: Mr. Timothy Tussing, University of Connecticut
Mr. Michael Pacholski, University of Connecticut
Mr. Gregory Padick, Town of Mansfield
Mr. Lon Hultgren, Town of Mansfield

1558-06-1-n1406-lir.doc
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University of Connecticut - Water and Wastewater Master Plan

Proposed Schedule
MNovember 14, 2006

Task/Deliverable

December

January

February

March

April

November

Project Kick-Off Meeting

Progress Meetings

Public Meetings

Data Collection & Review

Data Collection Summiary Memo

Water System Evaluation

Wastewater System Evaluation

Dralt Master Plan Development

Public Review Period

Master Plan Revisions

Submittal o DPH

A Denotes Work Progress

Deuotes a Deliverable

P.21



Preface: In accordance with Section 7.4.A of the RFP, items in this Project Understanding and
Approach are cross-referenced to the RFP as applicable.

Project Background and Understanding

History of Water Supply Planning at University of Connecticut (1 989-2006)

Although the University is not legally defined as a water company, it has complied with various
requirements of the DPH because it is a public water utility. As a result, Individual Water
Supply Plans have been submitted to DPH in the past. The University's first Water Supply Plan
was dated 1989. DPH recommended revisions to this plan in 1990, and a revised plan was
submitted in 1993. A Water Conservation Plan and an Emergency Contingency Plan, each

completed in 1991, were submitted in 1993 as well. The revised and updated plan was
ultimately approved in 1994,

A second Water Supply Plan was submitted October 1999, five years after the prior approval.
During the intervening period of time, many changes had occurred and the University was
embarking on the "UConn 2000" initiative. Like the 1989 plan and its 1993 revision, the 1999
plan went through a period of review and was subsequently approved.

The University's most recent Water Supply Plan was dated November 2004. As before, the
intervening period of time since the last plan approval was characterized by many significant
changes on campus and in the Town of Mansfield. An extensive set of comments was generated
by review agencies and other interested parties throughout 2005. As a result, modifications were
submitted in January 2006. The plan was approved by DPH in May 2006. The approval letter,
dated May 23, 2000, specifically states that "We [DPH] consider this plan as one important step
in the development of a more comprehensive master plan that the University will be preparing to

take into account issues involving the Fenton River and future development in the Town of
Mansfield."

On behalf of the Town of Mansfield, Milone & MacBroom, Inc. reviewed the record of
comments and responses relative to the November 2004 Water Supply Plan. The University and
its consultant responded to comments in a package of amended pages (dated January 25, 2006).
The additional information and expanded analysis contained in the new material is very useful
and it either directly addresses or provides a plan to address items of concern as follows:

o Of particular importance is the University's metering program. Given the complexity of a
diverse and transient population, a complete metering program will provide much-needed
data regarding the magnitude and distribution of water demands, both on- and off-campus. It

will also enable a meaningful assessment of unaccounted-for water to assess potential
leakage and loss.

RFP No. §G52206-1
Master Plan for the University of Connecticut
Water Supply and Wastewater Treatment Systems
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0 The adjusted demand projections appear to be congruent with other sources of information,

including the adjusted projection for the proposed Storrs Center development. As in the
previous edition of the Water Supply Plan, very little expansion of off-campus service is
planned and, therefore, average day demands are not projected to increase significantly
through time. Average day demand in 2003 was reported as 1.289 mgd. This value is
projected to increase by approximately 0.5 million gallons per day to a projected 1.704 mgd
in 2008 and 1.792 mgd by the year 2020. Given that available water is 2.85 mgd, this results
in an average day margin of safety that is well above minimum industry recommendations.
Similarly, peak month margin of safety is above the minimum that is typically recommended
for water systems, both now and through the year 2020.

0 The peak day demand for the system in 2003 was reported as 2.19 mgd. By the year 2008,
projected peak day demands are forecast at 3.31 mgd, thus exceeding both the present day
available water of 2.85 mgd and the registered diversion of 3.152 mgd, and will, therefore,
need to rely on water that is stored in tanks in order to meet these demands. Careful
consideration should be given to the trend of peak days, since these demands could not be
sustained for an extended period of time. Additionally, consideration of alternate emergency
or peaking supply sources would seem prudent.

0 The University's commitment to evaluating its demands and capabilities in light of the

Fenton River Study and near-term demand trends remains important. Implementation of a
system-wide metering program, along with annual water balance assessments and completion
of a comprehensive water audit (as planned) will serve to guide future supply alternatives and
water conservation efforts.

History of Water Supply Planning in Mansfield (2001 -2006)

From 2001 through 2002, the Town of Mansfield commissioned a water supply "study" that
resulted in an informal water supply plan for the Town of Mansfield. The need for a town-wide
water supply plan came, in part, from uncertainties associated with continued supply from the
University of Connecticut water system. Some areas within the Town were (and are currently)
served by public water supply systems. However, representatives of the University had indicated
that extension of their system for provision of water off-campus may be limited in the future,
particularly in light of plans for expansion and growth of the Storrs campus. ‘

The majority of residents in Mansfield obtain their drinking water supplies from private on-site
water supply wells. However, several areas with existing or potential future water demand may
be better suited for service by public water systems for a variety of reasons. These can generally
be grouped iito Northern Mansfield, including Mansfield Four Corners and areas adjacent to
UConn's main campus and Depot Campus; Northwest Mansfield, including the Village of

RFP No. §G52206-1
Master Plan for the University of Connecticut
Water Supply and Wastewater Treatment Systems
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Merrow and the Route 195 corridor; and Southern Mansfield, from Perkins Corner to
Conantville and the Eastbrook Mall. Future institutional, commercial, industrial and residential
growth in Mansfield is expected to occur in each of the three identified geographical areas,
potentially requiring extension or expansion of public water supply distribution systems.

A number of near-term, intermediate-term, and long-term action items were recommended in the
Mansfield water supply plan. These included recommendations for addressing localized water
quality problems in residential areas and at a school; recommendations for bringing water to the
Town from adjoining communities while potentially developing a new source; recommendations

. for facilitating consolidation of small systems; and recommendations for formalizing water

service area boundaries with Windham Water Works.

In late 2005, the Town of Mansfield retained Milone & MacBroom, Inc. to prepare a synopsis of
public water supply service options, focusing on procedural and regulatory processes involved in
various water utility ownership/operation scenarios, including an evaluation of timing
implications, service area constraints and opportunities, potential water rate impacts, the role of
regulatory program jurisdiction, and the advantages and disadvantages. The intent was to
provide a concise summary of facts, issues, and baseline information to enhance the ongoing
discussion of future public water supply in Mansfield, particularly at the University of
Connecticut campus and surrounding areas. The following six options were evaluated for the
Town: University water service, Town of Mansfield water service, private water company water
service, establishment of a regional water authority, establishment of a non-regional water
authority, and establishment of a public-private lease structure.

- This effort was very similar to the "Water System Evaluation" conducted by Earth Tech in 2003.

In that evaluation (conducted for the University), various combinations of the Town, the
University, and Connecticut Water Company were evaluated with regard to water system
ownership and management. :

History of Wastewater Collection and Treatment Systems

A mastér plan developed in 1992 for the former Mansfield Training School (MTS), which is now
know. as the Depot Campus, concluded that it would be more cost-effective to pump wastewater
from the MTS to the UConn wastewater treatment plant than it would be to upgrade the MTS
wastewater treatment plant. A pump station and force main were subsequently designed and
constructed to convey wastewater from the Depot Campus to the Main Campus.

- The University of Connecticut’s wastewater treatment plant was upgraded in 1995 to provide

additional capacity to treat flows for both the Main and Depot Campuses. The wastewater -
treatment plant design capacity was increased from 2 to 3 MGD and the plant was also provided

RFP No. §G52206-1
Muaster Plan for the University of Connecticut
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with improved chlorination and dechlorination facilities to allow the plant to meet more stringent
discharge permit limits for chlorine. The plant’s treatment design includes a pair of EIMCO

Carrousel Aeration Tanks and the plant efﬂuent is discharged though a pipeline to the Mansfield
River.

The plant also provides for partial nitrification and denitrification of the plant effluent. This has
allowed the UConn plant to reduce its nitrogen discharges and keep its cost of complying with
the Department of Environmental Protection’s Nitrogen General Permit law. UConn’s cost of
purchasing nitrogen credits in 2005 was $116, the lowest of any facility in Connecticut that
purchased credits. As nitrogen limits decrease over the next ten years, these costs will rise.
These costs and potential changes to the nitrogen general permit program may require
improvements to the plant to increase its ability to remove nitrogen from the plant effluent.

The UConn wastewater treatment facility serves the Main Campus, the Depot Campus, and
sewered portions of the Town of Mansfield and through a collection system which includes 20
pump stations. Two additional pump stations are under construction, once of which will convey
water resulting from a landfill capping project. Wastewater services to the Town of Mansfield

are provided based on a Sewer and Water Service Agreement between the University and the
Town.

Surveys and studies conducted in the past by the Town of Mansfield have identified properties
with failing on-site septic systems that would benefit from being connected to the University
system. As recently as last year, the Town of Mansfield initiated a facilities planning effort to
evaluate the options for sewering the “Four Corners” area of Town. This area is located at the
intersection of Route 194 and Route 44, just northwest of the main campus. The plan will
evaluate the sewage disposal needs for the businesses and residences in that area and identify the
most cost-effective, envnonmentally -friendly option for treatment.

Current Status of Universitv of Connecticut Water System

Throughout the progression of water supply planning by the University and the Town of
Mansfield, the Town and the University have begun to understand the importance of working
together to address water supply and distribution issues in this growing community. Ensuring
that the water supply and wastewater systems will continue to meet the needs of the University,
existing off-campus users, and adjacent off-campus development in the Storrs area is a shared
objective of the Town of Mansfield and the University.

Coincident with the developing shared approach to solving water problems, DPH consent order
DWS-05-78-397 was issued to the University several years ago. The consent order was issued to
ensure that the University address several operational deficiencies identified by the Drinking

RFP No. §G52206-1
Master Plan for the University of Connecticut
Water Supply and Wastewater Treatment Systems
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Water Division. Consent order DWS-05-78-397a was issued in 2006, replacing the previous
consent order while maintaining its intent and requirements. In particular, the consent order
requires the University to retain a consultant to complete a "master plan" for the University's

water supply and wastewater systems.

Given the history and the objectives described above, the University and the Town of Mansfield
have agreed to jointly commission the development of a Master Plan for the water supply and
wastewater systems. This project is supported by DPH, the University's Board of Trustees, and
the Mansfield Town Council. The subject proposal describes the scope of services offered for
completion of the Master Plan.

Project Approach (RFP Sections 4.1.1 and 4,1.2)

As explained in the Qualifications section, Milone & MacBroom, Inc. is pleased to be affiliated
with Tighe & Bond for this project. This team combines the water supply planning, educational
and institutional development experience, and infrastructure engineering strengths of Milone &
MacBroom, Inc. with the wastewater engineering strengths of Tighe & Bond. Milone &
MacBroom, Inc. will act as the Prime consultant responsible to the University. Tighe & Bond
will be a subconsultant to Milone & MacBloom Inc. under the same terms and condmons

specified in the prime contract.

The University is fortunate that a substantial amount of water system planning has occurred over
the past 10 to 15 years. Because of this, Milope & MacBroom, Inc. and Tighe & Bond intend to
rely on the strengths of previously-completed evaluations, studies, and assessments to provide
much of the information needed for the Master Plan. For example, consider the recently-
approved Individual Water Supply Plan. The approval letter (dated May 23, 2006) specifically
states that ""We consider this plan as one important step in the development of a more
comprehensive master plan that the University will be preparing to take into account issues
involving the Fenton River and future development in the Town of Mansfield." Milone &
MacBroom, Inc. concurs that the water supply plan was indeed an 1mp01t’mt step, and that it will
play a large role in the development of the Master Plan.

Because Milone & MacBroom, Inc. has previously provided consulting services to the Town of
Mansfield with regard to water supply planning, we have substantial knowledge of the issues
within and surrounding the University's water system. While it will be important to utilize this
knowledge and understanding, it will be necessary to re-apply this knowledge within the context
of how the University can best be served by the water system, as well as how the water system
can best serve the University and the Town. With regard to wastewater planning, Tighe & Bond
is confident that it can work with the University and the Town of Mansfield, to identify and

RFP No. §G52206-1
Master Plan for the University of Connecticut
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provide a master plan for addressing their concerns regarding the wastewater collection and
treatiment systems. : ‘

Milone & MacBroom, Inc. prefers to include stakeholders in planning projects, and this
philosophy would be applied to the Master Plan project. Specifically, two public meetings are
proposed for the water and wastewater Master Plan project. Thus, Milone & MacBroom, Inc.'s
experience working with the public and other stakeholders in the Town of Mansfield may be of
particular interest to the University of Connecticut. During the Mansfield Water Supply Plan
project, informational meetings were held with town residents, and separate meetings were held
with stakeholders including the Mansfield Conservation Commission, the University of
Connecticut, and Windham Water Works. Therefore, Milone & MacBroom, Inc. will be able to
anticipate the nature of comments that may be received during the Master Plan project.

REP No. 5G52206-1 _
Master Plan for the University of Connecticut
Water Supply and Wastewater Treatment Systems
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— SCOPE OF SERVICES

Preface: The following Scope of Services incorporates Sections 2.1 through 2.12 and Resources
2.13 through 2.20 of the RFP. In accordance with Section 7.4.A of the RFP, items in this scope
of services are cross-referenced to Sections 2.1 through 2.12 and Resources 2.13 through 2.20 of

the RFP.

Task 1 - Data Collection and Review

At the onset of this project, Milone & MacBroom, Inc. and Tighe & Bond will meet with
University of Connecticut and Town of Mansfield officials to coordinate data gathering, develop

- the project strategy, and set interim submission dates. Subsequent to this meeting, Milone &

MacBroom, Inc. and Tighe & Bond will review the following documents and any others
provided; some are listed in the RFP, while additional items listed below are believed to be
potentially useful for development of the Master Plan:

a University of Connecticut Individual Water Supply Plan, 2004 (approved 2006) — This plan -
will provide much of the basic information about the water utility that is needed to develop
the Master Plan (RFP No. 2.13).

O Prior University of Connecticut Water Supply Plans, 1989, 1993, and 1999 — These plans
will be helpful to demonstrate the evolution of the water utility and its intersection with
various initiatives and projects over the last two decades (RFP No. 2.14).

Q University of Connecticut Campus Master Plan, 1998, and University of Connecticut
Outlying Parcels Master Plan, 2000 — These plans (and their updates, if applicable) provide
information relative to future land use and expansions of the University. An understanding
of future plans is essential for conducting a Master Plan for water and wastewater.

o DPH Consent Orders DWS-05-78-397 and DWS-05-78-397a

Q .DPH Sanitary Survey Report for the University of Connecticut Water System, all dates
available, including the 2004 survey — Similar to the water supply plans listed above, the
sanitary survey reports will provide basic information about the water utility that is needed to
develop the Master Plan, and will be helpful to demonstrate the evolution of the water utility.

o Town of Mansfield Water Supply Plan, 2002 - This plan delineates some of the alternative
scenarios for developing additional water sources and serving additional areas near the
University; and provides some basic groundwork for evaluating management options for the

water utility (RFP No. 2.15).

RFP No. §G52206-1
Master Plan for the University of Connecticut
Water Supply and Wastewater Treatment Systems
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Water System Evaluation, 2003 — In this evaluation (conducted for the University), various
combinations of the Town, the University, and Connecticut Water Company were evaluated
with regard to water system ownership and management. Thus, the document will be helpful
in assessing alternative ownership and/or governance options (RFP No. 2.16).

Synopsis of Public Water Supply Service Options, 2005 — In this evaluation (conducted for
the Town of Mansfield), the following six options were evaluated for the Town: University
water service, Town of Mansfield water service, private water company water service,
establishment of a regional water anthority, establishment of a non-regional water authority,

‘and establishment of a public-private lease structure. Thus, the document will be helpful in
assessing altematwe ownership and/or governance options.

University of Connecticut/Mansfield Sewer and Water Service Agreement, 1989 — This
agreement provides the current framework for the water and sewer service provided to the
Town, and will provide a starting point for several evaluations conducted as part of the

Master Plan (RFP No. 2.17).

Water System Basis of Design Report and Action Plan, 2004 —This plan was developed in
response to the DPH sanitary survey dated April 2004, and discusses issues ranging from
water treatment chernical usage and storage, water storage facilities, and pumping station
performance. As such, it will provide information relative to the condition of water system

components (RFP No. 2.18).

o Pumping Stations and Sewer Force Main Mansfield Training School, 1999 — Tlﬁs document

evaluated various alternatives for pumping wastewater from what is now called the Depot
Campus to the UConn wastewater treatment facility (RFP No. 2.19).

O Facilities Condition Assessment, 2006 (anticipated) — This report will be based on interviews

with university personnel and a review of existing system plans and equipment. It is likely to
provide fundamental information for assessing existing conditions as part of the Master Plan

- (RFP No. 2.20).

Q The Connecticut Water Company's Individual Water Supply Plan for the Northeirm Region,

2005 — This water supply plan will provide information about the major public water supplier
in the communities located north and west of the University of Connecticut system (Tolland
and Coventry, for example) and the extent that the utility may affect water supply in
Mansfield. This information may be relevant, even under the current belief that no
interconnections are to be pursued in the near future.

RFP No. SG52206-1
Master Plan for the University of Connecticut
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S COPE OF SERVI CES

Public Meeting — Following the review of the above information, the first of two proposed public
meetings will be conducted. The meeting will be used to present the scope and objectives of the

project, and gather input from the public. This meeting will conclude the data collection task for
the project.

Task 2 — Water System Evaluation

As required by the RFP Sections 2.1 and 2.2, Milone & MacBroom, Inc. will conduct a strategic
assessment of (1) operational capamnes/capabﬂltles, (2) infrastructure conditions and limitations;
(3) economic value; and (4) management capability of the existing water system. This
assessment will include consideration of environmental and regulatory issues that are frequently
related; an enterprise risk analysis of trends in the water and water infrastructure industries; and
comparison to other institutional community water systems in a variety of municipalities across

the nation. To conduct this assessment, Milone & MacBroom, Inc. will provide the following
services:

O Assess Existing Conditions, Strengths, and Limitations (RFP No. 2.5 and 2.6) — Characterize
the physical plant and the operations of critical system components, and identify and assess
key system strengths and limitations. This subtask will take into account the opinions
expressed in the DPH sanitary surveys, Facilities Condition Assessment, the Water System
Basis of Design Report and Action Plan, and potentially other documents. DPH officials will
be interviewed. A visual inspection of system components will also be undertaken.

a Water System Value (RFP No. 2.10) — Determine the monetary value of the existing water
~system. This subtask will include examination of University financial records related to the
water system (as available), review of recent DPUC dockets for water utility applications and
rate cases, and consultation with up-to-date references for infrastructure evaluation.

a Management and Infrastructure Needs (RFP No. 2.7) — Identify critical short-term and long-
term management and infrastructure improvement needs. This subtask will rely on the
findings of the above subtasks (RFP Nos. 2.5, 2.6, and 2.10), linking the assessment of
strengths and limitations to the water system valuation and the content of the Facilities
Condition Assessment and the Water System Basis of Design Report and Action Plan.

O Progress Meeting — The project team members will meet halfway through Task 2 to discuss
the initial results of the water system evaluation. This meeting will also be utilized to discuss
the initial results of the wastewater system evaluation (Task 3, below).

O Requirements for Improving Operations or Facilitating Transfer (RFP No. 2.12) — Identify
the capital and financial operating options to strengthen the water system operations and/or
facilitate negotiations for the potential transfer of assets. Consistent with the chronology

RFP No. §G52206-1
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' developed within Task 2, this subtask will build upon the findings and conclusions of the
) above subtasks. '

0 Ownership and Management Options (RFP No. 2.3 and 2.11) — Identify and assess

alternative ownership and/or governance options for the water system and its assets. This
! analysis has been substantially conducted for the University and the Town of Mansfield in
y two separate studies listed above under Task 1. However, the analysis must be repeated
within the context of the full scope of study within the Master Plan project, taking into
account the findings of the above subtasks.

0 Recommendations for Implementing Changes in Management (RFP No. 2.4) — The
assessment of alternative ownership and/or governance options for the water system will be
followed with recommendations to guide deliberation and negotiation among the University,
Town of Mansfield; and regulatory authorities regarding the intermediate and long-term
ownership, operation, management and maintenance of the water system.

o Options for Meeting Future Water Demand (RFP No. 2.8) — Project and evaluate options for
meeting future water demand over 10, 25, and 50-year horizons.

a Additional Sources of Water (RFP No. 2.9) = Identify alternatives for securing additional
sources of supply as necessary. It is understood that water system interconnections and new
sources of supply are not likely to be pursued for potable supply in the short-term, but may
be considered for the long-term. Near-term solutions include conservation, reuse of
wastewater for non-potable uses such as irrigation, and development of new supplies for non-
potable usage such as cooling, etc.

O Progress Meeting — The project team members will meet to discuss the results of the water
system evaluation. This meeting will also be utilized to discuss the results of the wastewater
system evaluation (Task 3, below).

Task 3 — Wastewater System Evaluation

As required by the RFP Sections 2.1 and 2.2, Tighe & Bond will conduct a strategic assessment
of (1) operational capacities/capabilities; (2) infrastructure conditions and limitations; (3)
economic value; and (4) management capability of the existing wastewater system. This

7 assessment will include consideration of environmental and regulatory issues that are frequently
i) related; an enterprise risk analysis of trends in the wastewater infrastructure industry; and

& comparison to other institutional wastewater systems in a variety of municipalities across the
nation. To conduct this assessment, Tighe & Bond will provide the following services:

JYHIYPY YOI YWw o e o
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O Assess Existing Conditions, Strengths, and Limitations (RFP No. 2.5 and 2.6) — Characterize
the physical plant and the operations of critical system components, and identify and assess
key system strengths and limitations. This subtask will take into account the opinions
expressed in the Facilities Condition Assessment and other documents.

o  Wastewater System Value (RFP No. 2.10) — Determine the monetary value of the existing
wastewater system. This subtask will include examination of University’s financial records
related to the system (as available) and consultation with up-to-date references for
infrastructure valuation.

! 0 Management and Infrastructure Needs (RFP No. 2.7) — Identify critical short-term and long-
) term management and infrastructure improvement needs. This subtask will rely on the
findings of the above subtasks (RFP Nos. 2.5, 2.6, and 2.10), linking the assessment of
strengths and limitations to the wastewater system evaluation and the content of the Facilities

’ Condition Assessment and the field observations.
L]
) 0 Progress Meeting — The project team members will meet halfway through Task 3 to discuss
' the initial results of the water system evaluation. This meeting will also be utilized to discuss
£ the initial results of the water system evaluation (Task 2, below).
B
3 Q Requirements for Improving Operations or Facilitating Transfer (RFP No. 2.12) — Identify
. the capital and financial operating options to strengthen the wastewater system operations
3 and/or facilitate negotiations for the potential transfer of assets. Consistent with the
G chronology developed within Task 3, this subtask will build upon the findings and
B conclusions of the above subtasks.
2 0O Ownership and Management Options (RFP No. 2.3 and 2.11) — Identify and assess
& alternative ownership and/or governance options for the wastewater system. The analysis
A must take into account the findings of the above subtasks. Although similar analyses have
7 been performed for the water utility, no such evaluations have been performed for the
N wastewater system. However, similar ownership 'md management options will be
& considered.
B O Recommendations for Implementing Changes in Management (RFP No. 2.4) — The
o assessment of alternative ownership and/or governance options for the wastewater system
B will be followed with recommendations to guide deliberation and negotiation among the
2 University; Town of Mansfield; and regulatory authorities regarding the intermediate and

long-term ownership, operation, management and maintenance of the wastewater systen.
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Options for Meeting Future Wastewater Treatment Demand (RFP No. 2.8) — Project and
evaluate options for meeting future wastewater collection and tleatment demand over 10, 25,

and 50-year horizons:

Progress Meeting — The project team members will meet to discuss the results of the
wastewater system evaluation. This meeting will also be utilized to discuss the results of the
water system evaluation (Task 2, above). -

Task 4 — Master Plan Development and Submittal

The following subtasks will be conducted as part of the Master Plan development, editing

a

- process, and submittal to DPH:

Draft Master Plan — Milone & MacBroom, Inc. and Tighe & Bond will develop a draft
Master Plan for the University's water and wastewater systems. Upon completion of the draft
Master Plan, five hard copies will be provided to the University of Connecticut and three
hard copies will be provided to the Town of Mansfield (for distribution to the Department of
Public Works, the Planning Department, and another Department or Commission of the
Town's selection). Additional copies of the draft Master Plan may be emailed to the
University and the Town as requested to facilitate its review.

Progress Meeting — Within two weeks of submitting the draft Master Plan, a progress
meeting with the project team will be held to present the draft Master Plan and receive
comments from the University and the Town.

Public Meeting — Following edits to the draft Master Plan, the second of two proposed public
meetings will be conducted by Milone & MacBroom, Inc. and Tighe & Bond. The meeting
will be conducted to present the findings and conclusions of the draft Master Plan, and gather
input from the public that may be considered for incorporation into the plan. Given the
compressed schedule, the meeting will be announced and advertised with the lead time
required by the Town of Mansfield, but additional pubhc comment periods of varying
durations are not proposed.

Additional Plan Revisions — Based on the public meeting, additional plan revisions may be
authorized by the University and incorporated by Milone & MacBroom, Inc. and Tighe &

Bond.

Submittal to DPH — Upon approval from the University, three copies of the Master Plan will
be submitted by Milone & MacBroom, Inc. and Tighe & Bond to DPH, consistent with the
regulatory deadline of February 1, 2007. The document will be organized and bound in a
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manner which will allow for easy revision, without having to recopy the entire report. A
total of five copies for the University and three copies for the Town will also be filed.

o  Updates — A requirement for regular updating of the Master Plan has not been provided.

’ However, in order to expedite this process if it is subsequently required, Milone &
MacBroom, Inc. will develop a flex format that allows the Master Plan to be periodically
edited and updated without having to start from scratch. Individual chapters could be revised
in the future as needed and inserted. To aid in this effort, each chapter will be self-contained,

e

! a loose leaf (binder) format will be used, and files will be provided electronically for each

3 chapter and for all tables included in the Plan. Text and graphs will be provided in Word and
y Excel format. Appendix pages will be scanned and provided as PDF (Adobe reader) files.

; All files will be copied to a CD.

¥

;] Task 1-4 Meeting Summary

2

% Team meetings and public meetings are described within Tasks 1 through 4 in the proposed
chronological order. The purpose and number of meetings is summarized below.
B Q Meetings with Project Team — At the onset of this project, Milone & MacBrooni, Inc. and
B Tighe & Bond team members will meet with University of Connecticut and Town of

’ Mansfield officials to coordinate-data gathering, develop the project strategy, and set interim
2 submission dates. The second meeting will be held subsequent to the concurrent completion
B of Tasks 2 and 3; and the third will be held toward the end of Task 4. For budgetary
oY purposes, it is assumed that a total of three meetings with the project team will be necessary.
2

0 Public Meetings — Two public meetings are proposed, as described above under Tasks 1 and
4. The first will be conducted to present the scope and objectives of the project, and gather
input from the public. The second will be conducted to present the findings and conclusions
of the draft Master Plan.

B

=

o No separate meetings with DPH officials or review staff are proposed. It is anticipated that
DPH officials and review staff may be invited to attend any of the project meetings.

Project Schedule

The consent order requires that the master plan be submitted to DPH by February 1, 2007.
Therefore, Milone & MacBroom, Inc. will work dili gently from October 1, 2006 (the anticipated
start date) through February 1, 2007 to develop, edit, and submit the master plan. The Plan will
be submitted to DPH as required, before February 1, 2007.

1958-06-0-tech.doc ’

RFP No. §G52206-1
Master Plan for the University of Connecticut
Water Supply and Wastewater Treatment Systems

P.34




Following
Sept ‘05
Drought

:
ey
-
-
Z,

TOTAL TAXONOMIC RICHNESS

Following
QOct 05
Flood

~g— Reach 1

Reach 2
—— Reach 3
—@— Reach 4

—is—- Reach 5

Oct/Nov Dec |
SAMPLING EPISODE

May




THE UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT

SEWER SYSTEM

RULES AND REGULATIONS

As Approved By

Effective Date:

P.36



V.
VL.

VL.

X

809177-1

NoODAELT

RULES AND REGULATIONS

OF

THE UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT SEWER SYSTEM

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Intent

Definitions

Sewer Laterals and Connections

Use of Sewers; Prohibited Waste

Billing; Collection; Termination of Service
Meters for Billing

Sewer System Ownership and Responsibility
Inspection; Penalties; Validity

Fat, Oil and Greass; FOG Requlations

P.37

Eég_e_

[¥3)

10
11
12

13



R Intent

In order fo(insure delete) ensurs the proper removal and disposal of
sewage within the geographic region supplied by the University of Connecticut's
("Supplier”y Sewer Service and System; to insure the proper operation and
maintenance and the proteciion of the Sewer System of the University of
Connecticut; and to provide for the keeping of adequate records and for the
reasonable and proper supervision of the use and operation of such Sewer
System of the University of Connecticut, these rules and regulations are enacted,
regulating and controlling the substances which may be discharged directly or
indirectly into the Sewer System of the University of Connecticut and regulating
and providing for the construction and maintenance of inspection, protective and
treatment devices and facilities.

fil. Definitions

“BOD” (denoting Biochemical Oxygen Demand) shall mean the quantity of
oxygen utilized in the biochemical oxidation of organic matter under
standard laboratory procedure in five days at 20°C expressed in
milligrams per liter (mg/l).

‘COD” (denoting Chemical Oxygen Demand) shall mean the measure of
the oxygen equivalent, expressed in milligrams per liter (mg/l) of that
portion of the organic matter in a sample that is susceptible or oxidation.

“Customer” shall mean the pe‘rson in contract with the Supplier for Sewer
Services

“Garbage” shall mean solid wastes from the domestic and commercial
preparation, cooking, and dispensing of food and from the handling,
storage, and sale of produce.

‘Industrial Wastes” shall mean the liquid wastes from industrial
manufacturing processes, trade, or business as distinct from sanitary
sewage.

“Natural Outlet” shall mean any outlet into a Watercourse, pond, ditch,
lake or other body of surface or groundwater.

“Owner” shall mean the person or persons having title to the property fo
be served by a sewer.

809177-1
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“Person” shall mean any individual, firm, company, association, society,
corporation or group.

“pH” shall mean the logarithm of the reciprocal of the weight of hydrogen
ions in miles per liter of solution.

“Saniiary Sewer” shall mean a sewer which carries sewage and fo which
storm, surface, and groundwater are not intentionally admitted.

“Sewage” shall mean domestic sewage consisting of water and human
excretions or other waterborne wastes incidental to the occupancy of a
residential building or a non-residential, as may be detrimental to the
public health or the environment, but not including manufacturing process
water, cooling water, waste water from water softening equipment, blow
down from heating and cooling equipment, water from cellar or floor drains
or surface water from roofs, paved surface or yard drains.

“Sewer” shall mean a pipe or conduit for carrying sewage.

“Sewer Drain” shall mean that part of the lowest horizontal piping of a
drainage system which receives the discharge from soil, waste, and other
drainage pipes inside the walls of the building and conveys it to the Sewer
Lateral, beginning five feet from the inner face of the building wall.

“Sewer Exdiension” shall mean the connecting pipes, if necessary, between
Sewer Lateral and the Supplier Connection.

“Sewer Lateral” shall mean the extension from the sewer drain to the
Sewer Extension, Supplier Connection, or other place of disposal.

“Sewer Service” shall mean the entire sewage disposal system operated
by Supplier to provide sewage disposal to Customer.

“Sewer System” shall mean all facilities for collecting, pumping, treating,
and disposing of sewage provided by Supplier to provide Sewer Services.

“Shall” is mandatory; “May” is permissive.

“Slug” shall mean any discharge of water, sewage or industrial waste
which in concentration of any given constituent or in quantity of flow
exceeds for any period of duration longer than 15 minutes more than five
times the average 24 hour concentration of flows during normal operation.

“Storm Drain” (sometimes termed “Storm Sewer”) shall mean a pipe or
conduit which carries storm and surface waters and drainage, but
excludes sewage and industrial wastes.

8091771 : .39
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(@)

(b)

()

(d)

()

“Supplier” shall mean and refer to the University of Connecticut in its
capacity as provider of Sewer Services through its Sewer System.

“Supplier Connection” shall mean the Supplier's main sewer conneciion to
the Sewer Lateral, or to the Sewer Extension if necessary, including all
piping and drainage necessary io effectuate a connection io the Supplier's
existing Sewer System.

“Suspended Solids” shall mean solids that either float on the surface of, or
are in suspension in water, sewage, or other liquids, and which are
removable by laboratory filiering.

“Watercourse” shall mean a channel in which a flow of water occurs, either
continuously or intermiiiently.

Sewer Laterals and Connections

Every person desiring to obiain sewage services from the University
must submit an application and receive a permit for construction of
necessary sewer pipelines and equipment. Such application is
attached as [Exhibit A].

After a permit has been issued, all cosis and expenses incident io the
installation and connection of the Sewer Lateral to the Supplier
Connection, shall be borne by the Owner including indemnifying the -
Supplier for any loss or damage that may directly or indirectly be
occasioned by the installation of the Sewer Lateral.

If it is necessary for a Sewer Exiension to be installed, such cost of
installation shall be borne by the Owner, but such Sewer Extension,
upon being hooked up to the Supplier Connection, will be owned,
operated and maintained by the Supplier.

The Owner shall notify the Supplier when the Sewer Lateral is ready
for inspection and connection to the Supplier Connection. The actual
connection shall only be made under the supervision of an employee of
the Supplier.

A separate and independent Sewer Lateral shall be provided for every
building; except where one building stands at the read of another on
the interior lot and no private sewer is available or can be constructed
to the read building, the Sewer Lateral from the front of the building
may be extended to the rear building and the whole considered one
Sewer Lateral.
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(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

The size, slope, alignment, materials of construction of a Sewer
Lateral, and the methods to be used in excavating, placing of the
necessary pipes, joiniing, testing, and backfilling the trench, shall all
conform to the requirements of building and plumbing codes in eifect in
the State of Connecticut, in the town in which ithe Sewer Lateral is
installed, and to the applicable rules and regulations of the Supplier.

[A SECTION CAN BE ADDED ESTABLISHING SPECIFICATIONS
FOR BUILDING SEWER LATERALS IF DESIRED]

Use of Sewers; Prohibited Waste

No unauthorized person shall uncover, make any connections with or
opening into, discharge any waste into, alter or disturb any Supplier
Sewer System or appurienance thereof without first obtaining a writien
permit from the Supplier.

Any person proposing a new discharge into the system or a substantial
change in the volume or character of pollutants that are being
discharged into the system shall notify the Supplier at least thirty (30)
days prior to the proposed change or connection.

No person shall make sewer connections of roof downspouts, exierior
foundation drains, areaway drains, yard drains, or other sources of
surface runoif or groundwater to a Sewer Lateral or sewer drain which
is connected to the Supplier Connection at some point.

No person shall discharge or cause to be discharged any storm water,
surface water, ground water, cellar drainage, roof runoff, subsurface
drainage, or uncontaminated cooling water, or grease from a
commercial facility to any sanitary sewer.

- Storm water, uncontaminated cooling water, and all other unpolluted

drainage shall be discharged to such pipes or conduits as are
specifically designated as a Storm Drain, or to an approved natural
outlet approved by the Town of Mansfield.

No person shall discharge or cause to be discharged any of the

following described waters or wastes to any public sewer:

809177-1
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(1)  Any gasoline, kerosene, alcohol, formaldehyde, benzene,

naphtha, fuel oil, or other flammable or explosive liquid, solid, or

" gas, or any solid, liquid, or gas which by interaction with other
substances may cause fire or explosion hazards.
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(2)  Any waters or wastes containing toxic or poisonous solids,
liquids, ‘or gases in sufficient quantity either single or by
interaction with other wastes, to injure or interfere with any
sewage treaiment process, constituie a hazard to humans or
animals, create a public nuisance, or create any hazard in the
receiving waters of the sewage treatment plant.

(3)  Any waters or wasties having a pH lower than 6.0 or greater than
9.0 having any other corrosive property capable of causing
damage or hazard to the sewage works, or personnel of the
sewage works.

(4)  Solid or viscous substances in quantities or of such size capable
of causing obsiruction to the flow in sewers, or other
interference with the proper operation of the sewage works such
as but not limited to sand, mud, straw, shavings, metal, glass,
rags, feathers, ashes, cinders, tar, plastics, wood, unground
garbage, whole blood, paunch manure, hair and fleshings,
entrails and paper dishes, cups, grease, milk containers, etc.,
either whole or ground by garbage grinders.

No person shall discharge or cause o be discharged the following
described substances, materials, water, or wastes if it appears likely, in
the opinion of the Supplier, that such wastes can harm either the
sewers, sewage treatment process or equipment, have an adverse
effect on the receiving stream, or can otherwise endanger life, limb,
public property, or constiiute a nuisance. In forming an opinion as to
the acceptability of these wastes, the Supplier will give consideration to
such factors as the quantities of subject wastes in relation to flows and
velocities in the sewers, maierials of construction of the sewers, nature
of the sewage treaiment process, capacity of the sewage treatment
plant, degree of treatability of wastes in the sewage treatment plant,
and other periinent factors. The substances prohibited are:

(1) Any liquid or vapor having a temperature higher than
150° F.

(2)  Any water or waste containing fais, wax, grease, or oils, whether

' emulsified or not, in excess of 100 mg/l or containing
substances which may solidify or become viscous at
temperatures between 32 ° and 150° F.

(3) Any garbage that has not been properly shredded. The
installation and operation of any garbage grinder equipped with
a motor of three-fourths horsepower or greater shall be subject
io review and approval of the Supplier. '
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(©)

- Any waters or wastes containing strong acids, pickling wastes,
conhcentrated plating solutions and/or subsequent plating rinses
whether neutralized or not.

Any waters or wastes which are listed as hazardous materials by
the Environmental Protection Agency.

Any waters or wastes containing phenols or other iaste-or odor
producing substances, in such concenirations exceeding limiis
which may be established by the Supplier as necessary, after
treatment of the composite sewage, to meet the requirements of
the State, Federal, or other public agencies.

Any radioactive wastes or isotopes of such hali-lite or
concentration as may exceed limits established by the Supplier
in compliance with applicable State or Federal Regulations.

Materials which exert or cause:

(i) Concenirations of inert Suspended Solids (such as, but not
limited to, Fullers earth, lime slurries and lime residues) or
of dissolved solids (such as, but not limited to, sodium
chloride, and sodium sulfate) in excess of 350 mg/l.

(i) Excessive discoloration (such as but not limited o dye
wastes and vegetable tanning solutions).

(i) A BOD in excess of 300 mg/l or a COD in excess of 600
mg/l or a chlorine requirement in excess of 15 mg/l or in
such quantities as to constitute a significant load on the
wastewater plant.

(iv)  Unusual volume of flow or concentration of wastes
constituting Slugs, including backwash from swimming
pools.

Waters or wastes containing substances which are not amenabie

to treatment or reduction by the sewage treatment processes
employed, or are amenable to treatment only to such degree
that the sewage treatment plant effluent cannot meet the
requiremenis of other agencies having jurisdiction over
discharge to the receiving waters.
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(k)
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(10)  Privy, septic tank or cesspool wastes. However the Supplier
shall require haulers to discharge at a designated facility if one
is developed within the Town or region.

If any waters or wastes are discharged, or are proposed to be
discharged to the public sewers which waters contain the substances
or possess the characteristics enumerated in Section (f) of this
Section, and which is the judgment of the Supplier may have a
deleterious effect upon the ireatment plant or collection sysiem,
processes, equipment, or receiving waters, or which otherwise create a
hazard to life or constituie a public nuisance, the Supplier may:

(1) Reject the wastes.

(2) Require pretreatment to an acceptable condition for discharge,
to the public sewers.

(3) Require control over the quaniitiés and rates of discharge
and/or

(4)  Require payment to cover the added cost of handling and
treating the wastes not covered by existing taxes or sewer
charges.

Grease, oil and sand interceptors shall be provided for all commercial
establishments with cooking faciliies or dishwashers, or any
flammable wastes, sand, or other harmful ingredients; such
interceptors may be required for private living quarters or dwelling
units. All interceptors shall be located as to be readily and easily
accessible for cleaning and inspection.

Where preliminary treatment or flow-equalizing facilities are provided
for any waters or wastes, they shall be maintained continuously in
satisfactory and effective operation by the Owner at his expense.

When required by the Supplier, the owner of any property serviced by a
building sewer carrying industrial wastes shall install a suitable control
manhole or manholes together with such necessary meters and other
appurtenances in the conirol manholes to facilitate observation,
sampling, and measurement of wastes. Control manholes shall be
located and built in a2 manner acceptable to the Supplier. If measuring
devices, meters, and other appurtenances are to be permanently
installed they shall be of a type acceptable to the Supplier. All
sampling, measuring, and other procedures must be acceptable to and
approved by the Supplier. Control manholes, access facilities and all
related equipment shall be installed by the person discharging the
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(b)
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waste, at his expense, and shall be maintained by him at his expense
so as io be in safe condition, accessible and in proper operating
condition at all times. Plans for the installation of the conirol manholes,
access facilities and related equipment shall be approved by the
Suppher prior io the beginning of construction.

No statement contained in this Article shall be construed as prohibiting
any special agreement or arrangement between the Supplier and any
person whereby a waste of unusual strength or character may be
admitted io the sewage disposal works, either before or after pre-
treatment provided that there is no impairment of the functioning of the
sewage disposal works by reason of the admission of such wastes,

and no exira costs are incurred by the Supplier without recompense by
the person.

Sewer Extensions must comply with all Federal, State and local
regulations, including but not limited to Plan of Development, Zoning,
Coastal Area Management and Inland Wetlands regulations

Billing; Collection; Termination of Service
Sewer Charges.

(1) All Customers shall pay to Supplier, when due, a monthly sewer
use charge at a flat rate of [$ 1 per hundred cubic feet
based upon water consumption as indicated on the meter horn
installed in the building. If a Customer does not currently have a
waisr meter, then one must be installed by Supplier, at the
Customers expense, before connection can be made to the
Sewer System. See Section VI for more information on meters.

(2) In addition to the above sewer use charge, each property owner
shall pay a sanitary sewer outlet charge, paid at the time of
connection, in the amount of [$ ] per acre of land calculated to
the nearest 1/10 of an acre, with a minimum [$ ] charge.

Billing; Payment.

Separate premises shall be separately billed. Supplier shall provide
each Customer with a statement for Sewer Services in accordance
with Supplier's standard billing practices for its customers. Bills are
payable when rendered, which are normally quarterly or semi-annually
with the frequency for an accounied determined by the Supplier based
on the days of service, classification and consumption. Failure of the
Customer to receive the bill does not relieve him/her from the
obligation of payment or from the consequences of its non-payment.
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(c)

Vi.

Default of Payment.

Sewer use charges, together with interest, shall constitute a lien upon
the properity on which the building is located. Such lien shall take
precedence over all other liens and encumbrances except taxes and
may be foreclosed in the same manner as a lien for property taxes.
However, the Supplier mainiains the alternative right, in lieu of
foreclosing on the property, and with proper notice, to terminaie the
Customer’s Sewer Services until such time as payment is received. I
the Supplier chooses to terminaie the Customer’'s Sewer Service, a fee
for reconnection may be charged.

Meters for Billing

Occasionally sewer charges are calculated through the use of meters. I
a building is not already outfitted with a meter, then a meter must be installed
before the connection to the Supplier's Sewer System. In somea cases wers it is
impractical ic install a meter in the sewer line billing will be done according to
ysater usage please sse billing section V. And it maybe necassary to install a
vater meter instead.  Such installation will be at the Cusiomer’s expense and
subject to the following terms: ‘

(a)

(b)

809177-1
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The meters will be owned, tested and removed by the Supplier.
Damage due to freezing, hot water, faulty connections, or customer's
own negligence shall be paid for by the Customer.

No person, other than the Supplier, shall break seals or disconnect
meters unless specifically authorized in writing by the Supplier to do
so. If any person takes such action without authorization from the
Supplier, that person will be liable for damages which may result there
from, and shall be billed on the basis of Sewer Services used in a
similar period.

The Customer will provide, at their expense, an accessible and
protecied location for the meter, which location shall be subject io the
approval of the Supplier at the time of service pipe installation.

The meter may be located inside a building when, in the opinion of the
Supplier, an inside setting will provide adequate accessibility,
protection against freezing or other damage to the meter, and when
the Sewer Lateral does not exceed 150 feet in length. A setting within
a building shall be located just inside the cellar wall at a point which will
control the entire supply to the premise.

P.46



When no suitable place inside the building is available, or the Sewer
Lateral exceeds 150 feet in length, the Supplier may require that the
meter be set near the street shutoff with suitable valve in a pit at least
five feet deep, with a cover. Pit and cover shall be approved by the
Supplier. Meter pits and vaulis, including the meter vault cover,
become the property of the Customer upon installation, and the
Customer is responsible for the maintenance and rep air of the vaulis
as needed from time to time. Meter pits and vaulis should be
accessible and free of debris, which will help prevent the meter from
freezing or otherwise damaged.

(d)  The Customer is responsible for maintaining piping on either side of
the meter in good condition and valved on both side of the meter so
that the meter may be removed or replaced convenienily and without
damage to such piping.

() The Cusiomer is requesied io noiify the Supplier prompily of any
defect in or damage to the meter or its connections.

() In order to assure accuracy, the Supplier may at any time remove a
meter for tests, repairs or replacement. At a minimum, meters will be
tested periodically with the tesiing schedule adopted by the Supplier.
Customers shall allow the Suppher access to their property for such
periodic meter tests.

(@)  Upon written request of Customer, the Supplier will test without charge
to the Customer, the accuracy of a meter in use at his premises
provided the meter has not been tested by the Supplier within one year
prior to such request. If the Customer desires to be present for the
‘meter test, he shall notify the Supplier within ten (10) days of ieceipt of
the written notification granting such test by the Supplier.

(h) The Supplier can assume no responsibility for clogging of interior
house plumbing or flooding which may occur during or aiter
interruption of service or repairs to services, meters or mains.

(i) The Supplier may not be required to install a meter until all
requirements for connection to the Supplier Connection have been
met, including inspection of the Sewer Later by Supplier.

Vil. Sewer System Ownership and Responsibilities
The Supplier shall operate, maintain, service, and repair the Sewer

System that it owns, at its sole cost, excluding any repairs, replacements and
maintenance required within one year of completion of iis installation. The
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Supplier shall have the sole and exclusive right to operate and control the Sewer
System in such manner to provide Sewer Services to Customers and to other
projecis now or hereafter owned or served by the Supplier. Subject io its
obligations hereunder, the Supplier shall have no obligation with regard to
repairs, replacements or maintenance of the Sewer Laterals and appurtenances
thereto, which are the property of the Person who owns the Property served.

The Supplier shall not be liable for any damage io person or property,
sustained as a result of any break, failure or accident in or to its system or any
part thereof, which is not due to the Supplier's negligence, or which, being known
to the customer, was not reporied by that customer in time to avoid or mitigaie
such damage.

VHl.  Inspection, Penalties, and Validity

(a)  Any representative of the Supplier, bearing proper credentials, must be
permiited tfo enter all properiies for the purposes of inspection,
observation, measurement, sampling, and testing in accordance with
the provisions of these regulations.

(b)  Any person violating any provision of these regulations shall be served
by the Supplier with written notice stating the nature of the violation
and providing a reasonable time limit for the satisfactory correction
thereof. The Owner shall, within the period of time stated in such
notice, permanently cease all violations. Any person violating any of
the provisions of these regulations shall become liable to the Supplier
for any expense, loss or damage occasioned by reason of such
violation.

(¢)  The invalidity of any one section, clause, sentence, or provision of
these regulations shall not affect the validity of any other part of these
regulations which can be given effect without such invalid part or parts.
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X, Fai, Oil and Grease; FOG Regulations

TABLE 1 ,
Fais, Oils, and Graase Pretreatment Ordinance Sections

Section 1. Purpose.
Section 2. Definitions.
Section 3. Application to Insiall 2 FOG Pretreatment Systam.

Section 4. Discharge Limits.

Section 5. Pretreatment Sysiem Requiraments.
Seciion 4’3 Aliernate FOG Pratreatmant Systam.
Section 7. Pretreatment Equipment Mainisnance
Section 8. FOG Minimization

Fats, Gile, and Grease Pretreatment Ordinance
[Adopisd {Date}]

Section 1. Purpose.

The purpose of this ordinance is to outline the wastewatsr pretreatment
requirements for Food Preparation Establishmenis and other commercial
tacilities that discharge fats, oils, and grease in their wastewater flow. All
new and exisiing faciliies thai generasie and discharge fats, oils, and
greasa in their wastewater flow shall install, operate, and maintain a FOG
pretreaitment system. The requirements of this ordinance shall supplement
and be in addition io the requiresments of the Town, University or the
WWTPY Wastewater Treatment Plant Sewer Use Crdinances.

Section 2. Definitions.

{AGENT} — Authorized representative of the Town, University or {WWTPL
Wu stewater Treatment Plant.

CONTACT PERSOM - The Coniact Person shall mean the individual
responsible for overseeing daily opsration of the Food Prsparation
Establishment and who is responsible for overseeing the Food
Preparation Establishmeni’'s compliance with the FOG Pretreatment
Program.

FOG - FATS, OILS, AND GREASE - Animal and plant darived substances
that may solidify or become viscous between the temperaturss of 32°F
and 150°F (0°C to £5°C), and that separaie from wasiewaisr by graviiy.
Any edible buhalc}ﬂ cs identified as grsase psr the most current EPA
mathod as listed in 40-CFR 138.3.
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FOG INTERCEPTOR - A passive tank installed ouiside a building and
designad io raemove fats, oils, and grease from flowing wasiswater while
allowing wastswater to flow through it, and as further defined hersin

FOG RECOVERY UNIT - All active indoor mechanical systems designed
) remove Ta'ES oli and grease by physical \.:paraimr from flowing
wastewater, as f nh@r defined hersin.

FOG 3‘FETRE£T§‘!‘EE§"@T SYSTEM - P T’ rs o properly instaliled and
operated FOG Interceptors and FOG Recovery Units as approvad by the
{# Jemf}

FOOD PREPARATION ESTABLISHMERNTS - means Class Il and Class
IV food service establishmenis and any other facility determined by the
{ "g@m‘j} to di%hdrge FOG above the set limits in Section 5(b)(Z) of the

Depariment of Environmental Protsclion's General Pemmit for the
Discharge of Wastewater Associaied with Food Praparation
Establishments. Thase faciliies shall include but not be limied o
restauranis, hotsl kitchens, hospital kiichens, school kilchens, bars,
actory cafeterias, and clubs. Class Il and Class IV food service
sstablishmenis shali be as dsfined under Section 12-13-B42 of the Siate
Of Conneciicut Public Health Code.

_-;.|

MOM-RENDERABLE FATS, OILS, AND GREASE - MNon- snr!erau fais,
oils, and grease is food grade grease that has become contaminated with
sewage, detergents, or cther constituenis that make it unaccepiable for
rendering.

NOTIFICATION OF APPROVED ALTERMATE FOG PRETREATMENT
SYSTEM - Writien notification from the {Agency} Tor authorization to install
and/or operaie an aliernale FOG Prelreatmeant System.

PENDEP BLE FATS, OILS, AND GREASE -~ Renderable fats, oils, and
grease is maierial thai can be recovered and sent to renderers for
recycling into various usable products. Renderable grease is created from
spent products collected at the source, such as frying oils dnd grease from
restaurants. This material is also calied yeliow grease.

REMDERABLE FATS, OILS, AND GREASE COMTAINER - ers
closed, leak- proof conhmeu‘ for the collection and storage of foad grade
fats ul and greass. ‘

REGIONAL FOG DISPOSAL FACILITY - A facility for the collection and
disposal of non-renderable FOG approved by the Connecticut Department
of Environ ﬂ~':t:xi Frotection.
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y 3. Application to Install a FOG Pretreatment Sysiem.

FOG Pretresimant Systams shall be provided for:

{1) Al new and existing Food Prsparation Establishments, including
restaurants, cafeterias, diners, and similar non-industrial nar*ilmas
using food preparation procssses thal have the poisntial t
generaie FOG in wastewaisr at concenlrations in excess of the
limits defined in this ordinance.

(<) E*'H-ew and existing facilities which, in the opinion of the [Agancy},
equire FOG Pratreaimant Sysiems for the proper handling of
d\jaated!Jateu coniaining fats, oﬂs oa grease, except that such FOG
Pretreatment Systems shall not be required for private living
quarters or dwelling units.

All new Food Preparation Establishments which generate and dischargs
wastewaisr containing fats, oils, and grease and which will require a
FOG Pretreatment Sysiem, as datermined by the {Agency}, shall include
the design and specifications for the FOG Pretreatment System as part
of the sewer connection application as described in the {Town,
University or WWITP} Sewar Use Ordinance.

All existing Food Preparation Establishments which generats, and
discharge wastewaisr containing fats, oils, and grease, and which
requirs a new FOG Pretreatment Sysiem, as dstermined by the
{Agenocy}, shall submit an application for the installation of a new FOG
Pretreatment System within twelve (12) monihs of adoption of this
ordinance. The application shall be in accordance with {Town, University
or WWTP} Sewer Use Ordinance. The approved FOG Prefreatment
sSystem shall be installed within thres (3) vears of adoption of this
ordinance '

Exis sting Food Preparation Establishments which generaie, and
discharge wastewater containing fats, oils, and grease, and which have
an exisiing non-complying FOG Pretreatment Sysiem may, as
determined by the {Agency}, operaie the existing FOG Pretreaiment
System. Such facilities shall submit an application for an “Aliernate FOG
Pratreatment System” as described in {Section 6 C}. Such application
shall be submitted within twelve (12) months of adoption of this
ordinance. '

All costs and related expenses associated with the |

ins
connection of the FOG Inierceptor(s) or Alternaie FOG Prelreatment
Systam{e) shall be borne by the Food Preparation Establishment. Ths
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Fm*i Preparation Establishment shall indemnify the {Town, University or
ANTPY and iT's Agenis for any loss or damage that may dirsctly oy
mdnecﬂ y occur due to the installation of the FOG Pretraaiment System.

Section 4. Discharge Limits.

FAY

Mo tacility shall disahargﬁ or cause io be discharged any wasiewais
with a FOG conceniration in excess of one hundred (100) milligrams ps
litet, as determined by the currently approved test for total recoverable
fats and grease listed in 40 CFR 1386.3, or in concenirations or in
guaniities which will hamrn either the sawe s or Watser Pollution Control

Facility, as determined by the {Agency}.

Section 5. Pretreatiment System Requiremenis.

A,

o

:n application for the design and installation of a FOG Prelreaiment
System shall bs subject to raview and approval by the {Agsncy} per the
Town, Univarsity or WWTP} Sswer Use Ordinancs, and subject {o the
requirements of all other applicable codes, ordinancas, and laws.

m S

i
1
|

Except as provided by {Section 8}, the wastawater generaied from Food
Preparation Establishments shall be irea ed to remove FOG using a
FO@J Interceplor.

Every struciure at the subject facility shall be construcied, opsrated, and
maintained, in 2 manner to ensure that the discharge of food preparation
wasiewalsr is directed solely to the FOG Intercepior, or Aliernate FOG
Pretreatment System. No valve or bypass piping that could prevent the
discharge of f@&d preparation wasiewater from sniering appropriate
pretreatment equipment shall be present.

The Contact Person at each Food Preparation Establishiment shall notify
the {Agency} when the FOG Pretreatment System is ready for
inspection and connsciion o the public sewer. The connection and
testing shall be made under the supervision of the plumbing inspecior,
and/or {Ageni}.

All applicable local plumbing/building codes shaill be followed during the
instaliation of the FOG Pretreatment Sysiam

FOG Interceptor Requirements.

(h The FOG Intsrceptor shall be installed on a separate building
awer sawifing kitchen flows and shall only be connected
E ioae Tiktures or drains which can aliow fats, cils, and greass

he discharged into the sewer. This shall include:

D G

,m
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i

be di
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() Potsinks;

(b} Pre-rinse sinks, or dishwashers without pra-rinse sinks;

() Any sink into which fals, oils, or grease may be introduced;

(d) Soup kettles or similar devices;

(8) Wok siations;

() Floor drains or sinks into which ketiles may be drained;

(g) Automatic hood wash uniis;

() Dishwashers without pre-rinse sinks; and

)y Any other fixtures or drains that can allow fats, oils, and
greass to be discharged inio the sewer.

‘Mo pipe carrying any waslewater other than from those listed in

the Paragraph above shail be connected io the FOG Intercepior.

No food grinder {garbage disposal) shall discharge to the FOG

Intercepior.

The FOG Interceptor shall be located so as o maintain the
separating distances from weall water suppliss set forth in Section
19- 1u B51d of the Public Healih Code.

The f linwmg minimum- sgparating distances shall be maintained
between the FOG Intercepior and the items listed below.

() Property line
(b) Building served (no footing drains)

(cy Ground water intercepting drains, footing drains and storm

drainage sysiems
(d) Open watsrcourse

The FOG Inierceptor shall have a retention time of at least twenty-

four (24)) hours at the maximum daily flow based on water meisr

records or cther calculation methods as approved by the
{Agsncy}. The FOG Intsrcepior minimum capacity shall be 1,000
gallans. FOG lnterr‘spmrs shall have a minimum of two
comparimenis. The two comparimenis shall be separated by a
baifle that exdends from the botiom of the FOG intsrceptor 1o a
minimum of five (8) inches above the static water level. An
opening in the baffle shall be located at mid-water leval. The size
of the opening shall be at least eight (8) inches in diameter but not
have an area exceading 180 square inches

FOG: Intercepior shall be wateriight and consiructed of precast
concrate, or other durable material.
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FOG Intsrcepiors construcied of pracast concrete, shall mest the

{a) .Ths exierior of the FOG Interceptor, including the exierior

top and botiom and extension o grade manholes, shall be
coated with a waterproof sealant.
(b) Al concrete FOG Intercepiors shall be fabricaied using
minimum 4,000-psi conersie per ASTM standards with 4 o 7
percant air enirainmenit.
Al structural seams shall bs gmuu’—\d with non-shrinking
cement or similar material and coated with a waterproof
sealant.
{d)y Voids between the FOG iﬂ'ten::epm"ﬁ walls and inlet and
cutlet piping shall bs grouied with non-shrinking cement and
coated with a waterproof sealant.

T
(]
Sz

1)

All non-concrete ssplic tanks must be ap prrvad for use by ihe
{Agencyl.

The FOG Interceptor shall be accessible for convenient inspaction
and rnainienance. No structurss shall be placed direcily upon or
over the FOG Intercepior.

The FOG Interceptor shall be installed on 2z lavel stable base tha
has besen mechanically compacied with a minimum of six (6}
inches of crushed sione io prevent uneven setiling.

)]
e
=

Select backidill (Recommended material, sand) shall be placad and
compacied arcund the FOG Interceptor in a manner io prevent
damage 1o ithe tank and to prevent movement caussd by frost
action.

The oullst dischargs line from the FOG Interceptor shall be
directly connected io the municipal saﬁucﬂj sewer.

The FGG Intercepior shall have a minimum liquid depth of thirly-
six (36) inches. -

Separate clean-ouis shall be prwadad cn the inlet and ouilst
piping.

rceplor shall have separate manholes  with
jrade, ’lbD"\fC the inlst and outlet piping. FOG
terceptors ins lled in areas subject to traffic shall have manhole

extensions o grade with ductile iron frames and reund manhole
covers. The word "SEWER" shall be cast into the manholes
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covers. FOG intercepliors installed ouiside areas subject {o trafiic
may have concrate risers with lids either having a minimum weight
cf 59 Ibs or shall be provided with a lock system fo prevent
unauthorized entrance. All manholes and exiensions to grads
providing accesses to the FOG Interceptor shall be at least
seve :M,n(!/) inchas in diameter.

(17) Iniet and outlet piping shall have a minimum dlamnt T"fo ur
inches and be constructed of schedule 40 PYC mesiing AS
1785 with sclvent weld couplings.

()
™

P
mabic
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The inlet and outlet shall each uiilize a tee-pipe on the interior of
the FOG Interceptor. Mo caps or plugs shall be installed on the
tze-pipes. The inlet and outlet shall be located at the centerline of
the FOG Interceptor and at least twelve (12) inches above the
maximum ground water slevation. The inlet tee shall exdend fo
within 12 inches of the boitom of the FOG Intercepior. The inist
invert slevation shall be ai lsast three (3) inches above the inveri
elevation of the outlet but not grsater than four (4) inches. The
outlst iee-pipe shall extend no closer than twelve (12) inches from
the botiom of the FOG Intercepior and the diameter of this ise-
pipe shall be a minimum of four (4) inches.

(19) The diameter of the outlet discharge line shall be a |f—-:13E the size
of the naie? pipe and in no avent less than four (4) inchss.

{20} VWhen necassary ‘due to instaliation concerns, testing for leakage
will be p eriormsd using either a vacuum test or water- -pressure
test.

(1) Yacuum Test - Seal the empty tank and apply a vacuum fo two
(2) inches of mercury. The tank is approved if 90 percent of the
vacuum is held for two (2) minutss

(2) Water-Pressurs Test - Seal the tank, fill with water, and lst
stand for twenty-four (24) hours. Refill the tank. The tank is
approved if the water level is held for ons (1) hour.

Section 6. Alternale FOG Prefreatment System.

A, When it is not practical for the Food Prs amum Establishment io install
an outdoor in-ground FOG Interceptor per {Seciion 5}, an Alternats FOG
Preirealment System may be utilizad upon approval by the {Agency}
and upon receiving '1 "Motification of Approved Aliemative FOG
Pretreatment System." Approval of the system shall be based on
demonsirated {proven) ramoval sfficisncies and rsliability of operation.
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The {Agancy} will approve "ihese systems on a case-by-case basis. The
i's

Contact Person may be required to furnish the manufacture :malyucai
~data demonsirating that FOG disch arge concentrations do not exceed

the hmrtq established in this ordinan

Alternate FOG Prefreaiment Systems shall consist of a FOG Recovery

E.

809177-
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Unit meeting the requiremsenis of {Paragraph D below}, unless there are
special circumstances that preclude such installation, as approved by
ihe {Agencyl, and in accordance with {Paragraph EL

Altarnate FOG Pretreatimsnt Sysiems chﬁliﬂ meet the requiremenis of
{Section 5, A through }, and {Section 5 F. (2 ) and (3} and shall be
installed lrﬁmrﬁdldw% y downstream of each OT’ the fixtures and drains
listed in {Section 5 F. (1)L

(e2)

Aliernate FOG Pretreatment System Requiremsnis.
{1y FOG Recovery Uniis shall be sized io properly pretreat the
measured or calculgied flows usin g methods approved by the

(2) FOG Recovery Units shall be consiructed of corrosion-resistant
naterial such as stainless sieel or plasiic.

(3) Sclids shall be iniercepted and s @3 ated from the effluent flow
using a strainer machanism Eha integral to the unit.

(4) FOG Recovery Units shall operate using a skimming device,
automatic draw-off, or other mechanical means to auiomatically
remove separated FOG. This skimming device shall be conirolied
using a timer, FOG sensor, or other means of auiomatic
cperation. FOG Recovery Uniis operated by timer shall be set io
operate no less Lhm once per day.

(5) FOG Recovary Units shall be included with an internal or exiernal
flow control device.

(6) FOG Recovery Uniis Qh’ﬂi be localed io permii frequent accsss

£

for maintenance, and inspection.

Other Alternate FOG Pretreatment System

(1) Other Alisrnate FOG Pretreatment Systems that do not meet the
requirements of {Seciion 5 F or Section 6 D}, may be congsiderad

for approval by the {Agency} on a case-by-case basis. The
application shall include:
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{a) Documeaniad evidence that the Alternate FOG Pretreatment
System will not discharge FOG concentrations that excead th
discharge limits per {Section 4}.

(b) Plans and spedifications for the proposed system including
plans and profile of system installation, manufacturer's
literature, documentation of performance and any othsr
mbrmatmn detailing the aliernate system

{c) A written Operation and Maintanancs Plan which shall include

the schedule for cleaning and mainienance, copies of
maintenance log forms, a list of spare paris io ue maintained
at the subject facility, and a list of contacts for the
manufaciurer and supplier. Following receipt of writian
. Motification of Approved Allernate FOG Prairsaiment System
from the {Agencyl, the Operation and Mainienance Plan shall
be maintained on the premises. The plan shall be made
available for inspection on demand by the {Agent).

(A written FOG Minimization Plan, which shall include
procaduras for all Food Preparation Establishment erﬁpiogfees
to minimize FOG entering the wastewater collection sysitem.

(e) Description of a FOG Pratreatment Training Program for Food
Preparation Establishment employees in  minimization

0}

procadures.
(2) A Notification of Approvad Alternate FOG Pratraatm“nt System
may be granted for a duration not {o éxcesd thres (3) ars, with

extensions, when demonstrated to the satisfaction of the ngﬁncy}
that the Aliernate FOG Pretreaiment System, Operation and
Maintenance Plan, FOG Minimization Plan and FOG Pretregtment
Training Program are adequaie ito maintain the FOG
concentration in the wastswaier discharge below the limits set in
{Section 4}.

Section 7. Prefreatment Equipment Maintenance

The FOG Pretreatment System shall be maintained continucusly in

/L
satisfactory and effective operstion, at the Food Preparaiion
Establishment's expense.

B. The Contact Person shall be responsible for the proper removal and
disposal, by appropriate means, of the collected material removed from
the FOG Prefreatment Systam.

C. .—x eacold of all FOG Prefreatment System maintenanc activities shall

& maintained on the pramis f:;r a minimum of five (8) y=sars.
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E. The Contact Person shall determine the frequency at which iis FOG
intercepio ( } shall be pumped according io ths following criteria:

(1) The FOG Intercepior shall be complstely cleaned bj licensed
waste hauler when 25% of the operating depith of the FOG
Intercepior is occupied by grease and sstiled solids, or a minimum
of once avery three (3) months, whichever is more frequent.

{2y If the Contact Person can pn’m’é«'% data demonsirating that less
frequent cleaning of the FOG Interceptor will not rasult in a grease
level in excess of 25% of the operating g depth of the FOG
interceptor, the {Agency} may allow less frequant cleaning. The
Contact Person shall provide data including pumping recsipis for
four (4) consecutive cleanings of the FOG Intercepior, complets
with a repoii from the FOG hauler indicating the grease level at
gach cleaning, and the FOG Interceptor maintenancs log.

(3) A maintsnance log shall be maintained on the premises, and shall
include the following information: dates of all activities, volums
pumped, grease depih, hauler's name, location of the wasie
disposal, means of disposal for all material ramovad from the
FOG Interceptor, and the name of the individual recording the
information. The maintenance log and waste hauler's rsceipis
shall be made available to the {Agent} for inspection on demand.
Interceptor cleaning and inspection records shall be maintained
on file a minimum of five (5) years.

F. All removal and hauling of the collected materials must be performed by
State approved wasie disposal firms. Pumped material shall be
disposed of at a Regional FOG Disposal Facility. Pumping shall include
the complete removal of all conients, including floating materials,
wasiewater and setiled sludge. Decanting back into the FOG Intsreeptor
shall not be permitted. FOG interceptor cleaning shall include scraping
excessive solids from the wall, floors, bafiles and all piping.

G. The Contact Person shall be responsible for the cost and scheduling of
all installation and mainienance of FOG Pretreatmeant Sycu:m
components. Installation and maintenance required by the {Ageni} shall
be completed within the tims limiis as given below:
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The Contact Person shall ensure that the FOG Interceptor is inspected
when pumped to ensure that all fittings and fixtures inside the
intercepior are in good condition and functioning properly. Ths depth o
grease inside the tank shall be mesasursd and recorded in ths
maintenance log during every inspection along with any deficiencies,
and the identity of the inspector.
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A, The Contact Person shall maks every praciical effort to reduce the
amount of FOG contributed to the sewer system

B. Renderab l fats, oils, and grease shall not be disposed of, in any sewer
or FOG Interce pt* r. All renderable fats, oils, and grease shall be stored
in a eprxrai  covered, leak-proof, Renderable FOG G Container, stored
out of reach of vermin, and collected by a rendersr.

C. Small quantities of FOG scraped or removed from pots, pans, dishes
and utensils shall be directed o the municipal solid waste stream for
disposal.
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Violation Days from inspection to Correct Violation

Equipment not registerad 30 days
Instaliation violations {outdoor and indoor) 90 days
Operational violations 30 days

Section 8. FOG Minimizatio
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-CME;’“ CME Asswcmﬁes Inc.

e 4 32 Crabtree Lane, P.O. Box 849
Woodstock, CT 06281
(860) 928-7848 FAX (860) 028-7846 -

August 31, 2006

Thomas Q. Callahan
University of Connecticut
Office of the President
352 Mansfield Road
Storrs, CT 06269-2048

Dear Mr. Callahan:

As we discussed earlier this month, CME Associates is conducting engineering services
for NCR Group, a company that has a purchase agreement for a property located at
Maple Road in Mansfield, Connecticut. NCR Group plans to develop the property with
age-restricted housing (age 55 and older), which is consistent with the Town of
Mansfield’s Plan of Conservation and Development. Our client’s plan calls for the new
housing development to connect to the Town of Mansfield public sanitary sewer system
along South Eagleville Road. As you requested, we are writing this letter to provide you
with information that can be used to evaluate our request for a connecﬂon to the Town
Sewer and UCONN wastewater treatment facility.

Appﬂicathame and Address:

NCR Group

143 Maynard Road
Framingham, MA 01701
Attn: Matthew Barach
(508) 653-3939

General Project Description

The proposed age-restricted housing development will consist of a approximately 153 -
individual units with two bedrooms each. The total number residents is estimated at
approximately 225, Construction will be conducted in phases of approximately 30
housing units per phase. The development will include a small clubhouse and may
include one full-time, non-resident employee. The design wastewater flow for the full-
scale development is approximately 23,000 gallons per day.

Wastewater will be pumped from the residences via underground sewer lines to a point
near the crest of the hill on the property, where lines will join to a single sewer pipe.
From here, wastewater will flow through the underground sewer line by gravity downhill
to the north, where it will enter the Juniper Hill Village property.  We have asked
permission of the Board of Directors of the Juniper Hill Village to request access to their
sewer line. The Chairman of the Board of Directors of Juniper Hill has indicated that

Toll Free 1-888-291-3227 An Equal O}:P- 6 Omi’[y Employer www.cmeengineering.com



Mr. Thomas Callahan
August 31, 2006

they are willing to allow such a sewer connection on their property, providing all
engineering is satisfactory. Currently, the Mansfield Center for Nursing and
Rehabilitation, located southwest of the Juniper Hill/Glen Ridge Community, has a
similar agreement in place and pumps its ‘wastewater uphill to the Juniper Hill facility,
whereupon the wastewater enters the gravity-flow portion of the sewer line.

From the Juniper Hill/Glen Ridge Community, wastewater flows by gravity to the north
and west, and enters the Town of Mansfield’s South Eagleville Road pumyp station. From
the pump station, the wastewater is pumped eastward along South Eagleville Road, where
it enters the University-owned sewer line at Westwood Road.

According to Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works for the Town of Mansfield, the
additional wastewater flows represented by our client’s proposed development may
require modifications to the South Eagleville Road pump station, such as construction of
an auxiliaiy wet well. Alternatively, the additional flows could be accommodated by
timing the pumped wastewater discharge from our client’s proposed development to
coincide with off-peak periods, such as during the middle of the night. Our client will
upgrade infrastructure and/or incorporate such design elements, as needed, to ensurs that
the added wastewater flows are compatible with private and Town-owned sewers.

We are interested in obtaining the University’s approval to connect to the UCONN sewer.
We understand that such approval is required before we can obtain approval from the
Town of Mansfield and develop the Community Sewer System Agreement that will be
required per state law. Please call me at 860-928-7848 to arrange a meeting or if you
need any additional information about our proposed project.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. We look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

. /y » M{,ﬁj

’
Wayne H. Bugden, LEP
Director of Environmental Services .

c. Lon Hultgren, Mansfield Department of Public Works
Matthew Barach, NCR. Group
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE
UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT AND
THE DEPARTMENTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION, HEALTH AND
PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL AND THE OFFICE OF POLICY AND
MANAGEMENT ACTING AS THE WATER PLANNING COUNCIL

- Whereas, the University of Connecticut is a Land Grant and Sea Grant College and the
State’s flagship institution of higher learning whose main campus in Storrs, Connecticut

has had its water supply needs served historically from wellfields along the Fenton and
Willimantic Rivers. '

- Whereas, campus growth and development has relied upon the development and
operation by the University of water supply and distribution systems requiring
sustainable, reliable and safe sources of water which must be provided consistent with the
state’s policies to protect its water related resources and watershed lands.

Whereas, section 25-32d of the Connecticut General Statutes (CGS) and the regulations
thereunder establish a comprehensive framework and process for developing and
submitting for state review and approval a water supply plan.

Whereas, the University of Connecticut is not a water company as defined in CGS

- section 25-32a based on an opinion of the Attorney General and thus not subject to the
requirements of CGS section 25-32d and the regulations thereunder for such a water
supply plan.

Whereas, the University has nevertheless regularly prepared water supply plans for its.
water supply systems and submitted them to the Department of Public Health for review.

Whereas, the University of Connecticut has made certain commitments to the Department
of Public Health pursuant to Consent Order DWS-05-078-397 and in Consent Order
DWS-05-078-397a (attached) including the execution of a procurement process that will
result in the retention of a qualified contractor to operate and manage the University’s
drinking water systems and a qualified confractor to prepare a water systems master plan.

Whereas, the University of Connecticut has made certain commitments to the Department
- of Environmental Protection through its letter of September 23, 20035 (attached) regarding
use of the Fenton River and Willimantic River wellfields including restorative actions
and studies, conservation measures and infrastructure evaluations and improvements.

Whereas, the University of Connecticut is committed to setting a high standard for

sustainable development and providing the leadership and example for forward thinking
environmental stewardship.

* Whereas, the Water Plaﬁ;ﬁng Council is constituted pursuant to CGS-section 25-330 to
address issues involving water companies, water resources and state policies regarding
the future of the state’s drinking water supply and is comprised of representatives of the

Public Utility Control Authority, Departments of Environmental Protection and Public
P.62



Health and Office of Policy and Management each of which otherwise has separate
jurisdiction with regard to water resources, supply and use by the University.

Therefore, the University of Comlec'ticut‘agrees that it shall:

s Develop a comprehensive water supply strategy for the period 2007-09 and
submit said complehenswe strategy to the Watel Planning Council by February
28, 2007 for review. Such strategy shall include:

o]

A description of the how the results and recommendations of the Fenton
River Study required by the OPM Record of Decision for the University’s
North Campus Master Plan Environmental Impact Evaluation will be
addressed, including an implementation schedule;

A drought response plan including environmental condition trigger events
and specific actions to be taken by University plant managers, grounds and
athletic field managers, and students and, communication strategies for
students;

a schedule for preparing and implementing a comprehensive water
conservation plan to: meter all customers, buildings, grounds and fields;
provide water efficiency in niew construction, and replace and retrofit
fixtures in existing buildings; utilize water rense and recycling options;
conduct water use audits in conjunction conservation education; undertake
recomméndations of an expert water conservation consultant;

A long term protection plan for sources of drinking water along the Fenton
and Willimantic Rivers including the Fenton River water supply TEeServoir
watershed area; ‘

A schedule for preparing and implementing the recommendations of a
hydraulic study of the water distribution system describing flow
characteristics and operation efficiencies, a description of how the
recommendations of the study will be addressed and an implementation
schedule; ‘

A completion schedule of the Level A aquifer protection area mapping for
the Willimantic River wellfield; '

A scope and schedule for completing an instream flow study of the
Willimantic River similar in purpose to that conducted on the Fenton
River to define and evaluate the linkage between the pumping of the
supply wells and impacts to the Willimantic River. The study will also
evaluate management of the pumping from the wells to optimize
withdrawals while minimizing impacts to the stream habitat (to be used to
determine a safe withdrawal rate for the Willimantic wellfield),

The results of the Willimantic River study and description of how the
recommendations of the study together with the Fenton River results will
be used to shape a comprehensive well field/withdrawal management plan
to be incorporated in the next plan period.

The Water Planning Council agrees that it will review the University’s water supply
strategy, that it will consult with the appropriate authorities in the Town of Mansfield
regarding the strategy, and shall provide;ggoﬁunities for public comment on said



strategy prior to making a determination of their concurrence with the strategy. The

Water Plamming Council shall then provide an advisory opinion to the Department of

Public Health as to the appropriateness of the water supply strategy for incorporation into
“the University’s water supply plan per CGS 25-32d.

The Water Planning Council and the University further agree that they will work together

* to assure that the strategy is expeditiously implemented to guide the future conservation

“and development decisions of the University and its surrounding communities and that
such plan is updated consistent with CGS 25-32d(a). )

Signed:
State of Connecticut State of Connecticut
Department of Public Utility Control Department of Public Health
, )
/ f
WRSESS = AN WY v S
John W. Betkoski, I1II, Commissioner NormaGyle, Deptfﬁy Co@ssioner
A (i~ &- 6%
Date Date
State of Connecticut State of Connecticut
Office of Policy and Management Department of Environmental Protection
- - Bureau of Water Protection and Land Reuse -

,,,,,

w Ll v A s [

David LeVasseur, Under Sec1 etary Betsey( Wingfield, Bureau Chief

/- £¢7(_ | /{ //9&’ /(7&

Date - Date

State of Connecticut
University of Connecticut

By: V/ [

B'éfﬁ'ly Feldman, Vice President

d LU(L

Date
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF E\W?R@NWENF‘A rPR@TECTI.EI\\D\
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Crinls MUNICIPAL NPDES PE

issued to o J‘R"‘(}”( U m;h\[“'l i““i‘_f?_‘y{
Permittees "“’Eocaﬂﬁgddress'
University of Connecticut University of Connecticut
31 LeDoyt Road, Box U-38 31 LeDoyt Road, Box U-38
Storrs, Connecticut 06268 , Storrs, Connecticut 06268
Facility ID: 078-005 Permit T: CT0101320 Permit Expires; November 12, 2011
Becelving Stream:  Willimantic River Design Flow Rate: 3.0 MGD

SECTIONM 1: GENERAL PROVISIONS

(A)  This permit reissued in accordance with Section 22a-430 of Chapter 446k, Connecticut General Statutes ("CGS"), and
Repulations of Connecticut State Agencies ("RCSA") adopted thereunder, as amended, and Section 402(b) ofthe Clean Water
Act, as amended, 33 USC 1251, et. seq., and pursuant {o an approval dated September 26, 1973, by the Administrator of the
United States Environmental Protection Agency for the State of Connecticut to administer a N.P.D.E.S. permit program.

{8)  University of Connecticui, ("permitiee"), shail comply with ail conditions of this permit including the following sections ofthe
RCSA which have been adopted pursuant to Secticn 22a-430 of the CGS and are hereby incorporated into this permit, Your
attention is espeeiaily drawn fo the nofification requirements of subsection (1}(2), ((3), G)(1) ()(6), ()(B), H(H(C),
(HAYCy, (HAL(C), (D), (E), and (¥), (4)(3) and (4) and (1)(2) of Section 22a-£36-3. To the extent this permit imposes
condilions more siringent than those found in the regulations, this permit shall apply.

Section 222-430-3 General Conditions
(a) Definitions
(by General
(¢) Inspection and Entry
(d} Effect of a Permit
{g) Duty to Comply
(D Proper Operation and Maintenance
(g) Sludge Disposal
(h) Duty to Mitigate
(i) Facility Modifications; Notification
(i) Monitoring, Records and Reporiing chuxrcments
(k) Bypass .
(1) Conditions Applicable to POTWs
(m) Effluent Limitation Violations
(n) Enforcement .
(e) Resource Conservation -
(p) Spill Prevention and Control '
(@) Insirumentation, Alarms, Flow Recorders -
(+) Equalization

Sectior 222-430-4 Procedures and Criteria
(r) Dutyto Apply
(b} Duty 1o Reapply
(&) Application Requirements
(d) Preliminary Review
(e) Tentative Determination
() Draft Permits, Fact Sheets
{g) Public Notice, MNotics of Hearing

(Printed on Recycled Paper)
79 Elm Street @ Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
hstp/hws - - ovidep
An Equal OpP 6 5!‘}' Employer
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(h) Public Comments

(i) Final Determination

(53 Public Hearings

(k) Submission of Plans and Specifications. Approval.
()" Establishing Effluent Limitations and Conditions
(m) Case-by-Case Determinations

(n} Permit Issuance or Renewal

(o) Permit or Application Transfer

(p) Permit Revocation, Denial or Modification

(q) Variances

(r) Secondary Treatment Requirements

(s) Treatment Requirements

(t) Discharges to POTWs - Prohibitions

Violations of any of the terms, conditions, or limitations contained in this permit may subject the permittee to enforcement

action including, but not limited to, seeking penalties, injunctions and/or forfeitures pursuant to applicable sectinps of the CGS
and RC5A.

Any false statement in any information submitted pursuant to this Section of the permit may be punishable as a ¢riminal

offense under Section 222-438 or 22a-1312 of the CGS or in accordance with Section 222-6, under Section 53a-157b of the
CGS.

The permitiee shall comply with Section 222-416-1 through Section 22a-416-10 of the RCSA conceining operator
certification.

No provision of this permit and no action or maction by the Commissioner shall be construed to constitute an assurance by the

Commissioner that the actions taken by ihe permittee pursuant to this permit will result in compliance or prevent or abate
pollution.

Nothing in this permit shall relieve the permittee of other obligations under applicable federal, state and local law.

An apmual fee shall be paid for each year this permit is in effect as set forth in Section 22a-430-7 of the RCSA. As of Angust
20, 2003 the annual fee is § 4485.00.

SECTICHN 2: DEFINITIONS

(A}  The definitions of the terms used in this permit shall be the same as the definitions contained in Section 222-423 of the CGS
and Section 223-430-3(a) and 222-430-6 of the RCSA, except for "Composite"”, "MNo Observable Acule Effect Level
(NOAEL) "' and “Grab Sample Average” which are redefined below.

(B) In addition to the above, the following definitions shall apply to this permit:

"*----wa" in the limits column on the monitoring (ables in Attachment 1 means a limit {5 not specified but a value must be
teporied on the DMR, MOR, NAR, and/or the ATMR.

" Average Monthly Limit" means the maximum allowable "Average Monthly Concentration" as defined in Section
222-430-3(a) of the RCSA when expressed as a concentration (e.g. mg/1); otherwise, it means "Average Monthly
Discharge Limitation" as defined in Section 22a-430-3(g) of the RCSA.

"Bi-Weekly" in the context of any sampling frequency, shall mean once every two weeks.

*Comyposite' or "(C)"" means a sample consisting of & minimum of eight aliquot samples collected at equal intervals of
ne Jess than 30 minutes and no more than 60 minutes and combined proporiionally to flow over the sampling period
provided that during the sampling period the peal: hourly flow is experienced.

""Critical Test Concentration” or “(CTC)" means the specified effluent dilution at which the permittee is to conduct a
single-concentration Aquatic Toxicity Test.
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“Daily Composite" or "(DC)" means a composite sample taken over a full operating day consisting of grab samples
collected at egual intervals of no more than sixty (60) minntes and combined proportionally to flow; or, 2 composite
sample continuousty collected over a full operating day proportionally to flow.

"'Daily Concentration” means the concentration of a substance as measured in a daily composite sample, or, arithmetic
average of all grab sample results defining a grab sample average.

"Daily Quantity" means the quantity of waste discharged during an operating day.’
"Geometrie Mean" is the "n"th root of the product of ''n* observations.

“Infiftration'’ means water other than wastewater that enters a sewer system (including sewer system and foundation

drains) from the ground through such means as defective pipes, pipe joints, connections, or manholes. Infiltration does
not include, and is distingnished from, inflow.

"Inflow" means water other than wastewaer that enters a sewer system (mcludmg sewer service connections) from
sources such as, but not imited to, roof leaders, cellar drains, yard drains, area drains, drains from springs and swampy
areas, crogs connections between sterm sewers and sanitary sewers, catch basins, cooling towers, storm waters, surface
runoff, street wash waters, or drainage. lnflow does not include, and is distinguished from, infiltration,

"Instantaneous Limit" means the highest allowable concentration of a substance as measured by a grab sample, or the
highest allowable measurement of a parameter as obtained throngh instantaneous monitoring.

YIn-siream Waste Concentration® or " (ITWC)" means the concentration of a discharge in the receiving water affer
mixing has occurred in the allocated zone of influence.

"Maximum Daily Limit" means the maximum allowable "Daily Concentration” (defined above) when expressed as a
concentration (e.g. mg/l), otherwise, it means the maximom allowable "Daily Quantity” as defined above, unless:it is

expressed as a flow quantity. I expressed as a flow quantity it means *Maximum Daily Flow" as deﬁned in Section 22a-
430-3(2) of the RCSA.

"Rionthly Minimum Removal Efficiency" means the minimum reduction in the pollutant parameter specified when the
effluent average monthly concentration for that parameter is compared to the influent average monthly concentration.

"MNA" a5 3 Monitoring Table abbreviation means *'not applicable’’.
© "NE" as 2 Monitoring Table abbreviation means "not required”.

"No Observable Acete Effect Level” or "'(NOAEL)" means any concentration equal 1o or less than the critical test

concentration in a single concentration (pass/fail) toxicity test, conducted pursuant to Section 222-430-3(j) (D(A)(x) of the
RCSA, demonstrating 0% or greater survival of test organisms at the CTC,

"Quarterly" in the context of any sampling frequency, shall mean sampling is required in the months of January, Aprl,
July, and October. ’

"Range During Sampling" or "{RDS)*" as a sample type means the maximwn and minimum of all values recorded as 2
result of analyzing each grab sample of; 1) 2 Composite Sample, or, 2) a Grab Sample Average. For those permittees with
pH meters that provide continbous monitoring and recording, Range Dusing Sampling means the maximum and minimum
readings recorded with the contmuous monitoring device during the Composite or Grab Sample Average sample
collection.

"Range During Month™ or "(RDIVD)"' as a sample type means the lowest and the highest values of all of the monitoring
data for the reporting month.

"MGD" means million gallons per day.

“Sapitary Sewage" means waslewaters from residential, commercial and industrial sources introduced by direct

connection to the sewerage collection system tributary to the treatment works including non-excessive inflow/infiltration
sources.
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'ug/l" means micrograms per liter

"“Work Day" in the context of a sampling frequency means, Monday through Friday excluding holidays.

SECTION 3: COMMISSIONER'S DECISION

(&)

@)

©

The Commissioner of Environmental Protection ("Commissioner™) has issued z final decision and found continuance of
the existing system to ireat the discharpe will protect the waters of the stae from pollution, The Commissioner’s decision

is based on application # 200501343 for permit reissnance received on May 17, 2005 and the adxmmstranve record
established in the processing of that application.

The Commissioner hereby authorizes the Permittee to discherge in accordance with the provisions of this permit, the

above referenced application, and 2l approvals issued by the Commissioner or his autherized agent for the discharges
and/or activities anthorized by, or associated with, this permit.

The Commissioner reserves the right to make appropriate revisions to the permit, if required after Public Notice, in order
to establish any appropriate efftuent limitations, schedules of compliance, or other provisions which may be authorized
under the Federal Clean Water Act or the CGS or regulations adopted thereunder, as amended. The permit as modified or
renewed under this paragraph may also contain any other requirements of the Federal Clean Water Act or CGS or
regulations adopted therennder which are then applicable.

SECTION 4: GENERAL LIMITATIONS AND OTHER CONDITIONS

)

®)

©

(1))

©)

&
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The Permittee shall not accept any new sources of non-domestic wastewater conveyed (o its POTW through its sanitary.
sewerage system or by any means other than its sanitary sewage system unless the generator of such wastewater; (2) is .

-apthorized by a permit issned by the Commissioner under Section 222-430 CGS (individual permit), or, (b) is autherized

under Section 22a-430b (general pernit), or, (¢) has been issued an emergency or temperary authorization by the .
Compmissioner under Section 22a-6k. All such nob-domestic wastewaters shall be progessed by the POTW via receiving

facilities at 2 location and in a manner prescribed by the psrrmttee which are designed to conlain and control any
unplanned relesses.

No new discharge of domestic sewage from a single source to the POTW in excess of S0,00D gpd, whichever isless -
shounld be inserted may be authorized by the permittee until the discharger has régistered the discharge under the “Generat
Permit for Domestic Sewage” reissued by the Commissioner on June 12, 2002 pursuant to Section 22a-430b of the CGS.

The permittee shall maintain a system of user charges based on actual use sufficient to operate and maintain the POTW
(including the collection system) and replace critical components.

The permittes shall maintain a sewsr use ordinance that is consistent with the Model Sewer Ordinance for Connecticut
Municipalities prepared by the Department of Environmental Protection. The Commissioner of Environmental Protection
alone may avthorize certain discharges which may not conform to the Model Sewer Ordinance.

No discharge shall contain or cause in the receiving siream a visible oil sheen, floating solids, visible discoloration, or
foammg.

) No dxscharge shall cause acute or chronic loxicity in the receiving water body beyond any Zons Of Influence (ZO1)

specifically allocated to that discharge in this permit.
‘The permittee shall maintain an alternate power source adequate to provide full operation of all pump stations in the
sewerage collection system and to provide a minimum of primary treatment and disinfection at the water pollution control

facility to insure that no discharge of untreated wastewater will oceur during a failure of a primary power source.

The average monthly effluent concentration shall not exceed 15% of the average monthly inflnent concentration for BOD;
and Total Suspended Solids for all deily compesite samples taken in any calendar month.

Any new or increased amount of sanitary sewage discharge to the sewer sysiem is prohibited where it will canse a dry
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weather overflow or exacerbate an existing dry weather overflow.

Sludge Conditions

(1) The permittes shall comply with all existing federal and state laws and segulations that apply to sewage sludge use
and disposal practices, including but not limited to 40 CFR Part 503.

(2) If an applicable management practica or munerical limitation for pollutants in sewage sludge more stringent than -
existing federal and state regulations is promulgated under Section 405(d) of the Clean Water Act (CWA), this
permit shall be modified or revoked and reissued to conform to the premulgated regulations.

{3) The permittee shall give prior notice to the Commissioner of any change(s) planned in the permitfess’ sludge use or

disposal practice. A change in the permittees’ sludge use or disposal practice may be a cause for modification of the
pefmit.

(4) Tesling for inorganic pollutants shall follow “Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Wasts, Physical/Chemical
Methods™, EPA Publication SW-846 as updated and/os revised.

The limits imposed on the discharges lsted in this permit take effect on the issnance date of this permit, hence any sample
taken after this date which, upon analysis, shows an exceedence of permit limits will be considered non-compliance.

When the arithmetic mean of the average daily flow from the POTW for the previons 180 days exceeds 90% of the design
flow rate, the permitiee shall develop and submit within one year, for the review and approval of the Commissioner, a
plan io accommodate future increases in flow to the plant, This plan shall include a schedule for completing any
recommended improvements and a plan for financing the improvements.

‘When the arithmetic mean of the average daily BOD; or TSS loading into the POTW for the previous 180 days exceeds
90% of the design load rate, the permittee shall develop and submit for the review of the Commissioner within one year, a
plan to accommodate future increases in [oad to the plant. This plan shall include a schedule for completing any
recommended improvements and 2 plan for financing the improvements.

On or before July 31" of each calendar year the main flow meter shail be calibrated by an independent contracior in
accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications. The actual record of the calibration shall be retained onsite and, npon
request, the permittes shall submit to the Commissioner a copy of that record.

The permittee shall operate and maintain all processes as installed in accordance with the approved plans and
specifications and zs ovtlined in ihe associated operation and maintenance manual. This includes but is not mited to all
recycle pumping systems, aeration equipment, aeration tank cycling, mixing equipment, anoxic basin, chemical feed
systems, effluent filters or any other process equipment necessary for the optimal removal of pollutants. The permittee

shall not bypass or fail to operate any of the approved process equipment without the written approval of the
Commissioner.

The temperature of any discharge shall not increase the temperature of the receiving stream above 85°F, or, in any case,
raise the normal temperature of the receiving stream more than 4°F.

SECTION 5: SPECIFIC EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

(A)  The discharge(s) shall not exceed and shall dtherwise conform to the specific terms and conditions Hsted in this permit.
The discharge is restricted by, and shall be monitored in accordance with Tables A through B incorporated in this permit
as Attachment 1. '

" (B) The Permittee shall monitor the performance of the treatment process in accordance with the Monthly Operating Report
(MOR) and the Nutrient Analysis Report (VAR incorporated in this permit as Attachment 2.
PERMIT # CT 0101320



SECTION 6: SAMPLE COLLECTION, HANDLING and ANALYTICAL TECHNIQUES

(A) Chemical Analysis

®

3
“

" Chemical analyses to determine compliance with effluent limits and conditions established in this permit, shall be

performed using the methods approved pursuant to the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 136 of Title 40 (40 CFR
136) nnless an alternative method has been approved in wiiting pursnant to 40 CFR 136.4 or as provided in
Section 222-430-3-()(7) of the RCSA. Chernicals which do not have methods of analysis defined in 40 CFR 136
or the RCSA shall be analyzed in accordance with methods specified in this permit.

All metals analyses identified in this permit shall refer to analyses for Total Recoverable Metal, as defined in 40
CFR 136 unless otherwise specified.

Grab samples shall be talen duting the period of the day when the peak hourly flow is normally experienced.

Samples collected for bacteriological examination shall be collected between the hours of 11 a.m. and 3 p.m. or at
thzt time of day whien the peak hourly flow is normally experienced. Chlorine residual sample mst be talen at
the same time and the results recorded.

(5) The Minimum Levels specified below represent the concentrations at which guantification must be achieved and

®

@

(8)

verified during the chemical analyses for the parameters identified in Attachment 1, Tables A and B. Analyses for
these parameters must inchude check standards within ten percent of the specified Minimum Level or calibration
points equal o or less than the specified Minimum Level.

Parameier Minimum ¥ evel
Antimony, Total 0.010 mgl
Arsenic, Total 0.005 mg/t
Beryllium, Total 0.001 mg/l
Cadmium, Total - 0.0005 mg/
Chiorine, Total Residual 0.050 mgAl
Chromium, Total 0.005 mg/l
Chromium, Total Hexavalent 0.010 meA
Copper, Total . 0.005 mg/
Cyanids, Total 0.010 mg/t
Lead, Total 0.005 mg/t
Mercury, Total 0.0002 mg/l
Nickel, Total 0.005 mg/i
Seleninm, Total 0.005 mg/l
Silver, Total 0.002 mg/
Thallivm, Total 0.010 mg/l
Zinc, Total 0.020 mg/l

The value of each parameter for which menitoring is sequired under this permit shall be reported to the maximum
level of accuracy and precision possible consistent with the requirements of this Section of the permit.

Effluent analyses for which quantification was verified during the analysis at or below the minimum levels
specified in this Section ard which indicate that a parameter was not detected shall be reported as "less than x"
where %' is the numerical value equivatent to the analytical method detection 1imit for that apalysis.

Results of effluent analyses which indicate that 2 parameter was not present at a concentration greater than or
equal to the Minimum Level specified for that analysis shall be considered equivalent to zero (0.0) for purposes of
determining compliance with effluent limitations or conditions specified in this permit.

(B)  Acute Aquatic Toxicity Test

(1)  Samples for monitoring of Acute Aquatic Toxicity shall be collected and handled as prescribed in "Methods for
Measuring the Acute Toxicity of Effluents and Receiving Waters to Freshwater and Marine Organisms” (EPA-
821-R-02-012).
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(a) Composite samples shall be chilled as they are collecied. Grab samples shall be chilled immediately
following collection. Samples shall be held at 0 - 8°C until Acute Aquatic Toxicity testing is initiated.

(b) Effluent samples shall not be dechlorinated, filtered, or, modified in any way, prior to testing for Aquatic
Toxicity unless specifically approved in writing by the Commissioner for monitoring at this facility.
Facilities with effluent dechlorination and/or fitiration designed as part of the treatment process are not
Tequired to obtain approval from the Commissioner.

(£) Samples shall be taken after dechlorination for Acute Aquatic Toxicity unless otherwise approved in writing
Dy the Commissioner for monitoring at this facility,

{d) Chemical analyses of the parameters identified in Attachment 1, Table B shall be conducted on an aliquot of
the same sample tested for Acnte Aquatic Toxicity.

{f) Atz minimum, pH, total alkalinity, total hardness, and total residual chlorine shall be measured in
the effluent sample and, during Acute Aquatic Toxicity tests, in the highest concentration of the test
and in the dilution (confrol) water at the beginning of the test and af test termination. If total
residual chlorine is not detected at test initiation, it does not need to be measured at test
termination. Dissolved oxygen, pH, and temperature shall be measured in the control and all test
concentrations at the beginning of the test, dafly thereafter, and at test {ermination.

{e) Tests for Acute Aquatic Toxicity shall be initiated within 36 hours of sample collection.

(2)  Monitoring for' Acute Aquatic Toxieity o determine compliance with ihe permit condition on Acute Aquatic
Toxicity (invertebrate) shall be conducted for 48 hours utilizing neonatat (less than 24 hours old) Daphnia pulex.

(3)  Monitoring for Acute Aquatic Toxicity to determine compliance with the permit condition on Acute Aquatic
Toxicity (vertebrate) shall be conducted for 48 hours utilizing larval (1 to 14-day old with no more than 24 hours
tange in age) Pimephales promelas. -

()  Tests for Acute Aquatic Toxicity shall be conducied as preseribed for static non-renewal acute tests in "Methods
for measuring the Acute Aquatic Toxicity of Effluents and Recelving Waters to Freshwater and Marine
Organisms” (EPA/821-R-02-012), except as specified below.

{2) For Acute Aquatic Toxicity limis, and for monitoring only conditions, expressed as a NOAEL value,
Pass/Fail (single-concentration) tests shall be conducted at a specified Critical Test Concentration (CTC)
equel to the Aquatic Toxicity limit, (100% in the case of monitoring only conditions), as prescribed in
Secticn 22a-430-3G)7(A){) of the RCSA. )

(b} Organisms shall not be fed during the tests.

(£) Synthetic freshwater prepared with deionized water adjusted to a hardness of 505 mg/L as CaCO; shall be
nsed as dilution water in the tests.

(d) Copper nitrate shall be used as the reference toxicant.

(8)  For monitoring only conditions, toxicity shall be demonstrated when the results of a valid pass/fail Acute Aquatic
Toxicity indicates less than 90% survival in the effluent at the CTC (100%).

{C) Chronic Aguatic Toxicity Test

(1)  Chronic Aquatic Toxicity testing of the discﬁarge shall be conducted annually during July, August, or September
of each year. b

{2)  Chronic Aqguatic Toxicity testing shall be performed on the discharge in accordance with the test methodology
established In “Shori-Term Methods for Estimating The Chronic Toxicity of Effluents and Receiving Water to
Treshwater Organisms” (EPA-821-R-02-013) as seferenced in 40 CFR. 136 for Cerxaa'aphma survival and
reproduction and Fathead minnow larval survival and growth.
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(a) Chronic Aquatic Toxicity tests shall ntilize a minimpm of five effluent dilutions prepared using a dilution
factor of 0.5 (1009 effluent, 50% effluent, 25% effluent, 12.5% effluent, 6.23% effluent).

{b) Willimantic River water collected immediately npstream of the area influenced by the discharge shall be used
as control (0% effluent) and dilution water in the toxicity tests.

{e) A laboratory water control consisting of synthetic freshwater prepared in accordance with EPA-821-R-02-
013 at a hardness of 5045 mg/l shall be used a5 an additional control (09 effluent) in the toxicity tests.

(d) Daily composite samples of the discharge (final effluent following disinfection) and grab samples of the
Willimantic River, for use as site water control and dilution water, shall be collecled on day 0 for test
solution renewal on day 1 and day 2 of the test; day 2, for test solution renewal on day 3 end day 4 of the test;
and day 4, for test solution renewal for the remainder of the test. Samples shail not be pH or hardness
adjusted, or chemically altered in any way. Samples shall not bé pH or hardness adjusted, or chemically
allered in any way.,

{3)  All samples of the discharge and Willimantic River water used in the Chronic Aquatic Toxicity test shall, at a
minimum, be analyzed and results reported in accordance with the provisions lisied in Section 6(A) of this permit
for the following parameters:

pH

Hardness

Alkalipity

Conductivity

Niirogen, ammonia (total as N)

Solids, Total Suspended

Copper {fotal recoverable and dissolved)
Zinc (total recoverable and dissolved) .-

SECTICH 7: RECORDING AND REPORTING I{EQUEEI\KIENTS

(&)

®)

©

@)

The results of chemical analyses and any aguatic toxicity test required zbove in Section 5 and the referenced Attachment
1 shall be entered on the Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) and reported to the Bureau of Water Protection and Land
Reuss. The report shall also include a detailed explanation of any violations of the Hmitations specified. The DMR must
be received at the following address by the 15% day of the month following the month in which samples are collected,

ATTN: Municipal Wastewater Monitoring Coordinator

Connecticut Department of Environmental Profection

Bureau of Water Protection and Land Reuse, Planning and Standards Division
79 Elm Street

Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127

(1) For composite samples, from other than automatic samplers, the instantaneous flow and the time of each aliquot
sample collection shall be recorded and maintained at the POTW.

Complete and accurate lest data, including percent survival of test organisms in each replicate test chamber, LCsg values
and 95% confidence intervals for definitive test protocols, and ail supporting chemical/physical measurements parformed
in associalien with any aquatic toxicity test, shall be entered on the Aguatic Toxicity Monitoring Report form (ATMR)
and sent to the Biueau of Water Protection and Land Rense at the address specified above in Section 7 (A.) of this permit
by the 15" day of the month following the month in which samples are collected.

The results of the process monitoring required above in Seciion 5 shall be entered on the Monthly Operaling Report
(MOR) and Nutrient Analysis Report (NAR) forms, included herein as Attachment 2, and reported to the Bureau of Water
Protection and Land Reuse. The MOR report shall also be accompanied by a detailed explanation of any violations of the
hmnatmns specified, The MOR and NAR must be received at the address specified above in Section 7 (A) of this permit
by the 15 day of the month following the month in which the data and samples are collected.

A complete and thorough report of the results of the chronie toxicity monitoring outlined in Section 6(C) shall be
prepared as outlined in Section 10 of EPA-821-R-02-013 and submitted to the Department for review on or befere
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December 31% of each calendar vear to the address épeciﬁed above in Section 7 (A) of this permit.

SECTION 8: RECORDING AND REPORTING OF VIOLATIONS, ADDITIONAL TESTING REGUIREMENTS,
BYPASSES, MECHANICAL FATLURES, AND MONITORING EQUIPMENT FAILURES

(&)  Ifany Acnie Aquatic Toxicity sample analysis indicates toxicity, or that the test was invalid, a second sample of the
effluent shall be collected and tested for Acute Aquatic Toxicity and associated chemical parameters, as described above
in Section 5 and Section 6, and the results reported to the Burean of Water Protection and Land Rense (Afin: Aguatic
Toxicity) via the ATMR form (ses Section 7 (B)) within 30 days of the previous test. These test results shall -also be

reported on the next month’s DMR report pursuani to Section 7 (A). The resulis of all toxicity tests and assocmled
chemical parameters, valid and invalid, shail be reporied.

(B)  If any two comsecutive Acute Aguatic Toxicity results or any three Acute Aguatic Toxicity test resulis-in a twelve month
period indicates toxicity, the permittes shall immediately take all reasonable steps to eliminate toxicity wherever possible
and shall submit a report, o the Bureau of Water Proteclion and Land Reuse (Attn: Aquatic Toricity), for the review and
written approval of the Cornmissioner in accordance with Section 22a-430-3()(10)(c) of the RCSA describing proposed
steps to eliminate the toxic impact of the discherge on the receiving water body. Such a report shall include a proposed

time schedule to accomplish toxicity reduction and the permittee shall comply with any schedule approved by the
Commissioner.

(€)  Section 222-430-3(k) of the RCSA shall apply in all instances of bypass Including a bypass of ihe treatment plantora
component of the sewage collection system planned during required maintenance. The Department of Environmental
Protection, Bureau of Water Protection and Land Reuse, Planning and Standards Division, Municipal Facilities Section
(B60) 424-3704, the Department of Public Health, Water Supply Section (860} 509-7333 and Recreation Section (860)
509-7297, and the local Director of Health shail be notified within 2 hours of the permittee learning of the event by
telephoneé during normal business hours, If the discharge or bypass occurs outside normal working hours (8:30 a.m. fo
4:30 p.m. Monday through Friday), notification shall be made within 2 hours of the permiltee learning of the event (o the
Emergency Response Unit at (860) 424-3338 and the Department of Public Health at (860) 509-8000. A written report
shall be submitted to the Department of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Water Protection and Land Reuse, Flanning
and Standards Division, Municipal Facilities Section within five days of the permittes leaming of each occurrence, or
potential gecurrence, of a discharge or bypass of untreated or pastially treated sewage.

The written report shall contain:

(2) The nature and cause of the bypass, permit violation, treatment component failure, and/or equipment failurs,

(b) the time the incident occorred and the anticipated time which it is expected fo continue or, if the condition has
been corrected, the duration,

(¢) the estimated volume of the bypass or discharge of partially treated or raw sewage,
(d) the steps being taken to reduce or minimize the effect on the receiving waters, and

{(e) the steps that will be taken to prevent reoccurrence of the condition in the future.

()  Section 22a-430-3(j) 11 (D) of the RCSA shall apply in the event of any noncompliance with a maximum daily limit
and/or any noncompliance that is greater then two times any permit Himit. The permiltee shall notify in the same manner
as in paragraph C of this Section, the Department of Environmental Protection, Burean of Water Protection and Land
Reuse, Planning and Standards Division, Municipal Facilities Section except, if the noncompliance occurs outside normal
working hours (8:30 2.m. to 4:30 p.m. Monday throngh Friday) the permittes may wait to make the verbal report until
10:30 am of the next business day after learning of the noncompliance.

(&)  Section 222-430-3(j) 8 of the RCSA shall apply in &l instances of monitoring equipment failures that prevent meeting the
requirements in this permit. In the event of any such failvre of the monitoring equipment including, but not limited to,
loss of refrigeration for an auto-sampler or 1ab refrigerator or loss of flow proportion sampling ability, the permittee shall
notify in the same manner a5 in paragraph C of this Section, the Department of Environmental Protection, Bureau of
Water Protection and Land Reuse, Planning and Standarde Divisios, Municipal Facilities Section except, if the failure
oceurs cutside normal working howrs (8:30 am. to 4:30 p.m. Monday through Friday) the permittee may wait to make the
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verbal report nntil 10:30 am of the next business day after learning of the faflure,

(F)  Inaddition to the reporting requirementis contained in Section 22a-430-3(f), (j), and (k) of the Regulations of Connecticut
State Agencies, the permittee shall notify in the same manner as in paragraph C of this Section, the Department of
Environmental Protection, Bureau of Water Protection and Land Reuse, Planning and Standards Division, Municipal
Facilities Section concerning the failure of any major component of the treatment facxhnes which the permittes may have
reason to believe would result in an effluent violation.

This permit is he.reby issued on /Z/ ijm é/b/ 55 / m &
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ATTACHMENT 1

Tables A through B
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TABILE A

Discharge Serial Number (DSN): 001-1

Monitoring Location: 1

Wastewater Description: Sanitary Sewape

Monitoring Location Description: Final Effluent

Allocated Zone of Influence (ZOI): 13.10 cfs

In-stream Waste Concentration (TWC): 26.17 %

FLOW/TIME BASED MONITORING INSTANTANEOUS REPORT
MONITORING FORM | Minimum
Level
PARAMETER Units © Average Maximum Sample Sample Instantancous Sample Sample Aunalysis
Monthly Paily Freq, type Limit or Freg. Type See
Limit Limit Required : Section 6
Rsmge3
Alkalinity mg/l NA NA NR NA. — Monthly Grab MOR.
Biochemnical Oxygen Demand (5 day) g/l 15mg/land 10% | 30 mg/! 3perweek | Daily Composite NA NR NA DMR/MOR
{Oct 1™ - June 30") ( See remark D) of Tnfluent |
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (5 day) mgl 10mg/l and 10% | 20 mgl 3perweck | Daily Composite NA NR NA DMR/MOR.
{July 1*- Sept. 30") (See remark D) : of Influent * : :

o Chlorine, Total Residual .mg/l 0.034* 0.069" 4/Work Day Grab 0.138 4/ Work Day | Grab DMR/MOR '“

<g April 17 through Qctober 317 see romark A below, :

SN Copper, Total kg/d 0.518 1.116 -Wee]i]y Daily Composite “NA NA MNA DMR/MOR "
Cyanide (amenable) keld 0.204 0.306 Weeldy Daily Composite NA NA NA DMR/MOR i
Fecal Coliform April 1* through October 31% Colonies NA NA NR NA seetemarks (B) | 3perweelk | Grab DMR/MOR

per 00l - and (C) below

Flow, Average Daily MGD 3.0 e Continuous™ Daily flow NA NR NA DMR/MOR
Lead, Total ke/d R — ‘Weekly Daily Composite NA NA NA MOR "
Nitrogen, Ammonia (total as M) (Nov. 17 - May 31 mg/] 20 e Weekly Daily Composiie NA NR NA | DMR/MOR/NAR

(June 1* - Oct. 31 2.0 —— Weeldy Daily Compaosite NA NR NA | DMRE/MOR/NAR
Mitrogen, Nitrate (fotal as N) mg/t e NA Monthly Daily Compasite NA NR NA NAR
Nitrogen, Mitrite (total as V) mg/l e NA Monthly Daily Composite NA NR NA NAR
Mitogen, Total Ijeldaht mg/l —_— NA Monthly Daily Composite - Na TNR NA NAR
Nitrogen, Total mgl — NA Monthly Daily Composite NA NR NA DMR/NAR
Oxygen, Dissolved mg/l NA NA NR. NA —_ Work Day Grab MOR
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~

pH S.U. NA NA NR NA 6-9 WorkDay { Grab DMR/MOR.

Phosphats, Ortho mg/l — NA Monthly Daily Composite MNA NR NA DMR/NAR

Phosphorus, Total mg/l — NA Monthly Daily Compaosite NA NR NA DMR/NAR

Solids, Settleable ) mi/l NA NA NA . NA - ‘Worle Day Grab MOR

Solids, Total Suspended, See remark D mg/l 15 mg/l and 10% 30 3 perweek | Daily Composite NA NA NA DMR/MOR

of Influent !

Temperature R g NA ™A NR NA — Work Day Grab MOR’

Turbidity NTU NA NA NA NA — Worlk Day Grab MOR

Zinc g/d 0.047 0.136 Weeldy | Daily Composite MA NA NA DMR/MOR *
_ TABLE A.—~ CONDITIONS ) '

Footnotes:

! The discharge shall meet the more stringent of 15 mgy/1 or 10% of the average monthly influent BOD; from Qctober 1% to June 30" and 10 mg/l or 10% of the average monthly influent BODs from July 1% to
September 30" and 15 mg/l or 10% of the average monthly influent Suspended Solids (Table C, Monitoring location G).

2 The permitice shall record and report on the monthly operating report the minimum, maximum and total flow for each day of discharge and the average daily flow for each sampling month, The permiltes shall
veport, on the discharge monitoring report, the average daily flow and maximum daily flow for each sarmpling month.

The instantancous limits in this columm are maximum limits.

4 The Maximum Daily Concentration to be reported shall be determined by mathematicaily averaging the resulls of the four grab samples required above, The Average Monthly Concentration shall be determined
by mathematically averaging the results of the Maximum Daily Concentrations required above, :

Remarics:
{A) The use of chlorine for disinfection sodium bisulfite for dechlorination shall be discomtinued from November 1% through March 31% except that chlorination 2nd dechlorination cquipment may be started and
tested no earlier than March 15", and residual chlorine gas or liquid and sodium bisulfite ray be used up until, but no later than, November 15%, During these times in March and November the total residual
chloring of the cffluent shall not be greater than 0.138 mg/l, as an instantaneous limit, and 0.069 mg/l, as a maximum daily limit, The analytical results shall be reported on the MOR for the months of Mareh and
November. . -

(B) The geometric mean of the fecal coliform bacteria values for the effluent samples collecied in a period of thirty (30) consecutive days during the period from April 1* through Octaber 317 shall not exceed 200
per 100 milliliters. .

(€) The geometric mean of the fecal coliform bacteria values for the cfflucnt samples collected in a period of seven (7) consecutive days during the period from April 1% through October 31™ shall not exceed 400
per 100 milliliters,

(©) The Average Weeldy discharge Limitation for BODs and Tolal.Suspended Solids shall be 1.5 times the Average Monthly Limit listed above,
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TABLE B

Discharge Sedal Number (DSN): 801-1

1 Momiloring Location: T

Wastewater Description: Sanifary Sewage

Monitoring Location Description: Final Effiuent after dechlorination

Allocated Zooe of Influence (ZOT): 13.10 cfs In-stream Waste Concentration (IWC): 26.17 %
Unils Mazimum Sampling Sample Reporiing Mirimum
PARAMETER Daily Fregquency Type form Level Analysis
Limit See Section § -
Antimony, Total mg/l —emeem Quarierly Daily Composite ATMR. ®
Aguatic Toxicity, Daplinia pulex’ % ——- Quarterly Daily Composite | ATMR/DMR
(See new DMR reporting remark below)
Aqimﬁc Toxicity, Pinephales promeles ! % - Quarterly Daily Composite. | ATMR/DMR
(See new DMR reporting remark below)
Atsenie, Total mg/l e Quarterly Daily Compasite ATMR *®
Beryltium, Total mg/l ———— Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR *
BOD5 mgh | e Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR
Cadminm, Total mg/l —— Quasterly Daily Composite ATMR *
Chromium, Hexavalent mg/l — Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR *
Chromium, Total mgfl — Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR ¥
Chlorine, Totat Regidual mg/l ——— Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR *
Copper, Total mg/l _— Quarierly Daily Composite ATMR *
Cyanide, Amenable mg/l — Quarterly Daify Composite ATMR
Cyanide, Total mgfl —en Quarterly Dnili' Composite ATMR i
Lead, Total mgf — Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR ¥
Mercury, Tofal mg/l e Quarterly Daily Composite " ATMR ¥
Nickel, Total mgft — Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR %
Nitrogen, Ammonia (tofal as N} mafl — Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR
Nirogen, Nifrate, (fotal as 1) mg/l —-- Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR
Nirogen, Nitrite, (total as M) mg/l - Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR
Phenols, Toral mg/l — Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR
Seleninm, Total mgAl ——-- Quarterly Daily Composile ATMR *
Silver, Total mgf} — Quarterly Daily Composite ATMR *
Suspended Solids, Total mg/l e Querierly Daily Composite ATMR
Thallinm, Total mg/l —— Quasterly Daily Compusite’ ATMR *
Zinc, Total mg/l — Quarterly Daily Composite 'ATMR *
TABLE B - CONDITIONS

Rernarks: "The results of the Taxicity Tests are recorded in % survival. The permittee shall report % survival on the DMR based on criteria in Section

6(B) of this permit.
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TABLEC

Discharge Serial Mumber: 001-1 l Ménimdng Location: N

Wastewater Description: Activated Shudge

Monritoring Location Description: Each Aeration Unit

. REPORTING FORMAT INSTAMTANEGQUS MONETORING REPORTING
PARAMETER Sample Frequency Sample Type FORM

Orxygen, Dissolved High & low for each WorkDay 4 WorkDay ‘Grab MOR

Sludge Volume Index WorlDay ~ WorkDay Grab MOR

Mixed Liguor Suspended Sclids WeorkDay WarkDay Grab ‘MOR

TABLE D
Discharge Sesial Number: §01-1 (Moniton'ng Locaiicn: G
Wastewater Description: Sanifary Sewage
Menitoring Location Desceiption: Influent
. . DMR REPORTING FLOW/TEME BASED IMSTANTANEOUS REPORTING
PARAMETER Tnits FORMAT MONITORING MONITORING | FORM
’ Sample Sample Sample | Sample
Frequency Type Frequency | Type
Alkalinity, Tota] o mgfi Monthly NA ‘ Monthly Grab MOR
Carbonaceous Biochemical Oxygen mg/l Monthly 3 per Week Daily Composile NA NA DMR/MOR
Demand {5 day)
Nitropen, Ammonia (total as N) mgfl Monthly Daily Composite NA NA MOR/NAR
Nitrogen, Nitrate (lote as N) mg/t Monthly Daily Composite NA. NA NAR
Nitrogen, Witrite (otal as N} mg/l Monthly Daily Composite NA NA NAR
Nitragen, Total Kjeldahl . mefl | Monthly Daily Composite NA NA NAR
Nitrogen, Total . mgl Monthly Daily Composite NA NA NAR
PH S.U. NA NA WorkDay | Grab MOR
Sofids, Tolal Suspended mpfi Monthiy 3 per Week Daily Compuosite NA NA DMR/MOR.
Temperalure °F ' NA HA WorkDay | Grab MOR
PERMIT #CT 0101320
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TABLEE

Discharge Serial Number: 001-1 livionituring Location: S
‘Wastewater Description: Dewatered Siuﬂge
Monitoring Location Descripion: Dewatered Sludge

P ARAJ\ETER ~ INSTANTANEGUS MONITORING REPORTENG FORM

Unils ' Grab Sample Freg,

Arsenic, Total mg/lg ' Quarterly » DR
Beryllivm, Total mgfkp Quarterly DMR
Cadmium, Toial mglkg ) Quarterly DMR
Chromium, Total mp/kg Quarterly DMR
Copper, Total . mp/ky Quarlerly DMR
Leag, Total melkg Quarterly DMR
Mercury, Total mg/kg Quarterly DMR .
Nic!?al, Tatal : ' mg[kg‘ Quarterly DMR
Mitrogen, Ammonia * mefkg Quarterly DMR*
Nitrogen, Nitrate (total as N) # mg/ks Quarlerly DMR¥*
Nitrogen, Organic * mg/kg " Quarterly ‘ DMR*
Nitrogen, Mitite (total as V) * ’ mg/kg Quanterly DMR¥
Nitrogen, Total ¥ mg/kg Quarterly DMR*
pH * 3.U. Quarterly DMR*
Polychlorinated Biphenyls . : mg/kp Qua;‘;erly DMR
Solids, Fixed R Quarlerhly DMR
Solids, Total % Quarterly DMR
Solids, Volatile % Quiarterly DMR
Zine, Total mg/ke Quarterly DMR
(*) required for composting or Jand applicatior orly
Testing for inorganic pollutants shall follow *Test Methods for Bvaluating Solid Waste, Physical/Chemical Methods”, EPA Publication
SW-846 as updated and/or revised.
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ATTACHMENT 2

MONTHLY OPERATING REPORT FORM
AND
NUTRIENT ANALYSIS REPORT
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FAESRUAMER) Ve et e - .. A

Sample month/year; Facility |D: Phone:

Daily Flow Primary Sludge Aeration Tank #1 Internal Aeration Tank#2 Internal] Return sludge] Waste Waste BOD (5-day) _ |Suspended Solids | Settleable | Turbldity
high |lew |} recycle high }low | recycle sludge | accepted Inf. | Prim.| Final | tnf. | Prim.| Final |__Salids
Mat. | Min. lTotaI Vol % wt. {MLSS! SVI |D.0.)D.O. MLSS| SVI |D.0.1D.0. Yollow) %solids septic) indust] Eff. | Eff. | Eff, | Eff. Eff, Eff,
Units mgd gal. | solids | 1bs. mg/l % mgil % los | gal | gal ma/l mg/l mi/l NTU
Freq dally worl day ‘Worl day | 4iwork day] work Work day|4/work day] work | work day worl §  work day 3 per week 3 per week worl¢ worl
day day day day day
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Chlorine | Chlorine | Chlorine { Fecal {Ammonia | Lowest pH Temp. Zinc Copper {Lead  |Cyanide |JAlkalinity Sludge Disposal Location:

Dose | Residual { Residual | Coliform D.0. . ) {amen).
high | tow | average Effuent | Ef. | wf | Ef| nf |Ef ] BW | BN | Eff Int. | EF, _
lbs [ mgh] _ mgh mg/l 14100 ml mg/l mgfl S\, °F mgh mg/l mg/l mg/l Please relum forms to:

Daily Alwork Alwork Weekly 4per {workday {workday | Weeldy] Weelly| Weekly| Waekly fmonthly DEP - Water Management
day day warkday ATTN: Municipal Wastewater Monitoring Goordinator

Municipal Facilities -
79 Elm Street
Hartford, CT 06106-5127

Statement of Acknowledgement

| certify under penally of law that this document
and all attachments ware prepared under my

direction or supervision in accordance with a

system designed to.assure that qualified

personnel properly gather and evaluate the
information submitted. Based on my inquiry

of the person or persons who manage {he

system, or those persons directly responsible

€8'd

for gathering the information, the information
submitted Is, to the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accuraie, and complete, | am aware
that there are significant penallia's for submitting
false information including the possibility of fine
and imprlsumf\ent for knowing violations.

Authorized Qfficial:

- Title:

Signature;

Date:
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University of Connecticut

Nutrient Analysis Report

for compliance with NPDES permit
Flow Rate

Permit # CT0101320

mgd

Sampling Date ____L_/___

Parameter

Raw Influent

Primary Effluent

Final Effluent

Plant
Efficiency

mg/l Lbs/day

mg/l

Ibs/day

mg/l 1bs/day

%

Ammonia

Nitrite

Nitrate

TEN

Total Nitrogen =

'TEKN -+ nitrite + pitrate

Orthophosphates

Total Phosphorus

Notes: Ibs/day = 8.34 x flow (mgd) x mg/l of pollutant
Flow = Total daily flow on sampling date (mgd)
Plant Efficiency = 100% x (raw influent — final effluent) / raw influent
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The Universiiy of Connecticut-Storrs

e e

Water Conservation Project Kick-off
November 15, 2008

Water Management, Inc.
Amy Vickers & Associates, Inc.
Resource Wise

[

YWhat runs but never walks?

Is used but never destroyed?

Scope of Work ;
Contract UC-06-SG42806-1 &

1. Water use analysis of the Storrs and Depot
campuses & surrounding areas

2. ldentify feasible water conservation
measures '

3. Analyze potential water savings and cost-
effectiveness of water conservation
measures

4. Rank conservation options
5. Recommendations

Weter Munegement, Ine.
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Consultant Project Team

» Water Management, inc.

— Russ Horner Zach Milam
- Francis Whesler Cable Jones

+ Amy Vickers & Associates, Inc,
— Amy Vickers

= Resource Wise

— Lonnie Burke 3t e
Wurer Munugemeat, loe 2%

ater Conseivation Opiions
. Three Main Techniques

1. Water Use Analysis: Conduct a
baseline water demand analysis . i
and create a Uconn-Slors/Depot ;
water profile ("Waler Balance”

2. lIdentify Feasible Hardware
Sonservation Measures for “End
5Es”

‘3. Cost-effectiveness Analysis:
Based on existing water use
in/efficiencies and water
conservation aptions, identify
cosis and benefits of potential
water savings and related benefits.
Incorporate existing and fulure
opersling costs, technical and
regulatory issues.

For NPT B lqll..Ja.-
Ranring v

e e

[T

. Water Monugemant, Ine.

Tasks / Scope of Work

Task 1: Kick-Off Meeting (11/15/06)

Task 2: Baseling Data & Information Gathering

Task 3: As.sessment & Rankiqg Water Use Analysis
Task 4: Pl;ogress Meeting

Task 5: Meter Analysis & Mass Balance (filling the gaps)
Task 6: ID and rank Users of UConn’s well fields

Task 7: Reports and Presentation

Wuier Manugensent, Inc.

P.86



Tus 2 Tuh Tust Tuals & Exrculve
Fraienterion
Haeling Daa Sie Feappes 10 & Naui:
Gulicring e hlesiing Ayzis Water Users Fresent
J 1 2 pulit Kfzu Belance || Ly Desulled
. Repast
Hae 15 206 D= s | | Jm=Feb2y || Fosoonr e 2007 Apr 3687 Yy 2007
Frous =
sy whidawa ul savalialiliiy IKigh Filiiags in s gapy betwezn,
For U e (Drest, Huiidugey Use fuzilitics Thhe tuse eadthee moeters
igh smlume
Prncess uses

Water Mungemant, I,

» 2 Major Welifields
- Femon (0.844 MGD)
« 4 wells, instalted 1926-3¢
- Wilimemie (2.3 MGD)
« 4wells, inswlled 1970-58
B Million Gallons Emergency
Storage
Reguinted by DEP; DPH, EPA o
Public Waler Supply System
~25,000 Population Served (50%
On-Campus) |
- 135 MGD nvg day domsnd
~ 2.1-2.2 MGD peak day demand
Sept 2005

‘Water Monugement, Inc.

_ Task 2 Baseline Data Gathering

UConn 2410: 1995-2005 — Waler conservation achieved by installing Iow-flow
itxtures, reputring and repincing leaky water supply distribution infrastructure

Waier Monngemznt, Ine
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Task 3: Water Audit & Analysis

By conducting an extensive

baseline investigalion we can 502 Water Concumpiian
determine: Brebdawn
) Caning
+All areas of water consumption Tosrer
Leatmge  Biowrdewn
-How much water is being usad AN
based on analytical practices s \
Swinwig ..\\ -
-How much water Is really needed foel —— ormsts
- 5 ot
based on the demographics and hichin A, iy
user types 15 T
‘Washing
-Input data into computerized v
model to determine how much
water can be saved per measure

Task 4: Progress Meeting

Focus on:

o Task?2 findings review

o  Tusk3 nssessments and its refntionship to subsequent project

measurement nctivities

o Task3 idenification nfbuﬂz:lings and facsilities that require further

metering in preparation for Task 5
o Update an the analysis plan

o ldeniifying any additional nssistance required from members of the

UConn staff

o Other project implementmion issues

‘Woter Munsgement, Ine.

Task 5
Meter Analysis & Mass Balance

Logger connects ko P.C. for

laced inside pit for
Logger placed inside p dewnluading dsls

avernight manitoring Water Munug=mmenl, e
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Task 6: 1D and Rank Users of
UConi’s Well Fields

Waler Use Distribution at Virginia Tach

2004

Wistof Use Extloutas Are Galyrar

——— o Dlagn D U 408

O Cooe B Lt TSN

. / Flanre Liings Dumestic Lin s

Pt Ny < apiatunl J21T7,00
T % Itz - V.80
CatFirm -m-—n/k Conlent B 1636,331
™ /“Em’; atkr paks-un LETD
e é Coal e wartdun 0730
Dsekdson Conitig Synian. TatAnn

Eamng / Tt 1£10,000

A / Loniry 1031 P

e [ Ranm
Tuzf 40, oot L

Wit Breatuut s Appropriele ar UCwan
Yluter Munugement, ne.

.
What can be axnscied in Task

=

ol l-l
Virpinia Teeh Water Conservation Propusai .
Dunuestiz Measures { Buthrinms
Which Eulltles Are Ap[!mnrl‘nl: fur UCtlnn w“; | g | e e
wolegs | Pryhart
Dusiness Enthy
idential N £995,267 |F137203 1 735 13.84%
Dining 560,013 §7,650 798 12.6%%
Eand G 500,018 | 5683R7 | 7.3) 13
Faciliies 5102338 514,003 | 23R 10.8%%
Alhiatics $350,784 | 516077 | 15.60 | 64%
Recreationsl Spors 521,234 | E2,008 | 10.57 | 95%
uusa §50,953 | #8070 | 624 | 16.0%
Total Domestic Measures S1,961,508 ($250,536 { 791 | 1.6%
Waler Munugzment, lne.
Virginia Tech Water Conservation Propassl
Qther Water Cunservatinn Messurss
Moumres cor | et | e o

Ingtall higt walar clreulation loap rlsors .

for tho showars In Loo Haoll SAT | 53573 558 187

Rocennoct leo machines 1 cenling .

towar woler ioap In Gwons Dinlng Hall S1aghm |y s12s0 a g%

Roploca & high-flow pra rinse nozzlos -

with & Ulirn Spray nozzles In the dining Soun S2,508 nay 25134

hulis

Instel) .5 misren slde-straam flitrallon = =

for Coniral Chlllor Plant cooling towars | ST | S600 | 203 34

Instoll DX conditloning unlis te roplaco

wator souree unlts In Davidson Hall R e .

Inetal} Starilzor water consarvation kit "

2t Vot Schoal 53,550 S0 5n7 19.7%

Install coniral aystem for coal plia =r zus

wragivdown drain lina flush S8y fsmar | 137 56.5%

Imigetien controls for Athintic and

Rozroational flolds S350 | S4.24B 036 121

Talal Olhar Hoosuroz 5278240 | SN LR .86 2

Woter Mumagement, Ive. Wht ts the slople payhock Himit
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Consultant Projsci Team Contact Info.

Water Manaosmanl. inc.
- Russ Harner
-~ Russ_Hormar@wsiermgt.com,

— Francis Whesler
- Francls_Wheelzr@watermgl.com,

Amy Vickers & Associstes, Inc.

- Amy Vickers
- ava-ine@amyvickers.com

Resource Wise

- Lonniz Burke
~ Wrburke@resnurce-wise.com

Water Munagesnent, fne.

151 703-370-9070 213

el 713-454-4285

tel 413-253-1520

1e] 505-258-7102
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Ce: G. Rober‘ts
: M. Pacholski
Sl £ ~ ' i
STATE OF CONNECTICUT q, peadick
L. Hultgren
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

December 14, 2006
RECT DEi 26 2008

Mr. Thomas Q. Callahan

Associate Vice President : e
University of Connecticut e
Administration and Operations Services

352 Mansfield Road, Unit 2072

Storrs, CT 06269-2072

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEMS: University of Connecticut — Main Campus & Depot Campus
CLASSIFICATION: Community

TOWN: Mansfield

PWSIDS: CT0780011 & CT0780021

Subject: Consent Order DWS-05-078-397a

Dear Mr. Callahan:

This office is in receipt of your request to extend the compliance date of Item 12 of the subject
Consent Order to allow for adequate time to complete the Water System Master Plan for the
University. Pursuant to Item 16 of the Consent Order, your request is hereby granted. The
Department looks forward to receiving your completed plan by June 1, 2007.

If you have any questions regarding this matter please give me a call at (860) 509-7333.

Sincerel
9. T
h ' % 4 //‘5( Q r g?m?z/

Gerald R. Iwan, Ph.D.,
Section Chief

Drinking Water Section
Regulatory Services Branch
Department of Public Health

c: Ellen Blaschinski, DPH
Darrell Smith, DPH
Gary Johnson, DPH
Tim Tussing, UCONN

s:\MREUnit\gary\UCONN extension 12_12_06

Phonet (5-6) 509-7333

Telephone Device for the Deaf: (8601 309-7191
410 Capitol AveP. 9 T\MS # _51WAT
P.O. Box 340308 Hartford, CT 06134




December 19, 2006

M. Gary Johnson

Supervising Envirommental Analyst
Connecticut Department of Public Health
Drinking Water Section

410 Capitol Avenue, MS#512WAT

P.0. Box 340308

Hartford, CT 06134-0308

Re: Consent Order DWS-05-078-397a — University of Connecticut

Dear Mr. Johnson:

Paragraph 9 of the above referenced order requires the University to submit bi-monthly
reports to you outlining our progress in complying with certain of the order’s provisions,
more specifically those contained in Paragraphs 10, 12, and 14. The purpose of this letter
is to meet that obligation for the January 1, 2007 reporting period.

Paragraph 10. New England Water Utilities Services, Inc. INEWUS) continues to
totally operate, manage, and maintain the University’s water supply systems pursuant to
terms of the contract that was previously submitted to the Department.

Paragraph 12. The team of Milone & MacBroom/Tighe & Bond has initiated the
master planning process. The first public participation session was convened on
December 14™ and progress continues consistent with the schedule that was submitted to
the Department last month. We are in receipt of Dr. Iwan’s December 14™ letter granting

an extension of the University’s deadline for submitting Master Plan to the Department to
June 1, 2007.

The University continues to explore a land transaction that would result in long-term
protection of two large tracts of land totaling approximately 500 acres in the Fenton River

watershed. The University will consult with the Department prior to finalizing the
negotiations.

An Egual Opportunity Employer

3532 Mansfield Road Unir 2072
Storrs, Connecricur 06269-2072

Telephone: (8360) 486-4340 - P.92
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December 19, 2006

Our next bi-monthly report is due March 1, 2007. Please don’t hesitate to contact me in
the meantime if you have any questions or need additional information.

Sincerely,

Thomas Q. Callahan
Associate Vice President

TQC/mjfs

Cc: J.R. Galvin
N. Gyle
E. Blachinski
G. Iwan
D. Smith
D. Cooley
D. Levasseur
J. Smith
G. McCarthy
B. Wingfield
L. Hultgren
G. Paddick
R. Urban
R. Lynch
P. Austin
B. Feldman
E. Roberts
M. Pacholski
T. Tussing
R. Miller
T. O’Neill
P. Pezanko
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ftem #4

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

To: Town Council p
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager~7 // ,,,/ 7
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Sean Cox, Resident State

Trooper Supervisor; David Dagon, Fire Chief; Kevin Grunwald, Director of
Social Services; John Jackman, Deputy Chief/Director of Emergency

Management
Date: January 8, 2007
Re: Sprinkler System for Juniper Hill Village

Subiject Matter/Background

As you know, on December 26, 2006 we had another fire at Juniper Hill Village, almost
two years from the date of the last occurrence. The fire started in one of the units, and
that unit will need extensive renovation. Fortunately, we had no fatalities.

The damage cased by this fire would have been much more limited with an effective
sprinkler system. While the main building and newer units are sprinkiered, the cottages
at Juniper Hill are not. (The cottages contain 36 units overall.) Mayor Paterson and |
have spoken with Marcia Zimmer, the Executive Director at Juniper Hill, about the
importance of installing sprinklers in the cottages. | have offered the town's assistance
with reviewing the options that are available, and we are going to start by looking at the
possibility of obtaining funding under the small cities community development program,
which currently funds our housing rehabilitation program. Juniper Hill has received
funding under this program before, and | am optimistic that we would be able to submit
an application for this project. If we were unsuccessful, | would plan to explore other
options with Ms. Zimmer, and report back to the Town Council as appropriate.

As usual, our public safety and social services personnel did a fine jOb in responding fo
the incident, and | thank them for their efforts.

Please let me know if the Town Council has any comments, concerns or questions at
this time.
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Item #5

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council y
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager »"l,,n,,.
CcC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks

and Recreation; Jay O'Keefe, Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation;
Sherry Benoit, Administrative Services Manager; Heather DeCarli, Member
Service Coordinator

Date: January 8, 2007

Re: Mansfield Community Center I\/Iembershlp Development and Marketing
‘Strategies

Subject Matter/Background
The Mansfield Community Cenier recently completed iis third year of operation. In
order to keep Council members up-to-date, we thought it would be worthwhile to provide

a brief presentation to review the third year and current membership and marketing
strategies.

F.97



P98



Ttem #6

Town of ansﬁeld
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council ,

From: Matt Hart, Town Manager /4%

CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager

Date: January 8, 2007

Re: Proclamation Designation February 2, 2007 as “Wear Red Day for Women”

Subject Matter/Backaround

Attached please find a proposed proclamation designating February 2, 2007 as “Wear
Red for Women Day.” Heart disease and stroke are the leading causes of death for
women. These two diseases kill more than 480,000 women in the U.S. every year;
more than the nexi five causes of death combined, including all cancers. In
Connecticut, more than 6,000 women die of heart disease and stroke each year. The
“Wear Red Day for Women” is part of the American Heart Association's campaign to
increase the awareness and proper treatment of heart disease in women.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the Council adopt the proclamation as presented. If the Council
supports this recommendation, the following motion is in order:;

Move, effective January 8, 2007, to designate February 2, 2007 as “Wear Red Day for

Women” in the Town of Mansfield and toc authorize the Mayor to issue the proclamation
as presented by town staff.

Attachmenis
1) Proclamation Designation February 2, 2007 as “Wear Red Day for Women”
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Town of Mansfield
Proclamation
Wear Red Day for Women

Wherens, diseases of the heart are the nation’s leading cause of death, and stroke is the third
leading cause of death; and

Whereas, more than 6,000 women in Connecticut die of cardiovascular disease each year; and,

Whereas, cardiovascular diseases (CVD) are the leading cause of death among women; and

Whereas, cardiovascular disease and stroke kill more than 480,000 women in the U.S. every year;
more than the next five causes of death combined, including all cancers; and,

Whereas, of every five people who die from stroke, about two are men and three are women;
and

Whereas, one in 2.6 deaths in women are from cardiovascular disease (CVD); and,
Whereas, about 46,000 more women than men have a stroke each year; and,

Wihereas, the American Heart Association is continuing their Go Red For Women movement to
encourage women to pay attention to their hearts and help them live longer, stronger lives by
reducing their risk for cardiovascular disease;

NOW, THEREFORE, [, Elizabeth C. Paterson, Mayor of the Town of Mansfield, Connecticut, in
recognition of the importance of the ongoing fight against heart disease and stroke, do hereby
proclaim February 2, 2007, to be “Wear Red Day for Women” in Mansfield and urge all citizens
to wear red in recognition of family, friends and neighbors who have suffered from heart
disease, and as a show of support to fight it. By increasing awareness of the risk factors for this
devastating disease and taking actions to reduce them, we can save thousands of lives each
year.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, I have set my hand and caused the seal of the Town of Mansfield to be
affixed on this 8th day of January in the year 2007.

Elizabeth C. Paterson
Mayor, Town of Mansfield
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Ttem #7

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council o
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager ,ff'}'f/;’fgxﬁ/
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Jeffrey Smith, Director of

Finance; Cherie Trahan, Controller/Treasurer
Date: January 8, 2007
Re: Amendment o Flexible Benefits Plan

Subiject Matter/Background

The Town in cooperation with Region 19 School Board and the Mansfield School Board
sponsors a Section 125 benefits plan for its employees. Section 125 plans aliow,
among other things, for employees to pay for supplemental medical expenses not
covered by health insurance with pre-tax dollars. Our plan has limited the amount an
employee may set aside for these expenditures to $3,000 per year for many years. This
amendment to our plan would increase that limit from $3,000 to $6,000 per year.

Financial Impact
There is no financial impact on the Town.

Legal Review

Shipman and Goodwin, the Town’s labor counsel, prepared the resolutions and
addendum to the plan.

Recommendation
It is respectfully recommended that the Town Council adopt following resolutions:

Resolved, effective January 1, 2007, pursuant to Section 9.01 of the Town of Mansfield
Supplemental Medical Expense Reimbursement Plan ("Plan"), the Town hereby
amends Section 5.02(b) of the Plan by increasing the maximum benefit amount limit

eligible for reimbursement for a Plan Year (January 1-December 31) to $6,000 from the
current limit of $3,000.

Resolved, that the Town Manager of the Town, or any officer of the Town he
designates, is authorized to execute whatever written plan amendment is necessary to
amend the Plan in accordance with the above resolution.

Attachments
1) Plan amendment
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2007-First Amendment
to the
Town of Mansfield Supplemental Medical Expense Reimbursement Plan

Pursuant to Section 9.01 of the Town of Mansfield Supplemental Medical Expense
Reimbursement Plan ("Plan"), the Plan is hereby amended, effective January 1, 2007, as follows:

(1) Section 5.02, Maximum Benefit Amount, is deleted in its entirety and replaced
with a new Section 5.02, as follows:

5.02 Maximum Benefit Amount. The amount of Medical Expenses that will be
reimbursed under this Plan in any Plan Year shall not exceed the lesser of the following amounts:

(2) The amount elected by the Participant to be allocated to his/her
Supplemental Medical Expense Reimbursement Flexible Spending Account in
accordance with Section 4.02(c) of the Section 125 Plan, or

(b)  $6,000.00.
In no event may the amount of reimbursement hereunder in any Plan Year exceed the

amount of Medical Expense actually incurred by the Participant during such Plan Year after the
effective date of his/her first election to receive Supplemental Medical Expense Reimbursement.

Dated this day of , 2007.
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
By
Its

455403 v.01 S1 P.102



Item #8

" Town of ansfieid
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council R,
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager “#.4:1/
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public

Works; Virginia Walton, Solid Waste/Recycling Coordinator; Curt Vincente,
Director of Parks and Recreation; Jennifer Kaufman, Parks Coordinator
Date: January 8, 2007

Re: Town Sponsored Organic Land Care Effort

Subject Matter/Background

In conjunction with the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection, we plan to
sponsor a program to make organic land care (land care minus the use of toxics) more
prominent in Mansfield. As such a series of workshops, announcements, contact with
retailers and landscapers is envisioned.

Financial Impact _

Costs for organic land care trainers, public announcements, etc. would be charged to
existing training and education line items in the general fund and solid waste fund. No
additional expenditures (other than previously budgeted amounts) are anticipated for
these items. If the Town pursues organic land care for its own turf areas, its cost of
fertilizers and other materials would increase slightly over time, as these materials can
have a higher first-cost than traditional (petroleum-based) products. :

Recommendation
This item is informational only, and the Town Council does not need to take any action

on this item. However, staff would appreciate any comments or questions you may
have on this issue.

Atitachmenis
1) Program ouiline memo
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12/21/06

PROPGSED MANSFIELD ORGANIC LANDCARE PROGRAM

1. Municipality - irain staff in organic land cars practices
One day Organic Lawn & Turf Management training in February
Invite — other municipalities and landscapers; Min. & max. registranis - 25to0 30
Publicize — mailing to mid & eastern CT DPWs; CT NOFA will also publicize
Trainers — Northeast Organic Farming Association, Bill Duesing and accradiied
organic landscape professional
Cost - $1,200 two speakers, travsl; lunch at $7.50/person; with minimum
registration the Town’s cost will be approx. $200
Charge - $80 per parson

2. Local lawn and garden retailers - sign-on as organic land care suppliers
Use the model that Grassroots Environmental Education has developed for lawn and
garden retailers.
Participating stores will agrasd to carry informaticn about organic land care (we will
supply}, household hazardous waste brochures, sell compost bins, basic producis used
for natural iawn care
Contact — Willards, Mansfield Supply, Thompson's, Macksy's
Cost — mailing and staif time

3. Local iandscapers — encourage organic accreditation ,
December mailing to 28 local landscapers and lawn services with training brochure
Offer one day Qrganic Lawn & Turf Management training 1o landscape professionals (see
#1 above)
Cost — malling and staff time

4. Residsniial praciices — educational program
a. Create literature on seasonal cars
b. Provide listing of accredited organic landscapers and suppliers
c. Conduct a workshop series —
i. Organic lawns (MOFA CT & landscape practitioner) — 8 to 12; 3/24
Cuost - $800 (2 lecturers — NOFA and landscape practitioner); with
minimum registration of 20 the Town's cost will be $300
Charge - $15 per person .
ii. Composting workshop — discount on a compost bin for attandses (Ginny)
10- 11; 3/31 '
Cost — staff tims
iiil. Mative Alternatives to invasive Plants (Charlotis Pyvle) - 910 12; 4/7
Cost — staff time; speaker from Matural Resource Conservation Service
iv. Ecological Iandscaping (VYivian Felion-NRCS) — 9:30 t0 11; 4/21
Cost - staff tims; speaker from Matural Resourcs Conservation Service

Publiciiy- through trash bill inserts, Parks & Rec Spring brochure for residential program,
website, meta mail, press releases, newspaper ads
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[tem #9

Town of Mansfield
Agenda-ltem Summary

To: Town Council Py
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager Vi
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Mary Jane Newman, Director of

Mansfield Discovery Depot, Inc.
Date: January 8, 2007 ,
Re: 2007 Child Day Care Application

Subject Matter/Background

Attached please find excerpts from the town’s Child Day Care Contract Application to
the Connecticut Department of Social Services to provide funding for the Mansfield
Discovery Depot. The reimbursement rates for childcare slots for calendar year 2007
will remain at the current rate for an award of $244,348. As detailed in the contract
application, the Discovery Depot is seeking funding to provide five slots for full time
infant and toddler care, and 35 slots for full time preschool care.

Recommendation

Staff requests that the Council authorize the Town Manager to execute the contract
application, which grant award provides the bulk of the funding for the operation of the
Mansfield Discovery Depot. If the Council supportis this recommendation, the following
resolution is in order;

Resolved, that the Town Manager, Matthew W. Hart, is empowered to enter info and
amend contractual instruments in the name and on behalf of the Town of Mansfield with
the Department of Social Services of the State of Connecticut for a Daycare Services
Grant Program for the Mansfield Discovery Depot, and to affix the corporate seal of the
Town.

Attachments A
1) Excerpts from the 2007 Child Day Care Application
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' CHILD DAY CARE CONTRACT APPLICATION/DATA FORM e
(PLEASE SIGN AND DATE A4S APPROPRIATE — correcting incorrect and adding missing information )

SINCE, IN THE PAST, MANSFIELD HAS USED A SUBCONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE CHILD CARE SLOTS, PLEASE
REVIEW THE FOLLOWING CORRECTING ANY INCORRECT AND ADDING ANY MISSING INFORMATION:

The SUBCOMNTRACTOR will be:
Mansfield Discovery Depot, Inc. thereinafter referved 1o as MDD
Subcontractor Legal Nume

50 Depot Road
Subcontractor Street Address

Storrs, CT 06268-3106
Subcontractor City, State and Zip Code

Mary Jane Newman, Director
Subcontractor Child Cuare Contact and Title

(860) 487-0062 newmanmjeumansfieldct.org
Subcontractor-Contact Telephone Subconiractor Contact e-muail address

The subcontractor has agreed to provide the following number of child day care slots for the service
categories of care identitied:

a. 5 slots of full time infant and toddler care EL:? # of weeks
b. 35 slots of full time preschool care "‘jlgl # of weels
C. 0  slots of wraparound infant and toddler care # of weeks
d. 0  slots of wraparound preschool care # of weeks
e, 0  slots of fuli-time school age care # of weeks
f. 0  slots of part-time school age care ‘ # of weeks

The child care slots identified above will be provided at the facilities listed below as identified by Depart-
ment of Public Health (DPH) license number(s):

please mark each box thut applies

Meets Ace.
DPH Contract
Lic Number center Infant/Toddler ~ Preschool  School Age Req.'

1. 13856 mdd \ "EI 0 Accredited
2, O ) | O
3. O O O O
4. O O O O
S. a O O0 O
6. O O a &
7. O | O 0
8. | [ g O
9. O O a O
10. d O O O
11, O | O (]
12. a O g O

is accredited or a waiver request is attached o this application

(upproved 10/03) P.106 Manstield



CHILD DAY CARE CONTRACT APPLICATION/DATA FORM

(PLEASE SIGN AND DATE AS APPROPRIATE — correcting incorrect and adding missing information )

~ BUDGET. COLUMN: || Aweeky) “ | = Bweeky)y. | ¢ D
| CATEGORIES OF CARE MAXIMUM RATE | CONTRACTRATE | UNITS TOTAL
1_ infant/Toddler (Std) (ft) $444.231 $147.40
.2 _Infant/Toddler (Title 1) (f $444.231 $165.90
) Infany/Toddler (Accredited) (f) $0.00 $0.00
_ Preschool (Std) (it) $288.462 $113.20
© Preschaol (Title 1) () $288.462 $126.10
5 ) vPreschoq/ {Accredited) (ﬁ) $0.00 $0.00
R RS Weekly Total | $
Number of Weeks | x
ik Poelitan Bl SUBTOTAL | §
© 10 Infant/Toddler (Ste) (wa) $444.231 $53.10
415 Infant/Toddler (Title 1) (wa) $444.231 $59.70
12 Infant/Todldler (Accredited) (wa) $0.00 $0.00
743" Preschool (Std) (wa) $288.462 $40.80
17244’ Preschool (Title 1) (wa) $288.462 $45.30
4B Preschool {Accredited) (wa) $0.00 $0.00
16 R R Ny Weeldy Total | §
' Number of Weeks | x
T _ R SUBTOTAL | §
© 19, Infant/Toddler (Std) (wa) () $444.231 $147.40
20 ¢ Infant/Toddler (Title 1) (wa) () $444.231 $165.90
91 nfany/Toddler (Accredited) (wa) (f) $0.00 $0.00
:"'22> Preschool (Std) (wa) {it) $288.452 $113.20
: 23 Preschool (Title 1) (wa) (ft) $288.462 $126.10
24 Preschool (Accreditad) (wa) (ft) $0.00 $0.00
o5 e T o Weekly Total | $
ﬁ»_QVG Number of Weeks
27 . SUBTOTAL
|28 School Age (Std) () $127.818 $113.20
29 School Age (Title 1) (fi) $127.818 $126.10
30 School Age (Accradited) (ft) $0.00 $0.00
31 ;' S o Weekly Total | §
32 Number of Weeks | x
o33 SUBTOTAL
.34 School Age (Std) $127.818 $54.80
35 School Age (Title 1) $127.818 $61.10
.36, School Age (Accredited) $0.00 $0.00
37 Weekly Total | $
: '38 Number of Weeks | x
30 SUBTOTAL | §
'4D‘i GRAND TOTAL (lines 9+18+27+33+39) round il to the warest whole dotiee | 5 244,348.00

fapproved 10/03)
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Item #10

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council g
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager # :’u/fL
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public

Works; John Jackman, Fire Marshal; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks and
Recreation; Jennifer Kaufman, Parks Coordinator

Date: January 8, 2007
Re: Pre-Disaster Hazard Mitigation Plan Grant

Subject Matter/Background

We have recently learned of a FEMA pre-disaster mitigation grant administered by the
DEP to purchase or protect properties in flood-prone areas. A minimum of $500,000 is
available to the State of CT in the coming Federal fiscal year (2007). The DEP has set
a priority on property purchases for this year. Mansfield has at least 7 properties near
the West end of Thornbush Road that are flooded frequently by the Willimantic River
that appear to be eligible for this grant program. We are in the process of contacting
some of these property owners to determine if there is any interest in participating in this
voluntary program, which we can report at the Council meeting (property owner consent
is required, but not at the application stage). The grant would fund the appraisals,
purchases and demolition of these structures. The properties could be made into a
riverside park which would compliment the park area near Plains Road along the
Willimantic in Northern Mansfield.

Financial Impact

A 25% local match is required. Our preliminary conversations with the Town’s Open
Space Committee indicate their willingness to use open space funds for the local match.
If the Town decides to use the area for an additional canoe launching area, some local
costs for this improvement may be required in the future.

Legal Review

Legal title searches, appraisals and closings will all be required, but should be covered
py the grant and matching funds.

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

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

Move, effective January 8, 2007, to authorize the Town Manager, Matthew W. Harl, to
execuie on behalf of the Town of Mansfield the Pre-Disaster Hazard Mitigation Plan
Grant application and any relaied grant documenits.
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Attachments
To be distributed.
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Mansfield Advisory Commiltes on Persons with
Disabilities

Regular Mesting - Tuesday, Nov. 28, 2006 *

2:30 PM - Conference Room C - Audrey P. Beck Building

(Please advise this oifice if you cannot atlend)

*NOTE: No meeting in December

Recording Attendance

Approval of the Minutes for the Mesting, Oct. 24,
2006

Mew Business (other added by majority vote)

a. Informational review of PZC Application Referral
(Gibbs Qi) - (DeWoaolf)

Old Business

a. Membership status — (ongoing)
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Man:

Minutes
sfield Advisory Commiites on Persons with

Disabilities

Regular Mesting - Tuesday, October 24, 2006

2:30 PM - Conference Room C - Audrey P. Beck Building

.

Recording Attendance: Present: K. Grunwald {s‘taﬁ)g
S. Thompson (staff), Wade Gibbs, S. Hasson
Approval of the Minutes for the Meeting, June 27,

2006: the minutes were accepted as written.

New Business - none

d.

. Old Business

Membership status — Lstiers of interest have not
been received. The commitiee will continue to
develop contacts with inierested persons.

Information — The committee reviewed the
approvals of two permits which had been reviewed
by John DeWolf on behalf of the commitiee. The
River Park and Plains Road development and

the Special Permit Application for Regional

School District #, Depot Road, were reviewed and
approved respectively on August 1, 2006 and
Sept. 16, 2006.

information was distributed on a disabilities trans-
portation forum to be held October 25, 2006 at

the Mansfield Senior Center.
' P.112



¢. The meeling was adjourned at 3:15 PM
Mext Meeting: Tuesday, Nov. 28, 2:30 PM

Respectiully submitied,
Sheila Thompson
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AGENDA

MANSFIELD ADVOCATES FOR CHILDREN
. Wednesday, December 8, 2006
Mansfield Town Hall, Conference Room C
8:30-8:30 PM

PLEASE CALL 429-3315 ASAP IF YOU ARE
UNABLE TO ATTEND THE MEETING

|, INTRODUCTIONS/MINUTES:
A. Introductions

B. Adoption of minutes of November 1, 2008.

C. Thank You:

Week of the Young Child Commities: Joan Buck, Ande Bloom, Pam
Wheeler, Judy Stoughion

CAN Meeting Atiendants: Rachel Leclerc, Susan Smith-CCC, Erin Bundy-
CCC, Jen Gonzales-MDD, Marie Lisbman-S.E. School, Holly Harakaly-8.E.,
Alyssa Ruggiero-8.E. School

Special School Readiness Task Force: Anne Bladen, Lisa Dahn, Susan
Daley, Mary Jane Newman, Katherine Paulhus, Jane Goldman,
Northwood Aparimenis Outreach: Jane Goldman, Louisa Kimball-UConn

. COMMUNICATIONS (Consent Agenda, unless otherwise notad)
A, Slate Article: “Sharing at the Sand Table 101",

B. CT Voices for Children, Feb. 06 article: “Investing in the Early Years: Great
Returns ovear the Short and Long Haul”

C. “What is This Thing Called EARLY CARE AND EDUCATION?”

il NEW BUSINESS AND OLD BUSINESS: COMPLETE the Graustein Discovery

Assessment and Planning Tool {Please bring your Assessment and
Planning Tool to the mesting

IV Next Mesting(s)- Wednesday, January 3, 20086.

s Mesetings are held from 6:30- 8:30 PM at a location to be determined.

Additional meetings may be scheduled as needead, or removed as
not needed. '

V. Adjournment
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MINUTES

MANSFIELD ADVOCATES FOR CHILDREN
Wednesday, November 1, 2008
Mansfield Town Hall, Conference Room C
6:30-8:30 PM

PRESENT: K. Grunwald (staff), J. Buck {Chair), A. Bloom, S. Baxier (stafi),
M.J. Newman, 8. Tucker, K. Stoneg, A. Bladen, J. Goldman, J. Stoughion, M.
Esquilin (Grausiein Foundation), B. Lehmann

REGRETS: M. Hovorka, P. Wheelar, L. Dahn, K. Paulhus

. INTRODUCTIONS/MINUTES:

A. Introductions: The meeting was called to order at 6:35 PM; members
introduced themselves.

B. Adoption of minutes of October 4, 2008: J. Buck passed on
a correction from K. Paulhus regarding her comment that
she had suggesied adding another member to the decision-
making process. Her corrected comment is, “K. Paulhus
made an off-handed remark, not iniended as a suggestion,
that perhaps four additional members of MAC might not be

too many.” With that correction the minutes were accepied
as written.

C. Thank You:

Movement and Music for ¥Young Children -Connections Team Event:

Kate Vallo, Judy Stoughion, Barbara Giardina
Northwood Aparimenis Last Event: Jane Goldman, Becky Lehmann,

and People’s Bank Storrs Manager Kathleen Caron
School Readiness Special Task Force: Lisa Dahn, Mary Jane

Newman, Katherine Paulhus, Susan Daley, Anne Bladen, Jane
Goldman

Week of the Young Child Sub-Commitice: Ande Bloom, Joan Buck,

Pam Wheeler, Ande Bloom, Becky Lehmann, Community Center
Staff: Curt Vincente, Bette Day Stern, Jay O'Keefe,

F”?"’

m

COMMURNICATIONS (Consent Agenda, unless otherwise noted)

Discovery Assessment and Planning TODE

School Readiness Space Aliocation Policy with amend‘nem for
final approval vote on 11/1/06

. Additional Child/ren in Care Policy Draft: this was disiributed to

members to consider for future work by the Task Force, and
eventual vote by this Council.

. Janice Grundel: CT Early Childhood Cabinet -Ready by 5 Fine by

9 Update.

Email from Kristine Stone re: the need for Before School
Programs: 8. Baxier explained that she agreed to include the
letter in the Communications, but that we would not have the time
te consider this issue at this meeting. K. Stone provided some
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—onuwn PLOGIAM at Boodwin Blementary School. She is
requesting that MAC undertake a survey prior to March 2007 to
determine the need for a before school program at Goodwin. B.
Lehmann has done some work on this issue before, and
expressed a willingnéss to work with K. Stone on this. A. Bloom
suggested that K. Stone could explore this with a potential
provider and bring this to the principal regarding the commitment
of interested parents. J. Goldman stated that she feels that MAC
should advocate for changes around this issue for the sake of
eqguity. J. Buck, K. Stone and B. Lehmann will meet around this
issue and report back to the Council. ‘

it NEW BUSINESS:

A. Discovery Assessment and Planning Tool: this process was
facilitated by M. Esquilin. She explained that the tool focuses on
the Collaborative to assess our work around our primary mission
{collaboration). The Memorial Fund has asked liaisons to gst
involved in this process partly due o the potential for continued
funding after 2007. This is intended to give the group the
opportunity to look at the kind of work that we nesed to do in 2007
to position ourselves for continued funding. Trustees and staff
will be looking at how the assessment tool is incorporated into
our action plan for 2007. 8. Tucker suggested that our Council
should be more involved with the Town Council so that if we need
their resources, we have them ‘embedded in our work'. K.
Grunwald mentioned that the Town Council will be embarking on
a town-wide strategic planning process, and that will provide an

opportunity for this group to have input regarding the needs of
young children in the community.

B. Small Groups Short Reports:

a Northwood Aparimenis Outreach Group-Event 10/7/06: this
activity was not successful, although the branch manager
of a local bank aitended as a volunteer. No parents
attended and only two middle school studenis. The group
will continue to work to conduct outreach io other
apartment complexes. Through Northwood they have
explored possible ways of contacting residents. M.
Esquilin encouraged the group to ask UConn to send a
letier to residenis as a parther to get information cut. A
Bloom also suggested contacting the Office of Graduaie
Studies, and J. Stoughion encouraged attaching something
to an existing communication vehicle. .

® Week of the Young Child: J. Buck reported on meeatings
with Parks and Recreation, Advertising and Scheduling and
request for Volunteers: She referred to minutss from the
meeting with the Community Center stalf thal were
distributed to members. While NAEYC has designated a
different weelk in April as the week of the young child, it
would be feasible to use the Community Center to offer
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acuviiles planned over the month of April. Please let Joan
know if you would like to be involved in any of these
activities. A. Bladen suggested that we may want fo
consider changing the name to differentiate it from
NAEYC's week.

C. School Readiness Task Force Policy on Space Allocations:
o MAC to vote on the adoption of this new policy
Questions re: Policy on Additional Child/ren in Care Policy
drafi: 8. Baxter pointed out that there was a change in the
wording regarding the addition of a member selected by

MAC. The Council voied to accept this policy with the
noted corrections.

Y. Next Meeting(s)- December 6, 2008, Wednesday. The primary focus
will be the completion of the Discovery Planning & Assessment Tool.

s Meeiings are held from 6:30- 8:30 PM at a location to be
determined. Additional meetings may be scheduled as
needed, or removad as not needsad.

V. Adjournment: the meeting adjournsad at 8:35 PM.

Respectfully submitied,
Kevin Grunwald
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AGENDA

MANSFIELD ADVOCATES FOR CHILDREN
Wednesday, January 3, 2007
Mansfield Town Hall, Conference Room ©
6:30-8:30 PM

PLEASE CALL 428-3315 ASAP IF YOU ARE
UNABLE TO ATTEND THE MEETING

INTRODUCTIONS/MINUTES:
A, Introductions/ Thank You: Goodwin Before School Group,
Kristine Stone, Joan Buck, Becky Lehmann

Northwood Apartrnents Quirsach: Jane Goldman, Louisa
- Kimball ~

B. Adoption of minutes of December 6, 2008.

COMMUNICATIONS (Consent Agenda, unless otherwise noted)

A, Courant Article: “State Panel Seeks Hike in Preschool
Spending” 12/07/06 .
Courant Article: “NMow ViPs Care About the ABCs” 12/08/08

B

G Final Assessment and Planning Tool as submitied 12/13/06
D. Discovery 2006 Action Plan
E
F

2006 MAC Accomplishments
Draft of Letter to Goodwin Principal re: Before School

Program
NEW BUSINESS
A, Discovery 2007 Renewal Packet-Mayra Esquilin
B. Goodwin Before School Program-Small group

C. Week/Month of the Young Child-Updates and
Organizing-Small group (B and C done simultaneously)

PROGRAM UPDATES
A School Readiness Update
B. Discovery ~ See above

OLD BUSINESS
A, Northwood Apartments Parent Qutreach — Jane and Sandy

NEXT MEETING: Feb. 7, 2007, with a possible interim mesting to
complete the Discovary 07-08 Action Plan Packet

o Meetings are held from 6:30- 8:30 PM at a location to be
determined. Additional meetings may be scheduled as
nesdad, or removed as not nesded.

Vil Adjournment
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MINUTES

MANSFIELD ADYOCATES FOR CHILDREN
‘Wednesday, December 6, 2006
Mansfield Town Hall, Conference Room C
6:30-8:30 PM

PRESEMT: K. Grunwald (staff), S, Baxter (staff), J. Buck {Chair), M. Esquilin
{Discovery Liaison), S. Daley, B. Lehmann, A. Bloom, M.J. Newman, M.
Dickson, R. Leclerc (staff), N. Hovorka, K. Mahonsey, J. Goldman
REGRETS: J. Stoughion, S. Patwa, A. Blair, A. Bladen, K. Stons, D.
Mclaughlin

. INTRODUCTIONS/MINUTES:
A. Introductions:; members introduced themselves.

B. Adoption of minutes: the minutas of the Novemnber 1 meeting were
adopted with the addition on page 3 .... “A. Bladen suggested that we may
want to consider changing the name to differentiate it from NAEYC's
week. Celebration of the Young Child was suggesied.

C. Thank You:

Week of the Young Child Committee: Joan Buck, Ande Bloom, Pam
Wheeler, Judy Stoughton

CAN Meeting Atiendanis: Rachel Leclerc, Susan Smith-CCC, Erin
Bundy-CCC, Jen Gonzales-MDD, Marie Liebman-S.E. School, Holly
Harakaly-S.E., Alyssa Ruggiero-S.E. School '

Special School Readiness Task Force: Anne Bladen, Lisa Dahn, Susan
Daley, Mary Jane Newman, Katherine Paulhus, Jane Goldman,
Northwood Apartments Outreach: Jane Goldman, Louisa Kimball-UConn

. COMMUMICATIONS (Consent Agenda, unless otherwise noted)

A. Slate Article: “Sharing at the Sand Table 1017,

B. CT Voices for Children, Feb. 06 article: “Investing in the Early Years:
Great Returns over the Short and Long Haul”

C. "What is This Thing Called EARLY CARE AND EDUCATION?™ S. Baxter
requested feedback on this as to whether or not it may be useful to
distribute this to parents.

D. An additional item was distributed, which was a proposed letter from MAC
to the Goodwin School supporting a before school program. This will be
discussed at the January 2007 meeting.

I, NEW BUSINESS AND OLD BUSINESS: Graustein Discovery
Assessment and Planning Tool: K. Grunwald passed along a suggestion that it
may be helpful to start this process in small groups. It was agreed that we would
divide into two small groups and review separate questions; come back into the
larger group to discuss our recommendations for rating. This task was carried
out and the assessment and planning tool was completed (attached). This will
be used to assist us in developing our action plan for 2007.
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IV Next Meeting- Wednesday, January 3, 2007
 Meetings are held from 6:30- 8:30 PM at a location to be
determined. Additional meetings may be scheduled as needed, or
removed as not needed.
V. Adjournment: the meeling adjourned at 8:35 PM.

Respectiully submitied,

Kevin Grunwald
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'~ State Pansl Sesks Hike In Preschool Spending

By ROBERT A. FRAHM
Courant Staff Writer

Degember 7 2008

Connecticut should spend as much as $100 million over the next two yeara o axpand children's

serviees, including preschool classes, to make the state "a national model for early childhood
edi_lcation " a state commitiee said Wednasday. 3

The ambuttous recommendation is the first stage of a five-year proposal to more than double the

number of lew-income children in preschool classes, to frain mare preschool teachers and aides, '
-and to bolster the quality of preschaol programs statewide.

Th*= Early Childhood Ressarch and Policy CGauncil, which is scheduled to glva its proposal to Gov.
M. Jodi Rell on Friday, provided state education officials with a preview of its recommendations,

including a pledge to make preschool avallable to all 3- and 4-year-clds from low-income famxhes
across the state. »

The goat is to make sure "all kids come to the kindergarteh doorAwith the kriowledge skills and
behaviars they need to be successful in kindergarten today,” Janice Gruendel, the governor’s
- senior adviser on early childhood, toid the State Board of Education.

Rell has made praschool a priority and has suppurtedexpan’siuns of early childhood programs in
the past, but a spokeswoman for her budget office said the latest recommendations must be
weighed against other needa before the govarnor presents her budget proposal in February.

"We try io look &t all the tndlvn:lual recommendatlans mdependenﬂy as part of the overall budgst

discussion,” said Susan Hamilion of the state Office of Policy and Management "There is a host '
of competing pnon‘nes '

12/7/2006
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2006 Discovery

Communjly Assessnient and Planning Tool
Communily Name: _ [i% «§m ¥
. v

1. Successful coll: ions have a shared'vision and glarit purpose.

Not at Some Moderate Substantial Fully
this time | progress | Progress | progress | Developed

a. Shared vision.
Our collabormting partners have the same vision for young children and agreed upon

mission.
X

h. Clear purpose.
Our Discevery work does not duplicate existing efforts, but adds voique value to members

of the group and to other reluted initintives.
: X

¢. Conerete, attainable goals and objeciives.

Goals and objectives are clear, measurable and benefit childrea and families.
X

d. Resources are ditectly linked to the Discoveiy’s goals and ubjectives.

Our resources—iunding, time, talents, etc—are aligned with our Discovery goals and
objectives. Do you have enough of the risht recources to get the job done?
] . . X

P.123

e. Members share a stake in botli process and outcome.

Colluborating partners value the process of engagement as the means to achieve their

X

outcomes.

12/1472006
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2006 Discovery
Commumty Assgssmentand Planning Tool
. g@

Community Name:
versity of the community

2. Sugcessful collaborat it¢ broad-based, itichide key stakeholders, and reflect the: &

Not at Some Moderate Substantial Fully

this time | progiess | Progress progress | Developed
a. Appropriate cross-section of members.
Our collaborating partners represent each segment of the community who will be affected
by the work, including parents, seniors, business, policy-makers, health and human service
professionals and a range of public/private organizations. X
b. Mutual respect, understanding, and trust.
Qur collaborating partners share an understanding and respect for each other and their
respective organizations: how they operate, their culiural norms and values, limitations,
and expectations. ' X
¢. Continual openness to drawing in new members.
Our collaborating partners have the willingness to and a process for \v1clenmg the circle to
include new partners over time. X

-H
o
~—
(=M

Not at Some Moderate Substantial Fully
this time | progress | Progress | pragress | Developed

a. We involve parents in decision-maldng. X

b. We support parent participation by adjusting schedules and logistics. X
c. We offer parents skill and leadership development opportunities. X
d. We include opportuuities for parents to provide regular feedback on the

effectiveness ol Discovery aciivities and use this information to refine our process. X

12/14/2006
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2006 Discovery
unity Assgssnnt and Planning Tool

Com
Community Name;

3. Successiul collaborations promote a community engagement process that builds and continuously renews relationships.

Not at Some Moderate Substantial Fully
this lime progress | Progress progress Developed

a. Development of clear toles, policy, and operating guidelines. '
Our collaborating parmers clearly underscand the roles and respoasibilities of being a
member of the group and are accountable for implementing specific activities. X
b. Awareness and buy-in among partness.
Every level (board, upper/mid management, line stafl) within each pacinering organizaton
in the group is aware of and buys into our Discovery goals and strategies. X
c. Contiol over decisions and resources. X
d. Ability to reach consensus. X
Our collaborating group embodies a spiut of cooperation and has the ability to discuss
problems and issues openly. Group members are willing to compromise to achieve the 0
vision and goals of the collaborating group. S_("
e. Progression from simple to complex activities. i
Our group has guined confidence through success with smaller projects and, at the
appropriate pace, is undertaking mote complex issues and tasks. X
f. Open communication.
Qur collaborating pactners interact often and have created formal, planned chanaels of
communication to ensure all necessary information is conveyed to one another and to
people outside the group. b
g. Clear understanding of staff roles and responsibilities.
Our collaborating group has determined the level of staff support needed to facilitate the X
collaborative process, has developed a job description, spectfied tasks and has a process
for participatory evaluation. :
Ii.  Sufficient operating resources.
Qur collaboratiag group has an adequﬁte, consistent financial base to support its
operatons. X
i. Leveraging resources.
Our group leverages and influences the allocation of resources to support the community

X

agenda for young children.

1271472006
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2006 Discovery

mninity Assessmegt and Planning Tool
Community Name: ﬁ ‘@,ﬁﬁ

5 T V(_: Ppublic visibility and accountabi

Substantial Fully

Not at Some Moderaie
this time progress Progress progress Developed
a. History of collaboration in the community.
Qur colluborating partners are aware ol and build on prior experience and success with
collaboration. X
b. Community awareness of the issue.
Our community is aware of the issues tacing young children and knows that a focus on
early care and education is needed. ' : X
¢. Influences the poliiical/social climate.
Our collaborative includes wnd works with political leaders, opinion-makers, persons who
control resources, and the general public in our community to improve policies and
practices that benefit young children. : X
d. Culiivating champions.
We engage high-profile community leaders and emerging leaders who can motivate others, ‘NO
ro assume leadership roles and promote the vision and work of our Discovery effort. —
X T

e. Communicaiion with diverse constituents. _
Our collaborating group has developed communication steategies that identify multiple
audiences and ways to listen to various constituencies’ perspectives and accommodate
their points of view. X
{. Facilitates public dialogue.
Qur collaborating partners facilitate a public dialogue of issues and maintains regular
contact with the media. X

12/14/2006
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2006 Discovery

nity Assegsment 2
l’* ;

Cami
Community Name:__ ¢

nd Planning Tool

5. Successful collaborations are flexible, and have the capacity to adapt to changing community conditions.

Not at Some. Moderate Substantial Fully
thistime | progress |  Progress | progress | Developed

4. Systematic gathering of information and analysis of community issues.
Our collaborating group assesses the community’s strengths and needs by collecting data,
and by getting community input and [eedback on an ongoing basis. X
b. Adapiability.
Our collaborating group uses the information to refine our strategies and has the ability to

X

sustain a community agenda during changes in the environment or among participants.

¢. Seeks and effectively uses technical assistance and training to gain needed
skills and knowledge.

Our collaborating group seeks out and takes advantage ol training to increase participants’
skills. Members of our group, including parents, use experts to consult or provide hands-

on raining. bt (L‘\\I
—
d. Partners with organizations outside the community and other communities. -
Members learn and gain motivation from their peers in other communities within their
regions, the state, and elsewhere. X
e. Invests in continuous learning. .
Our collaborating group creates opportunities to reflect, assess what is learned and apply it
to their community change work and swithin their respective organizations. X
1241472006
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December 13, 2006

Discovery 2006 Assessment and Planning Tool
Towr of Mansfield

Additional Comments™®

On guestion 1oz The Mansfield Advocates For Children group wanted the “X” to be
placed between “Substantial Progress” and “Fuily Developed”

Omn question 1d: MAC wanted the “X” to be placed between “Moderate Progress”
and “Substantial Progress”

Gn quesfri@fm 3b: MAC wanted the “X” to be placed between “Not At This Time”
and “Some Progress”

The computer template would not ailow for these marks to be placed where the
group wanted them io be placed exactly.

Sandra Bazier
December 13, 2006
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Action Plan Format

2006

Community Goal: Increase awareness and build public support to enhance the quality of early care and
education in Manstield.
X to expand the supply of high quality early childhood

education

X to increase the qualily of the existing early childhood

education

X to build strong connections between early care and elementary education
X to improve student’s soctal, emotional and academic performance

Local Objective: #1: Provide at least 3 Public education/information forums.

Expected Oufcomes

Short-term

Long-term Qutcomes

Strategies esponsib esource
Type of Change g Resy onst le Resour ) 5 Outcomes 2007
: Parties Needed
2006
Sponsor a public S.R.Coordinator, | Site for forums, Raise public Educate voters at the
Process information/educational forum for MAC members, | Food awareness about State level to effect
Practice each of the gubernatorial candidates to | Secretarial asst., | contributions, universal preschool, | permanent positive
X Policy .present their platforms on early care Dir.of Social Electronic and awareness and | change for early care
and education. Services, and equipment, support for quality and ed. issues

Use these evenls as voter registration
opportunities

MAC chair.
Republican and
Dem. Registrars.

Postage and
mailing materials

ece in Mansfield

M. LWV
Provide educational “hand-outs™ at S R.Coordinator, | Collection of Place the issue of -Raise parents
Process each of the public information forums | MAC members, | informative early care & ed. On awareness of State
X Practice - about ece accreditation standards, Secretarial staff | material the public agenda to | Dept. of Ed. Kdg.
Policy State preschool frameworls/ ‘pertaining to build support for Readiness standards
) benchmarks, ece accomplishments, quality ece, & quality -Raise public
why quality ece s important. state standards enhancements. awareness re.quality
for preschool, components of ece .
Create and distribute Mansiield S.R.Coordinator | Funding for Use as an outreach -Recruil more parents
Process Advoeates for Children tri-fold and MAC publication and tool for those to MAC
Practice brochure describing our mission and member artist distribution of conununity members | -Raise public
Policy goals, past accomplishments and brochure not.yet in the publ‘lc AWareness re. Ece
school system, raise | issues.

future strategies.

awareness of BOE
and Town Council of

IYIAC a &1"/ W ‘1‘ Hﬂ,ﬁ‘
{Paccomplishmenis

FAYouth Services\COMMON WORK\Discovery 2006\Action Plan Formal.objectivel.06.doc
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Action Plan Format

20006

Coumumunity Goal: Increase awareness and build public support lo enhance the quality of early care and
education in Mansfield.
X to expand the supply of high quality early childhood

cducation

X to increase the quality of the existing early childhood

education

X to build strong connections between early care and elementary education
X to improve student’s social, emotional and academic performance

Local Objective: #2: Provide Quarterly presentations to the BOE, Town Council and PTO/A’s about
Mansfield Advoeates for Children activities, early care and education standards, and accomplishments of providers.

Expected Outcomes

Type of Change

Slrategies

Responsible
Parties

Resowrces Needed

Short-term1 Oufcomes
2006

Long-term Cuicomes
2007

Process
Practice
X Policy

Facilitate conversations with BOE around
Special Ed. Needs of young children
including birth to 3 and help parents of
young children with special need raise this
issie.

Center
Directors, BOE,
Superintendent,
Parents of
children with
special needs, 0-
3 Orgs.

Resgearch asst. to
research state
stalute on caring
for young children
with special needs.
TA from WGMF
Investigale how
other towns handle
this

-Resource sharing for
young children with
special needs.
-Identitying
opportunities for young
children with special
needs.

-Outreach to under-
represented groups of
parents.

-Raise awareness of
special ed. Needs in
Mansfield

X Process
Practice
Policy

Explore joint opportunities between Town
and Uconn to coord. work with MAC and
the UC Provost's Council on Childcare.

Center Dirs.,
BOE, Provost’s
Council on
Childcare

Time for meetings
between Provost’s
Council on Child-
care and center
Directors and
MAC members,
BOE members

Develop working
relationship between
the University and
Town of Mansfield to
benefit families with
young children

Articulation of services
for Ucomn families and
Town of Mansfield
famuilies to use resources
most efficiently

X Practice

Support and subsidize parents participation
in Generations Health Center “Nurturing
Parenting” workshops grant — 7 week
prograni.

This is an opportunity to worle with
another Town

EA.
Aschenbrenner,
(EASTCONN)
S.R. Coordinator
Parents
Consultant, Ruth
Freeman

Food, publicity
and recroitment of
parents materials

-Develop murturing
parenting behavior in
parents who attend
(approximately 15-20).
-Outreach to local
parents. Opportunity
for approximately 4/5
Manshield parents and
parents of another town
to network and support
each other.

Establish local network
for parents on issues of
parenting.

F:\Youth Services\COMMON WORI(\Discovery 2006\Action Plan Format.objective2.06.doc
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Action Plan Format
2006

Community Goal: Increase awareness and build public support to enhance the quality of early care and

education in Mansfield.

XK to expand the supply of high quality early childhood X to build strong connections between early care and elementary education
education X to improve student’s social, emotional and academic performance

X to increase the quality of the existing early childhood

education

Local Objective: #3: Provide access or support to professional development opportunities for at least 30 early care professionals.

Expected Outcomes

Type of Change Strategies Respogsible Resources Short-term Outcomes | Long-term Cuicomes
Parties Needed - 2006 2007
Hold focus groups with homecare Homecare S.R. Coord. Raise awareness of Support homecare
Process Providers to assess their professional providers, S.R. | Hours, Publicity | homecare providers’ | providers especially on
X Practice development needs. Coordinator, to homecare p.d. needs so that “issues of professional
Policy MAC members | prov. appropriate response | development as an
and support may be integral part of the
offered. Mansfield early care
and ed. System.
Offer 50% subsidy for Professional S.R. Coord. Use-S.R. hunding | Support for early Most efficient use of
Process Developmenl to all licensed Manslield | ECE Center for this subsidy care and ed. the school readiness
X Practice early care and education providers, Directors, Directors to achieve | funding to continually
Policy including home-care providers. ECE worlkers, CEU’s and raise improve center quality.
Homecare quality of ece.
Providers
Provide three Connections Team MAC member | Food for each Strengthen the -Greater cooperation
Process Events, provide opportunities for ece who chose event, space, connection between between ece providers
X Practice workers to review newly purchased videos, MAC payment for ece and school and the public schoo!
Policy ece worker training videos and report members and representative of | system, raise qug]ity syste:m.. _
on them to involve at least 30 ece public school ece professional | of ece centers with -Training ece providers
workers teachers and public school | better training | to lessen transiency.
teacher opportunites for all
ece workers

F\Youth Services\COMMON WORK\Discovery 2006\Action Plan Format.objective3.06.doc
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Process
Practice
Policy

Advocate for ece centers staff to
participate in professional
development opportunities through the
public school system by tacilitating
conversations with the BOE around
resource sharing.

Center
directors, S.R.
coordinalor,
Dir. Of Social
Services,
Superintendent,
MAC
members,
BOE, Town
Council,
PTO/A’s .

Fundiny For

professional dev..
Opportunities for

ece providers.

Raise the number of
Ed. Cert. Units for
participating ece
providers to raise
quality of ec
factilities in Mans.

-More efficient use of
Town resources.
-Stronger connection
between ece workers
and public schools.

F:\Youth Services\COMMON WORK\Discovery 2006\Action Plan Format.objective3.006.doc
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2006 MAC ACCOMPLISHMENTS

PRODUCTS:

@ ® e & @

Mansfield Advocates for Children Tri-fold brochure

Mansfield Family Information Packets

School Readiness Flyer in English, Korean, Spanish, Chinese
Purchase and circulation of Professional Training Videos and Books
Quarterly-Updated Directory of all Licensed Early Care and
Education Providers, including Homecare and Before and Adfter-
School Care

Annually-Updated Photo Book “Going To The Big School”
Quarterly-Updated “Family Fun In Mansfisld”

Newly-created School Readiness Application/Interest Form

PROGRAMS/EVENTS:

® & @& 6 & &

)

Three “Connections Team” events — (conflict resolution, multi-
cultural story-telling, music and movement)

Know Your Town Fair

Festival on the Green

Two MNorthwood Apartments Outreach events

Family Fun in Mansfield with the Public Library

“ABC’s of Parenting 7-Week Course with Coventry

Two Public Information Forums with two Democratic Nominees for
Governor '

16 School Readiness spaces filled and maintained

50% stipend for Professional Development to centers

POLICIES:

2]

@

School Readiness Space Allocation
Additional Child-in-Care (School Readiness)
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Single Point of Entry using MAC —School Readiness Application
Centers outside of Mansfield

CONMNECTIONS:

@

e @ e @ @&

@

International and other parents at Uconn Northwood Apartment
Complex

Uconn Community Development Representatives at Northwood
Apartments

Centers and Homecare Providers

Mansfield Community Using the Mansfield Websiie
Connections Team- ECE teachers and P.S. teachers mee

CAN Team — §.E. School this year

CT Parent Power and the Alliance on W ork Group for GMF Stiate-
wide Voters Poll

CAEYC

Local Business: Subway, Dominoes, Sara’s Pockets, People’s Bank
State of CT

Town of Coventry —“ABC’s of Parenting”

Eastern Highlands Health District

CCM Round-table on Childhood Obesity

Mansfield Parents: “ABC’s of Parenting”, Northwood Apartment
Events, Mansfield Library, “Know Your Town Fair”, “Festival on the
Green”, Mansfield Advocates for Children

Mansfield Board of Education and District Director of Student Special

Services: Presentation to BOE, monthly work on CAN, ECE centers
attendance at school district PD events.

Local Realiors, donations and publicity
Uconn Provost Committee for ECE centers
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January 3, 2006

Principal Debra Adamczyk

Dorothy Goodwin Elementary School
321 Hunting Lodge Road

- Storrs, CT 06268

Dear Ms. Adameczyk:

The MAC membership was very pleased to leamn recently of your support for a befors-
school program at Goodwin FElementary School. For the past several years we have been
aware of and concerned about the discrepancy of before-school programs offered at
Vinton and Southeast but not Goodwin. Our support of equal opportunities for all school-
age children extends beyond full support for the ali-day kindergarten program.

We have learned that you intend to survey parents in the Goodwin district to determine if
there is in fact a need for a before-school program. MAC would like to offer assistance
with that important first siep. Through our work in the Mansfield community we have
developed ways of contacting parents of young children and would be happy to share
with you and facilitate those avenues of communication. These include identifying
children who are attending other pre-school programs as well as children who are not
eprolled in any formal early care and education program but attend a variety of other
public programs and activities in town. We could also promete your survey by posting i
on the MAC website and posting it at our offices in Town Hall.

Please let us know if there are any other ways in which we might help distribute the
survey or promote information about the possibility of a before-school program at

Goodwin, We would be happy to mest with you at your convenience.

We look forward to supporting you in this endeavor.

Sincerely,

Joan Buck, Chairman
Mansfisld Advocatss for Children
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AGRICULTURE COMMITTEE
SPECIAL MEETING
AGENDA
December 13, 2006
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Conference Room B, 730 p.m.

t‘aﬂ 1o Order

Appoint Secretary

Comments on proposed Pleasaﬁt Valley Design District zons
Planning for January 3 meeting with Ct. Farmland Trust

Otiher
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LEGAL NOTICE
Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

The Mansfield PZC will hold a Publib Hearing on Monday, December 18, 2006 at 8:00 p.m. in the

Council Chambers, A.P. Beck Bldg., 4 S. Eagleville Rd, to hear comments on PZC-proposed 11/2/06
draft revisions to the Mansfield Zoning Map and numerous sections of the Zoning Regulations

Proposed Zoning Map revisions are:

A. Rezone all existing areas zoned Professional Office-3 (PO-3) o a new Pleasant Valley Design
District (PVDD) zone classification.

B. Rezone all existing areas 7oned Industrial Patk (IP) to 2 new Ple asant Valley Des:tgn Dlstnct zone
classification.

Proposed Zonjjig Regulation revisions include:

1. Revisions to Asticle 10, [T, VII, VIII, and X. Section A. to appropriately reference the zoning map
revisions noted above, to elitminate an existing moratoriwm on rezoning of certain land south of
Pleasant Valley Road and to incorporate new subsection lettering and other coordination changes
needed in association with proposed zoning map revisions. The proposed Pleasant Valley Design
District weuld be included as one of Mansfield’s Design Development Districts. ‘ :
Incorporation of a new Article VII, Section K; Uses Permitied in the Pleasant Valley Design District
_ Thig new section includes an intent explapation and a listing of uses authorized by special permit
(mulh—;amﬂy oriented housing, certain agricultural product retail outlets, other commercial
agriculinral uses, certain daycare centers, and accessory retail uses) and nses permitted by right
(certain agriculiural uses and accessory dwellings).
Revisions to Article VIM, Section A., to incorporate proposed zoming map revisions and to establish
a twenty-five (25) acre minimum lot area for new lois in the Pleasant Valley Design District.
lncorporatlon of a new Article X, Section A.8.; Special Provisions for Pleasant Valley Design
District. This new section requires, except for a.gncu_tural and low density residential uses,
developments to be served by 1 public sewer and water. This section also inclndes special provisions
regarding density, building height, parking, housing unit mix, affordable housing, phasing,
agricultural land preservation, buffers from agriculiural land and wetlands, open space/recreation,
and other requirements for this zone. The proposed regulation includes unit size restrictions, a
twenty (20) percent affordable housing requirement, a fifty (50) percent agricultural land .

preservation requirement, and prowsmns that authorize the Comimission to limit construction to fifly
(50) dwelling units per year.

b

Revisions to Article X, Section A.4. to clarify stormwater management requirements and
pedestrian/public transit requnemems for all projects within a designated d651gu development
district.

Revisions of Article III, Section M. (to be re-lettered Section L.) to incorporate new referral

requirements to the State Dept. of Public Health for activities within a state demgnated aquifer
protection area or the watershed of a water company.

At this Hearing, interested persons may be heard and written communjcations received. - No information
from the applicant or the public shall be received afier the close of the Public Hearing. Additional

information, including the exact mapping of the proposed zoning map revisions and wording of the
proposed zoning regulations is available in the Mansfield Planming and Town Clerks Offices and at

www mansfieldct.org.
R. Favreiti, Chair
K. Holt. Secretary

TO BE PUBLISHED Tuesdéy, December 5, and Wednesﬁay, December 13, 2006

Thanks for remembering to put officers’ names andP. 13 8n same lines.
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MNovember 2, 2006 Drafi

Proposed Revisions 1o Mansfield’s Zoning Map, Zoning Regulations and Subdivision Regulations

(New provisions are underlined or otherwise indicated)
{Deletions are bracketed or otherwise indicated)

{(Explanatory Notes are provided fo assist with an uﬁderstandmc of thb pmposed revisions, These notes were
updaied on 11/28/06. These notes are not part of the proposed zoning and subdivision revisions.)

A. Proposed Zonin

g | Ma  revisions {depicied on attached 11/06 map);

1. Rezons aﬂ existing areas zoned Professional @fﬁce& (P9~3) to a new Pleasant Valley Design District
© (PVDD) zone classification

2. Rezone all existing areas zoned Indusirial Park @P) to a new P]easam Valley Desagn District (PVDD)

- Explomatory Noze. These zone chonges are deszg?@ed iD zmp?emen! recommendations comiained in
Momsfield’s 2006 Plan of Conservation and Development. The Intent section of Article VI, Sectiop X (see

item B.6 below) provides more g information on Plan of Caﬂsewaz‘zon of Development recommendations for
the subject areas.

B. Eroposed Joning Regulations revisions:

1. Revise Article TT. Section A as follows:
a. ‘Delete from the current listing of zones:
1. . PO-2 (Professional Office 2 zone)
2. PO-3 (Professional Office 3 zone)
3. IP (Industirial Park zone)
b. Add to the current listing of zones:
PVDD (Pleasant Valley Design District)

E @ianai@ry Note: These revisions are associaied with and tied 1o the proposed Zoning Map revisions lited
in Item A above, and the fact that z‘kere is no existing Pr aﬁesszoml Oﬁice 2 zones.

2. Revise Arficle ILSectmn B as follows

a. Delete IP Industrial Park from the current hstmg of “Desagu Develepment” stmcts
b. Delete PO-2 and PO-3 from the current listing of “Design Development™ Districts and revise the
refersuce Professional Office 1 through 3 to read Professional Office 1;

c. AddPVDD-Pleasant Valiey Design District to the listing of “Design Development” Districis.

Explanaiory Note: These revisions are associgied with and tied fo the proposed Zoning Map revisions lised
in A above and the T’chz‘ thot there is o exiszmg Profession Ojﬁce 2 zones.

3. Revise Article T by deleting in its entirety Subsectmn A and by re-lettering remaining sibssciions as A
thr@um L

Explonasory Noz‘e: This revision would eliminate regulations imposing a temporary and Imited moratorims
Jor ceriain zone chonges in the area south of Pleasarnt Valley Road west of Mansfield City Road,

4, Revise Aricle T by revising subséction I to read as follows: {currently subsection M)
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L. [M] Notification Of R¥indham-Waltsr Weorks] Water Q@mpamj and Connecticut
Department of Public Health

‘When an applicant files with the Planning and Zoning Commission or Zoning Boerd of Appeals an
application, pstition, request or plan concerning any project on any site [whiek] that is within [the
wratorshed-ofthe Windhars Wetsr Worles-or other water companysas-dofned-in-Section 2532z of4he
General Statntes, | the aquifer protection area delineated pursuant to section 22a-354c or the watershed
of & waier company, the apphcant shall provide written notice of ihe application, pefition, request or
plan to the [Fhadham Water Works-orother] water company and the Commissioner of Public Health in
a format prescribed by the Commiissioner (provided such waier company or gaid Commissioner has filed
a map showing the boundaries of the watershed on the Mansfield Land Records and with the Planning
and Zoning Commission or Zoning Board of Appeals or the aguifer protection area has been delinested
in accordance with section 22a-354c, as the case may be). Such notice shall be made by certified mail,
return receipt requested, and shall be mailed [withis] not later than seven days [ef} after the date ofthe
application. [The Windharm-Water Peres-erether| Such water company and the Commissioner of

Public Health may, through a represeniative, appear and be heard at any hearing on any such
application, pefition, request or plan.

Explanatory Note: This notification revision is mendeted by Public Act 06-53 anda mzzsm;w of Seciion
8-3: of the Comnecticui General Statuies.

5. Revise Article VII, subsections A.2. and A4 as follows:
a. Delste “Industrial Park” in line 3 of subsection A.2.c-
b. Delets “hdust-iai Park” in lines 1 and 6 of subseciion A 4

Explanaiory Note: These revisions are associated and fied 1o the proposed ZonmgMap revisions listed
in A above.

=)

Delete Arnicle VIL subsections T. “Uses Permiited in the Professional Office 3 zone” and 1], “Uses

Permitted in the Industrial Park Zone” in their eﬁtiretv. add a new Article VIL Subsection K “Tses

Permitted in the Pleasant Valley Design District Zone” (land south of Pleasant Valley Road and west of
Iansfield City Road) and re-letter/re-number remaining subsectiens of Amcle Vil ' '

The new Article VI, Subbectmn K shall read as follows:

K. Uses Permitted in the PVDD (Pleasant Valley Design District Zmne {Land semﬁa of Pﬂszasam
Valley Road and west of Mansfield Cily Road)

i Iﬂtuﬂt

The PVYVD has been established with special provisions designed to implement Plan of
Conservation and Development goals, objeciives and recommendations for a nnique area of
Mansfield located south of Pleasant Valley Road, west of Mansfield City Road and bordering
Mansfisld Avenue. As detailed in Mansfield’s Plan of Conservation and Development, this area
has been zoned for decades for indusirial and commercial use, but has remained agricultural and
is no longer considered appropriate for indusirial and non-agriculiural commercial use dus to
access limitations, special agriculiural, floodplain, wetland, and aguifer characteristics that
warrant protection and preservation, siie visibility and scenic character, neighboring agriculiural
and residential uses and other Plan of Conservation and Development goals, objectives and

P.142
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recommendations. Dus primarily to the fact that this area is one of a very limited number in
Mansfield that have access to public sewer and water systems, medium to high density multi-
family housing is considered an appropriate use for portions of this distriet, but only if dasigned,
constructed, and utilized in 2. manner compatible with other Plan of Conservation and
Development recommendations. Accordingly, the PVDD has special provisions designedio
preserve significant avsas-of prime agricubiural land, to protect important natural resources, fo

provide for affordable housing, to authorize density and design ﬂe,_lblhty, and to authorize
phased implementation of new housing units.

P

General

The uses listed below in Sections K3 and X4 and associated site imiprovements are permitied in

the PYDD zone, provided:

a. Any special requiremenis associated with a particular use are met;

b. Except as noted below, all uses permitted in the PVDD zoune shall be served by adequate
public sewer and water supply systems. On a case-by-case basis and dependent on the naturs
and intensity of the proposed use and the potential for detrimental health, safety or
environmental impacts, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall have the right to
authorize the use of onsite sanitary waste disposal and/or water supply systems for
commercial agriculiural uses and low densiiy residential uses, provided it is documented to
the Commission’s satisfaction that there is a low risk of aguifer contamination or other
health, safsty or environmental pmblems

¢. Applicable provisions of Article X, Section A (Deszgn Developmem Dastncts) and Ariicle

VI, Sections A ahd B {Perfarmance Standards) are met: and
With the sxception of those uses included in K.4 below, special permit approval is obtained

in accordance with the provisions af Ariicle V, Semon B for any of the activiiies delinested
in Ariicle VI, Section A.2. '

Articls VI, Sections A.3., A4 and A5 also include or reference provisions authosizing the
Zoning Agent to approve certain changes in the use of existing structures or lots and authorizing
the PZC Chairman and Zoning Agent to approve minor modifications of existing or approved
site improvements. All changes in use in the PVDD zone require Planning and Zoning -
Commission approval in accordance with the provisions of Article VIL, Section A 4.

Caiegories of Permiited Uses in the Pleasant Valley Design District Requiring Special Permit
Approval as per the Provisions of Article V. Section B.

d. Two family, and multi-family housmg in accordanca wﬁh the standards contained in Article
X, Section A.

b. Single Family housing in association Wiﬂl a multi-family housing development but only

when specifically suthorized by the Commission due 1o specialized situations where site

characteristics limit the ability to appropriately locate fmrc»—family or mulﬂ-famﬂy structures,

All applicable provisicas of Article X, Section A shall be met. :

c. Permanent retail sales outleis for agricultural and horticuttural pmdwts provided ail the
standards are required of Article VII, Section G. 13 are met;

Other commercial agriculiural operations (any agricubiural or horticultural use that is not

anthorized by other provisions of these Regulations), provided special permit approval is
obiained in accordance with Arlicls V, Section B;
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e.

State-licensed group day care homes or State-licensed child day care centers as defined by
the State Statutes. State-licensed family day care homes are specifically authorized in Article
VI, Section D;

Accessory commercial uses, such as a laundry or recreational faciliiy, conducted primarily

for the convenience of residents of an appmved resi denﬂal project, pm*«nded the use is
located within a building.

4. Uses Which May bs Authorized in the Pleasant Valley Design Dlstnct Zone by the Zoning

Agent:

a.

Agriculiural and horticuliural uses such as the keeping of farm animals, field crops, orchards,
gresnhonses, accessory buildings, stc., provided the provisions of Ariicle VI, Sections G.13
through G.15 are met;

Dwelling units for property owners, managers, caretakers, or securiiy personnel associated

with a permitted agriculral use provided all residential siructures are located on the same
lot as the agriculiural use.

Ixplanatory Note: These revisions are associgted and tied fo the proposed zoning map revisions
- ) . p

Jisted in item A above. This section proposes new perniiited use provisions consisient with

recommendations coniained in Mansfield's Plan of Conservation and Developmern.

7. Revise Aricle VIIL, Section A, Schedule of Dimensional Requirements, as follows:
a. Deleie from the Schedule the & Jstmw oW fm‘ the ]P zone and delete the rexerencﬂs to PO-2 and

PO-3.

b. Add to the Schedulé a new row for the PVDD stmct and insert “Bm]dmg in the headmﬂ of the
maximum coverage column. The revised rows shall read as follows:

ZONE | MINIMUM LOT | MINIMUM LOT |MIN. FRONT SETBACK] MIN. SIDE SETBACK

MIN. REAR SETBACK | MAXIMUM (MAXIMUM BUILDING

PVDD
see
note 1] 25 ACRES

AREA/ACRES | FRONTAGEFT LIME {IN FEET) LIME (IM FEET) LINE (N FEET) HEIGHT | GROUND
See Neies: See Notes Se= Notes Se=Notes . 8es Mot Ses Note COVERAGE
(3) (4) (18) | (@E)NTN13)18)| (@YBYOIIEN18) (1) f4)(10)(?1)(15)(1 6) (17)] ~ (H(5)(18) (17) L)

200 100 3 50 40 .. 25%

¢. Revise existing foot note 13 on the Schedule of Dimensional Requirements to read as follows:
13. Lot frontage requirements for business and [indusigaliresidential uses within specified [business
and-industrial] zones may be waived by the Planning and Zoning Commission for private roads,

Pr

ovided special permit approval is obtained (see Article VIIL, Section B.3.d)

Explanatory Note: These revisions aire as.socja;‘ed and tied 1o .ihe pmposed ZOFIRg MOp revisions
listed in item A above. The proposed 25 acre minimum lot size proposal is designed 10 help ensyre
that Plan of Conservation and Developmeni recommendations, particularly those tied to agriculiural
lamd preservation, are not undermined by smaller, uncoordinated developments. Existing and
proposed regulations would allow larger projecis io be buili in smaller phases.

8. Reviss Article VIII, subseciion B.3.a, B.3.b, B.3.¢, and the fivst paragraph of B.3.d to read as follows:

[Business and Industrial Exceptions/[Special Dimensional Requirements

A
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- a. Setback from Residential Zones - In the [TP and] RD/LI zonejs], 2 minimurm setback of 150
feet is required between all new industrial or research buildings and residential zone
boundary lines. This sstback may be rediced by the Commission due to physical

characteristics, the nafure of proposed landscaps and buffer plans of the character of existing
land uses.

b, Lt Lm@mge Eixcept as noted belcw the total ground area coverage of buildings and
parking areas in ihe [IP and] RD/LI Zone[s] shail not exceed 50 percent of the total lotarea.
Provided all other requuements of these Regulations are met, this coverage limit can be
increased o 75 percent for projecis directly agsociated with a program that permanently
preserves large iracts of open space or agncljmral land.

¢. Gate Flouses/Security Structures - In the [IP and] RD/LI Zones, the Commission may

reduce or waive front or side line setbacks for gatchouses and security structorss other than
residences

- d. Lots on Private Reads - Provided the standards noted below are mst and provided special
- permii approval is obtained in accordance with Article V, Section B, the Commission may
allow lois to be created off of privaie roads [for business and indusirial uses] in the following
zones: B; PB-1, PB-2, PB-3, PBR-4, PB-5, NB-1, NB-2, PO-1, [PO-2, P0-3,] L [TP] PVID
and RD/LI. This regulation allows, nnder specific standards, lots to be created without
frontage on a Town or State road. -

(Mote: Subsections 3.d.1 through 6 shall remain in effect.)

Explanciory Note: These revisions are associated and tied to proposed zoring map revisions
listed in item A above,

5. Revise Article VI, subsection C.1 .aﬂd 2 1o read as follows:

M. Floor Area Reguiremeanis
1. Residential

Al buildings and s;.mctu s used as residences shall meet the following minimum livable floor
area requirements:

a. Single-Family Dwellings-800 squars feet
b. Two-family Dwellings-800 square fest per dwelling unit

¢. See specific provisions for DMR, ARFL PYDD, and PRD zones and for multi-family
housing, conversions and efficiency uniis allowed in other zones.

2. Business

In all Business, Indusirial and Instifutional (PB-1 through 5, NB-1 and 2, B, PO-1 [ihrough 3,

IP], RD/LI and I) zones, each new building shall have a minimim of 500 square feet of ﬂaor
area on the ground lsvel.

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and fied 1o proposed zoning map revisions
listed in fiem A above.
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10. Revise Article X Section A.1 as follows:

a. Deleie PO-2- Professional Office-2, PO-3- Professional Offics-3, and TP-Industrial Park from the
listing of Design Development Districis.

b. Add PVDD-Pleasant Valley Design District to the listing of Design Development Disiricis.

- Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied io proposad zoming map i evisions Jisied in
item A cbove.

11. Revise Article X., Bection A.2.c to delete in line 10 “Indusirial park or” and to change “an” o “a”.

Explanatory Noie: These vevisions are associcied and tied to proposed zoning map revisions listed in
itern A above.

.Revise Article X, Section A4.b to add the following senténces o the end of the second paragraph of this
subsection:

143

A concerted effort shall be made 1o minimize impervious surfaces and potential stormwater impacts.
Stormwater management guidelines and best management practices prepared by State and Federal

agencies shall be 1mvlemented Wherever aggmprzate as determined by the Planning and Zoning
Commission.”

Explanaiory Note: These revisions are designed io implement Plam of Conservation and Development

recommendgtions regarding storm waler moanagement jor all projects within a design “development
- district”.

13. Revise Article X, Section A.4.¢ to delete in line 12 “IP and” and to Chaﬁge “zones” 1o “zone”.

Explanaiory Note: These revisions are asscciated and fied 1o proposed zoning map revisions listedin
dtem A above.

14. Revise Ariicle X Section A 4.h to delete in line 3 “IP or”

Explenatory Noie: These revisions are associaied and tied to proposed zoning map revisions listed in
item A above.

15. Revise Article 2 Section A4 to add a new subssciion j 1o read as follows:
j- Pedestrian/Public Transit Improvements

All developmenits shall providé apprepriate pedesirian and public transit improvements, as
determined by the Comumission. The degree of improvements shall be tied to the size and nature of
the development. Trail and sidswalk, bikeway improvements, bicycle racks, bicycle lockers, bus

stops with sheliers, and other amenities that promote public iransportation and p.,dssman and bicycle
traffic may be raquired.
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Explomaiory Note: This addition is designed to help implement Plan of Conservation and Development
goals, objectives and recommendations 1o reduce the need for vehicular traffic and enhance pedestrion
and bicycle fraffic and public iransporiaiion opportunities, in all design development districis.

16. Revise existing Article 2, Section A8 (to be re-letterad io A.9) 0 delete “Tndustrial Park{]?) and” in

the t:ule line of this subsection and to delete réfersnces to “IP or” i in ling 1 of subsmtmn 8a and 8¢,

Emfamrm Note: These revisions are associcated and tied fo proposed mﬂmg miap revisions listed in
item A above.

'17. Add a new Asticle X, Section A.B to read as follows: .

8. Special Provisions for the Pleasant Valley Design District (PVDD) zone
2. Water and Sewer Facilities

Except as noted below, all proposed developments in the PVDD zone must be served by public
water and sewer facilities or mmust be readily connecied to such services. “Readily connected” is
defined as that point in timae when contracts have been lei for construction of public sewer and
water facilities requested for connection. A Certificate of Compliance shall not be issued until
the site is connected to public water and sewer facilities. Article VII Section K.2.b. authorizes

the commission io Wawe this requirements for commercial agriculiural uses and low densiiy
residential uses.

b. Density R@qmremmts

Mo minimum or maximum residsniial density prowsxons have been established for the Pleasint
Valley Design District. Residential densities shall be governed by site characieristics, building
height and coverage requirements, sstback and buffering provisions, agriculivral land
preservation requivements, parking requirements, and other provisions of these regulations.

. Building Height Reguirements
Mo building shall exceed t..rae fories or & h==ght f forty (40) fest.
d. Distance Between Structures '

Fxcept as noted below, the distance between any two structures shall be no less than the avenge

height of both, but in no case less than fifiy (50) fest. The Commission may vary this spacing
requirement when it determines that such variations will enhance the desxgn of the project
without significantly affecting either emergency or solar access.

e. Courtyards

Except as noted below, courts enclosed on all sides shall not be permitied and no open court shall
have a length or width less than fifiy (50) fest. The Commission may vary these requirsments
when it determines that such variations will enhance the design of the proj ect without
significanily affecting sither SINETgency of sola:r access.
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f. Parking

Required parking spaces shall not be allowed on any sirest or internal roadway and shall be set
back a minimum of 10 feet from principal buildings. All spaces shall comply with the parking
provisions of Article X, Section D and oiher dimansional requirements of these Regulations.

z. Emﬁsﬁng Unit Mix Begriremenis

In addition to addressing the design standards of Article X, Section §, ail residential development |
in the PYDD shall provide for a mix of housing types, sizes, and designs. As a noted sxception,

housing designed primarily for student occupancy shall not be authorized in this district dueto
potestial neighborhood compatibility issues. ‘

Two-family, multi-family, and as specified in Article VII, Section K.3.b a, a limited number of
single family dwellings may be authorized but, within any development or subphase thersof no
more than twenty (20} percent of the units shall be in two-family and single family dwellings.

Row houses or townhouses with more than two dwelling units per struciure shall be considered

multi-family dwellings. In addition, no more than twenty-five (25) percent of the dweﬂmg units
shall excesd 2,400 square fest of livable floor area.

Due to the proximity.of commercia! and health care services in southern Mansfield and the
adjacent Town of Windham and due 1o the physical characteristics of the Pleasant Valley Design

District, which will facilitate development in distinct subsections, the Commzssmn £NCOUTages
* Age Resiricted Housing developmenis within this districi.

h. Affordable Housing Requirements

Pursuant to the anthority provided by Section 8-2i; of the Connecticit General Statutes, a
~ minimum of twenty (20) percent of all dwelling umits in a residential development, or phase

thereof, shall be designed, constructed, and marketed for occupancy by low and moderate
income persons.

To address this requirement, a minimum of tweniy {20) percent of the dwelling units in a

residential development, or subphase thereof, shall not exceed the fol]omng MAXIMUIN Square
fooiage requirements:

Two-family or multi-family units with one bedroom-800 square feet of livable floor area
Two-family or multi-family vnits with two bedrooms-1,200 square feet of livable fioor area

TW’O-f&mily or multi-family units with three or more bedrooms-1,400 square feet of livable floor
area ' : ‘ -

Single family dwelling unit with one or two bedrooms- 1,200 square fest of livable floor area
Single Tamily dwelling unit with three or more bedrooms- 1,400 square feet of livabie floor area

In addition to meeting these maximum squars footage requirements, applicants shall provide
specific information about the location, design and character of proposed affordable uniis and
shall decument the actions thai will be taken to promote and retain occupancy by low and
moderate income persons. Applicanis are encouraged to worlk with Mansfield’s Housing
Authority, the State Department of Economiic and Community Developmeni and other agencies
that promeots affordable housing opporhinities, and incorporate deed restrictions, resale, lease, or
rental contracts, and/or other measures to promote thiz affordable housing objsctive.
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i. Phasing of Residential Development

Noting that no maximum density requirements have been established for the PVYDD and that
approximately 150 acres have been incorporated into this zone classification, the Commission
ghall retain the authority to require an approved project io be implemented in phases and 1o
restrict the number of units that may be construcied in any one year penod This approach is
considersd necessary to help address potential impacts on Town services, Accordmﬂly, the
Commission shall have the right 1o limit the issuance of Zoning Permits for new umits in any
PVDD development, or subphase thereof, io fifty (50) dwallmw unis per calendar year.

j- Agricultural Land Preservation Requirements

Pursuant to the Plan of Conservation and Development recommendations, the Commmission shall
have the right io require up to fifiy (50) percent of the prime agriculiural acreage on a subject
residential development to be permanently preserved for agricultural use. As ufilized in this
provision, prime agriculinral acreage shall be those areas that have been cultivated or otherwise
used for agnculmral purposes and/or those areas with soils that are classified as “prime
agricutinral” by the Nahwal Resources Conservation Service. The location of the agriculiuml
acreage 1o be preserved shall be determined by the Commission and may be on other land within
the PVDD under the conirol of the applicant. With the assistance of Mansfield’s Agricultural

Committes, the following areas have been deszgnated as priority agriculivral preservation areas
within the PVDD are as follows:

2]

Land immediately south of Pleasant Valley Road approximately 1,500 feet west of Mansfisld

‘City Road and immediately west of a significant curve in Pleasam Valley Road (former
strawberry feld area).

Land immediately south of Pleasant Valley Road and west of Mansfield Avenue.

Land immediately south of Pleasani Valley Road approximately 750 fet west of Mansfield
City Road and immediately east of a significant curve in Pleasani Valley Road.

To ensure the permanent preservation of designated agricultural land, conservation easemeits,
approved by the Commission, shall be filed on the Land Records. The easement areas shall be
monumented with iron pins and Town Conservations easement markers shall be placed every 50
to 100 fest around the perimeter boundary of the easement area. . The Town Markers shail be

placed on trees, fences, four (4) mch cedar posts or other siructires acceptable o the
Commission.

k. Bufier from Agricuitural Land

Unless specifically waived by the Commission due to site and project characteristics, ail new
dwelling units shall be set back d minimum of one hundred (100) feet from designated
agricultural preservation areas and/or existing agriculiural uses.

Buffers from Wetland/Watercourse Areas/Areas Subject to E‘E@@diﬂﬁg
Unless specifically authorized by the Inland Wetland Agency, all new structures, parking areas

and other impervious surfaces shall be setback a minimpm of seventy-five (75) feet from

designated inland wetland or watercourse areas and arsas-subject to flooding during 2 ona-
hundred year flood event. :
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m. Open Space/Recreational Facilities

All residential developments shail provide appropriate open space and recreation facilities as
determined by the Commission. The degree of improvement shail be tied to the size and nafure
of the development. For example, for projecis with fifty (50) or more dwelling units, swimming
pools, club houses, multi-use ball fields, tennis courts, and/or playgrounds may be required by
. the Commission. For smaller projects, trails, garden areas, and mulii-use lawn areas may be
considersd adequate to meet this requirement. Detailed plans and specifications for proposed or
required open space and recreational improvements shall be shown on project plans. Whenever

possible and appropriate, active recreational facilities shall be screened from res:ndenc.,s
driveways sireets, anci parking areas.

Explemaiory Note: These revisions are associted with and tied 1o the proposed Zoning Mop revisions listed
in A above and recommendations coniained in Monsfield’s 2006 Plan of Conservation ond Developmet.
This section establishes specific requirements jor agricultural land preservation, ajfordable housing,

wetland omd agricultural buffers, unil mixes, phasing, open space/recreational faczlztzes and other project
elemem‘s No mepcinsum densify provisions save been proposed.
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AGRICULTURE COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF DECEMBER 13, 2006 MEETING

PRESENT: Bill Palmer, Charlie Galgowski, Vicky Wetherell

1. Bill Palmer was acting chairman.

2. Minutes of the November 1, 2006, meeting were approved.

3. Proposed Tax Abatement

The committee had previously recommended that the Town expand its tax
abatement program for farm buildings and equipment. The Town Manager is pursuing
possible further tax abatements for farm buildings and equipment. Currently, there is a

$175, 000 tax abatement on farm equipment and $100,000 tax abatement for one farm
building.

4. Open Space Initiative

The committee will meet with Elisabeth Moore of Ct. Farmland Trust at their next
meeting on January, 3. She will advise the committee about outreach to the farming
community concerning conservation options and about potential funding sources. A field

trip to show her local farms is planned for the afternoon. Other Town committees and
staff will be invited to the meeting.

3. RFP for Bonemill Field

The committee discussed items to be included in a Request for Proposals for an
agricultural lease of the Bonemill Field at the corner of Rt. 44 and Bonemill Road. It was
recornmended that the legal notice be mailed to the farm list and to abutters.

6. Proposed Zoning for the Pleasant Valley Road Area

The committee reviewed its September, 2005, comments to PZC concerning this
zoning proposal in a draft of the Town Plan. They reconfirmed their recommendation
that the original zoning designations (commercial/industrial) remain in force because
those uses would be most compatible with swrrounding farming activity. They also noted
that the proposed open space provision for conservation easements on farmland would
not preserve agricultural use of that land. See attached comments.
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MANSFIELD AGRICULTURE COMMITTEE

To: Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission, Greg Padick

Re: Proposed Zoning for a Special District on Pleasant Valley Road

The Agriculture Commitiee considered the proposed zoning at a special meeting
on December 13, 2006. Their comments and recommendations follow.

On page 9 of the proposed zoning regulations, there is a requirement of a
conservation easement on certain agricultural areas to preserve them. However, the
owner of these areas would be the developer/owner of the multi-family housing. These
persons would not have a vested interest in having farming near the housing, nor would
they be required to maintain farming activity in the conservation easement areas. The
result would be that the owner probably would not lease the land for agricultural use. It is
necessary that the Town or a land trust own these conservation easement areas so that
agricultural USE of the land would be more certain to continue. Otherwise, the
conserved farmland would revert to forest, and the agricultural preservation goal of this
proposed zoning would not be realized.

The Agriculture Committee requests that PZC not approve these regulations and
that they continue the present zoning until they have a proposal that will preserve farming
activity on the agricultural areas designated on page 9. The committee suggests that
multi-family zones in designated conservation areas (see the Town Plan) have the same

open space dedication regulations as are currently in effect for single-family housing
subdivisions.

The committee 1s in agreement with our original recommendation in September,
2005, that the former zoning designations (commercial/industrial) remain in force
because those uses would be most compatible with surrounding farming activity. The
committee also recommends that the Town pursue preservation of the priority
agricultural areas on these properties.
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Mansfield Board of Education Meeting
November 16, 2006

Minutes
Attendees: William Simpson, Chair, Mary Feathers, Vice Chair, Gary Bent, Martha Kelly,
Min Lin, Shamim Patwa, Superintendent Gordon Schimmel, Board Clerk,
Celeste Griffin

Absent Dudley Hamlin, Chris Kuefiner, John Thacher

L Call to Order
The meeting was called to order at 7:35 p.m. by Mr. Simpson, Chair.

[EN Approval of Minutes - MOTION by Dr. Patwa, seconded Dr. Bent to approve the
minutes of the 10/25/06 meeting with a correction to note that Mrs. Kelly was not
present. VOTE: Unanimous in favor.

[ENR Hearing for Visitors - None.

Iv. Communications - None.

V. Additions to Present Agenda - Dr. Schimmel requested to add discussion and a motion
regarding E.O. Smith start/dismissal time.

VL Committee Reports

VIL Report of the Superintendent

A. 2005-2006 Strategic School Profile - Dr. Schimmel and Mr. Bartizzi discussed the
relevant sections of the SSP.

B. Building Project Update - Dr. Schimmel reported that the Town of Mansfield
referendum to appropriate $3,800,000 for replacement of the electrical heating
system passed. He also reported that the wells have been dug and the well houses
are being built, which will bring the district to State code.

C. Security - Dr. Schimmel reported that Sergeant Sean Cox and other Manstield Police
will conduct security audits in each of our schools. A report of their
recommendations will be presented at a future meeting.

D. Class Size/Enrollment - The October 1, 2006 total enrollment is 1, 332, which is 27
more students than October 1, 2005. The principals reported no major change in
enrollment in the past month.

E. Personnel - MOTION by Ms Feathers, seconded by Dr. Bent to accept the request
for childrearing leave from December 22, 2006 through the remainder of the 2006-
2007 school year, from Alisa Ruggiero, Speech Pathologist at Southeast School.
VOTE: Unanimous in favor. MOTION by Ms Feathers, seconded by Dr. Patwa to
accept the resignation of Elisabeth Stake, Grades 7-8 Guidance Counselor at
Mansfield Middle School. VOTE: Unanimous in favor.

F. E.O. Smith Start/Dismissal Times: MOTION by Dr. Bent, seconded by Ms
Feathers to endorse Mr. Simpson's letter to the Region 19 Board of Education in
support of Mr. Silva's request for a 5 minute earlier start time, leading to an earlier
dismissal. After discussion, the motion was amendead to state the Board also
supports further investigation of beginning E.O. Smith classes at a later time.

YOTE: Unanimous in favor. P.153




VIIL Hearing for Visitors

buses be explored.

Suggestions for Future Agenda - Dr. Bent asked that using bio-diesel fuel in school

X Executive Session - Negotiations

X1, MOTION by
Dr. Bent, seconded by Ms Fe
Unanimous in favor.

athers to go into executive session at 8:25 p.m. VOTE:

MOTION by Dr. Patwa, seconded by Dr. Bent to return to open session at 9:30 p.m.

VOTE: Unanimous in favor

X11. Adjournment - MOTION by Dr. Bent, seconded by Dr. Patwa to adjourn at 9:32 p.m.

YOTE: Unanimous in favor.

Celeste N. Griffin, Board Clerk
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Mansfield Commission on Aging Agenda
2:30 PM - Senior Center Tuesday, Déc.ll, 2006
Members: Please call the Mansfield Senior Center at 429-0262 if you cannot attend.
I. Call io Order - Chair
1. Appointment of Recording Secretary
1. Acceptance of Minutes of the Nov. 13, 2006 meeting

IV. Correspondence — Chair and Staff
Survey by UConn Health Center for State — Patty Hope

V. Optional Reports on Services/Needs of Town Aging Populations
A. Health Care Services '
Wellness Center and Wellness Program - Jean Kenny
Mansfield Center for Nursing and Rehabilitation - Jean Kenny
B. Social, Recreational and Educational

Senior Center —~ Patty Hope  Senior Center Assoc. —John Brubacher
C. Housing

Assisted Living Plans, Wrights Way, Juniper Hill, Jensen’s Park, Other
D. Related Town and Regional Organizations such as:

Com. on Physically and Sensorily Impaired, Town Community Center ,
Town Plan of Conservation and Development, Town Charter Revision,
Senior Resources of Eastern CT

V1. Old Business

Progress on Data from the Survey on Senior Needs - Kevin Grunwald
Evaluation of Requests for Town Funds by Agencies
Report of Nominating Committee — Carol Phillips

VII. Mew Business

IX. Adjournment : .
Next meeting: Monday, Jan. 8, 2007 at 2:30 pm at the Senior Center
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Mansfield Commission on Aging Minutes (draft)

2:30 PM — Juniper Hill Monday, Nov.13, 2006

Present: K. Grunwald (staff), S. Thomas (Chair), W. Bigl, K. Doeg, C. Phillips, T.
Quinp, M. Thatcher, S. Gordon, P. Hope (staff), J. Kenny (staff), Marcia Zimmer
(guest), Karen Randolph, Joan Quarto, J. Brubacher

1. Cali to Order - Chair S. Thomas called the meeting to order at 2:35 PM

II. Appointment of Recording Secretary: K. Grunwald agreed to take minutes for the
meeting.
II. Acceptance of Minutes: the minutes of the Oct 10, 2006 meeting were accepted as

written. In Section V. C., T. Quinn clarified that the wording of his motion should
read “the Chair or its designee be appointed to serve...”

IV. Assisted Living Project at Juniper Hill
Lecture and Tour by Marsha Zimmer, Director distributed information on assisted
living and Juniper Hill. The New Samaritan Corporation started Juniper Hill in 1981.
They have paid attention to what the needs of seniors are as they grow older. In the
mid-80’s they applied to HUD for a community services grant and were able to start
their meals program. They also added a resident services coordinator to assist
residents in accessing services. Most residents of Juniper Hill cannot afford private
assisted living services. The State of CT has assisted in applying for a pilot program
to bring assisted living to HUD housing. Assisted Living: “Scheduled care for people
whose health is chronic but stable”: nurse 20 hours/week; aides 24/7. Four levels of
services; if low income Title XIX or CHCPE will pick up the cost. If self-pay, the
cost will be adjusted based on out of pocket medical expenses. Juniper Hill received
an assisted living conversion grant, which allows them to convert 12 apartments for
residents who require assisted living services. Residents must come in qualified
based on HUD income levels. Generally the waiting list for housing is six months-
one year. They are expecting the average stay in assisted living to be 18-24 months.
Juniper Hill currently turns over 15-18 apartments a year. They do not have any
locked units or ways of insuring the safety of residents who are wandering. Residents
do have varying degrees of dementia. The current census is 85-88. The Commission
expressed their thanks to Marcia for hosting the meeting and providing a tour.

V. Correspondence — Chair and Staff ,
Older Americans Act News — K. Grunwald and P. Hope commented on the
reauthorization of the Older Americans Act, which authorizes Title Il funding.

VI. Optional Reports on Services/Needs of Town Aging Populations
A. Health Care Services
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COoA
SCHEDULE 20067

The Commission on Aging will be meeting the second Monday of

every month {(except if there is a holiday) at 2:30 p.m. at the
Mansfield Senior Center:

January 8, 20067

February 12, 2007

March 12, 2007

April 9, 2007

Mayi4, 2007

June 11, 2007

Mo meeting are held in July and August 2007
September 10, 2007
Tuesday, October 9, 2007
Tuesday, Movember 13, 2007
December 16, 2007
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COMMISSION ON AGING

Name/ address

UPDATED & CORRECTED 11/06

Appt Date Term Ends
Susanna Thomas, Chair September 14, 1998 Sec})tember 30, 2007
16 Westwood Road (9/04 - Board asked 3r term
Storrs, CT 06268 for reappt X 3 yrs.)
susannamthomas @gmail.com
429-2522
Tim Quinn, Vice Chair October 2005 September 30, 2008

101 Depot Road
Mansfield Depot, CT 06251
429-2210

1% term

Carol Phillips
12 Silo Road, West

December 11, 2001
(9/04 ~ Board asked

Sedptember 30, 2007
2™ term

Storrs, CT 06268 for reappt x 3yrs)
425-1409
Kenneth Doeg September 30, 2003

Se‘})tember 30, 2007

6 Sycamore Dr. (9/04-Board asked for | 2" term

Storrs, CT 06268 reappt X 3 yrs)

429-6113

Mary Thatcher September 2005 September 30, 2008
P.0. Box 54 1* term

Storrs, CT 06268

429-4371

Sam Gordon March 27, 2006 - September 30, 2009
18 Willington Hill Road to fill unexpired term | 1% term

Storrs, Ct 06268

420-5675

Joan Quarto October 10, 2006 September 30, 2009
18 Ellise Road 1* term

Storrs, CT 06268

429-3581

Karin Randolph October 10, 2006 September 30, 2009
P. 0. Box 438 ' 1% term

Mansfield Ctr., CT 06250
456-7116

kendolph @earthlink.net

John Brubacher Representative,

204 Old Turnpike Rd. Mansfield Senior

Mansfield, CT 06251 Center Association
-429-5026

Wilfred Bigl

17 Hill Pond Drive Representing Jensen’s/

Storrs, CT 06268 Rolling Hills

429-0180

wbigl @charter.net
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AGENDA

Mansfisid Conservation Commission

Wednasday, December 20, 2008
Audrey P. Beck Building
COMFEREMNCE RODM B

'

7:30 PM
Minutes
November 15, 2008
New Business
1. Discussion of storm water management strategy for Storrs Center- Downtown

Partnership Presentation
Continuing Business

Conservation Comimission comments on IWA referrals

1, W1369-Szynkowicz-Browns Road-Gazebo & Landscaping in buffer

Conservation Commission comments on PZC referrals

1. PZC file #907-29- Proposed revisions to the Zoning Map and Zoning Regulations
Communications
s  Minutes
1. Open Space
2. PzC

3. 1WA-see wellands packet

o Other

1, Community water and wastewater issues, Four Corners Sewer Study-Public Information
Session scheduled for January 8, 2007 at 7:30 in the Council Chambers

2. 11/27/06 letter from Dunham Pond Association to PZC regarding Dunham Farm Estates

3. Ct DEP Notice of intent to issue.general permits for various water diversion activities
and to waive public hearing-FYI ‘

4, Schedule of Meeting Dates for 2007

Other
Future Agendas

Adjournment
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negative impact on the wetlands, and the motion passed unanimously. However, Dahn
noted that a portion the proposed project is to take place in the Town of Willington. This
raised the further question of the intrusion of the proposed construction inio the usual
setback from a property line - in this case the Mansfield-Willington boundary.

6. The meeting adjourmned at 8:54 P.M.

Respectfully submitied,

Quentin Kessel
Secretary
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Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

The Mansfield PZC will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, December 18, 2006 at 8:00 p.m. in the
Council Chambers, A.P. Beck Bldg., 4 S. Eagleville Rd, to hear comments on PZC-proposed 11/2/06
draft revisions to the Mansfield Zoning Map and numerous sections of the Zoning Regulations

Proposed Zoning Map revisions are:

A. Rezone all existing areas zoned Professional Office-3 (PO-3) to a new Pleasant Valley Design
District (PVDD) zone classification.

B. Rezone all existing areas zoned Industrial Park (IP) to a new Pleasant Valley Design Dlsmct zone
classification. ‘

Proposed Zoning Regulation revisions include:

1. Revisions to Article IT, IIT, VII, VIII, and X. Section A. o appropriately reference the zoning map
revisions noled above, to eliminate an existing moratorium on rezoning of certain land south of

Pleasant Valley Road and to incorporate new subsection lettering and other coordination changes
needed in association with proposed zoning map revisions. The proposed Pleasant Valley Design
District would be included as one of Mansfield’s Design Development Districts.

Incorporation of a new Article VII, Section K; Uses Permitted in the Pleasant Valley Design District
This new section includes an intent exp]anahon and a listing of uses anthorized by special permit
(mulu-famﬂy oriented housing, certain agricultural product retail outlets, other commercial

agricultural uses, certain daycare centers, and accessory retail uses) and uses permitied by right
(certain agricultural uses and accessory dwellings).

t-2

[W%]

Revisions to Article VIII, Section A., to incorporate proposed zoning map revisions and to establish
a twenty-five (25) acre minimum lot area for new lots in the Pleasant Valley Design District.
Incorporation of a new Article X, Section A.8.; Special Provisions for Pleasant Valley Design
District. This new section requires, except for agncultural and low density residential uses,
developments to be served by publie sewer and water. This section also includes special provisions
regarding density, building height, parking, housing unit mix, affordable housing, phasing,
agricultural land preservation, buffers from agricultural land and wetlands, open space/recreation,
and other requirements for this zone. The proposed regulation includes unit size restrictions, a
twenty (20) percent affordable housing requirement, a fifty (50) percent agricultural land
preservation requirement, and provisions that authorize the Commission to limit construction to fifty
(50) dwelling units per year.

Revisions to Article X, Section A 4. to clarify stormwater management requirements and
pedestrian/public transit requirements for all projects within a designated design development
district. ‘

Revisions of Article 1], Section M. (to be re-lettered Section L.) to incorporate new referral

requirements to the State Dept. of Public Health for activities within a state designated aquifer
protection area or the watershed of a water company.

At this Hearing, interested persons may be heard and written commumcatlons received. No information
from the applicant or the public shall be received after the close of the Public Hearing. Additional

information, including the exact mapping of the proposed zoning map revisions and wording of the
proposed zoning regulations is available in the Mansfield Planning and Town Clerks Offices and at
www.mansfieldct.org. '

R. Favretti, Chair

K. Holt. Secretary

TO BE PUBLISHED Tuesdiy, December 5, and Wednesday, December 13, 2006

Thanks for remembering to put officers’ names and titles ~ c»me lines
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November 2, 2006 Draft

Proposed Revisions to Manstield’s Zoning Map. Zoning Regulations and Subdivision Regulations

New pfovisions are underlined or otherwise indicaied)
Deletions are bracketed or otherwise indicated)

ixplanatory MNotes are provided fo assist with an uhderstandmo oF the proposed revisions. These notes were
ydated on 11/28/06. These notes are not part of the proposed zoning and subdivision revisions.)

. Proposed Zoning Map revisions (depicted on attached 11/06 map):

1. Rezone all existing areas zoned Professional Office-3 (PO-3) to a new Pleasant Valley Design Distict
(PYDD) zone classification

2. Rezone all existing areas zoned Industrial Park (IP) to a new Pleasant Valley Design District (FVDD)
Explanaiory Note: These zone changes are designed io implement recommendations contained in

Memsfield’s 2006 Plan of Conservation and Development. The Intent section of Article VII, Section K (see

item B.6 below) provides mor€ information on Plan of Co;zsen)a‘?on of Development recommendations for
the subject creas.

. Proposed Zoning Reculations revisions:

1. Revise Article T1, Section A as follows:
a. Delete from the current listing of zones:
1. PO-2 (Professional Office 2 zone)
2. PO-3 (Professional Office 3 zone)
3. IP (Industrial Park zone)
b. Add to the current listing of zones:
PVDD (Pleasant Valley Design District)

Explenatory Note: These revisions are associated with and tied to 1he proposed Zoning Map revisions listed
in Itern A above, and the fact that there is no existing Professional Office 2 zones.

2. Revise Article [T Section B as follows:
a. Delete IP Industrial Park from the current listing of “Design Development” Dlstucts

b. Delete PO-2 and PO-3 from the current listing of “Design Development” Districts and revise the
reference Professional Office 1 through 3 to read Professional Office 1;

c. Add PVDD-Pleasant Valley Design District to the listing of “Design Development” Districts.

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated with and tied o the proposed Zoning Mop revisions listed
in A abave and the juct that there is ro existing Profession Office 2 zones.

3 Rewse A.rtlcle T by deleting in its entirety Subsection A and by re-lettering remaining subsections as A
the owzh L

Explanatory Note: This revision would eliminate regulations imposing a temporary and limited moratorium
Jor certain zome changes in the area south of Pleasant Valley Road west of Mansfield City Road.

4. Revisg Article HI by revising subsection L to read as follows: (currently subsection M)
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L. [&4] Notification Of PAlindham Water Werks] Water Company and Connecticut
Depariment of Public Healih

When an applicant files with the Planning and Zoning Commission or Zoning Board of Appeals an
apphua‘mon pctltion, request or plan concermng any pmJect on any Site [vrlﬁ-%—} that i is w1th1n [%he

Qeferc&%m?&%es ,] the aquifer Drotectlon ares dehneated Dursuant to section 2?a-354c or the watershed
of a water company, the applicant shall provide written notice of the application, petition, request or
plan to the [Wiadham-Water Wesks-orether| water company and the Commissioner of Public Health in
a format prescribed by the Commissioner {provided such water company or said Commissioner has filed
a map showing the boundaries of the watershed on the Mansfield Land Records and with the Planning
and Zoning Commission or Zoning Board of Appeals or the aquifer protection area has been delineated
in accordance with section 22a-354c, as the case may be). Such notice shall be made by certified mail

return receipt requested, and shall be mailed [within] not later than seven days [of} after the date of the
application. [The-#indbars— M aterWerks-erother] Such water company and the Commissioner of

Public Health may, throngh a representative, appear and be heard at any hearing on any such
application, petition, request or plan. '

Explanatory Note: This notification revision is mandated by Public Act 06-53 and a revision of Section
8-3: of the Connecticut General Statutes. '

5. Revise Article VII, subsections A.2. and A4 as follows:
a. Delete “Industrial Park” in line 3 of subsection A.2.c.

b. Delete “Industrial Park” in lines_ 1 and 6 of subsection A.4

Explonatory Note: These revisions are associated and fied to the proposed Zoning Map revisions Iisted
in A above.

Delete Article VII, subsections T. “Uses Permitted in the Professional Office 3 zone” and U, “Uses
Permitted in the Industrial Park Zone” in their entirety, add a new Article VII, Subsection K “Uses
Permitted in the Pleasant Valley Design District Zone” (land south of Pleasant Valley Road and west of
Mansfield Citv Road) and re-letter/re-number remaining subsections of Article VIL

The new Axticle VII, Subsection X shall read as follows:

K. Uses Permiited in the PVDD (Pleasant Valley Design District Zone (Land ﬂomh of Pleasant
Valley Road and west of Mansﬁeﬂd City Road)

1. Intent

The PVVD has been established with special provisions designed to implement Plan of
Conservation and Development goals, objectives and recommendations for a unique area of
Mansfield located south of Pleasant Valley Road, west of Mansfield City Road and bordering
Mansfield Avenue. As detailed in Mansfield’s Plan of Conservation and Development, this area
has been zoned for decades for industrial and commercial use, but has remained agricultural and
is no longer considered appropriate for industrial and non-agricultural commercial use due to
access limitations, special agricultural, floodplain, wetland, and aquifer characteristics that
warrant protection and preservation, site visibility and scenic character, neighboring agricultural
and residential uses and other Plan of Conservation and Development goals, objectives and
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recommendations. Due primarily to the fact that this area 1s one of a very limited number in
Mansfield that have access to public sewer and water systems, medium to high density multi-
family housing is considered an appropriate use for portions of this district, but only if designed
construcied, and utilized in 2 manner compatible with other Plan of Conservation and
Development recommendations. Accordingly, the PYDD has special provisions designed to
preserve significant areas-of prime agricutiural land, to protect important natural resources, to

provide for affordable housing, to authorize density and design flexibility, and 1o authorize
phased implementation of new housing units.

-

General

The uses listed below in Sections K3 and K4 and associated site imiprovements are permitted in

the PYDD zone, provided:

a. Any special requirements associated with a particular use are met;

b. Except as noted below, all uses permitted in the PVDD zone shall be served by adequate
public sewer and water supply systems. On a case-by-case basis and dependent on the nature
and intensity of the proposed use and the potential for detrimental health, safety or
environmental impacts, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall have the right to
authorize the use of onsite sanitary waste disposal and/or water supply systems for
commercial agricultural uses and low density residential uses, provided it is documented to
the Commission’s satisfaction that there is a low risk of aquifer contamination or other
health, safety or environmental problems.

Applicable provisions of Article X, Section A (Design Development Dlstncrts) and Article
VI, Sections A and B (Performance Standards) are met: and
With the exception of those uses included in .4 below, special permit appr oval is obtained

in accordance with the provisions of Article V, Section B for any of the activities delineated
in Article VI, Section A.2.

Article VII, Sections A.3., A4 and A5 also include or reference provisions authorizing the
Zoning Agent to approve certain changes in the use of existing structures or lots and anthorizing
the PZC Chairman and Zoning Agent to approve minor modifications of existing or approved
site improvements. All changes in use in the PVDD zone require Planning and Zoning
Commission approval in accordange with the provisions of Article VII, Section A 4.

U

Cateoories of Permitted Uses in the Pleasant Valley Design District Requiring Special Permit
Approval as per the Provisions of Asticle V. Section B.

a. Two family, and multi-family housing in accordance with the standards contained in Article
X, Section A.

b. Single Family housing in association with a let1~fanu]y housing development but only

when specifically authorized by the Commission due to specialized situations where site

characteristics limit the ability to appropriately locate two-family or multi-family struchires.

All applicable provisions of Article X, Section A shall be met.

c. Permanent retail sales outlets for agricuttural and horticultural products, provided all the .
standards are required of Article VII, Section G. 13 are met; '

d. Other commercial agncultural operations (any agriculitural or horticulrural use that is not

authorized by other provisions of these Regulations), provided special permit approval is
obtained in accordance with Article V, Section B;
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State-licensed group day care homes or State-licensed child day care centers as defined by

the State Statutes. State-licensed family day care homes are specifically authorized in Article
VII, Section D;
Accessory commercial uses, such as a laundry or recreational facilit-y, conducted primarﬂy

for the convenience of residents of an approved residential project, provided the use is
located within a building.

4. Uses Which May be Authorized in the Pleasant Vallev Desien District Zone by the Zoning

Acent:

a.

Agricultural and horticulinral uses such as the keeping of farm animals, field crops, orchards,
preenhouses, accessory buildings, etc., provided the provisions of Article VII, Sections G. 13
through G.15 are met;
Dwelling units for property owners, managers, catetakers, or security personnel asscciated

with a permitted agricultural use provided all residential structures are located on the same
lot as the agnicultural vse.

Explanciory Note: These revisions are associated and tied to the proposed roning map revisions

listed in item A above. This section proposes new permitied use provisions consistent with
recommendations contained in Mansfield’s Plan of Conservation and Development.

7. Revise Article VI, Section A, Schedule of Dimensional Requirements, as follows:
a. Delete from the Schedule the existing row for the IP zone and delete the references to PO-2 and

PO-3.

b. Add to ithe Schedule a new row for the PYDD District and insert “Building” in the heading of the
maximum coverage column.- The revised rows shall read as follows:

ONE [MINIMUM LOT { MINIMUM LOT {MIN. FRONT SETBACK| MIN. SIDE SETBACK | MIN. REAR SETBACK| MAXIMUM |MAXIMUM BUILDING
AREA/ACRES | FRONTAGEFT LINE {IN FEET) LINE (IN FEET) LINE (IN FEET) HEIGHT GROUND
See Notes: See Notes See Notes See Notes See Note See Note COVERAGE
(3) (1) (18) _ | (4)NBYD(13)(16) (AHBNG(IB(I6) (17| AH(10)(1)(15)(16) (17) (H(1S5)(18) (17) (14
WDD " '
see
iote 1| 25 ACRES 200 100 30 50 40 25%
C.

Revise existing foot note 13 on the Schedule of Dimensional Requirements to read as follows:

13. Lot frontage requirements for business and [tadustrialresidential uses within specified [businsss
and-industrial] zones may be waived by the Planning and Zoning Commission for private roads
provided special permit approval is obtained (see Article VIIL, Section B.3.d)

FExplanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied 1o the proposed zoning map revisions
listed in item A above. The proposed 25 acre minimum lot size proposal is designed to help ensure
that Plan of Conservation and Development recommendations, particularly those tied to agricultural
land preservation, are not undermined by smaller, uncoordinated developments. Existing and
proposed regulations would allow larger projects to be built in smaller phases.

8. Revise Article VIIL, subsection B.3.a,

B.3b,B

3. [Business and Industrial Ezceptions/}Special Dimensional Requirements

ADPW - Admin\_ParkerW A_\GIP\November 2 2006 DRAFT.doc
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a. Setback from Residential Zones - In the [[P and] RD/LI zonels], 2 minimum setback of 150
feet 13 required between all new industrial or research buildings and residential zone
boundary lines. This setback may be reduced by the Commission due to physical
characteristics, the nature of proposed landscape and buffer plans or the character of existing
land nses.

b.

Lot Coverage - Except as noted below, the total ground area coverage of buildings and
parking areag in the [TP and] RD/LI Zone[s] shall not exceed 50 percent of the iotal lot area.
Provided all other requirements of these Regulations are met, this coverage limit can be

increased to 75 percent for projects directly associated with a program that permanently
preserves large tracts of open space or agricultural land. ’

c. Gate Houses/Security Structures - In the [IP and] RD/LI Zones, the Commission may

reduce or waive front or side line setbacks for gatehouses and security structures other than
residences.

Lots om Private Roads - Provided the standards noted below are met and provided special
permit approval is obtained in accordance with Asticle V, Section B, the Commission may

allow lots to be created off of private roads [for business and industrial uses] in the following
zones: B; PB-1, PB-2, FB-3, PB-4, PB-5, NB-1, NB-2, PO-1, [PG-2, PO-3,] 1, [IP] PVDD
and RD/LI. This regulation allows, under specific standards, lots to be created without
frontage on a Town or State road. '

(Mote: Subsections 3.d.1 through 6 shall remain in effect.)

. Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied to proposed zoning map revisions
listed in item A above.

9. Revise Article VIII, subsection C.1 and 2 to read as follows:

M. Floor Area Reguirements
1. Residential

All buildings and structures used as residences shall meet the following minimum livable floor
area requirements:

a. Single-Family Dwellings-800 square feet -~
b. Two-family Dwellings-800 square feet per dwelling unit

c. See specific provisiohs for DMR, ARH. PVDD, and PRD zones and for multi-family
housing, conversions and efficiency units allowed in other zones.

b

Business

In all Business, Industrial and Institutional (PB-1 through 5, NB-1 and 2, B, PO-1 [through 3,

1P], RD/LI and T) zones, each new building shall have a minimum of 500 square feet of floor
area on the ground level. '

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied to proposed zoning map revisions
listed in item 4 above. :
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10. Revise Article X Section A.1 as follows:

a. Delete PO-2- Professional Office-2, PO-3- Professional Office-3, and IP-Industrial Park from the
listing of Design Development Districts.

b. Add PVDD-Pleasant Valley Design District to the listing of Design Development Districts.

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied to proposed zoning map revisions listed in
item A above.

11. Revise Article X, Section A.2.c to delete in line 10 “Industrial park or” and to change “an” to “a”.

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied to proposed zoring map revisions listed in
item A above.

12. Revise Article X, Section A.4.b 10 add the following senténces to the end of the second paragraph of this
subsection: L
_ “A concerted effort shall be made to minimize impervious surfaces and potential stormwater impacts.
Stormwater management guidelines and best management practices prepared by State and Federal

agencies shall be implemented wherever appropriate, as determined by the Planning and Zoning
Commission.”

Explomatory Note: These revisions are designed io implement Plan of Conservation and Development

recommendations regarding storm water management for all projects within a design “development
district”.

13. Revise Article X, Section A.4.e to delete in line 12 “TP and” and to change “zones” to “zone”.

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied to proposed zoning map revisions listed in
item A above.

14. Revise Article X, Section A.4.h to delete in line 3 “IP or”

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied to proposed zoning map revisions listed in
item 4 above.

15. Revise Article X, Section A.4 to add a new subsection j to read as follows:

j. Pedestrian/Public Transit Improvements

All developments shall provide appropriate pedestrian and public transit improvements, as
determined by the Commission. The degree of improvements shall be tied to the size and nature of
the development. Trail and sidewalk, bikeway improvements, bicycle racks, bicycle lockers, bus

stops with shelters, and other amenities that promote public fransportation and pedestrian and bicycle
traffic may be required.
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Explanatory Note: This addition is designed fo help implement Plan of Conservation and Development
goals, objectives and recommendations 1o redice the need for vehicular traffic and enhance pedestrian
and bicycle traffic and public iransporiation opportuniiies, in all design development districis.

16. Revise existing Article X, Section A.8 (to be re-lettered to A_9) o delete “industnal ParL (IP) and” in
the title line of this subsection and to delets réferences to “IP or” in line 1 of subsection 8a and’ 8¢.

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated and tied fo proposed zoning map revisions listed in
item 4 above.

17. Add a new Article X, Section A.8 1o read as follows:

8. Special Provisions for the Pleasant Valley Design District (FYDD) zone
a. Water and Sewer Facilities

Except as noted below, all proposed developments in the PVYDD zone must be served by public
water and sewer facilities or must be readily connected to such services. “Readily connected” is
defined as that point in time when contracts have beeén let for construction of public sewer and
water facilities requested for connection. A Certificate of Compliance shall not be issued until
the site is connected to public water and sewer facilities. Article VII Section K.2.b. authorizes
the commission to waive this requirements for commercial agricultural uses and low density
residential uses. ‘

b. Density Requirements

No minimum or maximum residential density provisions have been established for the Pléasant
Valley Design District. Residential densities shall be governed by site characteristics, building
height and coverage requirements, setback and buffering prov1s1ons agricultural land
preservation requirements, parking requirements, and other provisions of these regulations.

¢. Building Height Requirements
No building shall exceed thres stories or a height of forty (40) feet.

d. Distance Between Structures

Except as noted below, the distance between any two structures shall be no less than the average
height of both, but in no case less than fifty (50) feet. The Commission may vary this spacing
requirement when it determines that such variations will enhance the design of the project
without significantly affecting either emergency or solar access.

e. Courtyards

Except as noted below, courts enclosed on all sides shall not be permitted and no open court shall
have a length or width less than fifty (50) feet. The Commission may vary these requirements

when it determines that such variations will enhance the design of the project without
significantly affecting either emergency or solar access.
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f. Parking

Required parking spaces shall not be allowed on any street or internal roadway and shall be set
back a minimum of 10 feet from principal buildings. All spaces shall comply with the parking
provisions of Article X, Section D and other dimensional requirements of these Regnlations.

Housing Unit Mix Requirements

)

In addition to addressing the design standards of Aricle X Section S, all residential development
in the PVDD shall provide for a mix of housing types, sizes, and designs. As a noted exception,

housing designed primarily for student occupancy shall not be authorized in this district due to
potential neighborhood compatibility issues.

Two-family, multi-family, and as specified in Article VII, Section K.3.b a, a limited mmber of
single family dwellings may be authorized but, within any development or subphase thereof, no
more than twenty (20) percent of the units shall be in two-family and single family dwellings.

Row houses or townhouses with more than two dwelling units per structure shall be considered

multi-family dwellings. In addition, no more than twenty-five (25) percent of ﬂae dwelling units
shall exceed 2,400 square feet of livable floor area.

Due to the proximity of commercial and health care services in southern Mansfield and the
‘gdjacent Town of Windham and due to the physical characteristics of the Pleasant Valley Design
District, which will facilitate development in distinct subsections, the Commlssmn encourages
Age Restricted Housing developments within this district.

h. Affordable Housing Requirements

Pursuant to the authority provided by Section 8-2i; of the Connecticut General Statutes, a
minimum of twenty (20)-percent of all dwelling units in a residential development, or phasé

thereof, shall be designed, constmcted and marketed for occupancy by low and moderate
income persons.

To address this requirement, a minimum of twenty {20) percent of the dwelling uniis in a

residential development, or subphase thereof, shall not exceed the following maximum square
footage requirements:

Two-family or multi-family units with one bedroom-800 square feet of livable floor area
Two-family or multi-family units with two bedrooms-1,200 square feet of livable floor area

Two-family or multi-family uniis with three or more bedrooms-1,400 square feet of livable floor
area

Single family dwelling unit with one or two bedrooms- 1,200 square feet of livable floor area
Single family dwelling unit with three or more bedrooms- 1,400 square feet of livable floor area

In addition to meeting these maximum square footage requirements, applicants shall provide
specific information about the location, design and character of proposed affordable units and
shall document the actions that will be taken to promote and retain occupancy by low and
moderate income persons. Applicants are encouraged to work with Mansfield’s Housing
Authority, the State Department of Economiic and Community Development and other agencies
that promote affordable housing oppertunities, and incorporate deed restrictions, resale, lease, or
rental contracts, and/or other measures to promote this affordable housing objective.
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i. Phasing of Residential Development

Noting that no maximum density requirements have been established for the PVDD and that
approximately 150 acres have been incorporated into this zone classification, the Commission
shall retain the authority to require an approved project to be implemented in phasss and to
restrict the number of units that may be constructed in any one year period. This approach is
considered necessary to help address potential impacts on Town services. Accordingly, the
Commission shall have the right to limit the issuance of Zoning Permits for new units in any
PVDD development, or subphase thereof, to fifty (50) dwelling units per calendar year.

jo Agricultural Land Preservation Requirements

Pursuant to the Plan of Conservation and Development recommendations, the Commission shall
have the right to require up to fifty (50) percent of the prime agricultural acreage on a subject
residential development to be permanently preserved for agricultural use. As utilized in this
provision, prime agricultural acreage shall be those areas that have been cultivated or otherwise
uged for agricultural purposes and/or those areas with soils that are classified as “prime
agricultural” by the Natural Resources Conservation Service. The lecation of the agricultural
acreage to be preserved shall be determined by the Commission and may be on other land within
the PYDD under the control of the applicant. With the assistance of Mansfield’s Agricultural

Committee, the following areas have been designated as priority agricultural preservation areas
within the PYDD are as follows:

a

Land immediately south of Pleasant Valley Road approximately 1,500 feet west of Mansfield

‘City Road and immediately west of a significant curve in Pleasant Valley Road (former
strawberry field area).

Land immediately scuth of Pleasant Valley Road and west of Mansfield Avenue.

Land immediately south of Pleasant Valley Road approximately 750 feet west of Mansfield
City Road and immediately east of a significant curve in Pleasant Valley Road.

To ensure the permanent preservation of designated agriculiural land, conservation easements,
approved by the Commission, shall be filed on the Land Records. The easement areas shall be
monumented with iron pins and Town Conservations easement markers shall be placed every 50
to 100 feet around the perimeter boundary of the easement area. The Town Markers shali be

placed on trees, fences, four (4) inch cedar posts or other structires acceptable to the
Commission. -

k. Buffer from Agriculinral Land

Unless specifically waived by the Commission due to site and project characteristics, all new
dwelling units shall be set back a minimum of one hundred (100) feet from designated
agricultural preservation areas and/or existing agricultural uses.

1. Buffers from W efland/Watercourse Areas/Areas Subject to Flooding |

Unless specifically authorized by the Inland Wetland Agency, all new structures, parking areas,
and other impervious surfaces shall be setback a minimum of seventy-five (75) feet from

designated inland wetland or watercourse areas and areas subject to flooding during a one-
hundred year flood event. :
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m. Open Space/Recreational Facilities

All residential developments shall provide appropriate open space and recreation facilities as
determined by the Commussion. The degree of improvement shall be tied to the size and nature
of the development. For example, for projects with fifty (50) or more dwelling units, swimming
pools, club houses, multi-use ball fields, tennis courts, and/or playgrounds may be required by

_ the Commission. For smaller projects, trails, garden areas, and multi-use lawn areas may be
considered adequate to meet this requirement. Detailed plans and specifications for proposed or
required open space and recreational improvements shall be shown on project plans. Whenever

possible and appropriate, active recreational facilities shall be screened from residences,
driveways, streets, and parking areas.

Explanatory Note: These revisions are associated with cmd tied to the proposed Zowing Map revisions listed
in 4 above and recommendations comtained in Mcnsfield's 2006 Plom of Conservation and Development.
This section establishes specific requirements for agricultural land preservation, affordable housing,

wetlond and agricultural buffers, unit mixes, phasing, open space/recreational facilities and other project
elements. No maximum density provisions have been proposed.
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 Town of Mansfield
Open Space Preservation Committee
Minutes of the November 21, 2006 meeting

Members present: Evangeline Abbott, Queniin Kessel, Stephen Lowrey, Jim Morrow,
David Silsbee.

1.

7

5.

6.

Mesting called to order at 7:40.

. Minutes of the October 17, 2006 meeting were approved on a motion by

Lowrey/Kessel.

. Planning, Management and Acquisition Guidelines: After some discussion (on a

motion by Kessel/Lowrey) it was decided that Vicky Wetherell would provide

.comment.

. Report from Town Staff: Pleasant Valley Dr. development plan was discussed

briefly. OSPC appreciates the opportunity to review.
Field Trips and Recommendations to Town Council: none. .

Meeting adjourned at 8:20.

Respectfully submitted .
Evangeline Abboit
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MINUTES

MANSFIELD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSON
Regular Meeting, Monday, November 20, 2006
Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present: R. Favretti (Chairman), B. Gardner, J. Goodwin, R. Hall, K. Holt (7:04),
P. Kochenburger, P. Plante, B. Ryan, G. Zimmer
Alternates present:  C. Kusmer, B. Pociask

Staff present: G. Padick (Director of Planning)
Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
Minutes:

11/6/06 - Hall MOVED, Gardner seconded, to approve the Minutes of the 11/6/06 Meeting as written.
MOTION PASSED with Pociask and Plante disqualified, and all others in favor.

11/13/06 (Field Tup)- Gdldner MOVED, Goodwin seconded, to approve the Minutes of the 11/13/06 Field Trip
as written. MOTION PASSED with Favretti, Goodwin, and Gardner in favor, and all others disqualified.

Scheduled Business:
Zoning Acent’s Report

A. Noted; no member comments.

B. Update on Hall site restoration. trailer removal activities

Padick updated the Commission on the trailers still at the Hall gravel site: Ashford has not granted
zoning approval for theu IG]OC&UOI‘I
C. Other

Padick noted that Hirsch has visited the property at the corner of Mansfield Avenue and Pleasant Valley
Road and has issued a violation notice to the property owners.

O)d Business:

1. Specia] Permit Application, Proposed E. O Smith Hizh School Classroom at 85 Depot Road,
Regional School District 19, Applicant, File #1251 MAD 12/20/06
Ryan- disqualified herself and Chairman Favretti appointed Pociask to act in her place. Discussion
followed; Kochenburger then moved, Gardner seconded, to approve with conditions the special permit
application (file #1251) of Regional School District 19 for an alternative high school education facility to be
located at §5 Depot Road, in an RAR-90 zone, as shown on plans revised to 10/10/06 and other information
to the Commmission, and as presented at Public Hearings on 9/18/06, 10/3/06 and 10/16/06. This approval is
granted because the application as hereby approved is considered to be in compliance with Article V,
Section B, and other provisions of the Mansfield Zoning Regulations. Of importance, the proposed
rehabilitation and use of the Edmond Reynolds School building will preserve the appearance and use of an
historic structure within the Manstield Depot Village area, thereby promoting many goals, objectives and

recommendations contained in Mansfield’s Plan of Conservatlon and Development. This approval is
granted with the following conditi ons:

1. Except as modified by other conditions of this approval, this approval authorizes the specific
educational uses and site work described in applicant submissions, including the specific programming
elements and commitments cited in the applicant’s 8/1/06 and 10/16/06 statements of use. These use
lirnitations include:

» A maximum student occupancy of 35 in either the daytime or after-school program
= Mandatory adult supervision of all student acip, 1 7 gn and off site
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> No “open campus” privileges at the subject site
»  Voluntary student participation with parental permission in this alternate High School Facility
»  Mandatory no smoking policy within the school or on school property
s No student parking from 7:30 am to 2:15 pm

Any proposed changes to authorized uses of this property shall be reviewed and approved by the
Planning and Zoning Commission. Any changes or expansions of use, as determined by the
Commission, shall require additional Special Permit approval.

This approval authorizes, subject to the following restriction, the use of the subject site for an after-
school alternative education program where some students will be allowed to park on the premises. Any
after-school program shall not commence until specific time schedules for the ending of the daytime
program and the beginning of the after-school program and enrollment data for the after-school program
have been approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission Officers. The schedules and enrollment
size of the after-school program shall be designed to minimize parking overlap and ensure that all
necessary parking will be available on site.

The applicant shall be responsible for monitoring on-site parking and preventing school- assocmted
parking along Depot Road. In the event the 16 approved on-site parking spaces for the school become
fully occupied, additional vehicles shall be directed to park on the paved basketball court area, which
shall be plowed during winter months when school is in session. For special events, such as open
houses, arrangements shall be made for off-site parking with van or bus shuttle service and a
communication shall be sent to parents with specific parking directions.

To help address any neighborhood impact issues that may arise, the applicant shall schedule and conduct
a meeting with Depot Road residents within one month of the opening of the alternative high school
facility. A similar meeting shall be held prior to the start of the second year of operation and on an as-
needed basis thereafter. Any alleged violations of the commitments made by Regional School District

19 shall be brought to the Planning and Zoning Commission’s attention and addressed by the applicant
to ensure compliance with approval requir ements.

Final plans shall be revised as follows: -

A. The two maps note revisions cited in a 10/16/06 review memo from Easten Highlands Health
District shall be incorporated.

B. The depicted dumpster/waste collection area shall be screened with stockuade fencing or other
fencing approved by the PZC Chairman with staff assistance. Screening details shall be added to the
plans.

C. The proposed landscape plan shall be revised to increase the density of buffer plantings west of the
parking area and the density of plantings in areas between the building and Depot Road. A finalized
landscape plan shall be approved by the PZC Chairman with staff assistance.

Pursuant to Article X, Sections D.7 and D. 18, this approval authorizes a 22 foot wide driveway for the
western end of the parking area and a waiver of interior lot landscaping. A slight driveway width
reduction in the western portion of the lot is justified by the need to place dry wells to promote ground
water recharge and the interior lot landscaping waiver is appropriate due to the desire to maximize on-
site parking, due to the relatively small parking area and due to existing and proposed landscaping and
site work. '

This permit shall not become valid until the applicant obtains the permit form from the Planning Office
and files it on the Land Records.

The above motion includes a number of friendly amendments made to the original motion. (Amendments
were satisfactory to the maker and seconder of the motion.) MOTION PASSED with Favretti, Gardner,
Goodwin, Holt, Kochenburger, and Pociask in favor of the motion, and Hall, Plante, and Zimmer against the
motion. ’

Subdivision Application, Dunham Farm Estate, 3-lots on S. Eagleville/Dunham Pond Roads,

EJK Properties LLC., Applicant, File #1252 MAD 12/7/06

No discussion was held. Item tabled.
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Bonding/Subdivision Issues:

a. Mulwood East, File #1225

Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, that the Planning and ZonmU Commission authorize the PZC
Chairman with staff assistance to execute a revised bond agreement for common driveway work in the
Mulwood East Subdivision on Wormwood Hill Road. The new bond requirement shall be $5,000 and
‘the new completion date shall be June 1, 2007. The Director of Planning shall take appropriate action to
release the balance of bond funds to the subdivider. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY .

b. Maintenance Bond, Maplewoods, Section 2, Max Felix Drive, File #974-3
Item tabled.

c. Pine Grove Estates, File #1187-2
Ttem tabled.

d. MecFarland Acres, File #877-3
Item tabled

e. Baxter Road Estates, File #1229
Item tabled. A

f. Wild Rose Estates Section 2, File #1113-3 :
Holt MOVED, Ryan seconded, that the Planning and Zoning Commission authorize the PZC Chairman
with staff assistance to execute a new bond agreement to cover work remaining in Section 2 of the Wild
Rose Estates Subdivision off Mansfield City Road. The new bond amount shall be based on the
recommendation of the Assistant Town Engineer and Director of Planning, and the completion date
shall be June 1, 2007. At least 10% of the full cost of public improvements in Phase 2 shall be posted in

cash and the balance may be posted with a Letter of Credit from a bank previously approved by the
PZC.

Furthermore, that the PZC modify condition #4 of its 10/4/05 approval of Wild Rose Estates Section 2 to
authorize up to seven Certificates of Compliance for occupancy of new homes in Section 2 subject to the
following conditions which shall be referenced in the new bond agreement:

1. Each new home to be occupiéd shall be on a segment of roadway having its first layer of pavement.

2. The subdivider shall maintain safe access to all occupied lots including all necessary sanding and

snow plowing during the winter season. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
g. Windswept Manor, File #1198
ltem tabled.

Site modification request, office expansion and related site work at 1066 Storrs Road, File #580-2

Padick summarized the proposed work to be done on this site. K. Kaserounia, applicant, was present to

answer any questions posed by Commission members. After a brief discussion, Goodwin MOVED,

Gardner seconded, that the PZC Chairman and Zoning Agent be authorized to approve the 11/3/06

modification request for an office expansion at 1066 Storrs Road and related site work as described on

submitted plans and discussed at the PZC’s 11/20/06 meeting. This authorization is subject to the following

conditions:

1. Final Plans shall be modified to incorporate recommendations contained in the 11/16/06 report from the
Assistant Town Engineer and the 11/20/06 report from the Director of Planning.

The applicant shall be responsible for providing adequate parking spaces for all on-site office uses so

that driveway and turnaround areas are not utilized for parking; Furthermore, no medical offices shall be

authorized without subsequent review and approval by the Planning and Zoning Commission .

3. No Zoning Permit shall be issued until it is confirmed that all DOT pennit requirements have been met.

4. All signage revisions need prior authorization. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Special Permit Apuolication, Proposed Expansion of Gibbs Oil Companvy gasoline service

station/convenience store. 9 Stafford Road, File #404-3

b

Item tabled.
Regulatory Review Committee proposed revisions to the Zumm@ Map and Zoning Regulations. File

#907-29

Ttem tabled. P.178
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7. Subdivision Application, Bennett Estates, 3 lots on Ash Street/South Frontage Road,

D+S Properties LLLC., o/a. File #1253

Item tabled.

Potential Revisions to PZC/TWA Fee schedule
Item tabled.

Presentation by Paula Stahl from the Green Valley Institute on Open Space Subdivisions
[tem tabled.

New Business:

1.

[ %)

Scheduling of 2007 Meeting Dates

Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to accept the meeting dates for 2007 as submitted, with one correction:
Tuesday, February 16, 2007. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOQUSLY.
8-24 Referral Proposed acceptance of npew Town Roads
a. Jonathan Lane-phase 1 segment File #1113-2
Gardner MOVED, Holt seconded, that the Planning and Zoning Commission report to the Town Council
that the portion of Jonathan Lane within Section 1 of the Wild Rose Estates subdivision is now ready to
be accepted as a Town Road subject to completion of road monumentation and boundary pins, the
submission of acceptable as-built plans and an applicant comunitment to plow and sand the portion of
Jonathan Lane and Blake Lane which provide turnaround capacity for buses and other vehicles. Upon
Town Council acceptance of this new road, the PZC Chairman, with staff assistance is authorized to
execute a one-year maintenance bond pursuant to regulatory requirements, and to release any bonding
no longer required for sections of this subdivision. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
b. Jackson Lane-File #1231
No action was taken. -
c. Montecello Lane Extension File #1230
No action was taken.
Request for approval medification, Bell Property 552 Bassetts Bridse Road, File #1217
After a brief discussion, Holt MOVED, Hall seconded, that the PZC modify its 8-2-04 approval for property
at 552 Bassetts Bridge Road to authorize a food cart or food vendor use as described'in an 11/2/06 applicant
submission. This authorization is conditioned upon continued compliance with 8-2-04 approval conditions
for associated commercial use of the subject property. This authorization is subject to obtaining any
necessary approvals from Eastern Highlands Health District, providing access to an existing restroom or
providing a portable rest room facility, and identifying an on-site location that does not interfere with
required parking. No signage changes have been authorized by this action. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY. _
Request for site modification, driveway at 452 Storrs Road, Home Selling Team, File #510-2
item tabled.

Reports of Officers and Committees:

o There were no reports from the PZC Chairman or Regional Planning Commission Representatives.

Communications and Bills:

= The agenda items were noted.

Adjournment:

Favretti declared the meeting adjourned at 3:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary

P.179



VOL. 19, PAGE
MINUTES

MANSFIELD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSON
Regular Meeting, Monday, November 6, 2006
Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present: R. Favretti (Chairman), B. Gardner, J. Goodwin, R. Hall, K. Holt, P. Kochenburger, B.

Ryan, G. Zimmer

Members absent: P. Plante

Alternates present:  C. Kusmer

Alternate absent: B. Pociask

Staff present: G. Padick (Director of Planning)

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:34 p.m., appointing Alternate Kusmer to act due to member
absence.

Minutes:

10/16/06 - Zimmer MOVED, Holt seconded, to approve the Minutes of the 10/16/06 Meeting as written.
MOTION PASSED with Goodwm disqualified, and all others in favor.

10/23/06 (Field Trip)- Holt MOVED, Ryan seconded, to approve the Minutes of the 10/23/06 Field Trip as
written. MOTION PASSED with Favretti, Ryan, and Holt in favor, and all others disqualified.

01d Business:

1. Subdn ision Application, Dunham Farm Estate, 3-lots on S. EaOlevﬂJe/Dunham Pond Roads,

EJK Properties LLC., Applicant, File #1252 MAD 12/7/06 ”

Padick noted an 11/3/06 memo from Director of Planning, an 11/2/06 memo from Assistant Town Engineer
a 10/31/06 memo from EHHD; and a 10/17/06 memo from Open Space Presérvation Committee. Padick
recommended that the Commission table this agenda item because the applicant is waiting for D.E.P.

approvals, D.O.T. comments on sightline issues, and a resolution regarding open space dedication involving
the owners of the property and the Dunham Pond Associates. Item Tabled.

Scheduled Business:
Zonine Agent’s Report

Items A and B were noted. Commission members had no comments.

. Update on Hall site restoration, trailer removal activities

Hirsch notified the Commission that the Ashford site for the trailers does not have Zoning apploval
Hirsch noted that he would be contacting Mark Branse and Ed Hall. He also noted that site grading

south of 23 Mansfield Hollow Road (Eric Hall site) has begun, and is expected to meet the 11/13/06
deadline for the foundation to be complete.

D. Other

Hirsch updated the Commission that he and Chairman Favretti approved the well pump shed expansions
at the 3 elementary schools. He also noted that the first coat of pavement is to be applied in a few weeks
at Beacon Hill. Commissioner Hall notified Hirsch that the property with the chicken coops at the
corner of Mansfield Avenue and Pleasant Valley Road seems to have a number of vehicles, dump

trucks, and fork lifts at the sne Hirsch agreed to visit the site, and update the Comumission at the next
meeting.
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Cld Business

9

o

Lh

Special Permit Application, Proposed E.O. Smith High School Classroom at 85 Depot Road. Regional
School District 19, Applicant, File #1251 MAD 12/20/06

At this time, Commissioner Ryan disqualified herself. Chairman Favretti asked if any Commission members
had questions or comments to discuss. Some Commission members expressed conflicting feelings
regarding the proposal for reasons such as site size, neighborhood impact, and building and site layout.
Chairman Favretti felt because the building’s use had not changed from its original school use, that the
proposal is a good one. He reminded the Commissioners that they should address this proposal only as it
relates to the PZC regulations and not concerning whether or not there is room for future expansion or this
site’s future uses. Favretti volunteered to draft an approval motion, and Hall volunteered to draft one for

denial. Favretti also noted that anyone who missed meetings when this proposal was discussed should
review the taped recordings of the missed meetings.

. Bonding/Subdivision Issues:

a. Mulwood East. File #1225
ltem tabled. ;
b. Maintenance Bond. Maplewoods, Section 2, Max Felix Drive, File #9074-3
Item tabled.
¢. Fencing/Landscaping Bone Mill Subdivision. File #1219
Gardner MOVED, Holt seconded that the PZC authorizes the Director of Planning to take appropriate
actions to release a $5,000 cash bond that was posted with the Town to ensure completion of required

subdivision work in the Bonemill Road Subdivision. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
d. Pine Grove Estates, File #1187-2

Item tabled.

e. McFarland Acres, File #377-3
Item tabled.

f. Beacon Hill Estates, File #1214-2

Gardner MOVED, Holt seconded, that the PZC anthorize an extension of the completion period to June
1, 2007 for public improvements in the Beacon Hill Subdivision off Mansfield City Road. Furthermore,
that the PZC modify Condition #4 of its 10/18/05 approval to authorize the issuvance of up to seven
Certificates of Compliance for occupancy of new homes subject to the satisfactory completion of the
first layer of roadway pavement and the execution of an updated bond agreement that includes developer
cormmitments to maintain safe access to all occupied lots including all necessary sanding and snow
plowing during the winter season. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY'.

g. Aurora Estates, File #1231

ltem tabled.

h. Fellows Estates, File #1230
Jtem tabled.

i. Baxter Road Estates, File #1229
Item tabled.

j.  Wild Rose Estates Sections 1. 2A and 7B

Item A and B tabled.

Item C: Hall MOVED, Holt seconded, that the PZC authorize the execution of a Phase 2B bond for
Wild Rose Estates in the amount of $221,000. The bond may be a cash bond or combination cash bond

and Letter of Credit from a bank previously authorized by the Commission. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

k. Windswept Manor, File #1198
Item tabled.
Potential Revisions to PZC/TWA Fee schedule
Item tabled. '
Presentation by Pauls Stabl from the Green Valley Institute on Open Space Subdivisi
Item tabled

ong
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MNew Business

1.

(v}
P

New Special Permit Application, Proposed Expansion of Gibbs Oil Company gasoline service
station/convenience store. 9 Stafford Road. File #404-3

Commissioner Kochenburger disqualified himself. Goodwin MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the
Special Permit application (file #404-3) submitted by Gibbs Oil Company, for a Convenience Store with
drive-thru/gasoline filling station, on property located at 9 Stafford Road, owned by the applicant, as shown
on plans dated 6/13/06, revised through 10/17/06 and as described in other application submissions, and to
refer said application to the staff, Design Review Panel, and the Committee on the Needs of Persons with
Disabilities for review and comments, and to set a Public Hearing for December 4, 2006. MOTION
PASSED with Kochenburger disqualified, and all others in favor.

Propoesed Use Modification, 287 Gurleyville Road, R. Moskowitz o/a File #1232

Chairman Favretti disqualified himself and Vice-Chalrman Goodwin acted in his place. Aftera brief
discussion, Kochenburger MOVED, Holt seconded, that the PZC modify its 8-1-03 approval for property at
287 Gurleyville Road to authorize a single family residential use of the subject property as described in a
10/16/06 applicant submission. This authorization is conditioned upon continued compliance with §-1-05
approval conditions for associated commercial use of the subject property. It is understood that the
residential use may be interim in nature and the property owner has retained the right to utilize the site
exclusively for commercial use as previously authorized. This authorization is subject to obtaining approval

from Eastern Highlands Health District and the Building Ofﬁcml MOTION PASSED with Favretti
disqualified, and all others in favor.

. Request for storage shed cutside of BAE, 200 Bonemill Road. File #1219

After a brief discussion, Gardner MOVED, Holt-seeonded, that the Planning and Zoning Commission
authorize at 200 Bonemill Road a 10 foot x 13 foot storage shed, as depicted on submitted plans. This

authorization is subject to confirmation that height and use provisions of Article VIII, Section B.1.d. are
met. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

. Reguest for storage shed outside BAE, 19 Jonathan lane

After a bef discussion, Hall MOVED, Holt seconded, that the Planning and Zoning Commission authorize
at 19 Jonathan Lane a 12 foot x 16 foot storage shed, as depicted on submitted plans. This authorization 18

subject to confirmation that height and use provisions of Article VIII, Section B.1.d. are met. MOTION
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

. BRequest for Phase 4A Escrow Reduction, Freed‘om Green. File #636-4

After an update from Padick, Ryan MOVED, Holt seconded, that the Planning and Zoning Commission
authorize a reduction to $150,000 in the escrow fund for Phase [V B of the Freedom Green development.
Furthermore, the escrow fund for this phase may be capped at $150,000 and no escrow fund additions shall
be required in association with the occupancy of remaining units in this phase. All other conditions of

approval shall remain in effect. Additional PZC approval shall be required for further reductions in the
Phase IV B escrow fund. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

. New Subdivision Application., Bennett Estates, 3 lots on Ash Street/South Frontase Road,

D+S Properties LLC., o/a, File #1253

Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to receive the subdivision application (ﬁle #1253), submitted by D & §
Properties, LLC, for 3 lots, Bennett Estates, on property located at the corner of Ash Street and South
Frontage Road owned by the applicant, as shown on plans dated 9/12/06, and as described in other
application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff for review and comments. MOTION
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Site modification request, office ex ;pansion and related site work at 1066 Storrs Road, File #580-2
Holt MOVED, Hall seconded, that the Planning and Zoning Commission receive the site modification

request for office use and site improvements at 1066 Storrs Road and refer the request to staff for review
and comment. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Mew Business continued: r.1s2
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Regulatory Review Committee proposed revisions to the Fonins Map & Zoning Resulations,
File #507-29
Padick reviewed with the Commission the proposed draft revisions to the Zoning Regulations and Zoning
Map. Using an aerial survey map, Padick pointed out the area where major changes are being proposed.
Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to schedule a Public Hearing for 12/18/06 to receive comments on
11/2/06 draft proposed revisions to Mansfield’s Zoning Map and Zoning Regulations and to refer the draft
revisions to the WINCOG Regional Planning Commission, Town of Windham, Town Attorney, Town
Council, Zoning Board of Appeals, Design Review Panel, Conservation Commission, Open Space
Preservation Committee, Agricultural Committee, Eastern Highlands Health District, and Town Staff for
review and comment. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

2.

Reports of Officers and Committess:

o  There were no reports from the PZC Chairman or Regional Planning Commission Representatives.
s  Favretti noted that there will be a Field Trip on 11/13/06 at 1:00.

Communications and Bills:
» The agenda items were noted.

Adjournment:
Favretti declared the meeting adjourned at 9:22 p.mn.

Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary
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Dunham Pond Association ?
c/o Mr. Charles W. Mahoney, Pres.
78 Dunham Pond Road
Storrs, CT 06268
860 428-23350

November 27, 2006

Town of Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission
4 So. Eagleville Road
Storrs, CT 06268

ATT: Mr. Rudy Favretti, Chalrman
RE: Dunham Farm Estates
Dear Commission Members:

The members of Dunham Pond Association, Inc. (“DPA”) have reviewed the various
memoranda in the files of the Town’s planning office and would like to offer our comments at
this time.

While we appreciate the thoroughness of the Open Space Preservation Committee’s review, we
believe it erred in saying that “[t]here is no indication of a commitment to preserve the open
space in a natural state by the-Association”. Admittedly that committee had no commitment i
writing from DPA, but both the historical and current commitment of DPA and its members in
these regards is clear.

o Since the 1960%s, as reflected in the original minutes of DPA, ils members have
attempted, from time to time. to buy, or get an option to buy, all or a portion of
the subject property in an effort to protect Dunham Pond (the “Pond™) from an
ecological standpoint, but were unsuccessful each time.

Alerted this year to the sellers’ change of heart, DPA considered the possibility of
buying the entire parcel, but due to the circumstance that more than half of its
member households consist of retirees, a number of whom have serious or even
terminal illnesses, DPA could not raise enough cash from its members to pay the
asking price or even a reasonable counter-offer. For the same reasons, it did not
want 1o take out a mortgage. With the help of the sellers’ realtor, however, DPA
was introduced to Mr. Ed Pelletier, who wanted to subdivide the property.
Throughout our discussions with him, Mr. Pelletier was responsive to our
environmental concerns, as reflected in his decision to provide for three lots rather
than four, all as far from the Pond as possible. He was also willing, ultimately, to
sell DPA over 50% of the parcel. While the price agreed upon ($117,000) was far
higher than DPA had originally expected to pay, its members recognized how
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important it was 1o preserve the Pond in its natural state and thus DPA entered
into a letter of intent with Mr. Pelletier’s company. committing to purchase the
approximately 7.4 acres of “Open Space” identified on the maps he subsequently
submitted to the Commission. Since: 1. there is no way DPA could develop the
Open Space or sell it for such purpose as such property consists primarily of
wetlands; and 2. there is no reason to believe that each member’s home on
Dunham Pond Road will increase in value due to the proposed acquisition, this
anticipated financial outlay is surely a measure of the commitment of DPA and its
members 1o preserving the Pond in a healthy condition.

Since 1960, when DPA was first organized, DPA members have maintained the
Pond and the land surrounding it. DPA members regularly: trim the shrubbery
bordering the sides of the Pond; clear out the exit from the Pond (which
continually silts up and is frequently danuned up by beavers); pick up garbage
(alcohol bottles, fast food containers, ete.) and other abandoned articles
(underwear, a sofa, etc.) left by visitors (U. Conn. students frequently); plant new
trees; remove coffensive, non-native vines, as well as other troublesome plants; etc.
At least annually (and more often, if needed), the members have a work day to
take care of all matters affecting the Pond. In addition, to maintain the Pond’s
water quality, members have, on occasion, removed dead animals, including a
deer.

Throughout the 1970s, DPA permitted Dr. Peter Rich, from the University of
Connecticut, 10 conduct studies on Dunham Pond in order to enable him to gain
an understanding of how aging affects small bodies of fresh water in New
England. It was his hope that the knowledge gained would facilitate better
management of such ponds and lakes, including both Columbia and Coventry
Lakes, as well as Dunham Pond.

In 2005, a DPA member approached Professor Jason Vokoun, of the Department
of Natural Resources Management and Engineering of the University of
Connecticut, because of concerns about the health of the Pond. At the professor’s
suggestion, DPA authorized a U. Conn. Fishery Management Class to conduct a
study of the Pond, both in order to give the students a valuable experience and to
enable DPA to learn more about the Pond, including any recommended courses of
action with respect 1o its care.

Since the 1960s, DPA has maintained a boardwalk and raft on the Pond, using
environmentally friendly materials, and replacing/repairing portions as needed. It
has also had, since that time, written rules governing the usage of the Pond in
order to protect it e.g. no motorized vehicles are allowed.

Year after year, at meetings of DP A, its members have expressed their feelings of

being stewards for the DPA neighborhood in general and the Pond in particular.

All feel a need to do whatever they are reasonably able to do to maintain both the
community and the Pond in their natural states. K
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o Tothese ends, in 2005 DPA undertools, with the assistance of an attorney who is
one of the most knowledgeable in Connecticut about association matters, to revise
all of its critical documents (Amended and Festated Articles of Association,
Amended and Restated Declaration and bylaws) in order to provide the most

protection possible to the Dunham Pond Road environment, without making it too
onerous to live there.

e While the rules and regulations encompassed in those documents do not include
many of the specifics covered in similar documents of other associations,-such as
the size of trees that individuals require permission to remove, it is understood by
all members of DPA that no actions are to be taken that would directly affect the
common property (including the Pond) without a consensus and the requisite
authorization from DPA members.

s Most of the members of DPA are ardent environmentalists. As individuals, they
support the following organizations, among others: Joshua’s Trust, the Sierra
Club, the Nature Conservancy, the Audubon Society, the Natural Resources
Defense Council, the Environmental Defense Fund, the National Wildlife
Federation, the World Wildlife Fund, the African Wildlife Foundation and the
Trustees of Reservations (a Massachusetts-based land trust). The land near the
Pond currently owned by Joshua’s Trust was even given to that organization by
four individuals, three of whom were founding members of DPA!

If you require further evidence of the commitment of DPA and its members to preserving the
Open Space in its natural state, - we would be happy to provide it. We just need to know what
more yvou would like to see or hear from us. We truly believe that we are in a better position, and
have a greater and more immediale sense of urgency, for preserving the Open Space than
Joshua’s Trust. We highly respect that organization, but as the owners of the Pond, which is
directly affected by that property, we feel adamant about the importance of personally attending
to the care and maintenance not only of the Pond, but of the property surrounding it. In short, we
see no reason for the Commission to accept the Open Space Comumittee’s recommendation that
the requested conservation easement run 10 Joshua’s Trust when DPA is (and has been for over
45 years) so well-positioned and willing to preserve the land in its natural state..

Because we are so concerned about protecting the Pond itself, as well as the land and plants
surrounding it, including the very sensitive bog and the portions of the property designated by
the DEP as an area of potentially endangered, threatened or special concern species, we are very
disturbed by the possibility of having a trail through the Open Space. We have the following
specific concerns: ’

o First, we believe the proposed trail is redundant in light of both the trail
entrance further south on Dunham Pond Road (which entrance is only 0.3
miles from the proposed trail) and the trails which join up with the Joshua’s

~Trust trail from the north. Those latter routes are significantly shorter than the
proposed trail and do not give rise to the same kinds of environmental issues.
While the current parking on Route 275 for those latter trails may not be ideal,
that situation could be remedied.
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o Unless the trail were fenced in, hikers are likely to go off the trail, enticed by
the Pond. As the north side of the Pond is its most vulnerable portion, at least
from the standpoint of the potential for damaging delicate plant life, such
trespassing could well result in irreversible damage io a fragile habitat
(especially the bog) and might even result in harm to the endangered species
located there. Additionally, a portion of the trail would have to traverse
wetlands. In short, the proposal for a trail across the Open Space seems to

contradict the very values espoused in a conumitment to preserving this land in
its natural state.

o DPA had hoped to reforest the portion of that space that is currently grassland,
thereby giving more protection to the Pond. Views of the Pond are already
possible from both the trail running through the Joshua’s Trust property on the
east and Dunham Pond Road on the west. Why risk environmental damage in
order to create viewing spots on the north side, which spots are likely to be
inferior to those already available, especially when the Pond can already be
viewed from more than 70% of its perimeter?

s DPA has been told by its insurance agent that if a public trail were to cross the
Open Space, DPA’s annual premium would increase by $1,200 to §1,500 i.e.
more than a 100% increase! Clearly, the easier access to the bog and the Pond
is a potential danger, especially for children.

» Dunham Pond Road is a road that people (many of whom come from other
neighborhoods), including several adults who move rather feebly and children,
as well as pets, walk along regularly. The increased vehicular traffic likely to
result from yet another trail entrance would be a danger to all of them since
there is no sidewalk, there is little room to get off the road in some spots and
there are several “blind curves”. That additional traffic would also be a danger
to the numerous deer and other wildlife that cross the road each day to get to
the Pond and then return to the fields or woods. (While residents tend to stick
to a speed limit of under 20 m.p.h., many visitors go much faster.)

o Having a trail through the Open Space is likely to be disruptive to the fisher-
cats, red squirrels, flying squirrels, otters, fox, turkeys and other species that
are being driven further and further from their original homes due to the
increased development in the area. The great blue herons, egrets, other water
fowl, king fishers and various raptors that spend time at the Pond, especially
near the bog, are also likely to be disturbed by having hikers so near. The
beavers, which are a protected species, might also be disturbed by hikers
coming too near their den. While we also have concerns about the various
reptiles and amphibians in the area, we suspect they would be less affected
than the other animals referenced above.

We welcome the opportunity to meet with the Commission on December 4 1o discuss these

martters further. We are hopeful of achieving a mutually satisfactory resolution of the two issues
discussed above (a potential trail through the Open Space and the granting to Joshua's Trust of
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the conservation easement DPA requested). If we are not, it 1s possible that some DPA members
will chioose to rescind their contingent commitments to funding DPA’s letter of intent with Mr.
Pelletier’s company.

Were Mr. Pelletier 1o lose the funding from DPA, he might not be able to proceed with the
proposed development. Joshua’s Trust has said it has no funds available for purchasing the Open
Space. If the Town does not, it is likely that another developer would ultimately come along.
Such a developer would probably not, however, choose to structure the development in a way
that leaves aver 50% of the land in open space. That means that both DPA and the Town would
be in a worse position than with the proposal currently before you. We hope this consideration
will motivate all of us in our discussions.

Yours truly,
Dunham Pond Association, Inc.

iy L
D ph o

By:

Charles W. Mahaney, President
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Town of Mansfisld

Agenda ltem Summary
To: Town Council

From:  Mait Hart, Town Manager: % &+

Lon Huligren, Director of Public Works; Greg Padick, Director of Planning
Date:  November 27, 2006 '
Ea

: Community Water and Wastswatsr lssues, Four Comners Sewer Study

Subject Matter/Background

Our consuliant, EarthTech, has completed the data-gathsring phass of the Four
Corners sawer preject and is ready o msst with the Town Council io explain the
progress to date. At Monday's meeting, staff and EarthTech representatives plan io
brief councll members on the data collected and a tentative service area, and o ask the
Council to set a aaie for a public information meeting.

Financial lmpact

This is only a progress report at this time. If the Town decides io proceed with the
sawering of this ares, there will be some financial impact both to the properiies in the
sarvice arsa and the Town as a whole.

Hecommeandation

Because we already have two presentations scheduled for the December meeting, staff
recommends that the Town Council set & public information session to discuss this
project at its first meeting in January 2007.

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

Move, eifective November 27, 2006, to schedule a public information ssssion regarding
ihe Four Corners sewer projeci for 7:30 PM &t the Town Council’'s regular meseting on
Jenuary 8, 2007. )

pvh @A cﬂpwng ef

[‘%L K — : y 7 'A .

Attachmenis ) “[ 27 {J.@ (. W_ML\B‘

1) Mansfield Four Cornars Sswer Facilitiss Study - \
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2) Te _ nialive service area map Add. (W «L foe 4 - ,

A P ~=_‘{' 3
Lo Pf‘ﬁf'\ﬁ"‘&. Lo P

‘é_, :\\J i< V\ULL‘F\ “*K

P.189



The Town of Mansfield has initiated a study to
dstermine the best means for sewage disposal in
the Four Corners area, generally identified as the
arga swrounding the intersection of Routes 195

and 44. Earth Tech, Inc. of Glastonbury,
Connecticut, has been retained to conduct the
study and began work this past suwmmer.

The first phase of this study is tc evaluats
current s ’ag" disposal practices, futwre needs
and determine the service area for conmmunity
based wastewater disposal altsrmatives.

A veview of prior studies, regulatory agemcy
records, wetlands maps, surficial geology data,
ZOnng regulations, conservation and
development plans, and sensitive environmental
area data hag been undertaken and considersd in

r'=1npmf*:1.t of 2 proposed commury based
service area.

'

The investigation has dstermined that numercus
properties have had and continue to have chronic
wastewater disposal difficulties duz to a
combination of density of development, lot size,
or site constraint factors. Soils throughout the
study area are consistently rated by the USDA
Natural Resources Conservation Service to be
*very limited” for septic tank absorptions fields.
This rating indicates that the soil has one or
more unfavorable features that camnot be
overcome without mmjor soil reclamation,
special  design  or expensive instzllation
proceduwres. Some of the properties within the

Fer mere information ...

study area have lot sizes or configurations that
do not allow sufficient room to site & water
supply well and a septic tank absorption field in
conformance with Connecticut Department of
Health iechnieal standards. Other parcels have
existing development densities that camnct be
supported within the parcel’s site constraints.

The attached map indicates the proposed service
area under congideration for a commumity
50 Eu‘lon to long term wastewater disposal needs
in  conformance with Depariment of
Environmental Protection, and Department of
Health regulations and consistent with the Town
of Mansfield’s recently updated Plan of
Conservation and Development.

A public presentation to the Town Council will
occur on to
review the data gathered to date and to discuss a
recommended service ares prior to proceeding
with the renminder of the study.

Future public presentations will be made
regarding wastewater disposal altermatives, and
associated costs. Notice of the dates and times of
these presentations will be provided as these
presentations are scheduled

The Four Corners Sewer Facilities study is being
finded by the Town of Mansfield in
cooperztion with the State of Comnnecticut
Department of Environmental Protection.

of Rtes 185 and 44



L N W W -

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE GENERAL PERMITS FOR VARIOUS WATER
DIVERSION ACTIVITIES AND TO WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING

The Commissioner of Environmental Protection hereby issues notice of intent to issue four
general permits of statewide application pursuant to sections 22a-378a of the Connecticut
General Statutes. The general permits will authorize minor activities regulated by the
Commissioner under section 22a-365 through 22a-379 (Connecticut Water Diversion Policy Act)
of the General Statutes. The Commissioner has made the determination that the activities listed
in these general permits would cause minimal environmental effects when conducted separately
and would cause only minimal cumulative environmental effects, and will have no adverse effect

on existing or potential uses of water for potable water supplies, hydropower, flood management
water-based recreation, industry or waste assimilation.

These general permits are being proposed in place of the general permits that were the subject of
a notice issued on June 5, 2006, with the exception of the General Permit for the Remediation of
Groundwater proposed as part of the June 5, 2006 notice which was issued on October 26, 2006.

The diversion general permits the Department intends to issue at this time are summanzed as
follows:

1. DEP-IWRD-GP-010. General Permit for Diversion of Water jor Consumptive Use: Non-
Filing Categories will authorize the following activities if they are within the jurisdiction
of the Commissioner subject to certain conditions:

a. Pump and Recharge Geoexchange System (Heat pumps)
b. Withdrawal from Long Island Socund
c. Non-Contact Cooling Surface Waters

2. DEP-IWRD-GP-011. General Permit for Diversion of Water for Consumptive Use:
Filing Categories will authorize the following activities if they are within the jurisdiction
of the Commissioner subject to certain conditions:

a. Backup Well

b. Withdrawals from Large Tidally-Influenced Rivers
c. Small Supplemental Bedrock Well

d. Small Water Supply Well

3. DEP-IWRD-GP-012. General Permit for Diversion of Water for Consumptive Use:
Authorization Regquired Categories will authorize the following activities jf they are
within the jurisdiction of the Commissioner subject to certain conditions: °

a. Withdrawal of up to 250,000 gpd - Bedrock Aquifer
b. Withdrawal of up to 250,000 gpd - Surface Water / Stratified Drift Aquifer
c¢. Interconnection and Transfer of up to 1,000,000 gpd

{ Prnted an Beeveled Paper
T Thy Steeet @ Hanbond, O Dttin 2
Hip 2w chgos dep
Vi A pd Clppien e !
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4. DEP-IWRD-GP-001R. General Permit for Diversion of Waier for Consumptive Use:
Reauthorization Categories will authorize the following activities if they are within the
junsdiction of the Commissioner subject to certain conditions:

a. Reauthonzation of “Water Supply System Inierconnection™

b. Reauthonzation of “Unregistered Water Supply Systems”

c. Reauthonzation of “Diversion of up to 250,000 gallons per day New Water”
d. Reauthorization of “Backup Wells”

e. Reauthorization of “Small Water Supply System”

f.

Reauthorization of “Restoration of Lost Capacity”

The Department hereby publishes its intent to waive the requirement for public hearing, provided
that if the Department receives a petition requesting a hearing signed by 25 persons on or before
the deadline for receipt of written comments specified at the end of this notice, a hearing will be
held. Notice of any hearing will be published in several newspapers that cumulatively provide
general circulation throughout the state.

All interested persons are invited to comment on the tentative determination concerning the
application. Comments should be directed to Doug Hoskins, Department of Environmental
Protection, Bureau of Water Management, Inland Water Resources Division, 79 Elm Street,
Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127. The draft general permits can be viewed on the
Department’s website at hitp://www.dep.state.ct.us/wtr/div/divindex.htm, or may be inspected at
the office of the Inland Water Resourcés Division at the above address from &:30 am to 4:30 pm
Tuesday through Friday by contacting Carol Ladue at (860) 424-3019. Questions may be
directed to Doug Hoskins of the Inland Water Resources Division at (860) 424-4192. Written

comments on the application must be submitted to the Department no later than Jauuary .2 '
2007. : T

Date: 12/1/06 , AOM ‘/()/

Betse iﬁgﬁeld
Bureaﬂ\llllj()j\[lﬁef ‘
Bureau of Water Protection and Land Reuse
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Minutes of the December 20, 2006 Meeting
Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Building

Present: Peter Drzewiecki, Jennifer Kautiman, Quentin Kessel (acting chair), Scott
Lehmann and Frank Trainor.

Absent: Robert Dahn and John Silander.

Town Staff: 1WA agent Grant Meitzler.

Guests: Mayor Betsy Paterson; Town Manager Matt Hart; Louis G. Marquet,

Leyland Alliance; Tome Cody, Robinson and Cole (legal counsel for
~ Leyland Alliance); Michael Kiemens, environmental consultant; Cynthia
van Zelm, Mansfield Downtown Partnership; Geoff Fitzgerald, BL

Companies (Civil Engineer); Jason Coite, UConn Office of Environmental
Policy; and Edward Wazer, resident.

1. The meeting was called to order at 7:32 PM.

2. Tt was agreed to depart from the order of the agenda in order to first discuss the storm
water management strategy for the Storrs Center - Downtown Partnership. The majority
of the guests were in attendance in response to CC questions on how the stormwater

management plan for this major project would maintain the environment a the major
vernal pool on the property.

Cody introduced Dr. Kiemens who proceeded to provide an outline of the proposed
stewardship of the critical natural resources within the property. These include two
streams that eventually feed the Fenton River, a vernal pool and forest land that is
adjacent to existing Joshua's Trust land.

Critical components of the stewardship plan include a one foot high barrier curb to
prevent amphibians and other small wildlife from entering the area to be developed.
Klemens described the developed area as a "sink," especially for any amphibians; once in
the developed area, they were unlikely to survive for an extended time. Other features
include hydrodynamic separators, filter basins, catch basins, and porous holding tanks
that gradually release cleaned surface runoft into the watertable.

The CC noted that many of the components of the water handling system will require
regular maintenance and questioned who would be responsible for this maintenance and
the overseeing of the maintenance. Marguet responded that the system will be
constructed by the developer, after approval by the IWA and the PZC. Over time, the
property owners association will take on responsibility for the system. Van Zeln added
that several agreements will have to be executed in order to make clear what entities are

responsible for the various aspects of the development, including the storm water
management system.

After the discussion, a majority of the guests left and the CC resumed the usual order of
the agenda.

. The minutes of the November 15, 2006, meeting, as revised by

ehmann, were
app1 oved unanimously on a motion by Kessel, seconded by Lehman
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4. Kessel reported that the Town Council had acted positively on the CC's request for an
ordinance permitting the appointment of two alternate members to the commission.
Kaufiman spoke of the increasing responsibilities of her position with the Town and that
she felt that it was appropriate for her to step down from the CC in the near future. The
CC reviewed the process tor the appointment of new members: following attendance at a
regular CC meeting by the prospective new member, the CC forwards any positive
recommendations to the Town Manager who has the authority to make the appointments.

5. TWA Referral.

TWA1369 - Szymkowicz - 198 Brown's Road. Map date: 11/14/06 revision. This
application is for a gazebo and landscaping with the 150 foot regulated area adjacent to
wetlands. No work is proposed in the wetlands. Trainor moved, and Drzewiecki
seconded, that there should be no significant negative impact on the wetlands as long as
appropriate erosion and sedimentation controls are in place during the construction and
removed after the site is stabilized. The motion passed unanimously.

6. PZC Referral.

PZC File #907-29- Proposed revisions to the Zoning Map and Zoning regulations
were reviewed and discussed. This zone change would change the current Industrial and
Professional Office-3 zones in the southemn part of Mansfield to one that would permit
multifamily housing, a proposed Pleasant Valley Design District. It is estimated that the
new district would permit the construction of approximately 400 housing units. If
approved, the PZC would have the right to require up to 50 percent of the prime
agricultural acreage in a given parcel to be permanently preserved for agricultural use.

Kessel reported on the OSPC recommendations and reviewed the position of the
Mansfield Agricultural Committee, both of these advisory committees oppose the zone
change. After a discussion of the positives and negatives of the proposed zone change,
the CC concluded that the negatives, such as a likely negative tax impact, the necessity of
widening and straightening a portion of the local roads outweigh the positives. It was
agreed that the secretary should draft a CC statement for the Januvary 2, 2007 public
hearing on the zone change. The statement is to note that the CC fails to see the rational
for the proposed change in zone. However, given the opportunity, it is recommended that
the proposed provisions to protect up to 50 percent of the prime farmland be added to the
current industrial and office zones. The statement is to be circulated and voted on by
email before being forwarded to the PZC.

7. The meeting adjourned at 9:07 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Quentin Kessel
Secretary
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HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE TOWN OF MANSFIELD
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
Housing Authority Office
November 16, 2006
3:00 am

Attendance: Mr. Long, Chairperson; Ms Christison-Lagay, Vice Chairperson; Mr. Eddy,
Treasurer and Acting Secrelary; Ms Hall, Assistant Treasurer, Mr. Simonsen,
Commissioner and Rebecca Fields, Executive Director.

The meeting was called to order at 8:09 a.m. by the Chairperson.

MINUTES

A motion made by Ms. Hall and seconded by Mr. Simonsen to accept the

* minutes of the September 28, 2006 Regular Meeting, with changes. Motion approved
unanimously.

COMMUNICATIONS
None

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
None

REPORTS OF THE DIRECTOR
Bills

A motion was made by Mr. Simonsen and seconded by Mr. Eddy to approve the
October 2006 Bills. Motion approved unanimously.

Financial Reports —A (General)

A motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to
approve the October 2006 Financial Reports. Motion approved unanimously.

Financial Report-B (Section 8 Statistical Beport)

A motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to accept
the Octaber 2006 Section 8 Statistical Report. Motion approved unanimously.

REPORT FROM TENANT REPRESENTATIVE
Mone

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
The Bylaws of the Housing Awthority of the Town of Mansheld

A motion was made by Ms Christison-Lagay and seconded by Mr. Eddy to

approve the Bylaws of the Housing Authority of the Town of Mansfield. Motion
approved unanimously.
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Holinke Hot Water Heater Replacement
This item is in progress

Wright’s Village Re-Keying
Ms. Fields reported that the re-keying would be done on Monday, November 20,
2006. Ms. Fields will send a notice to all residents informing them of the re-keying.

NEW BUSINES
Employee Evaluations

Ms. Fields presented the employee evaluation for the board review. She also
provided information on similar position and pay scales with the Town of Mansfield.

The Board will review the information and approve any increases at the December
regular meeting.

2007 Board Meetings

A motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Mr. Simonsen to approve the
2007 Regular Meetings for the Housing Authority of the Town of Mansfield to be held at
the offices at 309 Maple Road, Storrs, CT at 8:00 am on the following dates:

lanuary 18, 2007,

February 15, 2007,

March 15, 2007,

April 19, 2007,

May 17, 2007,

June 21, 2007,

Tuly 19, 2007,

August 16, 2007,

September 20, 2007,

October 18, 2007,

November 15, 2007,

December 20, 2007
and the quarterly meetings of The Mansfield Nonprofit Housing Development
Corporation to be held immediately following the Housing Authority of the Town of
Mansfield meetings on January 18, 2007, April 19, 2007, July 19, 2007 and October 18,
2007. Motion approved unanimously.

Tlections of Gificers
A motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Ms Hall to elect Mr Long as
Chairperson, Mr. Simonsen as Vice Chairperson, Mr. Eddy as Secretary and Treasurer,

Ms. Hall as Assisiant Treasurer and Ms. Christison-Lagay as Commissioner. Motion
approved unanimously.

P.196



OTHER BUSINESS
None

- ADJOURNMENT
Motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Ms Hall to adjourn at 10:14 am,
Motion passed unanimously.

ot —

Dexter'Eddy, Acting Secretary

P.197



(TR

Open Space Preservation Committee
Agenda
Tuesday, December 19, 2006 :
Conference Room B, Aundrey P. Beck Building 7:30 p.m.

. Selection of Secretary

Approval of Minutes
a. MNovember 21, 2006
OSPC Comments on PZC Referrals
a. PZC file# 907-29-Proposed revisions to the Zoning Map and Zoning Regulations
Tree removal at Dunhamiown Forest
Dunham Farm Estates Open Space Dedication
Open Space Initiative

Field Trips and Recommendations to Town Council

. Other Business

a. Communications
e Minutes
@ Correspondence

Future Agendas
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Town of Mansfield

Oper Space Preservation Committee
Minutes of the November 21, 2006 meeting

Members present: Evangeline Abbott, Quentin Kessel, Stephen Lowrey, Jim Morrow,
David Silsbee.

1.

2.

&
<.

6.

Meeting called to order at 7:40.

Minutes of the October 17, 2006 meeting were approvud on a motion by
Lowrey/Kessel.

. Planning, Management and Acquisition Guidelines: After some discussion (on a

motion by Kessel/Lowrey) it was decided that Vicky Wetherell would provide
commsnt.

Report from Town Staff: Pleasant Valley Dr. deve]opment plan was dlSGHSSwd
briefly. OSPC appreciates the opportunity to review.

Field Trips and Recommendations to Town Council: none

Mesting adjourned at 8:20.

Respectfully submitted
Evangeline Abbott
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Mansfield Town of Mansfield
Community Parks and Recreation

Department
Center P
Jennifer Kaifings ' 10 South Eagleville Road
Porks Coordinator Storrs/Mansfield, Connecticut 06268

Tel: (860)429-3015 Fax: (860) 429-9773
Email: Parks&Rec@MansfieldCT.org
Website: www.MansfieldCT.org

MEMORANDUM

To:  Parks Advisory Committee, Open Space Preservation Committee

From: Jennifer Kaufinan, Parks Coordinator

CC: Lon Huligren, Director of Public Works, Tree Warden for the Town of Mansfield
Curt Vincente, Diractor of Parks and Recreation

Date: November 29, 2006

RE: Tree Removal in Parks

The owners of 49 White Oak Road, which abuts Dunhamiown Forest, have requesited
permission to cut three irees on Town property for satellite visibility. T have visited the site with
the Town’s Tree Warden (Lon Hultgren) on November 20, 2006. The trees consist of at 14-inch
diameter maple, a 12-inch diameter shagbark hickory, and an 18-inch diameier oak and are located
along a stone wall that divides the Town property with the 40 White Oak Road Property.

Parks and Recreation staff have reviewed this case with the Tree Warden and believes that
tree removal in Town Parks should be handled on a case by case basis 50 as not to set a precedent.
In the above referenced case, the trees do not pose a safety threat to the 49 White Oak Road

esidence, however, they are impeding the personal use of this property. The trees on this site are
not rare gpecimens that provide for a unique park experience or special habitat value. In addition,
the trees are within 5 feet of the property boundary and their removal does not appear to
negatively impact the public’s use of Dunhamiown Forest. For these reasons, staff recommends
that the Town’s Tree Warden permit the residents of 49 White Oak Road remove the three trees

mentioned above and located on the attached map.

Should the Parks Advisery Cominittee or Open Space Preservation Committees provide
valid reasons why these trees should not be removed, please provide your comments to the Lon

Hultgren, Mansfield’s Tree Warden by Friday, December 22, 2006, so that he might take these
reasons under advisement. '

Thank you.
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Jennifer 8. Kaufman

From: Jennifer 8. Kauiman

Sent: Wednesday, December 13, 2006 10:53 AM

To: (Gregory J. Padick

Bubject: Conservation Comrmission and Open Space Preservation Comnmitiee Commenis on PZC
fils# 207-29

Hi Greg:

I will be including the proposed revisions to the zoning map and the zoning regulations in the Conservation Commission
(meets 12/20/06) and Open Space Preservation Commiitee (meets (12/19/08) packets, which will be mailed out this
week. " Theay will review this referral at their Dec meetings and will provide comments shortly thereafter. Because both of
these committees do not mest until next week, they will not be able o gst PZC their comments by the 12/14/06 deadline.

On behalf of the Open Space Commiites and the Conservation Cornmission, | respectiully request that PZC continue

this hearing so that the Conservation Commission and Open Space Presarvation Gommitiee are given adeguaie time 1o
review this referral.

Thank you and please contact me with furiher quesiions.

Jennifer 8. Kaufman

Parks Coordinator

Town of Mansfisld

10 8. Eagleville Rd

Mansfield, CT 06286

(860)429-3G15 x204 (plsase note my new axtension)
{860y420-8773 (Fax9
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Mansfield Planning and Zoning Co'nrmssmn

The Mansﬁeld PZC will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, December 18, 2006 at 8:00 p.m. in the
Council Chambers, A.P. Beck Bldg., 4 S. Eagleville Rd, to hear comments on PZC-proposed 11/2/06
draft revisions to the Mansfield Zoning Map and numerous sections of the Zoning Regulations.

Proposed Zoning Map revisions are:

A. Rezone all existing areas zoned Professional Office-3 (P 0-3)'to a new Pleasant Valley Design
District (PVDD) zome classification.

B. Rezone all existing areas zoned Industrial Patk (IP) to new Pleasant Valley Demgn DlSﬁ‘lCt zone
clas51ﬁcat1on :

Proposed Zoning Regulauom revisions include: = L e
1. Revisions io Article II, ITI, VII, VIII, and X. Section A to appr Gpriately--refarence the zoning map
revisions noted above, to eliminate an existing moratorium on rezoning of certain land south of

Pleasant Valley Road and to incorporate new subsection lettering and other coordination changes
needed in assomahon with proposed zoning map revisions. The proposed Pleasant Vallsy Demgn
‘District would be inclnded as one of Mansfield’s Design Developmment Districts. S
hcarpora‘tmn of anew Arm;le VI, Section K; Uses Permitted in the Pleasant Valley Demgn D1smct.
This new section includes an intent explanaﬁan and a hstmg of uses authorized by special permit
“(milii-family oriented housing, certain agriculiural product retail outlets, other commercial
agricultural uses, certain daycare centers, and accessory retail uses} and uses permitted by right
{certain agriculiural uses and accessory dwellings).
Revistons to Article VITI, Section A., to incorporate proposed zoning map revisions and to sstablish
a twenty-five (25) acre minimum lot area for new lots in the Pleasant Valley Design District.
Incorporation of a new Axticle X; Section A.8:; Special Previsions for Pleasant Valley Design
District. This new section requires, except for agricultural and low density resideritial uses,
developments to be served by public sewer and water. This section also includes specnal pmwsmns
regarding density, buﬂdmg ‘height, parking, housing it mix, ‘affordable hcmsmg, phasing, -
agricultural land preservation, buffers from agriculiiral land and wetlands, open space/recreation,

. and other requirements for this zone. The proposedregulation includes unit size restﬂctwns a
tweanty (20) percent affordable bouang requirement, a fifty (50) percent agricultural land-- ‘
preservation requirement, and provzsmns that anthorize the Cammlssmn to himit constructmn to fifiy
(50 dwelling units per year. o

. Revisions io Article X, Section A:4. to clarify stormwater management reqmrements and .

pedesman/pubhc transﬁ reqm:remems for all pro] ects mthm a desi gnated demgn develcpment
district. .
. Rewsmns of Article HI Sec’uon M (to be re-] eﬁered Secuon L. ) to mcoiporate new referral

requirernents to the State Dept. of Public Health for activities wzthm a state desagnated aquer
protecuon area or ﬂ:e Watershed of a Water company

At this Hearing, mlerestet_ pSfSuﬂa may be heard and writien commumcah ons recewed No information
from the applicant or the public shall be recewed after the close of the Public Hearing. Additional
information, including the exact mapping of the proposed zoning map revisions and wording of the

proposed zoning regulations is avaﬂabie in the I\/Iansﬁdd Planning and Town Clerks Ofﬁces and at
“www.mansfeldct.org. :

R. Favreiti, Chair
K. Holt. Secretary

TO BE PUEL]SHED Tu&sdéj , December 5, and T/&’edvraéay, December 13, 2006

Thanks for remembering to put officers’ names ap’; (48 0n same lines,
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Proposed Revisions to Mansﬁ=ld’ 8 Zoning Map. Zcmnﬁ Regulaﬂﬁﬂs and Subdt v1510n Regglaﬁen

(Wew provisions are uﬂdeﬂmed or OtheIWISS mdagated)

(Deletions are bracketed or othérwise indicated) - . Bl

{E}:planatory Motes are provided to assist with an understanding 0f the proposed revisions: These notes Were
updafted on 1 1/2e/06 These notes are: net pazri of the pmpasad zcnmg and su'bdmsmn revasmns )

A,

i the: Szilvjecz‘ oreds.

E

. EPM I MedZﬂnm

Jor cei fz‘am zaﬂe

Pm@@seﬂ Z@nmg Mﬁ_ﬂ a‘ewgmns !ﬁ@mcteﬁ @zm atta@heai H/’@u ma '

1 Remne aﬂ eagstmg areas 7011@@. me@ssmnal Gﬁicy-?» @30-3) t@: naw Pleasant Valley Demgn District
(PVDD) zone classification. ..

2 Remne all ex_a.stmg ateas ?aned Indusmal _ParL (IP ) t@ a ﬂew P]“

o Va.li;y Beswn Dastnct {P‘%JDB)

E@Jmm‘my Noz‘e Zhese zorzg . mges are deszgﬁed 3‘0 vmplemem‘ recommemlzzz’mm comamed n
Mamsfield’s 2006 Plan of Comermz‘zaﬁ cmacd Deve!epﬁzeﬂf The Intent section aj An‘che Vi—[ SEC‘ZGE? e (seev
item: B.6 beiow) pmwdes more wfurmalzm on P!aiv @_}" C@mewafz of D

¢ Resulaiions revisions:

1. - Revise Amcle 10, Section A as follows: ....i. .:

" 2. Delete from the curreént listing of zones

' 1. PO-2 (Professional Office 2 mne)
2. PO-3 (Professional Office 3 zone)

. 3. TP (Industrial Park ) . .o .t

‘b, “Add o the currenit listing of zones:

 PYDD (Pleasant Valley DUSIgn Distm:t)

F @Janaa‘o;y Nofe Zhese fewszms are: assacmz‘ed wﬂ‘h aﬂd zzed i@ z‘he pfapased Oﬁvng@ revmons lzszed

a. Delete Ir hldusmal Park from the currsat listing of “Design Development” Districts; - .
b. Delsie PO-2 and PO-3 fom the current listing of “Dedign Development™ Dlstncts and Tevise the
reference Profe.,smnaﬂ @ﬁ‘ice 1 through 3o read Prof‘essmnal Oifice 1; . ..

thmu_h L

Exp mmz‘aiy Naij ‘

4, R fise Aﬁi@le _ﬂ Tm/ re*vasmc subsectmn L to ll"ﬁc.d as mﬂows {mlrremi y subsmﬂ@n M}

NDPW - Admin\ Packes WA, \GIP\Movember 2 2006 DRAFT.dos P.207



L. Eﬁﬂ] Motification Of DAindhan
Iepaﬁmem of Pubhc Healih

When an apphcant files with the Planmng and Zoning Commission or Zonmg Board of Appealsan
application, petition, request or plan concerning any project on any site [which] that is within [the -
watershed-of the Windbom Water Werks-erother waler companyas-defined-dn Sectien25-32a-fthe
General Stanstes | the aquifer protection area delineated pursuant to section 22a-354c or the watershed
of a water company, the apphcant shall provide written notice of the application, petition, request or
plan to the {%&ﬁé@iﬁ&@&&%@%ﬂ;ﬁ—@%&hﬁ] water company and the Commissioner of Public Health in

a format preseribed by the Commissioner (provided such water company or said Commissioner has filed
a map showing the boundaries of the watershed on the Mansfiéld Land Records and with the Planning
and Zoning Commission or Zoning Beard of Appeals or the aquifer protection area has been delineated
in accordance with section 22a-354¢. as the case may be). Such notice shall be made by cerfified mail, -

retura receipt requested and shall be maﬂed [withia] not later than seven days [ei} aﬁer the date of the
apphcaﬂon Ths A : i

WAla @?@i@%ﬂ%@} Wéi@r Company and Connecticut

apphcatmﬂ, petntmﬁ, request 0r plan

E ‘fplanam?y Note: This HOE?ﬁCﬂZ"’Gﬁ revision is maﬁda?‘ed 5}1 Pz!bfza Acz‘ 09~33 aﬂd a vevision. @f Secimrz
8-3: of the szﬂeczzcm‘ General Sz‘a.z‘z:a‘es ‘ :

5. Revise Article VIL, su?jsectims A2 and A4 as fallows
a. Delste “Indusirial Paﬂg” in line 3 of subsectmn A 2.(;
‘b Delete “Indusmai Park™ in lines 1 and 6 @f subsection AA

Fxplanatory Noz‘e Tkese rewszom are a&‘saczaz‘ﬂd and z-ed z‘o i

'_ Map :??Vié’iﬁ??‘s listed
in A ghove. e

)

Delete Ar‘zcle VIL subsectlons T, “Uses Permitied in the meessmnal Office 3.zone” and U, “Uses

' Permitted in the Industrial Park Zone” in their entirety, add a new Article V1T, -Subsection K “Uses °
Permitied in the Pleasant Valley De51gn Dlsmct Zone” (. land souih of f Pleasant Vallev Rcad and west of

Mansfield Cizy Road‘) and re-]eﬁer/re-number remammg subsectlons cf Artlcle ‘VH

The new Amcle VI[ Sub‘ e btmm K sha]l Isad as foli@ws

K. Uses Permitied in the PVDD (P!_‘ ) Fi Valiey De.sngaa Dnsmci ?sme @amﬂ smﬂth of Pleasam
- Valley R@ﬂd amﬂ Wesi of Ma.nnsﬁeid Cniy R@ad)

1 Imgnt - R T Tt T TR PR B R R

The P‘VVE hﬁa beeﬂ stabhbhs:d ‘wth speclai provisions: demgﬁed to mplement Plan of
Conservation and Development goals, objsctives and recommendations for a unique area of

- Mansfield located south of Pleasant Valley Road, west of Mansfield City Road and bordermg
Mansfield Avenue, "As detdiled in Mansfield’s Plan of Conservation and Development this arsa
has been zoned for decades for industrial and commercial use, but has remained agrigultural and

. is no longer considered appropriate for- industrial and nonﬁgmul‘ural commermal use dusio

. access limifations, spacial agn@ulmral floodplain, wetland, and aepiifer characteristics thai
wairant protection and preservation, site visibility and scenic character, neighboring agricultural
-and residential uses and other Plan of Conservation and Ds vglopm@m goals, objectives and

FADPW - Admin\ ParkerWA_\GIP\November 2 2006 DRAFT.dos P.208



recommendations. Due primasily io the fact that this area is one of a very limited numberin
Mansfield that have access to public sewer and water systems, medium to high density mulii-
family housing is considered an appropsiate use for portions of this district, but only if designad,
constructed, and utilized in a manner compatible with other Plan of Conservation and
Dcvelepmem recommendauons Accordingly, the PVDD has special provisions designed io
preserve significant areas of prims agriculiural land, to protect important natural resources, io

provide for affordable housing, o authorize density and. desaeal ﬂeﬁﬂbahty, and io auth@rLe
phased mpiementaﬁon of new housing umits.

G’eﬂﬁrﬂl Loy e LT

The uses hsted bel@w in sectmns K.?: and K4 and assoma‘tad sits 1mpmvsmuﬁts are permitted in

the PYDD zone, provided: : -

& Any special requirements agsociated wﬁh a paﬂcular se are met ‘

b Except as noted below, al] uses ‘permitted in the PVDD: zone shall be served by adequate

" public sewer and water supply systems. Ona case-bi-case basis and dependent on the nature

and intensity of the proposed use and the potennal for detrimental health, safety or

. .environmental impacts, the Planning and Zoning: Commnssmm shall have ﬂ]e right to

L authome the, use of onsite.sanitary waste:disposal anid/or-water supply jstems for
',commermal agncultural uses and low. density residential uses; pmwded it'is documented 1o

the Commission’s satisfaction that there is a low nsk Df aquﬁer com:ammatmn or mher
‘health, safety or ena(_ronmemal problems, .

¢ Applicable provisions of Arti :‘Sec’ﬁm A (.Desnsn De ; pmexﬁ DlStHCﬂIS) and Arncle

VI Séctions A éhd B’ (Performance Standards) ars met: and . .
. With the ezgcsphgn of these Lses included in .4 below, special penmt appmval is obtained

in ‘accordance with ik i) Aﬁacle V Sec'tmnB for any of ﬂze actmtaes delmeatpd
m Artacie VH Secnon AT

,Article V]l Sectaonsu’-ia Ali and A also mclude or reference provisions authonzmg the
Zoning Agent to approve ceﬁam chaﬂges in the use of existing structures or lots and authorizing
the PZC Chairman and Zoning Agent to-approve minor modifications of e:’aﬂstmg or approved
site uﬁpmvements All changes in.use inthe PYDD zoge require. Planning &ni Zoning -
Commission approval in accordauce with the provisions of Article VIL, Section A4,

. Categories of Permitted Uses i in the Pleasant Valley Desngg Dastmt Regumng Special Permit
Aamroval as per the Prawsmns of Atiicle V. Secti aon B

- ax Two family,: and multizfa hauging in accordance wit
X *Bection A ¥ e
: b ‘Single Family hDusmg in association wﬁh a; -fa Iy housmg de elopme:nt but ounly
when specifically authorized by the Comrnis! sicn diisto specnahzsd sm:aatmns where sits
<characteristics limit the ability o appropriately locate two-family y ot mulﬂ-famﬂysmchweb
cou AT apphcable prmnsmas ‘of Atticle 3, "Section A shall & Tmet. L
" ¢. Permanent etail siles outlets for agncultural and homculturaipmducts pmwdnd aii :che
- ‘standards are réquiired of Article VII, Section G 13 ar
~d. Other commercial agmuﬂmml operah@ns (any agncuimml or homcuimral \use that is not

authorized by othér provisions of these Regulations), prﬁwdﬂd specnal pe‘zmt appl oval | 5
Oba:am@d in ;:.v,cc@zrf:lamw wxxh Ariicle V, ’S@Gﬁt;on B;. o

ﬁmamed in Aﬂlgl°
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€.

State-licensed group day care homss or Stats-licénsed child day care centers as defined by
the State Statutes. State-licensed family day care homes ars spemﬁcall v authorized in Article

- VI, Section D;

Accessory commercial nses, such as a laundl v or recreational facility, conducted pmnarﬂy

for the convenience of residents of an appmved resadamlal project pﬂmded the use is
located within a building. :

4. Uses Which Mﬁy be Authorized in thc Pleasant Valley_' Desmn Dlstnct Zone by the Zoning

Agent:

a.

Agricultural and horticultural uses such as the keeping of farm animals, figld cmps orchards,

-greenthouses, accessory buﬂdmgs gtc., provided the pmvnsmns of Amcls Vﬂ, Sections G 13
through G.15 are met;

Dwelling units for property owners, managers caretakers, or secumy persmmel associated

~with g permitted agriculiural uss. prcmded all resz.dentaal stmcmres are located on the same
: :'_lot as the agmmlmml use . , : g

E@Zamiaiy Noz‘e ﬂzese revisions are assoczaz‘ed awd tied 7o the pmpased zowing map revisions
Zzsrted in item A abnve ﬂﬁ?s secizoﬁ pi'aposes new pemszed zzse or ovzszons cmszstem‘ with

ToaRimm cOverags: ccium:ﬂ The revised rows shall read as fcﬂows .

ZONE | MINIMUM LOT | MINIMUM LOT | MIN. FRONT SETBACK| MIN. SIDE SETBACK, | MiN. REAR SETBACK| MAXIMUM [MAXIMUM BULDING
'AREA/.-‘CRES FEQNTA@EIET LINE(IN FEtT) 1 uNE anFEET) LINE (N FEET) i HEIGHT GROUND
See vl_\!ei;s | -Se=Motes. | . - .BesNoles o ‘- BesNotesi ™~ .| -~ See Note See Nuta '~ COVERAGE
(3) (4) (18) | @@D13)(16)| - (A)NBENSIEN1E) (17) @IONISIE D] (4)(15)(16) (17) (14) R
see . .. o T
fnote 1] 25ACRES. {200 ] vT o0 e I I

(%]
O,

FALEW -

13, LGt ﬁentaﬂe requxremems for busmnss and [méaé&aﬂhmdenﬁal uses wathm specified [b&s%&%a
o aaé—aaaéas%] zones may | be wa:a.ved by the Planning and. Zening Commission for private roads,

provﬁied spemal e

(ﬂeﬂ Article. VEL QectmnB 3 d)

"E*gvla, witory Note: il'}’aese,revmons are assamaz‘ed and tied fo. tiae propased zwzmg map Fevisions

 listed in ijem 4 above. " Th

?obbsed 25 acre minimum, loz‘ size. proposal is-designed to help ensure

“that Plan of Cmserm"mm and Dewiopmeﬁz recommendaﬁms parsicularly-those tied io agriculiural
land preservation, are 7101 undermined & &y smaller, uncoordinated. dﬂve!opmems Existing and
‘ ﬁroposad i'emdazmm wmﬂd a!!aw lamer pm_]acz‘a z‘o be bwii in maller p}aases

E@ms& Arﬂ '.1__, ubsection B.3, 8,B3b,B3g and the first paraﬂrﬁph of B3.d1o iEﬂd as follows:

[Business and Industrial Exeeptions/]Special Dimensional Requirements

Admin\ ParksrWA \GP\Nevem_b..r 2 2606 DRAFT. dnc : P.210



a. Setback from Residential Zones - In the [IP 'and] RD/LI zonefs], a minimum setback of 17
fest is required between all new industrial or research buildings and residential zone
boundary lines. This setback may be reduced by the Commission dus io physical

characteristics, the ﬁafm:re of prsp@sed landscape and buffcr plana or i.h@ characi:er of gxisting
land uses. R : :

b. Lot Coverage - Except as noted below, the total ground area covarage of buildings and
parking areas in the [TP and] RD/LI Zone[s] shall not exceed 50 percent of the total lot area.
Provided all other requirements of thess Regulations are met, this coverage limit can be

increased to 75 percent for pro;ects directly associated with a pmgram that pemaaﬁenﬂy
‘préserves largs tracts of operi space or aﬂmuhwal land,. 7

¢ Gats Housey/Secarity Smmmes In the [IP and] RD/LI 703368 the Cammmswn may

reduce or waive front or side line setbacks f@r gatehouses and security structurss @ther than
residences, .

d. Lotson Pr&?aﬁ}eﬁgmﬂsavaide,&i the .étaﬁdards:.mtad below are met and provided Special
p@rmit approval is @btained i]i accordance with Article v, Section E, the Cammission may

~ﬁ'ontage on ' Tavm o Staté road,

~ (Mote: Subsections 3 34 d.l thmuwh 6 shail fremain in eifect, )

: :E@Iaﬁmcaiy Note: Ehese revzszoﬂs are assaczated a‘rzd fzad fo pmposed mizmu' ;n@ ?’ews*zows
listed in sz‘emA above - :

9. Revise Article VI, subsection C.1.and 2 to read as follows: .

‘M. Floor Area Regiilrements
1. Residential

All buildings and stmcmres used as res1dences shau m:;et the f@ilowmg mm_mum hvabie floor
area requirements: S R , i

a. Single-Family Dwellings-800 sQuaie feet
b. Two-family Dwellings-800 square feet per dwellmc umit

c. See specific pmﬂsmns for DMR, ARHL PVDD, and PRD zones aud fgr multl_famly
housing, conversins and cﬁucz_'y uits aﬂowad in mher .LOHBS = _ _

1

2. DBusiness

In-all Business, Indusmaﬁ aﬂd Tnstitutional (PB-1 ihmugh 5, NB 1 ami 2,8, PO 1 [IhmughS

IP] RIY/LI and Iy zZonss, @ach new buﬂdmg shaﬂ hav@ 2 mmmum af 500 square feet of floor
: .._}araa on the gmund Tevel. : :

- Elpla?zamiy Note: Z%ee:e revisions are ffssacm‘ed cmd rﬂj io D?@posed mzzz:zg mgp revisions
fisted in item A cbove,

F\DPW - Admin\_ParkerWA \GIP\November 2 2006 DRAFT.dno P.211



10. Revige Article X, Section A1 as follows:

a. Delete PO-2- Professional Office-2, PO-3- Professional Office-3, and ]P=bdusmal Park from the
listing of Des;.gn_ Development Districts.

b. Add PVDD-Pleasant Valley Design District to the listing of Deswn Development Dlstncts

Explanaiory Note: These revisions are associated and fied to proposed zomﬁg map ¥ revisions listed in
iterm A abovg

11. Rewse Article I‘i., Section A_ZG o delete in ]jjie’ 10 “Iﬁdusiﬁai parkor.”: aﬁd"w —cliange “an” io “g".

Exp!amz‘ory Note: Tf’aese revisions are assl:cizzied aml tied to proposed gomng ﬁ’ﬂp revisions listed in
zz‘em A Lwova v

12, Revise Articls X, Secm@:ﬂ A4b m add thﬁ feﬂowmg senffancas t@ the eﬂd af ﬂlc second paragraph of this
' subsectmn = . v S . 2,

"‘A concerted eﬁ'ert shail be made 10 mmamLe 1mnerv10us surfaces and notential storm*vater impacts.
Smrmwatei management ggldnlines and best mananemem practices r;ret:ared by Stats and Federsl

avencles shail be zmnlemented wherever avvmmaie as dstermmed bv the Planmng and Zo ning
Commission.” : :

Explanaiory Note: These revmom are deszmzed a‘o zmpi’emenz‘ Plaiz £

ﬁ.seﬁfaiwn zmd Deveinpmem‘
- .recommendations regarding siorm waﬂ‘er ﬂmnagemem jor-alf projetis wzz‘hm a deszgﬁ “deve!apment
district”. : LR o

13. Revise Article X, Section A4 eto delete in'line 12 “IP arid”iand to change “zones” to “zone”;

Explanaiory Nove: These revisions are associated and tied io proposed 207I7E, map. 7evisions. Jm‘ed in
izemn A above. : :

14, Revise Article X, Section A 4.h o delete in fine 3 “TP or”

- Explonatory Note: These revisions are assecigied and zzed to propased Z0Hing Wap Fevisions lisied in
itern A above. :

15. Revisé‘éiﬁ‘cla X, Séct_i;jz{n A4 to add a new uubsectmﬁ j t@ read a8 f@ﬁawu
. Pedestrian/Public Transit Improvements
.., All developments. shall provide appropriate pedestnaﬂ and publig t tmnsnt zmpro vements, as
 determined by the Commission. The degres of improvements shall be tied to the size and nature of

the development. Trail and sidewalk, bikeway improvements, bigycle racks, bicycle lockers, bus

~ stops with sheliers, and other a_nemnes that prom@ te public ﬁ:ranspoﬂaﬁon and pedystnan and bicycls
traffic may be requived.

FADPW - Admin\_Packer W A_\GIP\Hovsmber 2 2006 DRAFT.doo P.212



Explanatory Note: This addition is designed to help implement Plan of Conservation and Developnent
goals, objectives and recormmendations io reduce the need for vehicular fraffic and enhance pedesirian
and bicycle traffic and pubBc transporiation opportunities, in all design development districts.

16. Revise existing Article 3, Section A8 (to be re-letterad to A.9) to delete “Industrial Park (IP) and” in
the tlﬂe ime 01" this subsecftzcn and to delete references to “IP or” in ling 1 of subsectaon 83 and 8c.

E@!a"zm‘wy J\!o:e‘e Tkese rewmoﬁs are assecmzed md z‘zyd io ;mpased ?Oizmc»' map rev zszom Jisted iz
. item A above. - e 2 S

1'7 Add a n@w A:mde X Se{:uon A_o o zead as fo]lows

Sgwemﬂﬂ Pa‘@wsmns fm: ﬁhe Pﬁeasam k4 aﬂﬂay Bes&gm Dzﬂm«t& @VBE} :::ame
R ~~f‘Wa¢cer ;md S@wer Eﬁ‘amﬁmes ’

Excepﬁ as noted belew aﬂ pmposed developments in the PVDD zone must be served by pubhg
water and sewer facﬂltaes or must be readﬂy cqmecied to such semcss ‘ Ruads_y connected” is

the commission to waive th:a.s quwrements f@r commercaal agncul
- residential uses. :

':t.,,Bensmy Reqmremﬁms

'~'~'helgh7t and coverage reqwrements setback and buffenng promsmné' agnculﬁlral lami
preservatmn reqmremems paﬂﬂnc quuirements and Gther pmwsmns of these regulaimms

3 ‘Bmﬂdmg He!ght Reqmrements

No. buldmﬂ shall e}iceﬂd three smne o a heaghtcff@rty{%)feet .
d ;antance Between Strm:tm‘es |

. "Encept as nmed belcow the distance berween any | rwo s*mrmres shall be 1o. 1ess than the average
. cheight'af both, but in'no case less than Hfty (50) féei. The Commission may vary.this spacing
requirement when it determines that such variations will enhance tha dezgign of the project
- without. szgmﬁcantly aﬁecﬁng gither emergency or solar access -

e. Courtyards.

-Except as: n@ted belaw courts enclosed on-all sides-shall not'bé pemm=d and fio open coutt shall
havea leagih or width less than ifty (50) fest. - The Commission may vary- Ihese requiremetts
when it dstermines that such variations will edhance the design of the pmject mth@ut

o sngn_ficanﬂy affecimg eﬁhef emergency or solar 30088, 7
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i Parking

Required parking spaces shall not be allowed on any street or iniernal roadwaéf and shall be set
back a minimum of 10 feet from principal buildings. Ali spaces shall comply with the parking
provisions of Articls X, Section D and other dimensional requirements of these R; gulatmns

g. Housing Unit Mix Requirements

In addition to addressing thé d=51gn standards of Article }f Section g, a}l residential development
in the PVDD shall provide for a mix of housing types, sizes, and designs. ‘As a noted exceptiosn,

housing des:igned primarily for student occupancy shall not be authorized in this district dus to
potential neighborhood compatibility issues. :

Two=fam11y, multi-family, and as specifisd in Article VII, Section K.3.b a, a limited rumber of
single family dwellings may be authorized buit, within any dewelapment or subphase thereo:, no
more than, twenty (20) percent of the units shail bein tvc=famﬂy and-sigle family dwellings.

Row houses or townhouses with more than two dwelling units per structure.shall be considered

mulii-family dwellings. In addition, no more than twenty—ﬁve (7 5} perc:@nt Df the dwelling units
- . shall-excesd 2,400: square fest of livable! ﬂoar area R

Due 10 the proxir i _iy'af cﬁ’,"” 'ercial and Tealih cm:s services in southum Mansﬁeld and the
’ -a,djacent Tovwm ,f Windham d dite o ‘the physical charactensﬂcs of the Pleasant Valley Design
“District, which will facﬂﬁtatg : velépmem in distinct subsecuons the, C@mﬂ'ﬂbSlOﬂ eNCourAges
' Age Restncted Housing devel ments w1thm thls dlsmct e e

. ﬂa Aﬁ‘@rdab!e 'Hm!smg Beqmremems

ORI SRR

+ Pursuant o the authority provided by Section 8-2i; of the C@mecﬁcut Genyra.l Statuizs, a
_ ~1:1-11131331@.1131 of Wsnw (20) percent of all dwelling uniis in a residential develmpment or phase

W and,moderate

JTG address thzsfreqmrement 2 minimum of twenty {70) percent of the dwellmg iiits n a
residential developmemt or subphase thereof, shall not exceed the following maximum squars

Twa=1am11y or mulii=fam11y umts mth one bedmom=000 square feet Df hvable ﬂom area

TW0~famﬂy or mulm—famﬂy umts mth ‘cwu bedrooms»l 200 square feet of hvablﬂ ﬂoor area

' Smgle'famﬂy dwelling unﬁ with one of. twe ‘bedmcmsé 1,260 squar@ ‘-feéi 6f livable floor area
Single family dwelling unis with three or mors bedrooms- 1,400 squars fest.cf livable floor arsa

.. In.additien io meeting these maximum squars feotage Tequirements; applicants shall provide
o speciﬁc information about the location, design and charactér of pmposed -affordable units and
' shall documem ihe actions that will'be taken to promote and retain occupancy by  Tow and
moderate ingome persons. Applicanis are encouraged to 'work-with Mansfisld’s Housing
Authority, the State Department of Economic and Community Development and other agencies
ihat promots affordable housing opportunitiss, and incorporate deed restrictions, resals, lease, or
rental contracts, and/cr other measures to promots this afordabls housing objective,
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Phasing of Residential D@v@ﬂ@pmeaﬁ

MNoting that no maximum d@nsrcy requirements have been gstablzshed for the PVDD and that
approximately 150 acres have been incorporated into this zone classification, the Commission

shall retain the authority to-require an approved project to be implemented in phases and to

resirict the number of units that may be constructed in any one year period. This approach is
considered necessary to help address potential impacts on Town services. Accordingly, the
Commission shall have the right to limit the issuance of Zoning Permits for new units in any

PYDD devei apment or subphase thereof, to ffty (30) dweilmg umts per calemiar year

égncaﬂﬂiﬂamﬁ Land Preservitioa qummm

Pursuant to the Plan of Conservation and Dev elopment TECoIMIme ﬂd&tiens the Commission shall

| hﬂ e the right to requare up to fifty (50) percent of the prime agmcultural acreage on 4 subject
: o b , g

acreage io be preserved sha!i be determmed by i Fthe Ccnmmssxoﬂ zmﬂ may be on other land within
the PVDD under the control of the applicant. With the assistance of Mansfield’s Agricultural
Committse, the following areas have been desagﬂated as priority agriculiural preservation areas
within the PVDD are as follows: '

=]

Land immediately south of Pleasant Vaﬂey Road apprcmately 1,500 feét west of Mansfield

City Road and immediately west of a mgmﬁcant curve in Pleasant Va]ley Road {former
strawberry field area).

- o Land immediately south of Pleasam Valley Road and west of Mansfield Avenue.

Land mmeﬁiately south of Pleasant Valley Road appmmmately 750 feét west of Mansfield
City Road and immediately east of 2 significant curve in Pleasant Valley Road.

To ensure the permanent preservation of designated agriculiural land, conservation easements,
approved by the Commission, shall be filed on the Land Records. The easement areas shall be
momumented with iron pins and Town Conservations eassment marlkers shall be placed every 50
to 100 feet around the perimeter boundary of the easement area. The Town Markers shall bs

 placed ontrees, fences, four (4) inch cedar posts or other stmcw:res acceptable to the
. Commission.

Buffer from Agriculinral Land

Unless specifically waived by the Commission due to site and project characteristics, all new
dwelling units shall be set back & minimum of one hundrad {100) fest from dengnate-
agricultural pxesarvatmn areas and/or e‘ﬂstmg agricultural uses. ‘

Buifers from Wetland/W atercourse Aveas/Arens Subject to Flooding

N Unless specifically authorized by the Inland Wstland Agency, all new siructures, paﬂnﬂc areas,
and other impervicus surfaces shall be setback a minimum of seventy-five (75) feet from

Adrmin\_Paiks

designated inland wetland or watercourse areas and aréas subject to flooding during a one-
hundred year flood svent. :
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m. Open Space/Recreational Facilities : o

All residential developments shall provide appropriate open space and recreation facilities as

- determined by the Commission. The degree of improvement shall be tied to the size and nature
of the development. For exarmple, for projects with fifty (50) or more dwelling units, swimming
pools, club houses, mulii-use ball fields, tennis courts, and/or playgrounds may be required by

. the Commission. For smaller projects, irails, garden areas, and multi-use lawn areas may be
considered adequate to meet this requirement. Detailed plans and specifications for proposed or
required open space and recreational improvements shall be shown on project plans. Whenever

possible and appropriate, active recreational facahtiﬂs sha]l be sm‘eened from rssadences
. drwewaya, strests, and paﬂﬂng arsas.

wedlarid and ag?‘zczz!iziml meers zmzz‘ mives ’ ghasmg, @pey @ace/recreaﬁoml facz]ztzes and oﬂﬁ project
e!emeﬂfz‘s No maxzmw;z demzzj: prewszam hmfe bem proposed
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DRAFT
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Minutes of the November 15, 2606 Meeting
Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Building

Present: Robert Dahn {Chair), Quentin Kessel, and Scott Lehmann.

Absent: Peter Drzewiecki, Jennifer Kaufman, John Silander, and Frank Trainor.
Town Stafff  Grant Meitzler. '

Guest: Tulay Luciano

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

2. The minutes of the Ociober 18, 2006 meeting were approved unanimously on a
motion by Lehmann, seconded by Dahn.

3. TWA Referrals.

TWA1362 - Luciano - Warrenville Road. Mrs. Luciano expressed her concerns
with regard to the integrity of the wetlands that that serve ag a buffer between homes in
her neighborhood and the Mount Hope River. In particular, she expressed discomfort
with work being carried out by one of her neighbors within and at the border of these
wetlands. The CC reviewed maps and correspondence on this matter, as well as
photographs which showed the neighbor's lawn extension under water. Meitzler
reviewed his regulatory responsibility with regard to what might be considered a
"significant" amount of fill in what would be considered a regulaied area in 2 new
development. Tt was agreed that the significance of a given amount of fill 150 feet away
from a wetland might be quite different from the same amount of fill deposited in, or
close io, a wetland; and hence, the appropriateness of the regulation's wording. Meitzler
also explained a homeowner's "as-of-right exermption," and stated that he felt that the
homeowner's lawn extension in and close to the wetland fell under this exemption.
Regardless of this exemption, and without real documentation of what fill may have been
placed in the wetlans or flood plain area, the CC concluded that the homeowner's
extension of his lawn probably would not have a significant negative impact on the
wetlands or the flood plain. However, concern was expressed with regard to the
cumulative impact of such woik.

The CC thanked Mrs. Luciano for her concern for the wetlands, encouraged her to
continue monitoring these wetlands, and to contact Meitzler with any future concerns.

IWA 1366 - Town of Mansfield - Farmstead Road. Map date: 10/10/06 revision.
This application is for work to improve access and water supply from an existing fire
pond. Kessel moved, and Lehmann, seconded that there should be no significant
negative impact on the wetlands as long as appropriate erosion and sedimentation

controls are in place during the construction and removed after the site is stabilized. The
motion passed unanimously.

TWA 1367- Erhard - Middle Turnpike. Map date: 10/31/06. This application is
for the construction of a sunroom addition to replace an sxisting deck within the 150 foot
regulaied area. Lehmann moved, and Dahn, seconded that there should be ne significant
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negative impact on the wetlands, and the motion passed unanimously. However, Dahn
noted that a portion the proposed project is to take place in the Town of Willington. This
raised the further question of the intrusion of the proposed construction into the usual
setback from a property line - in this case the Mansfield-Willington boundary.

6. The meeting adjourned at 8:54 PM.

Respectfully submitied,

Quentin Kessel
Secretary
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DRAFT
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION COMMITTEE
Minutes of the December 19, 2006 meeting

Members Present: Quentin Kessel, Ken Feathers, Jim Momrow (chair), and Vicky
Wetherell. v '

Town Staff: Jennifer Kaufman
1. The meeting was called to order at 7:34 P.M.

2. Kessel was selected as secretary. Kessel moved and Morrow seconded that the

minutes of the November 21, 2006 meeting, be approved. The motion passed
unanimously.

3. PZC File #907-29 - Proposed revisions to the Zoning Map and Zoning regulations
were reviewed and discussed. This zone change would change the current Industrial and
Professional Office-3 zones in the southemn part of Mansfield to one that would permit
multifamily housing, a proposed Pleasant Valley Design District. It is estimated that the
new district would permit the construction of approximately 400 housing units. If
approved, the PZC would have the right to require up to 50 percent of the prime
agricultural acreage in a given parcel to be permanently preserved for agricultural use.

During the discussion, it was noted that there is no provision for an infrastructure (e.g.
convenience shopping, etc.) to support 400 units of housing. The isolation of this acreage
from many of the required support services would result in greatly increased traffic on the
local roads, some of which are not equipped to handle the increased traffic. It was further
noted that the proposed new housing units would likely be heavily utilized by students

from Eastern Connecticut State University and young families whose children would
attend Manstield schools.

Feathers questioned Section 8-3-b regarding lot coverage, which seems incompatible
with statements elsewhere regarding the minimization of impervious surfaces.

It was agreed that Feathers, Morrow, and/or Wetherell would attend the Jan. 2, 2007
continued hearing on this zone change to express the position of the OSPC. The OSPC
will reiterate its 9/20/05 comments (Attachment #1 to the current minutes) against the
revisions in the 8/15/05 draft of the proposed regulations, which revisions are essentially
the same as the currently proposed changes in the regulations. At that time, it was agreed

the current industrial and office zones were more compatible with agricultural neighbors
than 400 housing units would be.

The OSPC notes that the provision for the preservation of up to 50 percent of the prime

agricultural farmland in the proposed regulations might be incorporated into the current
industrial and office zones. In either the currently proposed regulations or as an addition
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to the present industrial/office space regulations the tarmland preservation provisions

sould place the ownership and control of the dedicated agricultural land in the hands of
either the Town or an agricultural trust.

4. Tree removal from Town property (Dunhamtown Forest) requested by the owners of
49 White Oak Road: The OSPC is against permitting these trees to be cut and is
concerned by the precedent such permission might set. If the Town should see fit to
grant this permission, the Town should request compensation compatible with the
landscape value of the trees removed.

It was suggested that a small antenna tower on the garage side of the house, or the
alternate use of cable, might be satisfactory alternatives to the tree removal.

5. Dunham Farm Estates Open space Dedication: Following a field trip to the site, the
OSPC determined that a trail could be put in place without impacting wetland and
recommends the following: that the open space dedication be owned by Joshua’s Trust
and become part of Dunham Woods Preserve; and that a trail beginning at Dunham Pond
Road and crossing the dedication area to the existing preserve would provide an
alternative (and safer) entrance to this preserve than currently exists at the entrance on
South Eagleville Road. This trail would also afford easy and safe access to this preserve
by the residents of the subdivision and residents of Dunham Pond Road. In order to
further protect the pond and wetlands associated with it, the committee recommends that
a conservation easement be granted by Joshua’s Trust to the Town that limits public
access to only the trail and a small parking area along Durtham Pond Road. Wetherell
agreed to transmit these recommendations to the PZC

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

Respectfully submitted”

Quentin Kessel
Secretary, Pro Tem.

ATTACHMENT #1
OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

Comments on the 8/15/05 draft of
Mansfield’s Plan of Conservation and Development
September 20, 2005

The Open Space Preservation Committes (OSPC) is submitting the following
comments to the Planning and Zoning Commission as part of the October 5,
20035 public hearing on the Plan. The commitiee appreciates the
commission’s considerable effort to update the Plan and their
consideration of the OSPC’s commeunts in the past and in this current
public hearing.
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The OSPC is very supportive of the scope and direction of the Plan.
Focusing future development near currently developed areas will help to
preserve the town’s agricultural and forested character that residents
value and also preserve the natural resources that we rely on for clean
air and water. Specific comments follow:

Policy Goal # 2 (p. 35)

The OSPC supports all of the objectives and recommendations to accomplish
the goal “to conserve and preserve Mansfield’s natural, historic,

agricultural and scenic resources.” In particular, the OSPC supports

Recommendations 1 and 3 under Objective a (p. 35), which together would
provide greater flexibility in subdivision design to allow “clustering’
of house lots. This approach would help preserve open space, especially
farmlands and interior forests, both of which require large tracts to
fulfill their function.
Recommendation 6 under Objective ¢ (p. 38), which would create special
zones to enable the protection of agricultural and forest resources.
Recommendation 1 under Objective ¢ (p. 37) and recommendation 1 under
Objective e both support continuation of the Town’s open space program,
which enables the Town to act quickly to protect priority open space
properties.

The OSPC supports the agricultural lands and interior forests
designations on Map 21 “Existing and Potential Conservation Areas™;
however, the OSPC noted that areas outlined for medium-to-high density
development need some work. The Horsebarm Hill area should not be
included in such a designation, nor should the area off Maple Road that
intrudes into an interior forest designation. Allowing these conflicting
designations to remain on the map would create confusion about what the
Plan intends for these areas. The OSPC recommends omitting both
Horsebarn Hill and interior forest areas from medium-to-high density
development designation.

On Map 21, the OSPC suggests creating a separate graphic for the UConn
campus area that would clarify where it lies within the larger
medium-to-high density area. The UConn campus area is currently shown on
Map 22, and could be easily added to Map 21.

On Map 22, the OSPC supports the clustering of new development in areas
of existing development, particularly medium-to-high density housing in
the Four Corners area. The committee views the Four Corners area as
currently the most accessible area for pedestrians, and the committee
recommends that a larger area of high density housing be included in the
plan for that area. The existing Jensen’s Park on the south side of Rt.

44 is a large parcel of senior housing, and the committee recommends that
the properties across Rt. 44 (on the north side) be also designated for
senior housing to complement Jensen’s residential use and to provide more
senior housing within easy reach of groceries, drug stores, etc. on a
sidewalk. This is curently the only area in town that offers this
pedestrian opportunity. The commiltee also sees the increased traffic,
lighting, etc. of the proposed commercial uses on the north side of Rt.
44 as adversely affecting the seniors currently living in Jensen’s.

xpanding Jensen’s into a senior “village” that extends across Rt. 44
would be more helptul to seniors than the current senior housing
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designation for a parcel farther west (and farther away) from the
services at Four Corners.

On Map 22, the OSPC supports the designation of land on the south side
of Pleasant Valley Road as Planned Industrial. Because the farming
activities across the road are cornmercial enterprises {as opposed to
small hobby farms), it would be appropriate to continue compatible
industrial or commercial zoning for land on the south side of Pleasant
Valley Road. Currently, this area is well buffered from high-density
residential development, which means it is a good location for industry
and farming to avoid conflict with residential tratfic and neighbors.

Designating land on the south side of the road for residential
development would create conflict between the many residents of such
housing with the adjacent farming operations. This proximity creates
complaints about noise, odors and also conflict between the higher volume
of residential traffic and farm machinery traveling along the road.

Mansfield should benefit from the hard lessons leared in other towns,
which have experienced such conflicts resulting from residential
development being allowed adjacent to agricultural operations. Usually
these conflicts result in subsequent loss of farmland to development.

The Plan recommends many actions to preserve farmland. Maintaining a
compatible industrial zoning on Pleasant Valley Road would be consistent
with these recommendations.

The committee noted that the proposed Planned Industrial zone on
Mansfield City Road may not be compatible with the existing condominiums
across the road. It was suggested that a business or commercial or mixed
use designation would be more compatible with the adjacent condominiums.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD/MANSFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
SCHOOL BUILDING COMMITTEE
Wednesday, December 13, 2008

Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
Conference Room B

MINUTES
Present: Bill Simpson, Chair, Mark Bover, Elizabeth Paterson, Gordon Schimmel, Jeff Smith
Absent: Renee Miller, Anne Rash, Linda Patenaude, Matt Hari

Staff: William Hammon

1. Call to Order/Roll Cali

Mr. Simpson called the meeting io order ai 5:12 p.m.

2. Meeting Minutes

The minuies October 25, 2006 were moved, seconded and approved unanimously.
3. Opporiunity for the public to address the Commiitee

No one came forward.

4. Architectural Services RFQ Results

Mr. Hammon, Mr. Smith, and Dr. Schimmel reviewed the criteria for the selection process, and

their reasons for recommending four of the firms who submitted proposals for interviews.
5. Other :

Members of the Commitiee suggested contacting Dr. Jokubaitis to request ideas for criteria and
questions to ask the applicants. Members will contact the superintendent with available dates,
following January 20" to schedule a day to conduct interviews

8. Adjournment

Mr. Simpson adjournad the meeling at 5:54 p.m.

Respectiully submitted,

Gordon L. Schimmel, EA.D.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD/MANSFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
SCHOOL BUILDING COMMITTEE
Wednesday, October 25, 2006
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
Council Chambers

MINUTES
Present: Bill Simpson, Chair, Matt Hart, Marc Boyer, Gordon Schimmel, Elizabsth
Paterson, Jeff Smith
Absent: Renee Miller, Anne Rash
Staff: Linda Patenaude, William Hammon
Guest: Bruce King, QBS

1. Call to Order/Rell Call
Mr. Simpson called the meeting to order ai 5:16 p.m.
2. Meeting Minutes

The minutes of September 13, 2006 were moved, seconded and approved
unanimously.

The minutes of Ociober 4, 2006 wsre moved, seconded and approved unanimously.
3. Opportunity for the public to address the Committes

No one came forward. |

4. Qualification Based Selection (QBS) Presentation by Bruce King

Dr. Schimmel explained to Mr. King about how the Commitiee has gotten 1o this poin;t.

Mr. King then gave a brief preseniation of how QBS works. He then iook guestions
from the Commitiee.

P.224



Mr. Simpson asked if we do the process ourselves or if QBS would/could be involvad.
Mr. King replied that it could go either way. There were two paris he could noi be
involved in — they are 1) the evaluation of responses and 2) the actual interviews.

Mr. Simpson asked how the company was funded. Mr. King replied that it was by
architects, engineers and land surveyors.

Mayor Paterson questioned the RFQ process asking how many responders would have
to be interviewed. Mr. King replied that it was normal to interview three firms, however,
depending on how many responses were received, the iotal might have to be five.

Dr. Schimmel asked if it was possible o shifi firms part way through. Mr. King replied
that yes, it was possible, bui the Commiiiee should feel comfortable enough wnih the
chosen firm that they would not wanti io switch firms.

Mr. Smith stated that the Committee should get the RFQ out within the next couple of
weeks so interviews could be conducted in December and January.

The idea was io use Dr. Jokubaiiis’ repori as the RFQ and make cuibacks from that if
necessary.

5. Other

The next meeting will be November 8, 2006 in Conference Room B at 5:00 p.m.
€. Adjournment

Mr. Simpson adjourned the meeting at 6:19 p.m.

Respectiully submitted,

L. Patenaude
Capital Projecis and Personnel Assistant
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To: {_ Town Council/Planning & Zoning €ommission
From: CurtHirseli, Zoning Agerm
Date:  January 3, 2007

Re: Monthly Report of Zoning Enforcement Activity
For the month of December, 2006

Aciivity This Last Same month This fiscal Last fiscal
month  month last year yeario date  year to dale
Zoning Permits -{ 7 | 16 11 108 99
issued
Certificaies of 11 20 12 109 93

Compliance issued

Site inspections 63 70 47 464 365

Complaints received
from the Public 5 2 5 29 28

Complainis requiring
inspection 2 1 5 15 18

Potential/Actual
vinlations found 8 15 2 62 15

Enforcement letters 11 7 . 3 57 71

Notices lo issue
ZBA forms 1 1 2 8 10

Notices of Zoning
Violations issued 5 2 2 21 17

Zoning Citations
issued 0 1 0 11 8

Zoning permits issued this month for single family homes = 2 multi-fin =0
Fiscal year total: s-fin = 24 multi-fm =3
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TOWM/UMIVERSITY RELATIONS COMMITTEE
COMMITTEE MEETING
Tuesday, November 14, 2006
Town of Mansfield
Councii Chambers

Minutes

Present: B. Cloustie, J. Bell-Elkins, R. Miller, A.J. Pappanlkou E. Paterson,

G. Zimmer

Stafi: M. Hart, M. Ninieau, C. van Zelm

]

. Opportunity for Public to Address the Committse

Nonea.
October 10, 2008 Mesting Minutes

Ms. Bell-Elkins made a motion, seconded by Mr. Pappanikou, to approve the
minutes of October 10, 20086. vThe motion passed unanimously.

. Mansfield Housing Code

Mr. Michael Ninteau, Mansfield Director of Building and Housing Inspection, gave a
presentation regarding the implementation and status of the new housing inspection
program. The program has baen running for three months, and the implementation
has gone well. Most of the landlords have been cooperative. The inspectors have
completed the inspections at Carriage House, and Celeron Sqguare is 90% complete.
Of the 237 inspections conducted thus far, the office has issued 154 rental
certificates and found violations in 46 of the units. "Also, the office has issued six
waivers pending correction. One issue that has been a bit of a surprise is that the
office has only received six complaints thus far, and only one of those complainis

has come from a tenant. This may change as tenanits become more familiar with
the program.

Ms. Bell-Elkins reported that everything she has heard about the new program has

been very positive, and that USG plans io reference the code in its student rights
guide. :

Mr. Pappanikou asked if rental unitis owned by the university fall under the
jurisdiction of the housing code. Those uniis do not.

Mr. Ninteau also referenced the landlord regisiration ordinance that was recently
adopted by the Town Council. Under this ordinance, non-resident ownsars of
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residential rental properties. must provide the fown with a mailing address by
December 31, 2008. Response from the landiord community has besn light, but
should pick up as the deadline approaches. The housing office will send a

reminder. On this point, Mr. Clouetie suggesied that the town include a reminder as
an insert in the trash collection bills.

4. Update re: Mansfield Downtown Partnership

Ms. van Zelm reported that the October 24" preseniation to the partnership’s board
of direciors and planning and design commities was favorably received. Right now,
the development team is focused on preparing the application for the speciai design
district for Storrs Center, which application the team hopes to submit to the planning
and zoning commission by the end of the calendar year. Also, the partnership is still
working to obtain state and federal funding for the project, and we should know
more around the first of the year. Lastly, in collaboration with town siaff the
parinership is planning a winter event for February, which will feature ice-skating, a
“horse drawn carriage and ice sculpiures, as well as a “wacky hat” contest.

5. Center for Off-Campus Services

Ms. Bell-Elkins reporied that the university has received over 40 applications for the
position, and approximaiely 20 are qualified. Mr. Pappanikou asked if the university
had secured funding for the position. Funding has been secured, and the university
hopes io have someone in the position in February/March 2007.

8. Community/Campus Partnership

Ms. Bell-Elkins discussed the recent activities of the partnership. The group has
maintained its core group of 20-25 people. This year, the partnership intends o be

somewhat more strategic about outlining its goals, and plans to form three
subcommitiees.

Ms. Paterson mentioned that at a recent partnership meeting a student member
raised a concern aboui a notice he had raceived from his landlord regaiding drinking

water, and that a feliow member of the partnership who happened io work for the
health district was able io help resolve the matier.

Ms. Bell-Elkins concurred that there is significani value to the conversation, as wall
as the mentor experience that the students receive.

7. UConn Water and Wastewater Systems Master Plan

Mr. Miller reporied that the master plan selection commitiee held a kickoif mesting
yesterday to welcome the firms of Milone & MacBroom and Tighe & Bond, who have
been selacied to prepare the master plan. The consulianis will be looking at the big
picturs, including the service area, capacity for growth, ownership and governance.
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The larger water and wastewater advisory committee will be meeting again in the
near future.

Mr. Clousite asked if mestings of the commitiee are open to the public. The
meetings are public, and community members are welcome.

Mr. Miller also poinied out that the committes will probably ask the staie for an
extension past February 1, 2007 for the completion of the master plan. April 1, 2007
may be a more realistic date.

8. Other Businsss

a. Student union theatre — Mr. Pappanikou asked aboui advertising the film
schedule ai the siudent union theatre. Ms. Bell-Elkins explained that the theatre
does adveriise in the Daily Campus, both in hard copy and online. Mr.

Pappanikou suggested that the theatre consider adveriising in the UConn
Advance as well. -

The meeting adjourned at 4:55 p.m.

Respecifully submitied,

Matthew W. Hart
Town Manager
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF THE YOUTH SERVICES BURFAU

Pat Michalal, M2

SN

Mansfield YSB Advisory Board
Agenda

Tiu@sday, December 12, 2006
12:00noon (@ Mansfield Middle School

Approval of minuies

Update

{ld Business

MNew Busimess

Possible new advisory board members
Directors report

Other
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF THE Y OUTH SERVICES BUREAU

Pat Michalalc, MA

Mansficld ¥YSB Advisory Board
Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, November 14, 2006
12 noon @ YSB

Atiendess:

Ethel Mantzaris, Frank Perrotti, Michael Collins, Kevin Grunwald, Jerry Marchon;

Pat Michalak

Regrets:

Candace Morrell, Eileen Griffin, Mike Collins, Chris Murphy, Rachel Leclerc, Tom
Miller, Shawnee Mason, Brittany Cushman, Jake Hovanic

Agenda [tems:

1. Pat provided a summary of activities occuring in the month of October. |

The following activities occurred in the month of October 2006.

a.

b.

o

Special Education Dinner and close to 100% attendance 30 people. Parents
listened to Tony Wolf, speaker on parenting teens. ‘

Met with Suzan Warner, LPN, hospice bereavement coordinator, She shared

information with us regarding development and implementation of a bereavement
group for children and families.

PAWS will be looking into establishing a scholarship fiind in memory of Jimmy
Mooney. '

Prevention video DVD is completed and parent showing will be scheduled for
mid December.

Children’s llustrator, Ken Sietz, worked with our homework group students.
Kids loved it

Cope letters have been sent out to all families in the elementary schools and the
groups will begin after Thanksgiving.

Great turn out Tor Juniper Hill intergenerational bingo over 40 people. Many
seniors and students dressed for Halloween,
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h. Homework group has been the best yet. 15 Tuiors and 15 students, parents group
lias also been having good attendance.

Board approved dates for the Advisory Board for the up coming year. Meetings will
be held on the second Tuesday of each month.

. Discussion about the Good Grief bereavement program. Frank Peroiti suggested
contacting possible volunteers

Ethel Mantzans asked to view the prevention video DVD at our next mesting.

Ethel Mantzaris asked when Janit Romavko’s position will be filled and Kevin
Grunwald said he hopes to have it filled before she leaves. If the position is filled by
the current counselor he will look to fill that position as soon as possible. He doesn’t

think there will be a need to advertise again since he can look at the resumes from the
Coordinator position.

Frank Perotti asked that the town provide a citation from the mayor io recognize Janit
Romayko’s commitment and years of excellent service io the YSB. Kevin Grunwald
agreed to contact the mayor and obtain the citation, which will be presented to Janit
by the board before she leaves at the end of this year.

Ethel Mantzaris asked Kevin Grunwald if he had any information he would like to
share with the group. He talked about the underage drinking grant that was awarded
to the DSS. There are 5 steps, first being assessment. He said they won’t be starting
the programming for awhile. Kevin Grunwald mentioned that Mike Collins attended
the Community Campus Parinership meeting last month. Group meets the first
Friday of each month and Kevin Grunwald encouraged all to attend saying that is was
a good opportunity to hear what is going on at the college and to also hear from the
students’ perspective. The board agreed to rotate, sending a member each month.

Ethel Mantzaris requested that we add to our agenda each month a report from Kevin
Grunwald. Kevin Grunwald agreed to provide the board with a monthly update.

. Frank Perotii made a motion “ to make a donation to the grief group in honor of Janit
Romayko” seconded by Ethel Mantzaris.

10. Frank Perotti asked to be involved in the planming for the budget, Kevin Grunwald
agreed to keep him informed and involved.

. Ethel Mantzaris suggested that we attempt to get more people involved on our board.

. Ethel Mantzaris suggested that background checks be done on anyone hired to work
with children. Kevin Grunwald agreed io do so.

P.232



13. Ethel Mantzaris asked that board members be instrucied io call or email the YSB
office if they are unable to aitend the meeting.

14. Ethel Mantzaris asked that minutes be sent out 2 weeks before the next meeting.

Meeting adjourned at 1:00
Respectiully,

Patricia Michalak
Secrstary
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Item #11

CCM STATE LEGISLATIVE ACTION PROGRAM
As Of November 15, 2006

I. €CM SUPPORT

Below are legislative proposals for CCM support. They are

grouped according to the
CCM issue-area committee in which they originated.

b=

Education

1. Reguire the State to fund and encourage regional solutions for K-12 educational
problems. Integrate those regional solutions with proposals that would also
encourage (a) regional land use planning and coordination, and (b) regional-option
tax authority for Councils of Governments (governed by elected municipal chief
elected officials and chief executive offers).

Eovironmental Management

1. Allow municipalities to abate property taxes (up to 100%) on hybrid and alternative-
fuel vehicles with a CAFE (Corporate Average Fuel Economy, a federal formula to
determine fuel efficiency) of 40 MPG or greater.

Laber Relations

1. Modifv state-mandated compulsory binding arbitration laws under the Municipal
Employee Relations Act (MERA) and the Teacher Negotiation 4dct (TNA) by
maintaining the power of local legislative bodies to reject arbitrated awards by a two-
thirds vote, but provide that the contract goes back to negotiation in the event of such
a rejection — instead of going to a second, final and binding arbitration panel. In
short, make the system governing municipalities the same as that for the State.

2. Amend the State’s prevailing wage rate law [CGS 31-53(g)] by increasing the
thresholds (a) for new construction projects from, $400,000 to §1 million, and (b) for
renovation projects from, $100,000 to §300,000. The prevailing wage thresholds that
trigger the mandate have not been adjusted in Connecticut since 1991. Prior to 1991,
state legislators adjusted these thresholds on a six-year schedule.

(W5

Amend the municipal emplovee collective bargaining statutes to clarify the statuiory
definition of “department head” for purposes of execluding such personnel from
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collective bargaining. Specifically, change the definition of “major” in CGS Section
7-467 to ensure it refers to a position of importance to the municipality, rather than a
position having a major financial impact on the municipality. The definition of
“department head” should include staff reporting directly to the chief executive
officer and staff directly supervised by a board or commission.

Land Use, Housing And Community Development

Add more reason and clarity to the state’s affordable housing laws and regulalions
by: (a) examining CGS Section 8-30g, the Affordable Housing Land Use Appeals
Procedure, to determine what reforms are needed to make the law conform to the
realities of the state, including the formula and apparatus used to determine which
housing units that are counted as “affordable™; (b) increasing srate financial
assistunce loward construction and rehabilitation of affordable housing; and (c)
adopting innovative affordable housing initiatives used in other states, including the
Massachusetts law that provides incentives to establish local smart growth zoning
districts, to aid municipalities in directing affordable housing to areas with existing
intrastructure. '

Smart Growth: Establish a coordinated local, regional and state effort to (1)
encourage and promote development where the infrastructure to support it already
exists and (2) discourage sprawl by:

(a) increasing the land use planning and technical assistance capacity of the
state Office of Policy and Management and regional planning agencies to
provide guidance to municipalities,

(b) ensuring that the “5uild out analysis” to understand how Connecticut will
look under present patterns and trends of development and land use
regulation is completed per the 2006 transportation initiative,

(c) implementing a coordinated Geographic Information System (GIS) that
allows for information exchanges between state, regional and local
planpers and decision makers, and

(d) encouraging the establishment of councils of government in each of the 15
planning regions of our state so that municipal CEOs in each region meet
on a regular basis to discuss and act on issues of mutual concern.

BMunicipal Law, Liability and Insurance

1.

0]

Amend CGS Section 47a-42 to (a) exempt trailers, boats, and motor vehicles,
including four-wheelers and ski-mobiles whether licensed or nof, from items
belonging to evicted persons that must be removed and stored by municipalities and
(b) authorize municipalities to place a lien on the real property from which items
have been removed.

Amend CGS 7-148v to raise the minimum bid threshold for municipal projects
from $7,300 to $15.000.
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3. Eliminate the “premium loading tax” on municipal health insurance premiums.

Public Health & Human Seirvices

1. Eliminate the mandates that require cities and towns to (a) continue to submit
General Assistance Quarterly Reports, and (b) retain General Assistance records.
The State has administered the program, now called SAGA (State Administered
General Assistance), since 1997 and is no longer conducting audits.

Publie Safety, Crime Prevention and Code Enforcement

1. Support the Connecticut Police Chiefs Association’s proposed agenda to establish
mandatory reporting of the theft of a firearm.

Task Force on Working Farms

1. Provide the Department of Agriculture with lump sum bonding authority for the
Purchase of Development Rights program.

Taxes and Finance

1. Either (1) repeal C.G.S. § 12-80a, which allows the State to assess the personal
properiy of telecommunications companies, or (2) trear such personal property in a
manner similar to all other business personal property by:

(a)

(b

Giving municipalities the information they need to plan for fluctuations in
this PILOT payment by requiring telecommunications companies to report
; I . 1 o

their inventory of personal property by October 1* of each year;

Allowing municipalities to audit the personal property declarations of sent
to the State by telecommunications companies, and

{c) Establishing a minimum residual depreciation value of 20% for such personal

property.

2. Reform the revaluation system by:

(a)

(b)

Maximizing efficiency and reducing costs by requiring the State to (1) issue
a uniform “master” contract for use by all municipalities when hiring
revaluation vendors and (2) redesign the schedule for revaluations so that
they are undertaken at the same time by all municipalities in a region; and

Maintain authorization under PA 06-148 that allows municipalities to phase-

in their revaluations by property class, and also allow municipalities to
phase-in each class at a different rate.
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DRAFT -- FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY -- DRAFT

CCM’s 2007 State Legislative Priorities
As Recommended by CCM Board of Directors (r):

Providing Property Tax Relief,
Stopping Sprawl, and Investing In The Future:
An Agenda For A Better Connecticut

With a growing state-budget surplus, Connecticut has a rare opportunity to take giant
steps toward the long-elusive goals of reforming our property tax and land use systems.
And we can begin to make [ront-end investments in Connecticut’s future,

It is clear that our citizens and businesses are hungry for reform: the property tax system
is overburdened and swamps the ability of residents and small businesses to pay for local
services. People across Connecticut see the devastating effects that sprawl development is
having on our quality of life, and they fear that the face of their state will be permanently
disfigured unless something is done. Further, the State can seize this opportunity to make
strategic investments that will provide long-term economic and social benefits.

The time for more reports, forums, studies and task forces is over. The time to act is now.

Property Tax Relief
Redunce the reliance on property taxes to fund local government services,
particularly I-12 public education

v" Make permanent existing real estate conveyance tax rates. Unless the General
Assembly and the Governor act, towns and cities will lose over $40 million in
non-property tax revenue as of July 1, 2007.

Use the broader and more equitable revenue-raising capacity of the State to (1)
increase state funding to towns and cities, and (2) restore funding to municipal aid
programs that were cut in previous tough-budget years, particularly the Pequot-
Mohegan Fund.

Increase the State’s share of the costs of K-12 public education by:

(a) fully funding the ECS formula so that it better reflects the original formula.
Changes should include: Increasing the foundation to an amount reflective of
actual costs; Increasing the minimum aid component so that every comniunity
receives an appropriate minimur level of state aid; and Un-capping every
town; and '

(b) Establishing a statutory goal that the State reimburses municipalities for at
least 50% of Special Education costs statewide. To reach that goal, either re-
establish the need-based 30% - 70% reimbursement program, established by
PA 89-355 but later eliminated, or significantly reduce the reimbursement
threshold under the excess cost prP.238



v Fully fund unfunded and under-funded mandates on municipalities, including full
funding of payments in-lieu-of taxes PILOT reimbursements for revenues lost due
to state-mandated property tax exemptions.

Enact a statutory prohibition against new unfunded mandates, unless there is a
two-thirds vote of both chambers of the General Assembly.
¥" Provide for state assumption of the administration and cost of municipal programs
where it would bring about greater efficiency and overall tax savings. For

xample, have the State assume all or part of the costs of providing health care
benefits for municipal employees — such a change would bring significant
reductions in property tax rates. '

Stopping Sprawl

Improve Land Use Decision-making
A. Encouraging Regional Cooperation and Decision-Making

¥" Create incentives for the establishment of newly empowered councils of
government (COGs) in each of the 15 planning regions of our state so that
municipal CEOs in each region meet, on a regular basis, to discuss and act on
issues of mutual concern — including economic development, land-use planning
and joint service delivery.

v" Enable such COGs to (a) share the property tax benefits of economic development
in order to encourage cooperation and smart growth, (b) share a portion of state
sales tax and other revenues collected within a region, and (c) exercise other
powers that encourage intermunicipal cooperation, decision-making and regional
stccess.

B. Strengthen State-Local Planning Capabilities
v" Increase the land use planning and technical assistance capacity of the state Office
of Policy and Management and regional planning organizations, as called for by
the Governor’s Executive Order 15.

v" Tmplement a coordinated statewide Geographic Information System (GIS).

v Complete, and disseminate the results from, the build-out analysis established in
last year’s transportation investment initiative.
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Investing In Connecticut’s Future
The state surplus provides a rare opportunity to supplement bond authorizations

v' Help municipalities meet the clean water needs of Connecticut by providing
funding through the Clean Water Fund -- $157 million for FY 08 and §137
million for FY 09 -- for grants and loans to municipalities that are ready to
proceed with Clean Water projects.

Commit to re-building Connecticut by improving infrastructure investment in
programs such as the Local Capital Improvement Program (LoCIP), Urban Action
Program, Small Town Economic Assistance Program (STEAP), Town Aid Roads
(TAR) and School Construction grants.

Help fight sprawl by increasing funding for open space and agricultural land

p hight sp y SIng g pen sp gneul
preservation. Spur economic development by remediating contaminated
“brownfield” properties.

v/ Build on the positive transportation investments made in 2006 to (1) alleviate
traffic congestion throughout the state, and (2) invest in multi-modal mass transit
and highway expansion where appropriate. Explore and implement innovative
revenue sources that have worked in other states and nations (electronic user fees,
public-private partnerships, etc.).

DRAFT 11/2/06

Rev. 12-12-06
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November 14, 2006

TO: CCM Legislative Committee
FROM: CCM Board of Directors
RE: State Legislative Funding Proposals —Recommendations

CCM’s Board of Directors acts as a subcommittee of the Legislative Committee to review all
proposals that would require state funding, and recommends to the Legislative Committee the
funding proposals to be included in the annual state legislative action program. The proposals
originate in CCM’s issue-area committees, and are listed in alphabetical order by committee
(task forces are included at the end).

A, State Funding Items Recommended For Inclusion

1. Increase the State’s share of the costs of K-12 public education by fully funding the
ECS formuila so that it better reflects the original formula. Changes should include:

i. Increasing the foundation to an amount reflective of actual costs.
ii. Increasing the minimum aid component so that every community receives
an appropriate minimum level of state aid.
iii. Un-capping every towrn.

-9

Establish a goal that the State reimburse municipalities for at least 50% of Special
Education costs statewide, with a minimum reimbursement level established for all
communities. To reach that goal, re-establish the need-based 30% - 70%
reimbursement program, established by PA 89-355 but later eliminated.

[recommended by CCM Comimnittee on Education]

1. Help municipalities meet the clean water needs of Connecticut by:

(a) Providing adequate funding through the Clean Water Fund -- $157 million for FY
08 and $137 million for FY 09 — for grants and loans to municipalities that are
ready to proceed with Clean Water projects. Use state surplus funds to reduce the
need for general obligation bonding.

(b) Extending the amortization of loans for sewer separation projects from 25 1o 30
years. The work done on this type of project lasts much longer than 25 years (that
is not true for most other projects),
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(c) Allowing the life of long-term consent decrees to be extended beyond the present
15 years to a maximum of 25 years, when justified. At present, DEP and
municipalities enter into such agreements to ensure that projects meet
environmental standards. Extending the deadlines for such agreements would
better match the ability of the State and localities to pay for the work, and

(d) Reducing the number of sewage treatment plants that are needed by encouraging
municipalities to regionalize water pollution control systems. In addition to
increased financial incentives for joint efforts, the require the State to eliminate
administrative impediments (such as disagreements between agencies).

Provide long term and stable funding, through bonds or other methods, to municipalities
for increased costs associated with solid waste management and recycling.

[recommended by CCA Conunittee on Environmental Management]

Provide state financial incentives to regional councils of government (COGs) for
emergency shelters, “no freeze shelters™, Ten Year Plans To End Homelessness
initiatives and other kinds of supportive housing for our growing homeless population.

[recommended by CCM Commirttee on Land Use, Housing wnd Community
Development]

Restore funding that had been cut for the per-capita grant to municipal, regional and part-
time health departments. In light of increased responsibilities, including emergency and
pandemic response, also provide a 50% increase in the per capita funding formula for
local public health departments and districts. Such an increase would, among other
things, improve local public health infrastructure, add staff resources, and allow health
departments to address other health needs (for example provide preventive care to senior
citizens and others so they stay healthy — and out of more costly hospitals and nursing
homes). »

[recommended by CCM Committee on Public Health and Human Services]

Ensure local governments’ ability to prepare for and respond to man-made and natural
disasters by requiring a stronger state commitment to fund all aspects of local emergency
management and homeland security. Municipalities need appropriate state funding to (i)
fill the void of shrinking federal dollars and (ii) ensure adequate financial support for
local first responders.

[recommended by CCA Committee on Public Safety, Crime Prevention and Code
Enforcement|

Make permanent existing real estate conveyance tax rates. These rates are scheduled to

sunset if no action is taken. (Towns and cities currently tax real estate conveyances at one

of two rates: $2.50/§1,000 of sale price or $5.00/$1,000 of sale price. The legislature

enacted the current rates in 2003, when state aid was dramatically reduced. Municipalities

required a new revenue stream to prevent severe cuts in local services. The 2003 mid-
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11.

14.

—
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year cuts have not been fully restored, and if the rates sunset, local governments will lose
at least $40 million in revenue.)

Commit to re-building Connecticut by improving infrastructure investment in areas such
as the Town Aid Road grant, Small Town Economic Assistance Program (STEAP), Local
Capital Improvement Program (L.oCIP), Urban Action Program, Clean Water Funding,
and School Construction grants.

Support property tax relief for elderly homeowners by:

[ncreasing the income eligibility threshold in the Elderly/Disabled Circuit Breaker
program (presently $27,700 for single people and $33,900 for married couples), beyond
the automatic cost-of-living increase; and

Fully funding the Elderly Circuit Breaker reimbursement to towns and cities.

Keep property taxes from increasing by fully funding the State’s PILOT programs for
state-owned property, private college and hospital property, and manufacturing

machinery and equipment.

[recommended by CCM Committee on Taxes and Finance]

. Reduce violence, substance abuse and other anti-social behavior in youths by: (a)

increasing funding to mumicipalities for afterschool programs. Encourage municipal
officials to enter into partnerships with community organizations for maximum impact.

.Enhance and expand school-based health clinies (SBHCs) through infrastructure

development and operational funding. In addition to providing much-needed health
services (including prevention programs), SBHCs work to reduce bullying, obesity and
other youth-oriented problems.

Reduce truancy, aimlessness and other youth-oriented problems by increasing funding to
local youth service bureaus (Y SBs).

[recommended by CCM Task Force on Children and Youth]

. Create a fund that would provide municipalities with short-term, no-interest loans from

the State so that they can immediately respond to agricultural land that is for sale.

[recommended by CCM Task Force on Working Farms)
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State Funding ltems Recommended By CCM Committees For InclusmniBut Bv Board

For Support As Opportunities Arise

[

(5]

Ensure that all eligible children participate in the HUSKY child health insurance
program by: (a) increasing HUSKY’s staffing and outreach capacity and (b) funding
HUSKY at an appropriate level.

Rationale: Other groups will propose HUSKY legislation; it will be more productive

to work with them on an issue that is not directly ‘municipal’.

Supporting additional resources to towns and cities to enforce the new underage
drinking law (law requires police departments to arrest adults who provide liquor to
underage persons).

Rationale: Lower priority than other municipal aid proposals.-

[recommended by CCAM Tusk Force on Children and Youth]

Support bond funding for the Connecticut Health and Education Facilities Authority
(CHEFA).

Rationale: CHEFA will pursue own funding needs. Not a municipal aid issue.
[recommendecd by Taxes and Finance

Increase the size of credits available for the elderly/disabled circuit breaker program,
and reimburse municipalities for 50% of the tax-loss when they implement the new
tax freeze program outlined in PA 06-176.

Rationale: Funding recommendations already include two elderly programs:
increasing the income eligibility threshold and fully funding circuit-breaker
reimbursement. These would shift too much emphasis onto just one aspect of
property tax relief.

[recommended by Taxes and Finance]

Provide 50% rcimbursement by the State to municipalities for costs associated with
the removal and storage of the possessions and personal effects of evicted tenants.

Rationale: This is unlikely to be funded. CCM is already pursuing relief from this
mandate by exempting certain items from the mandate and allowing municipalities to

place liens on property.

[recommended by Public Health and Human Services]
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UCONN builds its own town
Students rejected isclatlon: "There's nothing there’

Dacambear 78, 2008

BY JUSTIN POPE

STCORRS, Conn. ~ The Unlversity of Conneclicut's main campus boasts a

string of new bulldings, thanks to a mullibillion-dollar Infusion of state
cash, The student body is growlng. And there are two powerhouse
baskelball teams thet bring big-tims sports to a rural corner of the state.

There's one thing, however, that UConn doesn't have: a college town.

Starting from scratch

So Il has declded to help bulld ane from scratch — completa with shops,
rastaurants and sven a traditional New England town green,

.

The projact exemplifies the growing intersst of colleges and universilies in
their surrounding communities.

Many have realized that a bullding boom of dormilories, sludent centers
and llbrarles Isn't enough. Students don't want an “lvory tower™
experlence; thay want to be part of broadar communities with commerce
and culiure.

But while many colleges ars working to expand or revitalize nearby
nelghborhioads, this project may be unique In that It is trying to construct 2
new one, "People ask us If there ara other examples,” sald Cynthla van
Zslm, executlve director of the Mansfleld Downtown Partnershlp. "I'm like,
‘No, not really.' "

Most colleges, even small rural ones, have grown up around a town or
spawned one, as businesses opened to keep studenls supplied with
hools, pizza, beer and coffee.

Thanks to accldents of geography, Infrastructure and municipal history,
that naver reslly happaned here. Even though 20,000 people aliend
schaol, the iiny village of Storrs I3 fitlle "‘ZHZ é‘wan a sirip mall.
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$175 milllon project As bad ag it gebs

Surveys of admilted students who turn down UConn show the lack of off- HIGH SCHOOL CONFIDENTIAL

{ Slypocy: and Wanan sel for a
campus opllons is the chief co . } A
P P mplaint wnatch in e Pontise fitls

yagkie
"We were gelling comments like, 'l reaily like the sducation but you walk (ST
across the sireet, and there's nothing there,' " said Dolan Evanovich, vice ﬂOf ,(isl’:mi e | i
provost for enroliment management. Froral Fnres faanid T
MITCHELL
Renderings of tha town project depict bustling shops and restauranls with =Y - pattbue
apariments above them. Construction on the first building of what will PICKETT
grow into a $175 million, 50-acre project (including 35 protected acres) Frivays tolunm: Broas)-
could begin this summer, fanding is the naw labes
SWEET:
Most of the financing will be private. The developer, LeylandAlliance, The Ghame hacldash,
specializes in dense but pedesirlan-friendly and environmentally sensitive LB aposis stoded
communities in a style called "new urbanism.” The new "Slorrs Center” THE GOLD RUSH:
will stand across the street from a proposed fine arts building {o be "l a4 gg;ny et

deslgned by Frank Gehry,

The challenge is imbuing the ptace wilh Ihe kind of charm thal other college towns have acquired over decade
making it feel arlificial or forced.

"We don't have lhat 300 years to creale a place that has that arganic qualily,” said Macon Toledano of Leylan:

AP
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Military
gets help
from local
teenager

.Eg DAVID HINCHEY
hironicle Stafi Writer
ASHFORD — Seeing how the
holidays are a time for giving
gifts, one local high school stu-
dent is keeping with the spirit by
sending gifts overseas to service-
men in the Middle East. .
Cody Remy, an E.O. Smith High
School senior — as part of his
community service graduation
requirement — has “adopted” a
platoony where he sends compact
discs and DVDs to our fighting
men and Women oVerseas.
Chrisimas may be over, but
Remy is still sending aid overseas.
“It feels good to be helping oth-
ers,” Remy said, “and I've gotten a
good response from people.™
Remy said he started in Decem-
ber with drop boxes at the town
halls in Ashford and Mansfield.
He said both Mansfield Town
Manager Matthew Hart and Ash-
ford First Selectman Ralph

Flefch-er told him he was doing a E

good thing, “They’re supparting
~me the whole way,” Remy said. .
Remy said he is looking for
music- and movies, as anything
donated-gets shipped to the 137th

Air E"padztlonary wing: at an. -air |

base in the Middle East.

Remy went through “A dopta-
Platoon,” which is a soldier-sup-
port grassroots effort which pro-
vides care packages and mail io
more than 10,000 troops overseas,
according to the Adoptal’latoon
web site.

p.247

Item #13

_eronicle, Willimantic, Conn., Tuesday, December 26, 2006

AdoptaPlatoon was started by a
mother whose son was serving in
Bosnia. He wrote to his miother
about other members in his pla-
toon who would stand in the mail
call line everyday but-would not

. teceive anything, according to the

web site. -

The mother began sending stuff
to the other servicemen and then
enlisted the help of other moms to
send items. '

Still, Rermy is looking for some
help. “Anything is appréciated,”

~ Remy said, adding he is taking

requests from members of the
wing and if one wants to donate a
SpelelC item they can contact

€ off at either the-Mans-
field Town Hall located at the
Audrey P. Beck municipal build-
ing at 4 South Eagleyille Road in
Mans-field or Ashford Town Hall
at 5 Town Hall Road in Ashford..
For more information on the
program, e-mail Cody Remy at
Cremy003@gmail.com.
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Storrs projec

By KIMBERLY GRAVES
Chronlcle Staff Wrlter

STORRS -— The project devel-
opment teain for the $165 million
Storrs Center project expecis lo
submit an application for the spe-
cial design distiict and zoning
map amendments by next montl.

LeylandAlliance, which heads
Storrs Center developers, and the
Mansfield Downtown Partnership
huope to submit its application for
both map amendments and text
for the special design district in
time for the planning and zoning
conunission (o accept the applica-
tion at its regularly-scheduled Jan.
2 meeting.

Tom Cody, an attorney with
Hariford-based Robinson & Cole,
representing the master develop-
er, said at Tuesdays Mansfield
Downtown Parlnership meeting

15:88 FROM:MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN P S60425274@

i plans /‘;cgﬁé into focus

Chton ale_

materials to how street tree$ are
used to create public spaces,

The proposed zoning map ani-
endiments and the special design
district propasal will also need
approval from (he lacal inland
wetlands agency and will also be
referred to the conservation com-
mission, '

‘Cody said the aim of the pro-

posed special design district text

is to ereale a.'harmonious proj-
ect.”

Project officials sajd Mansfield
"Director af Planning Gregory Pa-
dicl, as well as other town offi-
cials, just received all of the text
for the special desgign district for
review before the project team
submits the application to the
PZC.

Cody said the project develop-
ment team will create a “dig-

“that these docuthents, oncé ap~  estibie” presentation for the tomar)

LT ) M : T P . iw
proved, will serve as the “road! simissipn and the public'dh the

map for the whole project.”

Storra Center will be a mixed-
use village of retail, commercial
and residential space at the cross-
roads of the Town of Mansfield
and the University of Connecti-
cut.

The proposed zoning text in-
cludes standards for the aren, in-
cluding anything fiom building
heights and allowable building

Storrs Center project,

While plans are moving zlong,
the project is still in the planning
stages with nothing yet finalized.

Storrs Center is expected to
include a town square, an “alley™
where UConn students may gath-
er late at night to hang out and
indulge in elbnic foads and a
“market square” where the town

could have its farmers market,

Item #14

In the ctrrent propasal, most of
Roule 195 would be two lanes,
with a single lane in both direc-
tions and a continuous turn lane
in the center.

There would also be some par-

allel parking available alang
“Main Sheet”
" Cody said one of the major road
improvements would be “reorg-
anizing” the road to have only ane
traffic light at Bolton Road and
Dog Lane instead of the two lights
there now. i

He said since Route 195 is a
state. road, the project develop-
ment team 15 worldng with the
state Deparlment of Transporta-
tion since “we need their blessing
on this.”

Macen Toledano, vice president
of planning and development for
LeylandAlliance, which heads
S?tb'ﬁtﬁ,;ﬁ_émghdé\iéi opers, said the
“Hgad i8" “not® inviting to péliple

who want Lo cross the slreet.”

He said this needs to be chang-
ed to create the vision of a pedes-
trian-fiiendly downtown.

In total, the Mansfield Down-
town Partnership is looking for 12
percent public funding, with the
rest of the project — approxi-
mately 88 percent or $142.2 mil-
lion — funded thwough private
financing.

Construction for the massive
project is expected to take five to
eight years.

The first building, building
“1A received approval from the

* town’s planning and zoning com-

mission in July, and will offer a

home for displaced downtown

businesses during construction.
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Looking good ¢ /7 o ? 2o
The ‘Downtown’ connector walkway from the Mansfield Community Cenler to the planned new
‘Downtown’ area In Storrs off Route 195 has been completed and the grass seeding has been

partially competed as of Monday morning. The municipal parking lot next to the walkway and
Audrey F. Beck Town Office Building is complete and will be open on Tuesday.
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85 Willow Street, Mew Haven, Connecticut 06511
IR TT24017 x info@conrcan.org
203.404.7761 2 WWW,CONNCAN.OTY

Item #15

Mr. Martin Berliner
Town Manager

Town of Mansfield
Four So. Eagleville Rd
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Mr. Berliner,

With this fall’s back to school rush now just a memory, I wanted to take a moment to share with
you ConnCAN’s recent research report The State of Connecticut Public Educatisn and to

congratulate you for your community’s success, as highlighted in the Top 10 School Districts
section of the report. '

This research report is part of ConnCAN’s unique series of Connecticut-specific reports, issue
briefs, success stories and research projects (such as the online School and District Report
Cards)—research that aims to shed light on the challenges facing Connecticut’s public schools,

while building support for the range of practical solutions needed to ensure that every child in
Connecticut has access to a great public school.

ConnCAN’s mission is to close Connecticut’s achievement gap, the largest gap between rich and
poor students of any public school system in the nation. To advance these goals, ConnCAN’s
research both draws upon and helps to inform our other efforts, including community outreach,
awareness raising activities, and public policy advocacy.

I look forward to keeping you updated as our work develops in the coming year, and I invite you
to visit us online at www.connecan.org to learn more about our work in Connecticut’s

communities. In the meantime, please let me know if you have any thoughts you’d like to share
about this project or any other aspects of our work.

Sincerely yours,

/

Alex Johnston
Executive Director
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ltem #16

Needed In Storrs: A College Town

UConn launches a plan to build one from scratch

By Justin Pops, AP Writer

Published on 12/26/2006 in State » State Main Photo
Storrs — The University of Connecticut's
malin campus boasts a string of new bulidings,
thanks to a multibillion-dollar infuslon of state
cash. The student body is growing. And there
are two powerhouse basketball teams that
bring big-time sports to a rural corner of the
state. '

There's one thing, however, that UConn
doesn't have: a college town.

So It has decided to help bulld one from
scratch — complete with shops, restauranis,
hundreds of apartments and even a traditionsal
New Engtland town green.

The project exemplifies the growing interest of

_ colleges and universities In their surrounding
communities. Many have raalized that a
building boom of dormitories, student centers
end fibrarles Isn't enough. Students don't want
an “ivory tower" experience; they want lo be
part of broader communities that offer
commerce, culture and culsing.

But while many coliegas are working to
expand or revitalize nearby neighborhoods,
this project may be unique in that it is trylng {o
constrict one anew.

“People ask us if there are other examples,”

alt

&lprntThis [ EmaliThis {5 Most E-mailed
f:j Send Letter ‘L@ Send Corrsclion L@ Add To Cad
[+] increase Tex! LE] Aciuat Text (] Decraase Tex|

This archltectural rendering shows the town sguare fora
planned callege fown thaf the University of Conneciicut
hopes to build by 2013 near s Storrs campus. The new
“Storrs Cantar" would contaln retall stores, restaurants,
offices and resfdences.

14
'We were gelting comments like, 'l really
like the educalion but you walk across the
street and there's nothing there.' The
expectation Is the creatlon of a town will be

the missing link.'
Dolan Evanovleh, vice provost for enrallment
management

says Cynthia ven Zelm, executlve director of the Mansfield Downtown Partnership. “I'm like, 'No, not

really.

Most colleges, even small rural ones, have grown up around a town or spawned one, as buslnssses
opened to keep studenis supplied with books, pizza, beer and coffee.

Thanks to accidents of geography, infrastructure and municipal history, that never really happened
here. Evan though 20,000 people attend school on campus, the tiny village of Storrs is liltle more
than a handful of businesses In a strip mall, a post office and & dateline for storiss about the
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basketball teams.

Surveys of admitted students who turn down UConn, and of students who drop out, show the lack of
off-carnpus optlons Is the chisf complaint, Most students can't have cars until they earn 54 credits.

“We were gelling comments like, 'l really like the education but you walk across the street and there's
nothing there," sald Dolan Evanovich, vice provost for enroliment management, “The expeclation is
the creation of a town will be the missing link."

The plans are slow-moving, with completion targeted far 2013, And the mayor of Mansfield — the
town that includes the vlilage of Storrs — polints out the university Is just one of several players.

But for UConn, the project is a matter of urgency because of the college's growth in the past decade.
Two initlatlves by the Legislature have committed more than $2.3 billion to the university, and much
of that money has gone into a building boorn on the Storrs campus.

During the last 10 years, average SAT scores have risen 82 points, says Evanovich, The percentage
of studenls from out of siate has doubled from 15 percent to 30 percent, demonstraling the school's
emerging natlonal appeal.

Renderings of the town project depict busiling shops and restaurants, with apartments abaove them.
Construction on the first building of what will grow into a $175 million, 50-acre prOJect (including 35
protected acres) could begin this summer.

Most of the financing will be private. The devaloper, LeylandAllianice, specializes in dense but
pedestrian-friendly and environmentally sensitive communities in a style called “new urbanism.” The
new "Storrs Center” will stand across the street from a proposed fine arls tivilding to bs designed by
Frank Gehry.

The challenge is Imbuing the place with the kind of charm that other college lowns have acquired
over decades and'even centuries, without making it feel artificial or forced.

“We don't have that 300 years to create a place that has that organic quality,” said Macon Toledano,
who is overseeing the project for LsaylandAlliance. But, he said, the careful study that has gone into
what the community wants and how the bulldings will be used will eventually produce a place with
most of the virtues of more seasoned college towns.

“The local communily also has a lot riding on the partnership, which both sides say has gone some
way lo repair strained relatlons between the university and Mansfield. The mayor, Elizabeth Paterson
(who also works at UConn), says people here have been talking at least since the 1960s about the
need for some kind of town center In Storrs.

“We need a place where friends and nelghbors can come together with other friends and neighbors
while they're getling & cup of coffee or going to the post office,” she sald. Mansfield also needs to
expand its tax base and derlve mare revenue from the thousands who visit campus.

“Why do they have {o go out of lown to get a nlce meal?” she said.

The same thought has occurred to Nathaniel Slade, a junlor from Bolton, Mass., though he hadn't
been aware of the plans. '

*} kind of like the ides of golng to a college a litlle out in the counlry because | don't ltke o deal with

http://www.theday.com/re_txt.aspx?re=1a6f8£51-520d-F- 2 5481a-916cabba2213 12/27/2006
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the clty,” he said. “But sometimes something slse would be nice too."

Universily of Connecticut: www.uconn.edu

Mansfield town plan: www.mansfleldct.org/lown/deparimeants/downiown—parinership/a

http:/fwww theday.com/re_txt.aspu?re=1a6£3F51-520¢F- 2 5 5h812-916cabba2213 12/27/2006
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norwichbulletin.com - www.norwichbulletin.com

Item #17

This s a printer friendly version of an article from norwichbulletin.com
To print this article open the flle menu and choose Print,

Back

Auticle published Dec 29, 2006
Our view: College-town project makes sense for UConn

The University of Conneclicut is embarking on a novel way to eliminate the "ivory tower" experience
for students. UConn administrators have decided the university needs a college town to enhance the
ambiance. So, they have decided to build one.

This is beyond novel. As arule, a college or university grows up around a town or within a city.
Colleges just don't create towns -~ until now. It is believed UConn is the first college to try to build
itself a town.

UConn deserves credit for attempting to create what is lacking in a first-rale university (or next door
to one).

The university is successful. During ihe past decade, UConn has been the recipient of $2.3 billion in
state taxpayer dollars. That's paid off.

New buildings abound. Average SAT scores have risen 82 points, and ont-of-state student enrollment
has doubled to 30 percent, That means UConn appeals (o bright peaple who will iravel out of state
for an education.

Interviews with dropouls and students who are accepted but tum down UConn show a lack of off-
campus activities at the top of the list of complaints.

The village of Storrs, home to UCoun, is part of the town of Mansfield. Neither can claim much in
the way of a hub of night life or a place that draws young people.

That will change. Mostly private financing -- to the tune of $175 million -- will allow urban
developer LeylandAlliance to turn 50 acres into "Stomrs Center." The project will begin next sununer
and should be complete by 2013. The town will include restaurants, shops and apartments.

Whether small-lown charm can be built ffom scratch remains Lo be seen, butl sajute UConn for trying.

P.257
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

RECD DEC 04 2006

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE GENERAL PERMITS FOR VARIOUS WATER Ttem 418
DIVERSION ACTIVITIES AND TO WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING

The Conunissioner of Environmental Protection hereby issues notice of intent to issue four
general permits of statewide application pursuant to sections 22a-378a of the Connecticut
General Statutes. The general permits will anthorize minor activities regulated by the
Commissioner under section 22a-365 through 22a-379 (Connecticut Water Diversion Policy Act)
of the General Statutes. The Comumissioner has made the determination that the activities listed
in these general permits would cause minimal environmental effects when conducted separately
and would cause only minimal cumulative environmental effects, and will have no adverse effect

on existing or potential uses of water for potable water supplies, hydropower, flood management,
water-based recreation, industry or waste assimilation.

These general permits are being proposed in place of the general permits that were the subject of
a notice issued on June 5, 2006, with the exception of the General Permit for the Remediation of
Groundwater proposed as part of the June 5, 2006 notice which was issued on October 26, 2006.

The diversion general permits the Department intends to issue at this tlme are summarized as
follows:

1. DEP-IWRD-GP-010. General Permit for Diversion of Water for Consumptive Use.: Non-
Filing Categories will authorize the following activities if they are within the jurisdiction
of the Commissioner subject to certain conditions:

a. Pump and Recharge Geoexchange System (Heat pumps)
b. Withdrawal from Long Island Sound
¢. Non-Contact Cooling Surface Waters

2. DEP-IWRD-GP-011. General Permit for Diversion of Water for Consumptive Use:
Filing Categories will authorize the following activities if they are within the jurisdiction
of the Commissioner subject to certain conditions:

a. Backup Well
b. Withdrawals from Large Tidally-Influenced Rivers
c. Small Supplemental Bedrock Well
d. Small Water Supply Well
3.

DEP-TWRD-GP-012. General Permit for Diversion of Water for Consumptive Use:
Authorization Required Categories will authorize the following activities if they are
within the jurisdiction of the Commissioner subject to certain conditions:

a. Withdrawal of up to 250,000 gpd - Bedrock Aquifer

b. Withdrawal of up to 250,000 gpd - Surface Water / Stratified Drift Aquifer

c. Interconnection and Transfer of up to 1,000,000 gpd
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4. DEP-TWRD-GP-001R. General Permit for Diversion of Water for Consumptive Use:
Reauthorization Categories will authorize the following activities if they are within the
jurisdiction of the Commissioner subject to certain conditions:

Reauthorization of “Water Supply System Interconnection”

Reauthorization of “Unregistered Water Supply Systems”

Reauthorization of “Diversion of up to 250,000 gallons per day New Water”

Reauthorization of “Backup Wells”

Reauthorization of “Small Water Supply System”

Reauthorization of “Restoration of Lost Capacity”

o Ao TR

The Department hereby publishes its intent to waive the requirement for public hearing, provided
that if the Department receives a petition requesting a hearing signed by 25 persons on or before
the deadline for receipt of writteri comments specified at the end of this notice, a hearing will be
held. Notice of any hearing will be published in several newspapers that cumulatively provide
general circulation throughout the state.

All interested persons are invited to comment on the tentative determination concerning the
application. Comments should be directed to Doug Hoskins, Department of Environmental
Protection, Bureau of Water Management, Inland Water Resources Division, 79 Elm Street,
Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127. The draft general permits can be viewed on the
Department’s website at http://www.dep.state.ct.us/wtr/div/divindex.htm, or may be inspected at
the office of the Inland Water Resources Division at the above address from 8:30 am to 4:30 pm
Tuesday through Friday by contacting Carol Ladue at (860) 424-3019. Questions may be
directed to Doug Hoskins of the Inland Water Resources Division at (860) 424-4192. Written

cormments on the application must be submitted to the Department no later than Jauuary 2,
2007.

Date: ~ 12/1/06 ) /W/lﬂ /Cl/

Betse iﬁgﬁeld '
Bureau Chief
Burean of Water Protection and Land Reuse

P.260



Itermn #19

il

.-"'4\‘5 :r.,m'r.;,é -wﬂv yig
1 ¥ ‘,e,h“rp

staie Genernl Paterson’s position ot the board
A wembly, a3 well as before the i3 erucial for Mansfield. Paterson
state executive branch, state regi-  said she has been active in the
latory agencies, and also cowts. ,[fltm several years and chaired
The greup also provides inv aluniﬂé» wo commiliees, giining experi-
representatives  from 130 of services m the form of manage-  ence and kuowladge of the munic-
Connecticut’s 169 towns, ronghly ment assistance, labor {, lnv group. Palerson predict
90 percent of the state’s popula- pelicy development, that her participation on the boart

ed because 1 think small towns
and council manager forms of
government need to be represent-
ed,” Paterson said.

The CCM body incorporates

oy Micnonas { ARTA reprexented at-the

STAFF WRITER

he Connecticut Conference
FMunicipalities (CCM) board
{irectors has recently received
addition that many hope will
ve beneficial to the town of

relations,
research,

asfield. The CCM board of tion, said Town Manager Matthew  energy cost-containment and rev-  will reap benefits for UComn at
ctors appointed Mansfield Hart in a telephone interview. enue collection assistance. The vrli as Manstield. i
yor Elizabeth Paterson to a Founded in 1996, the conference CCH also allows for federal rep- CCM has o large staff and helps

ition on the board On Dec. |, meets once a month, Paterson resentation by working with fle us to research issues,” Patersor
ording to a press release. said. Mational Leagne of Cities, accord- tonse sve BOARD. FAGE ;
I was pleased at being appoinat- The CCM allows towns to be  ing to the press release piease see y Lo

d.._

t Helps Mansfield
if *5 AN IR {7l ﬂﬂ‘é‘;wm
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Board Appointmer y

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

said. *As well as lobby in Hartford for things that are important to
[Iviansfield] and UConn.” :

Paterson stressed that the CCM offers immense potential for
Connecticut towns, especially those small in size and limited

describes her as
government.”

Huit said hie admires Paterson’s support both personaily and pro-
fessionally for himself and other colleaguss

the ideal mayor for the cougeil manager form of

in resources. Essentially the group gives a voice to areas often
neglected by state and federal legislation,
Hart, who has worked with Paterson siuce January of

“She’s a very good leader and facilitator; she can work to biing
people together,” Hart said. “T think CCM saw that talent in her an
tapped it by appointing her to the board.”

Hart said that both he and Paterson feel that their main prios-
ity is to combine the university and Mansfield into one commsu-
nity. Current projects that work toward this geal include the Storz
Center project, and the creation of a strategic planning process,

Hart said he felt one of Paterson’s most effective contiibutions
was the construction of a community center a couple ysus ago, a
-emarkable feat for a town 30 small in size

Yet these advancements may only be the beginning for a town
who's potential has greatly increased as a result of t]le COb board

. appointment, B S
" “I’'m surprised every town doesn’tbelong to CLM.” Hait said. 1
think that especially in a small state like Connecticut, you've g i
to be tapped in; you've got to be able to tap the rescurces that
organization such as CCM can provide.”

Ha t explained that a possible reason all towns do net iobby
their interests through CCM are financial restrictions, The confer-
ence does require a membership fee that varicus towns may desm
too expensive. An alternative is to gain representation thiough the
Council of Smail Towns, which serves much smaller communitiss
than members of the CCM.

Mansfield itself, with the lt:adexohqr, and connections of Paterson
is in store for chauge. Paierson’s poqztimn on the CCM board of
directors will serve as a Lﬂtﬂlyul for this change: changs that Hart
hopes will aid both the town immeasurably.

s*We just want lo work to make ihe iown of Mansfield th
pla ce it can be,” Hait vmri A

P.2 61 in, aad to leary in.
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TOWN OF M ANSFIELD Item #20
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Lon R. Hultgren, P.E., Director

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268-2399
(860) 429-3331 TELEPHONE :
(860) 429-6863 FACSIMILE

December 29, 2006

Subject: Hunting Lodge Road Bikeway/Walkway
Town of Mansfield

Dear Property Owner:

The Town of Mansfield has completed the proposed conceptual design for a proposed 8 foot wide

paved bikeway/walloway along the southwest side of Hunting Lodge Road, between North Eaglevilie
Road and Carriage House Drive. '

This letter along with the enclosed trail plan in the area of your property is to make you aware of the
project and to allow you an opportunity to review it prior to the Town’s first public meeting, which is

scheduled for Monday, January 22, 2007. This meeting will give you an opportunity to raise any
questions or concerns publicly.

The project has been in the planning for several years. It has been given a high priority based on the
need for pedestrian safety in the area.

It is anticipated that construction will begin in 2007 afier the necessary easements are acquired. Most
of the fronted propeities, such as yours, will require easements for the Town to construct the trail.
Easement maps are not yet prepared. We will be working on them over the winter.

If you have any questions or would like to review the plan prior to the first public meeting please do
not hesitate to contact me at (860) 429-3340.

Sincerely,

Timothy J  Veillette
Project Engineer

Enclosure

Ce:  ‘Lon R. Hultgren, Director of Public Works
* Mathew W, Hart, Town Manager
Gregory J. Padick, Town Planner
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Item #21
December 13, 2006

Ms. Paula Colen
Executive Director
EASTCONN

376 Hartford Turnpike
Hampton, CT 06157

Dear Ms. Colen:

On behalf of the Trustees of the William Caspar Graustein Memorial Fund, I am
pleased to inform you of their action to approve an award of $20,000 for

¢2& EASTCONN for the Mansfield Discovery grant.

storyeller figure

bolizes the values
te Memorial
1d— edncating,
borting and
ring our

ren.

The first grant payment will be issued upon receipt of the 2007 Discovery Renewal
Packet due January 31, 2007. The renewal packet is an opportunity for your
community to reflect on the past three years of implementation, and to revise your
action plan and budget for 2007. We encourage your collaborative group to consider
making action plan strategies as realistic and focused as possible for the fourth year of
your Discovery 2004-2007 Action Plan. Discovery 2007 may also be viewed as a
bridge year for 2008-2009. Community Liaisons will be available to help you in this
effort. Please be sure to include prior grant balances in your 2007 budgets as
carryover. A Memorandum of Agreement will be issued in February 2007.

Carmen Siberon and I will be happy to meet with you and answer any questions you
may have about this letter of award or any related Discovery matters. Please call Patti
Faustini at 203-230-3330 ext. 20 if you would like a meeting:

We want to thank you for your continued interest and participation in Discovery. We
are looking forward to working with you in your efforts to improve outcomes for your
community’s youngest children.

Sincerely,

avid M. Nee
FExecutive Director
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