TOWN OF MANSFIELD

TOWN COUNCIL MEETING
MONDAY, July 9, 2007
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
AUDREY P. BECK MUNICIPAL BUILDING
7:30 p.m.
AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER Page
ROLL CALL
APPROVAL OF MINUTES........ccomnccummomanmcosscancsssassssancassasssessssnasanssnsnsassssaessnssessassssnassasaassanssssss 1
MOMENT OF SILENCE
OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL
PUBLIC HEARING
1. Proposed Amendment to Landlord Registration Ordinance.......ccccocencenmsronsanmssnsne 11
OLD BUSINESS .
2. Proposed Amendment to Landiord Registration Ordinance (ltem #7, 06-25-07

AGENAA) ...cccicinimannsenissssasanmmssssassssssnansessssssesssssanensasaaasnssssassasnssessasssssansasannssassasasessasasasanns 13
3. Community/Campus Relations (ltem #3, 06-25-07 Agenda) (Oral Report)
4. Community Water and Wastewater Issues (ltem #4, 06-25-07 Agenda) ......seeereseen 15
5. Town Ownership of Gurleyville Riverside Cemetery (ltem #8, 06-25-07 Agenda).17
NEW BUSINESS
6. Presentation by UConn Office of Alcohol and Other Drug Services ....coconsneocenssas 23
7 Proposed Driveway Work on 112 Dog Lane .........ccumeemmsnssmsanisssssssesonsnsssssanserssannans 25
8. Stadium Road Detention Basin ...c.uimascasscnncusssnsassassnsasnnasssssasssssassassassesassanssssssssssnnsens 37
g Personal Service Agreement — Daycare Services at Mansfield Discovery

LB [T+ Lo N — P 49
10. Adjustments to Capital and Nonrecurring Fund Budget .......c..occunmanmenssnassssncnncasss 55
11.  FY 2007/08 Operating Budget, Intergovernmental RevVenus .....c.uwoccassacsacssmsnsesns 57
12. Town Council POHCY .-ccuieesssemesasssssssnsscassssssansssnonssssaassnssanaessasssassssnasasssasasanssssassansansons DG
DEPARTMENTAL AND COMMITTEE REPORTS......ccccoumensnsnacusssonssscussassssssascasasansasasasaasasase 61

REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

- REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS



TOWN MANAGER’S REPORT
FUTURE AGENDAS

PETITIONS, REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATIONS
13. M. Sikoski re: Various Concerns

14. M. Stanton re: Commitiee Appointment

15. New England Water Utility Services, Inc. re: Consumer Confidence Report
EXECUTIVE SESSION
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
SPECIAL TOWN MEETING

JUNE 25, 2007
AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the Special Town Meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. in the
Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Building.

Mayor Paterson requested nominations for Moderator. Christopher Paulhus nominated
Bruce Clouette. Hearing no further nominations, Mayor Paterson closed nominations and

Mr. Clouette was unanimously elected as Moderator.

The Town Clerk read the legal notice for the meeting.

Mr. Clouette requested a motion to approve the Architectural/Engineering Study for
School Modifications Project to Mansfield Public Schools.

Gregory Haddad moved and Timothy Quinn seconded the following resolution:
Resolved, to authorize pursuant to Section C407 of the Town Charter the issuance
of bonds not to exceed $150,000 to conduct the Architectural/Engineering Study
for School Modifications Project to Mansfield Public Schools and to amend the
Capital Fund Budget by establishing an appropriation for a like amount.

Carl Schaefer questioned what would happen to the study if the construction was not

approved. Gordon Schimmel, Superintendent of Schools, noted that no matter what the

outcome parts of this plan will need to be implemented.

Motion to approve the resolution passed unanimously.

Chris Pauthus moved and Timothy Quinn seconded to adjourn the meeting at 7:45 p.m.

Motion so passed.

Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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REGULAR MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
June 25, 2007

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the regular meeting of the Mansfield Town Council to
order at 7:45 p.m. in the Councii Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Building,

L.

IL

Iv.

ROLL CALL

Present: Blair, Clouette, Duffy, Haddad, Hawlkins, Paterson, Paulhus,
Schaefer.
Absent: Koehn

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Paulhus moved and Ms. Blair seconded to approve the minutes of the
June 11, 2007 meeting. The motion passed unanimously. Mr. Clouette
moved and Mr. Hawkins seconded to approve the minutes of the June 19,
2007 special meeting. The motion passed with Ms. Blair abstaining.

MOMENT OF SILENCE

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

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

No comments

Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Haddad seconded to move Items 5 and 6 as the next
agenda items.

(See below)

Motion so passed.

OLD BUSINESS

I.

Architectural/Engineering Study for Modifications to Mansfield Public
Schools

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Schaefer seconded the following resolution:

WHEREAS, by resolutions adopted by the Town Council at
meeting held May 29, 2007 and by the Town Meeting held June 25, 2007,
the Town of Mansfield appropriated $150,000 to conduct an
architectural/engineering study for modifications to Mansfield public
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schools, with the intent that such appropriation be financed through
borrowings;

NOW, THEREFORE, RESOLVED, That the Town of Mansfield hereby
declares its official intent of the Town under Federal Income Tax
Regulation Section 1.150-2 that said $150,000 appropriation will be
funded initially from temporary advances of available funds and that
(except to the extent reimbursed from grant moneys) the Town reasonably
expects to reimburse any such advances from the proceeds of borrowings
for the aforesaid project in an aggregate principal amount anticipated not
to exceed the amount of said appropriation. The Town Manager, the
Director of Finance and the Treasurer, or any two of them, are authorized

to amend such declaration of official intent, as they deem necessary or
advisable.

Motion passed unanimously

[

Mansfield Charter Revision Commission Report

The Town Clerk will forward the approved recommendations of the Town
Council to the Charter Revision Commission in time for their June 26,
2007 meeting.

3. Community/Campus Relations

The Town Manager and Mayor have met with Jim Hintz, the new Director
of Off Campus Housing. They are planning regular meetings and have
invited the Director to meet with the Town Council at the next Town
Council meeting. The Director of UConn Alcohol and Drug Addiction
Services will also meet with the Council at the July 9" meeting.

Mr. Hawkins requested a comprehensive breakdown of the cost and
efforts expended at the last Spring Weekend. The Mayor reported that she
and Dean Julie Bell Elkin are working on a cost analysis of the event.

4. Community Water and Wastewater Issues
The Town Manager reported that the State of Connecticut Public Health
Department has accepted the Master Plan with no changes and is eagerly

anticipating its implementation.

V1.  NEW BUSINESS

5. Presentation on Commission on Aging’s Long-Range Planning
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Timothy Quinn, Carol Phillips and Kevin Grunwald presented an
overview of the Commission on Aging’s Long Range Planning process.
The goal is to provide a senior friendly community that supports, values,
respects and appreciates its seniors. Kevin Grunwald, Director of Social
Services, reported the results of the town-wide survey undertaken this year
and outlined some of the priorities including transportation, access to
geriatric health care, housing and assistance for public participation.

Presentation on Senior Center Volunteers in Action

Patty Hope, Senior Center Coordinator and John Brubacher, President of
the Senior Association introduced the new President, Tom Rogers. Ms.
Hope presented a power point presentation that showed many of the
volunteers who work at the Center. She described the many activities and
services available at the Center.

Carol Phillips, Sycamore Drive, read a letter from Wilfred Bigl decrying
the lack of available space at the Center. (letter attached)

Proposed Amendment to Landlord Registration Ordinance

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Schaefer seconded, effective June 25, 2007,
to schedule a public hearing for 7:30 PM at the Town Council’s regular
meeting on July 9, 2007, to solicit public input regarding the proposed
amendment to Chapter 152, Section 6(C) of the Landlord Registration
Ordinance.

Motion so passed.
Town Ownership of Gurleyville Riverside Cemetery

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded, effective June 25, 2007, to
refer the issue of Town ownership of the Riverside Cemetery to the
Planning and Zoning Commission for review pursuant to Section §-24 of
the Connecticut General Statutes. '

Motion so passed.
Successor Collective Bargaining Agreement with Local 4120

Mr. Schaefer. moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded, effective June 25, 2007,
to authorize the Town Manager to execute the proposed successor
Collective Bargaining Agreement between the Town of Mansfield and
Local 4120- IAFF (Firefighters) which agreement shall enter into effect on
July 1, 2006 and expire on June 30, 2009.
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Chief Dave Dagon and Town Council members discussed holiday
compensation and benefits for both paid and volunteer firefighters.

Motion passed unanimously.
10. Fiscal Year 2007/2008 Wage Adjustment of Nonunion Personnel

Mr. Schaefer moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded, effective July 1, 2007 to:
1) increase the pay rates in the Town Administrators Pay Plan by 3.5 per
cent; 2) authorize the Town Manager to award those employees in the pay
plan with a 3.5 percent wage increase; and 3) authorize the Town Manager
to make the additional changes to the compensation for nonunion
employees as recommended by the Town Manager in his agenda item
summary dated June 25, 2007.

Motion passed by all.
11. Contract of Resident Trooper Services

Mr. Clouette moved and Ms. Blair seconded to approve the following
resolution:

Resolved, effective June 25, 2007 that Town Manager Matthew W. Hart
be and 1s herewith authorized to execute a contract on behalf of the Town
of Mansfield with the Connecticut Department of Public Safety, Division
of State Police, for the services of resident state troopers for the period
beginning July 1, 2007 and ending June 30, 2009.

Motion passed with Mr. Schaefer abstaining.

VII. QUARTERLY REPORTS

VIII. DEPARTMENTAL AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

IX.  REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

Mr. Clouette reported that the Nominating Committee would like to
recommend Leon Bailey to the Arts Advisory Committee. So moved and
passed by all.

Ms. Blair moved to reappoint Bruce Clouette to the Downtown Partnership.
Motion passed with Mr. Clouette abstaining.

X. REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS
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XIV.

TOWN MANAGER’S REPORT
Attached

The Town Manager reviewed the approved state budget, noting that staff did a
good job of estimating the revenues. He will meet with staff to determine
how best to allocate the additional revenue.

FUTURE AGENDAS

Mr. Schaefer reminded staff that the Town Council expressed interest in
approving proclamations for both Dorothy Goodwin and the Middle School.
Mr. Schaefer also complimented the Town Clerk on her procurement of a
Historic Document Preservation Grant.

Mr. Clouette suggested that the Council review the needs and the options
available to the Senior Center. The Town Manager commented that a study is
underway to look at ways to use existing space and that future infrastructure
needs could be included as part of the strategic planning process.

PETITIONS, REQUEST AND COMMUNICATIONS

13. Connecticut State Library Historic Preservation Grant

14. K. Holt re PZC Approved Revisions to Mansfield Zoning Regulations

15. L. Hultgren re: Depot Road, 2006 Request for Further Traffic Calming —
Mr. Hawkins requested that the Town again talk to the DOT about options
available at the Rte 32 and Rie 44 intersections.

16. L. Hultgren re: Signal Request for Intersection of Route 195 and Hanks
Hill Road

17. The Chronicle, June 19, 2007, “Storrs Plan Clears Hurdle”

18. The Chronicle, June 18, 2007, “Going Green”

19. The Chronicle, June 20, 2007, “Town Council Maintains Proposed Charter
Changes

20. The Hartford Courant, June 19, 2008, Storrs Center Design District OK’D

EXECUTIVE SESSION

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. Blair move and Mr. Paulhus seconded to adjourn the meeting at 9:30 p.m.
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Motion passed unanimously.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor Mary Stanton, Town Clerk

P.7

Toimes &5 INDNT



} Town Manager’sOfﬁ }

To: Town Council .
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager ~ #4¢ (7 '
CC:  Town Employess

Date:  June 25, 2007

Re:  Town Manager's Report

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

»  Storrs Center Special Design District — as you know, the Planning and Zoning Commission
has approved the two applications necessary to establish the Siorrs Center Special Design
District. This step represenis an important milestone for our downtown project, and |

commend the applicant team for the excellent work that they did in preparing and presenting
the two applications.

»  State budget — the General Assembly is close o adopting its budget for the next fiscal year,
and the preliminary estimates of intergovernmental revenue are positive and largely in line
with what we had projected for the town budget. For your nexi meeting, the Direcior of
Finance and | will present you with a recommendation regarding the potential uses of any
revenue we might receive in excess of what we have budgeted.

s Mansfield Housing Authority — we have scheduled the Town Council's special meeting with
the Housing Authority for 8:00 AM on Thursday, July 18, 2007. We will hold the meeting at
the Community Center, and the Mayor and | will prepare a draft agenda for your review.

= "Respect Me” Youth Program - Mansfield Youih Service Bureau stafi and student leaders
from the middle school's "Respect Me" program represented our town at the state capitol
event honoring youth service bursaus around the siate. The day at the caplto! was
resounding success! Students participated in an early morning Legislative Breakfast and a
Youth Leadership & Advocacy Seminar. In addition, students had the opportunity fo debate
the Raise the Age bill, watch the House in session and be introduced to the Assembly. The

YSB is currently providing the "Respect Me" program through a leadership grant from the
CT Youth Service Association.
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Tour de Mansfield, Village to Village — in conjunction with the Downtown partnership, we are
busy planning the second annual Tour de Mansfield, which will be held on Saturday, July
14" from 8 AM — 12 noon. This event is suitable for riders of all ability levels, with a 5-mile
family ride as well as 20 and 40-mile rides. Rest stops will be provided throughout the
course and we will wrap up this fun family event with a barbecue at the Mansfield
Community Center. Dust off your mountain biike or ten-speed, and spend a morning cycling
through some of Mansfield’s historic villages and countryside.

= Upcoming meetings:

¥ Charter Revision Commission, 7:00 PM, June 26, 2007, Audrey P. Beck Municipal

Building, Council Chambers

» Social Services Advisory Commitiee, 3:30 PM, June 28, 2007, Audrey P. Beck
Municipal Building, Council Chambers
Arts Advisory Committee, 7:00 PM, July 2, 2007, Mansfield Community Center
Planning and Zoning Commission, 7:30 PM, July 2, 2007, Audrey P. Beck Municipal
Building, Council Chambers
¥ Mansfield Downiown Partnership Board of Directors, 4:00 PM, July 3, 2007,
Mansfield Downtown Parinership Office
Regional School District #19, 7:30 PM, July 3, 2007, E.O. Smith High School, Media
Center

Assisted/Independent Living Advisory Commitiee, 9:00 AM, July 5, 2007, Audrey P.
Beck Municipal Building, Conf. Rm. B

A\TaR
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To: Mansfield Town Council
From: Wilfred Bigl
Subject: Mansfield Senior Center

I reside in Jensen’s Adult Community, which is located on Rt. 44 in Mansfield.
Our community presently consists of 188 homes with approximately 250
mature adulis ages 55-83, with the median age of approximately 72.

1

I am currently the President of the Jensen’s Community’s Recreation Club.

I am the Jensen’s Community’s representative to the Town of Mansfield’s
Commission on Aging.

1 am one of the newest elected members of the Mansiield Senior Center
Association’s Executive Board.

I am, and have been for the past 3 years, a volunteer with the Mansfield AARP-
IRS iax assistance program. This program helps prepare both state and federal
tax returns for low and moderate income matured adults.

I do not want to take up a lot of your time telling you what the Senior Center’s
needs are, as many before have already said it for me. I want to add my voice of
approval on their initiative to secure much needed space.

[ have seen first hand, and I have been involved with the massive growth of
attendance and usage of the Center. Both the Towns of Stafford and Willington
were, due to no having a coordinator, without the Tax-Aide program this past
tax season. The Town of Mansfield helped £ill that gap, and thanks o the Senior
Center and its stafl they were able to participate in this worthy program.
According to figures released on June 20th, Mansfield’s Tax-Aide program
prepared 197 returns and for the second year in a row was awarded ths
Margaret Dresacher award for increase in e-file returns.

The reception area, at times, was overfilled. The other users of the center were
hampered in their ability to gain access to the many other functions going on at
the center.

With the anticipated increase in clients for the 2007 tax season, our coordinator
has requested two more computer workstations.

He has informed me that he will have difficulty finding available space without
compromising the privacy of our clients.

As the Mansfield baby boomers become of age, the Senior Center is going to be
called upon to provide more and more space, time, and services to
accommodate the inrush. Our present facility is in dire need of a massive

overhaul or maybe a new site should really be considered to fill what is sure to
be, and ever increasing burden on our old and aged facility.

Thank you for your time.
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Item #1

LEGAL NOTICE
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
PUBLIC HEARING JULY 9, 2007
Proposed Amendments to the Landlord Registration Ordinance

The Mansfield Town Council will hoid a public hearing at 7:30 PM at their regular
meeting on July 9, 2007 to solicit public comment concerning proposed changes to the
Chapter 152, Section 6(C) of the Landlord Registration Ordinance. The proposed change
would clarify the intent and establish a possible fine to the Town for nonpayment of
registration charges.

At this hearing persons may address the Town Council and written communications may
be received.

Copies of the amendment are on file and available at the Town Clerk’s office, 4 South
Eagleville Road, Mansfield.

Dated at Mansfield Connecticut this 29 day of June 2007.
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ltem #2

Town of ansfeﬂd
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council o
From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager#?z./7
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Michael Ninteau, Director of

Building and Housing Inspection
Date: July 9, 2007

Re: Proposed Amendment to Landlord Registration Ordinance

Subject Matter/Background

At Monday’s meeting, the Town Council will conduct a public hearing regarding the
proposed amendment to the Landlord Registration Ordinance. As you may recall, the
Department of Building and Housing Inspection staff has identified an area within the
text of the Landlord Registration Ordinance that needs o be amended. According to
the Town Attorney there is no direct recourse for nonpayment of registration charges;
therefore, an amendment would clarify the intent of the registration fee and eliminate the
loophole within the affected section.

Financial Impact
The change would have no financial impact to the Town.

Legal Review

The Town Attorney has prepared the following proposed change to Chapter 152,
Section 6:

“C. Each such nonresident owner or agent shall pay a fee of $25.00 for each
initial registration and a fee of $10.00 for each notice of residential address
change. Any owner or agent who fails to pay any such fee at the time of
registration or notice may be fined $90.00.

Recommendation

At the previous meeting, Council suggesied that staff examine the viability of revising
the proposed amendmenit to provide that the registration fee must be paid within 30
days. Stafi does not recommend that the Council revise the amendment in this manner,
for two reasons: 1) the $25 fee does not strike us as particularly onerous; and 2) the
addition of a 30-day payment period would increase the administrative burden required
to enforce the ordinance for what would appear to be a negligible benefit.

Unless ths public hearing raises any additional issues that we have not considered, or if
the Town Council wishes io make further revisions, staff recommends that the Council
adopt the proposed amendment io Chapter 152, Section 6(C) of the Landlord
Registration Ordinance.

P13



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

Move, to amend Chapter 152, Section 6(C) of the Mansfield Code of Ordinances
(Landlord Registration Ordinance), as recommended by staif in the agenda item
summary dated July 9, 2007, which amendment shall be effective 21 days after
publication in a newspaper having circulation within the Town of Mansfield.
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Ttem #4

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council o
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager 77/ {7
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager, Lon Hultgren, Direcior of Public

Works, Gregory Padick, Director of Planning
Date: July 9, 2007
Re: Community Water and Wastewater Issues

Subject Matter/Background

| have atiached for your information recent correspondence regarding community water
and wastewater issues. At this time, the Town Council does not need to take any aciion
on this item.

Attachmenis
1) State of Connecticut Depariment of Public Health re: Consent Order DWS 05-078-
397a; Water Supply Master Plan
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CC - Greg vacuUL
| ot Naer
STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

June 13 2007
Thomas Callahan
Associate Vice President R E @E ] %{E D
University of Connecticut ;
Administrative and Operation Services JUN 13 o0
352 Mansfield Road, Unit 2014 )

Storrs, CT 06269-2014 EHH 0

RE:. Consent Order DWS-05-078-397a ; Water Supply Master Plan

Dear Mr. Gallahan:

This office is in receipt of the University Water and VWastewater Master Plan, which was
submitied on June 1, 2007 in accordance with step 12 of the referenced consent order.

| want to acknowledge the significant efforis that went to develop this Master plan and
recognize the University’s initiative in assessing and including the wastewater network as
well. The plan appears to have achieved the objective of identifying and evaluating viable
options for meeting future drinking water needs, and has esiablished a list of priorities to be
addressed by the University.

We ask that these pricrities be incorporaied into an implementation plan with targeted
completion dates and funding appropriations. The findings of the Master plan along with the
requested implementation plan should be incorporated into the University's water supply
planning process pursuant to step 13 of the referenced consent order.

| want to congratulate you on the completion of the Master plan, and loock forward fo your
submittal of the implementation plan. Please call me if you have any questions regarding
the requested implemeniation plan.

Sincerel

y:
,/ 5&55@@@

Section Supervisor

Drinking Water Section
ce: Director of Health, Eastern Highlands Health District
Denise Ruzicka, DEP
Darrell Smith, DPH
Phone: (866) 509-7333

= Telephone Device fy 4 Deafl (860) 509-71
7 P.16 WAT
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[tem #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary
To: Town Council o
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager./#%:. 4
From:  Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Gregory Padick, Director of
Planning; Grant Meitzler, Assistant Town Engineer
July 9, 2007

Town Ownership of Riverside Cemetery in Gurleyville

Subject Matter/Background

As you may recall, this item was referred to the Planning and Zoning Commission at the
June 25, 2007 meeting in accordance to the Connecticut General Statutes Section 8-24.
The Association managing this cemetery is now down fo only one member, Ms. Isabelle
Atwood, and this precipitates the request for the Town to now take over this cemstery.

This is consistent with the Town's policy regarding other cemeteries we have taken-over
in the past.

At its July 2, 2007 meeting, the Planning and Zoning Commission determined that it had
no objection to the Town's acceptance of the Riverside Cemetery property on
Gurleyville Road. '

Financial Impact

There is a small operating fund that will be transferred with the cemetery, and we have
been developing a plan for additional cemetery space on an undeveloped parcel that
accompanies the cemetery. This plan would involve land clearing and minor
improvements. Other costs should be limited to mowing and rouiine maintenance as
with the other Town cemeteries. Mapping and the deed have already been prepared
and are ready for completion of the transaction.

Legal Review

The Town Atiorney has reviewed the maps and deed, and has approved the transaciion
subject to successful Town Council action on the transfer.

Recommendation

Now that Planning and Zoning Commission has responded affirmatively to the Council’s
referral, stafi recommends that the Council move to iake ownership of Riverside
Cemetery.

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

Movs, sifective July 9, 2007, to authorize staff to take ownership of Riverside Cemetery
in Gurlsyville, to be added to the town’'s cemetery holdings.
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Attachments
1) PZC re: Transfer of Riverside Cemetery in Gurleyville to the Town
2) Copy of deed of transfer
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILL ROAD
STORRS, CT 06268

(860) 429-3330

Tuesday, July 03, 2007

To: Town Council
From: Planning and Zoning Commission
Re: 8-24 Referral: Transfer of Riverside cemetery in Gurleyville to the Town

At a meeting held on 7/2/07, the Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission adopted the following motion:

“That the Planning and Zoning Commission report to the Town Council that it has no objection to the Town
acceptance of the Riverside Cemetery property on Gurleyville Road.”
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SIGNATURE SHEET FOR APPROVAL TO RECORD DEEDS AND EASEMENTS

Hame of Submitter //Z;LQQyé%%?pQQééi; /ézégkﬁz/éézaif

List of Documents
Coming to the Town:

Ffies fer fo Jovne

for PZC/IWA conditions:

LqprEAcertifying pins and monuments have been placed k/<;§;§2‘

Certificate of Title submitted

Town Planner

Approval as to required documentation and form of

conservation
easements and documents other than Public Works related

signature date

Public Works

Approval as to required documentation and descriptions for public works
ansivee Linact stz Bl sne G107

Town Attorney

Approval to Record documents

Dol wn 06! 1)o7

signatuimg

Town Manager

Approval to Record documents

signature date




QUIT CLATM DEED

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME, GREETINGS. We, THE RIVERSIDE
CEMETERY ASSOCIATION of the Town of Mansfield, County of Tolland, and
State of Connecticut, for consideration paid, do hereby grant to the
TOWN OF MANSFIELD, a municipal corporation having place of business at
4 South Bagleville Road, Storrs, Conn. 06268, a certain piece or parcel

of land in current use as a burying ground, being more particularly
described and bounded as follows:

DESCRIPTION

A 0.9915 acres parcel of land located on the north side of Gurleyville
Road, which land is more particularly described on a map entitled
“Independent Resurvey, land of Riverside Cemetery Association to be
conveyed to the Town of Mansfield, date: April 10, 2007, scale: 1" = 20
ft, Gurleyville Road, Mansfield, Conn.", prepared by the Mansfield

Department of Public Works, and which map is on file in the Office of
the Mansfield Town Clerk.

Beginning at a point, which point is the southerly or southwesterly
corner of the herein described parcel and a southeasterly corner of
land now or formerly of Moskowitz, and which point lies in the

northerly streetline of Gurleyville Road, as deeded, and which point

is marked by an iron pipe, being located about 110 feet easterly
of the Fenton River;

thence along said land of Moskowitz, with bearing N 21° 11" 08" W

for a distance of 19.77 feet to a point at a corner of stone
walls;

thence continuing with the same bearing, along said land of
Moskowitz, and a stone wall, for a distance of 145.25 feet to a

corner of stone walls, and which walls contain the older burial
areas of said cemetery;

thence continuing along said land of Moskowitz, with bearing

N 11° 05" 52" E for a distance of 127.00 feet to a point marked
by an iron pipe, and which point is a northwesterly corner of the
herein described parcel and lies at said land of Moskowltz;

thence continuing along said land of Moskowitz, with bearing

N 72° 28° 52" E for a distance of 106.00 feet to a point, which
point is the northmost corner of the herein described parcel, and
which point is marked by an iron pipe;

thence continuing along said land of Moskowitz, with a bearing
5 68° 56 22" E for a distance of 100.00 feet to a point at a
corner of stomne walls;

thence continuing along said land of Moskowitz, with the same

bearing for a distance of 155.86 feet to a point at a cornmer of
stone walls;
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thence continuing along said land of Moskowitz, with the same
bearing for a distance of 9.39 feet to a point in the deeded
streetline of Gurleyville Road, and which point is a southeasterly
corner of the herein described premises and is in a southwesterly
line of said Moskowitz, and which point is marked by a found pile

of stones and a set iron pipe;

thence continuing along said deeded streetline, with bearing

S 68° 25 00" W for a distance of 172.54 feet to the place and
point of beginning.

Together with whatever right the grantor herein may have in areas
"A"™ and "B", as shown on the above referenced map, which now exist
as a result of the former relocation of Gurleyville Road.

/‘
Signed this 84/’” day of \J“ he 2007.

Witnessed by: Signed:

%// J///L//f/’a ’6& )4/ @"u’do

ary 4%s duly authorized
s Hoslho

Chiisfine Howfhon €

STATE OF CONNECTICUT |
COUNTY OF TOLLAND | ss: Mansfield

Personally appeared:

_LSC{ EQHQ /L,/)'}'LU()QJ . signer and sealer of the foregoing Instrument, and
acknowledged the same to be his free act and deed, before me,

4}7%?/ ;///4%%/ LT

MARY STANTORN
WOTARF PUBLIC
MY COMMISSION BXPIRES OCT. 31, 2010



Item #6

Town of lansﬁeﬂd
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council 3

From:  Mait Hart, Town Manager /#z /7

CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant o Town Manager

Dats: July 9, 2007

Re: Presentation by UConn Office of Alcohol and Other Drug Education Services

Subject Matter/Background

As reporied at the last Council mesting, | have invited Mr. Thomas Szigethy, Director of
Alcohol and Other Drug Education Services at the University of Connecticut, to make a
presentation regarding the activities of his office. From my perspective, Tom has
proven a valuable member of the Mansfield Community-Campus Partnership and has
worked successfully create an important new program at the university. | believe that
you will find his presentation to be vary informative.
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Ttem #7

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council

From: Matt Hari, Town Manager /#7457

CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Gregory Padick, Director of
Planning

Date: July 9, 2007

Re: Proposed Driveway Work on 112 Dog Lane

Subject Matter/Backaround
Mr. Neil Moynihan, owner of 112 Dog Lane, has requesied permission to cut trees and
alter a stonewall in order to create a new driveway connection for his existing single-

family home. Town Council approval is required due to the fact that Dog Lane is a
Town designated Scenic Road.

Pursuant to Mansfield’s scenic road ordinance, the Planning and Zoning Commission
has notified abutting property owners and has conducted a public hearing. At its July 2,
2007 meeting, the PZC voted to communicate io the Town Council that it has no
objection to Mr. Moynihan’s request. Attached please find letiers and a map from N.
Moynihan, staff reports from the Director of Planning and Director of Public Works/Tree
Warden and the Planning and Zoning Commission’s approved motion regarding this
request

Financial Impact ,
No fiscal impact to the Town is anticipated.

Recommendation

Based upon the PZC's ruling and relaied staff reporis, | recommend that the Council
approve the Moynahan’s request to remove the trees in accordance with the applicant’'s
restoration work.

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

Move, effective July 9, 2007, pursuant to Mansfield’'s Scenic Road Ordinance, fo
authorize the removal of frees necessary for the proposed driveway alterations at 112
Dog Lane as described in submissions from Neil Moynihan revised to June 22, 2007.
The removal of irees for this new driveway is not expected o alter the scenic character
of Dog Lane and therefors, no mitigation measures, other than applicant proposed
stonewall restoration work, are deemed necessary.

Attachments
1) July 3, 2007 ietier from Planning and Zoning Commission
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June 18, 2007 public hearing notice

2)
3) May 17, 2007 and June 22, 2007 letiers, map and photos from N. Moynihan
4) June 15, 2007 and June 26, 2007 memos from G. Padlck

5) June 12, 2007 memo from L. Hultgren
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILL ROAD
STORRS, CT 06268

(860) 429-3330

Tuesday, July 03, 2007

To: Town Council

From: Planning and Zoning Commission

Re:  Proposed tree removal and associated site work on Town Designated Scenic Road
112 Dog Lane

PZC File # 1010-5

At a meeting held on 7/2/07, the Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission adopted the following motion:

“That the PZC communicate to the Town Council that it has no objection to the proposed removal of trees
necessary for the proposed driveway alterations at 112 Dog Lane as described in applicant submissions revised to
June 22, 2007. The proposed tree removal is not expected to alter the scenic character of Dog Lane and therefore,
no mitigation measures, other than applicant proposed stonewall restoration work, are deemed necessary.”
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

4 SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD

MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2399
(860) 429-3330

Memo to: Mansfield Town Council
L. Hultgren, Mansfield Tree Warden/Public Works Director
Property-owners with street frontage on Dog Lane, within 500 feet of a driveway and
associated tree removal and stone wall alteration, 12 Dog Lane

From: Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission
Date: May 31, 2007
Re: June 18, 2007 Public Hearing on proposed driveway wotk on 112 Dog Lane,

PZC File #1010-5

The Planning and Zoning Commission has received a request to construct a loop driveway for an
existing house at 112 Dog Lane. The driveway alterations will involve tree removal and stone wall
alterations along Dog Lane, a Mansfield-designated Scenic Road. The subject request is from MNeil
Moynihan, owner of 112 Dog Lane."

Whereas Dog Lane is subject to the provisions of the Town of Mansfield’s Scenic Road Ordinance,
please be advised that a required Public Hearing is scheduled to take place at 8:15 p.m. on Monday June
18, 2007, in the Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building, 4 South Eagleville Road,
Storrs, Commnecticut, for the purpose of receiving information from the applicants and verbal or written
comments from the public concerning the proposed driveway work. Any comments regarding this
request must be received prior to the close of the Public Hearing. Enclosed please find a letter submitted
by the applicant describing the proposed project, a copy of the legal notice and a map depicting the
proposed loop driveway. Following the PZC Public Hearing, comments from the Commission will be
forwarded to the Town Council for final action on this request.

If you have any questions regarding the applicant’s proposal, the provisions of the Town’s Scenic Road
Ordinance or the Public Hearing process, please call the Mansfield Planning Office, at 429-3330.

Encl.
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Neil and Jane Moynihan
112 Dog Lane

Storrs, CT 06268

May 17, 2007

Town of Mansfield Town Couneil,

We would like to make our driveway into a loop driveway. There are several reasons for
this.

First we would like better visibility when exiting. We have lived at 112 Dog Lane for ten
years; during this time we have been careful pulling out of the driveway, but there is a
blind spot when we look right where cars cannot be seen for an interval of about 100 feet.
They suddenly come into view as we pull out. There have been a number of very close
calls. We now have a child studying to get her driver’s license, so the issue of safety is

more pressing. We have moved our mailbox but still have the blind section for about 100
feet down the road to the right.

Second we would like to have access to our back yard without crossing over the lavn
with equipment. We are planning to put a piece of pavement for basketball behind the
west end of the house as it is noisy for the neighbors when played in the driveway. We

are considering in the future building a storage shed behind the house and would like to
have access to it.

I had Mansfield officials look at the property, and “rate” the trees along our scenic road.
T have drawn a not-to-scale map of the two adjoining properties we own, with a dotted
line for possible drive and trees marked in approximate locations. To put in the drive
would require breaking through the stone wall, and the site that requires removal of the
fewest trees is shown. It would require cutting of three trees. Any stones removed
would be used to reinforce the wall on either side.

Sincerely,
Nei . y "\L/L'
eil Moynihan

Ce: Town of Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission
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Neil Moynihan
112 Dog Lane
Storrs, CT 06268
June 22, 2007

Town of Mansfield Town Council,

I am writing in response to a Planning and Zoning request for a clarification of our
application to construct a loop driveway.

Construction of the driveway would require making a new opening in the existing stone
wall, which would then be finished on the ends and the stones used to fortify fragile parts
of the existing wall. Construction would also require removal of two trees with greater
than six inch diameter trunks on the town-owned right-of-way. The first (labeled C on
the illustration) is a birch that has a single trunk about eighteen inches in diameter to
three feet and then double trunks of about eight and twelve inches in diameter above that.
The second (labeled D on the illustration) is a birch inside the stone wall with about a
nine inch diameter trunk. In addition we have been informed that the tree with a twenty-
six inch trunk (marked E on the illustration) is not healthy and may need to be removed.
Removal of this tree would significantly improve site lines but in my opinion is not
required for this project. -

The accompanying illustration, traced from a surveyor’s map and marked with the
location of all trees larger than six inches in diameter that are in the town-owned right-of-
way, identifies the species of tree in the legend. The proposed driveway is drawn in in
dotted lines. The trees we propose to remove are marked with an arrow pointing to
them. Please find accompanying this letter digital photos of the trees that would need to
be removed.

Thank you very much,

A Pl

Neil Moynihan
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

GREGORY J. PADICK, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

Memo to: Planning and Zoning Commission

From: Gregory Padick, Director of Planning

Date: 6/15/07

Re: Proposed driveway work, 112 Dog Lane, File #1010-5

The subject request seeks approval to remove about 2 or 3 trees located within the Dog Lane right-of-way west of
the existing driveway of the Moynihan residence at 112 Dog Lane. The request requires PZC action pursuant to
Section 6b of the Town’s Scenic Road Ordinance. A final decision on this request will be made by the Town
Council. Dog Lane was designated as a scenic road in 1992.

As per ordinance requirements, neighboring property owners with frontage on Dog Lane have been notified of the
6/18/07 Public Hearing. Mansfield’s Scenic Road Ordinance requires approval (anless specifically exempted) for
street alterations, including tree removal. Section 7 provides criteria for considering potential alterations. The

Ordinance also authorizes mitigation measures to help compensate for proposed activities that alter the scenic
character of a designated road.

In a May 17, 2007 letter, Mr. Moynihan notes that the proposed loop driveway has been proposed to provide better
visibility when exiting the site and to facilitate access to side and rear yard areas. Subsequent verbal conversation
with Mr. Moynihan indicated that photo’s documenting existing sightline problems will be presented at the 6/18/07
Public Hearing. Field trip observations confirmed that the existing driveway has sightline limitations, particularly
to the east and although the proposed new driveway opening also would have limited sightlines, the new drive
would be further west of a significant curve in Dog Lane. The applicant should be asked to clarify which trees
would need to be removed for the proposed driveway. My review indicates that there are very limited options for
relocating the proposed drive in order to reduce tree cutting along Dog Lane. Mr. Monahan’s May 17" letter notes
that stones removed from an existing wall along Dog Lane will be used to reinforce the wall on either side of the
new driveway opening. In a 6/12/07 letter, the Director of Public Works provides more information about the

subject project and necessary tree cutting and reports that he has no reason to oppose the necessary tree removal for
the new drive.

Recommendation

Subject to the applicant’s submittal of additional documentation supporting the need for the proposed driveway, I
do not anticipate any significant impact to the scenic character of Dog Lane. Accordingly, subject to the receipt of
supplemental information at the 6/18/07 Public Hearing, it is recommended that the PZC communicate to the
Town Council that it has no objection to the proposed removal of trees necessary for the proposed driveway
alterations at 112 Dog Lane. The propesed tree removal is not expected to alter the scenic character of Dog

Lane and therefore, no mitigation measures, other than the stomewall restoration work proposed. are
deemed necessary.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

GREGORY Jj. PADICK, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

From: Gregory Padick, Director of Planning
Date: 6/26/07 \

Re: Moynihan Property-112 Dog Lane

Request for driveway alterations/associated site work along Scenic Road
File #1010-5

Memo to: Planning and Zoning Commission C\%O

The attached June 22, 2007 letter and associated map revision from Neil Moynihan
clarifies his previous submission and identifies two birch trees within the Dog Lane right-
of-way that will need to be removed for the planned driveway alteration at 112 Dog Lane.
This letter also identifies a third tree that is not healthy (according to the applicant) and
may need to be removed. Mr. Moynihan’s supplemental letter and map appear to address
issues raised at the June 18" public hearing. It also is noted that due to vacation and work
schedule uncertainties, the applicant may not be present at the July 2™ hearing
continuation. Accordingly, if after reviewing the applicant’s supplemental submission,

addition information is deemed necessary, please call the planning office and we will try
to notify the applicant.

From the staff’s perspective the proposed driveway work will not significantly alter the scenic
character of Dog Lane and approval of the subject request is recommended. The following draft
motion has been prepared for the Commission’s consideration: that the PZC communicate
to the Town Council that it has no objection to the proposed removal of trees
necessary for the proposed driveway alterations at 112 Dog Lane as described in
applicant submissions revised to June 22. 2007. The proposed tree removal is not
expected to alier the scenic character of Dog Lane and therefore, no mitigation

measures, other than applicant proposed stonewall restoration work, are deemed
MEecessary.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD

MEMORANDUM
6/12/07
TO: Greg Padick, Director of Planning Jfé;f
FROM: Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works & Tree Ward J/[ L
RE: Tree removals — 112 Dog Lane v

I have examined the plan for the loop driveway at 112 Dog Lane and the Town
trees to be removed under this proposal. The largest tree (approximately 28" in
diameter) has lost a large portion of its crown, is unbalanced and could be
considered a hazard. Its removal is recommended (regardless of the proposal).
The 8/10” twin Birch is located near another larger Birch to the West and is also
not a candidate for preserving. The third (larger) Birch is well behind the stone
wall and although it may be on the Town's right-of-way, it appears as a tree in
the lawn of 112, not a roadside edge tree.

Accordingly, T do not have any reason to oppose the removal of these three
trees. If the scenic road application to remove them is approved, I will only post
the larger Birch, as the smaller twin Birch is below the size we normally post for
removal, and the larger tree should be removed anyways.

cc: M. Kiefer, Superintendent of Public Works/Deputy Tree Warden
Tree Warden File
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Item #8

Town of Mansfield
Agenda liem Summary

To: Town Council o

From: Matt Hart, Town Manager /#+4 /7

CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant tc Town Manager; Robert Miller, Director of Health
Date: July 9, 2007

Re: Stadium Road Detention Basin

Subject Matter/Background

The University of Connecticut has asked the Department of Environmental Protection
(DEP) for authorization to conclude the University's surface water quality monitoring
program for the Stadium Road Detention Basin.

| have asked the Director of Health to review the University's request and its findings.
As explained in his attached memorandum, the Director's opinion is that surface water
quality in the area of the detention basin does not pose an immediate or long-term risk

to public healih, and that the University's request to conclude the monitoring program is
reasonable.

The Director of Health will be available at Monday's meeting to address any questions
that you might have regarding this issue.

Attachments

1) Robert Miller re: Stadium Road UConn Detention Basin, Report dated June 19, 2007
2) Richard Miller re: Stadium Road Detention Basin, University of Connecticut

P.37



Eastern ighlands Health District

e

A

4 South Eagl vilie Road ¢ \/ﬁnb’ru: d OT (6263 » Tel: (8607 429-3325 + Fax: (8607 429-3321 = Web: www EHHD.org

Memo
To:  Matt Hart, Mansfield Town M A
eH att Ha ansfield Town Manager - T e g
! 9 : /’/{,/E;/ A

From: Robert Miller, MPH, RS, Director of Hedfth~~ .~
Cc: Brian Golembiewski, DEP
Date:  7/6/2007

Re: Stadium Road UConn Detention Basin, Report dated June 19, 2007

Per your request | have reviewed the above referenced report and have the following commenis. These commenis
should be considered in context with a summary of the background and history of the Stadium Road detention
basin issue.

In 2001, University activities associated with the development of Hill Top Apartments raised concerns in the
community regarding possible impacts o surface and groundwater quality in the area of the Stadium Road and
Separatist Road. As part of the response to those concerns the University initiated a two-year surface water-
monitoring program in December 2001; and, the Eastern Highlands Health District (EHHD) in May 2002 conducted
a survey of 40 active residential wells in proximity to the area in question. With few exceptions, no significant
surface water quality problems were observed during this two-year monitoring period. The residential well survey
did not identify a ground water problem related io the University activities in question at that time.

In May 2003, at the urging of the Town and the EHHD, the University agreed to extend the surface water-
monitoring program for an additional two years. It was during this period from July 2004 to June 2005 that a
significant increase in surface water bacteria was observed in successive testing events. In an effort to investigate
the cause, again at the urging of the Town and the EHHD, the DEP requested and the University agreed to extend
the surface water-monitoring program for one addiiional year and conduct a sanitary survey of the watershed
feeding the detention basin and associated iributary.

The June 19, 2007 report referenced above, details the resulis of the sanitary survey and analyzes as a whole, the
body of surface water quality data that has been generated from five years of surface water testing in this area. As

part of this analysis, the surface water data is compared against statewide storm water quality data compiled by the
DEP.

To summarize the salient report results, the sanitary survey conducted did not identify a conclusive point source for
the elevated bacteria that occurred in between July 2004 and June 2005. (A few “suspected” non-point sources
were identified, i.e. litter/debris and wildlife activity. The University appears to be implementing controls to mitigate
the litter and debris concem. | would recommend they continue to implement and maintain these controls.
Regarding the wildlife activity, there is very litile that can be done.) The additional year of surface water test results
did not exceed applicable surface water quality standards. Additionally, the comparison of the five years of surface
water quality data generaied by this monitoring program to the state-wide storm water quality data suggests that the
observed exceedences in applicable bacteria surface water standards is not uncommon.

| discussed these results with DEP staff. It is my understanding that the DEP concurs with the basic conclusions
made by the University in this report and will likely, at least until new information suggests otherwise, grant the
University's request to stop the surface water monitoring pregram for this area.

Adter review of all available information and careful consideration, it is the opinion of this office that the surface water
guality associated with the area of concern poses neither an immediate nor long-term substantive risk to public
health. Consequently, in the absence of additional information suggesting otherwise, concluding this surface water
quality-monitoring program from a public health perspective is not unreasonable.
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June 19, 2007

Mr. Arthur Christian

Inland Wetland Resources Division _
Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection
79 Elm Street

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

JUN 28 5 2007

RE:  Stadium Road Detention Basin

University of Connecticut, Storrs, Connecticut

Dear Mr. Christian:

This letter summarizes the University’s activities in evaluating the quality of the
discharge from the above-referenced detention basin, including the watershed survey
completed in 2006 in response to elevated counts of coliform reported during the 2005
monitoring.

As you know, DEP Inland Water Resources Division IWRD) issued a letter dated
January 19, 2006 to UConn regarding the water quality monitoring performed in 2005.
This DEP letter referenced the elevated counts of bacteria detected in the water
samples and made three specific recommendations for follow-up activities, which
included additional water quality monitoring and the completion of a “Sanitary
Survey” by a qualified consultant. Charter Oak Environmental Services, Inc. (Charter
Oak) has completed the nine-month survey in accordance with the Scope of Work
dated March 27, 2006, which was verbally approved by IWRD on April 29, 2006.

In addition to the watershed survey, this letter also presents the relevant coliform
bacteria data obtained for the basin monitoring completed to date. State-wide
stormwater monitoring data publicly available through the DEP Municipal Separate
Stormwater Sewer System (MS4) general permit program has also been reviewed and
compared to the basin sampling results.

An Egual Opportunity Employer

31 LeDoyt Road Unic 305

5

Storrs, Connecricur 06269-3055

Telephone: (860) 486-874

Facsimile: (860) 486-5477
e-nmail: rich.miller@uconn.
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June 19, 2007

By providing this information, it is the goal of UConn’s Office of Environmental Policy (OEP)
to support the DEP’s stated intent “to determine whether the observed elevated levels of coliform
bacteria within the detention basin and un-named tributary to Eagleville Brook is an anomaly or
whether it is reflective of a water quality problem within the immediate watershed.”

Sanitary Survey

Backeoround

In order to develop an appropriate procedure for conducting the daily inspections for the sanitary
survey, Charter Oak reviewed available mapping to determine the approximate areas that drain to
the detention basin and the up-stream portion of the receiving watercourse. Charter Oak divided
the watershed into sub-areas based on land-use and geography, as shown on the attached figure.
Charter Oak identified the typical sources of bacteria that could be potentially found within those
sub-areas (e.g. waterfowl, portable toilets). Charter Oak developed a watershed survey log sheet
to document the observations. The scope of the sanitary survey was detailed in the Scope of
Work verbally approved by DEP on April 28, 2006. The sanitary survey log sheet developed by
Charter Oak was provided to DEP for review; DEP emailed approval of the log sheet on May 1,
2006.

From April 3 to December 29, 2006 Charter Oak performed daily weekday inspections of the
watershed. (Only a few of the daily inspections were excluded due to holidays or scheduling
conflicts.) The completed inspection log sheets are provided as an electronic file on the enclosed
data disk. The recorded observations were transeribed to a database in order to facilitate review
of the observations. The database is also included on the enclosed data disk.

Findings
Observations made during the sanitary sarvey include the following.

o Waterfowl consisted of ducks or mallards and were observed on six separate occasions
during the survey. All observations of waterfow] occurred before June 5.

o Wildlife observed in the detention basin consisted of frogs, muskrats and goldfinches.
Evidence of deer (tracks and droppings) was also observed in the basin. Wildlife or evidence
of wildlife was observed on 15 separate occasions. Crows, rabbits, or robins were observed
in the other drainage sub-areas on three occasions.

e Litter and/or debris were observed in the detention basin on 20 occasions. Litter and/or debris
were also observed within the Hilltop Apartments parking area on 27 occasions.

&

Observations of litter at Hilltop were most often associated with overflowing dumpsters. The-
most significant instance of litter occurred during the close of Spring 2006 semester. The

dumpsters at Hilltop Apartments were apparently not large enough or not emptied frequently

enough given the amount of waste generated by the students moving out.
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June 19, 2007

o Construction at the football complex and renovations at Hilltop Apartments occuired
concurrently with the survey. Construction activities included thé use of a temporary
dewatering pond. Renovation activities included the use of additional dumpsters for sorting
and collecting construction and demolition waste and recyclables.

o The number of portable toilets observed in the entire survey area ranged from one to 45. The
portable toilets were most often located in the sport field sub-areas. Additional portable
toilets were also located at the football complex and Hilltop Apartments during the
construction/renovation activities. No leaks or discharges from the portable toilets were
observed.

Coliform bacteria detected during stormwater discharge monitoring include total coliform, fecal
coliform, and Escherichia coli (E. coli). Given the observations made during the watershed
survey, the primary contributor of E. coli in the basin discharge is the waste from the deer and
muskrats (E. coli is associated with only warm-blooded animals’). These animals, in addition to
frogs and birds, would be expected to contribute to the fecal coliform counts. Total coliform is
expected to be influenced by the animal wastes and by soil and submerged wood' in the wet
portion of the basin. Food wastes in litter observed in the basin and in the Hilltop Apartments
parking area may also be contributing to the total coliform via contaminated stormwater runoft.

Regarding the coliform detected in the portion of the watercourse that is up-stream of the basin
discharge, none of the suspected sources were observed in abundance in the contributing
watershed sub-areas, Therefore, it does not appear as though the coliform detected in the up-
stream portion of the watercourse is from a surficial source. Subsurface coliform sources are
typically associated with a release of domestic wastewater. The sanitary sewer at Hilltop
Apartments, which was installed in 2001, consists of PVC gravity lines from the apartment
buildings to the subsurface lift station, located directly to the northeast of the detention basin.
The lift station is equipped with a high-water alarm to signal a pump failure. No malfunctions
have occurred since installation. The force main connects the lift station to the campus main
collection system. Older collection systems are known to be susceptible to wastewater leaks due
to broken pipes and root intrusion. However, because the Hilltop sanitary sewer is a recent
installation, leakage from the system is highly unlikely. Potential off-campus sources of septic
discharges affecting the watercourse have not been evaluated but cannot be ruled out.

Detention Basin Water Quality M@nimring

Backoround

Water quality monitoring has been conducted during two to three storm events per year since the
initial sampling completed December 2001. Monitoring has consisted of sampling the
stormwater discharge from the detention basin (DP-1) and the surface water from the unnamed
watercourse collected at points immediately downstream (DP-2) and upstream (DP-4) of the
detention basin point of discharge. Fach sample has been analyzed by a State-certified laboratory

1'US EPA, Monitoring and Assessing Water Quality, 5.11 Fecal Bacteria, hitp./winw.epa.gov/volunieer/siream/vms3 [ 1. html
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for volatile organic compounds, chlorinated pesticides and herbicides, 15 metals (both total and
dissolved), petroleum hydrocarbons, select water chemistry parameters (biological oxygen
demand, nitrate, sulfate, etc.), total and fecal coliform, and E. coli. Historical sampling has also
included semi-volatile organic compounds, cyanide, and PCBs. Reports for each monitoring
event have been forwarded to DEP and EHHD.

At the request of DEP, stormwater monitoring was continued in 2006. Monitoring was most
recently completed by Charter Oak in August and December 2006. At the request of the Eastern
Highlands Health District (EHHD), a dry-day sampling was also conducted in October 2006.

Regulatory Standards used for Comparison

The monitoring reports prepared to date have compared the water quality results to the following
published regulatory standards.

o US EPA Maximum Contaminant Level, Primary Drinking Water Standard,
e US EPA Maximum Contaminant Level, Secondary Drinking Water Standard, and
e CT DEP Ground Water Protection.Criteria, Remediation Standard Regulation, 1996.

In addition, the CT DEP Water Quality Standards (WQS) were used to evaluate the sampling
results, specifically the Water Quality Criteria for Bacterial Indicators of Sanitary Quality and
the Numerical Water Quality Criteria for Chemical Constituents (Appendices B and D of the
WQS5, respectively). Regarding the Water Quality Criteria for Bacterial Indicators of Sanitary
Quality, the monitoring results have been compared to the Total Coliform criterion established
for Class “AA” drinking waters and the E. coli criterion established for Class “AA,” “A” and
“B” recreational waters. Regarding the NMumerical Water Quality Criteria for Chemical
Constituents, monitoring results have been compared to the Acute, Freshwater Aquatic Life
Criteria.

The tributary that receives the storm water from the detention basin is not shown on the DEP
water classification map (Water Quality Classifications, Thames River, Pawcatuck River, and
Southeast Coastal Basins, Adopted 1986). Therefore, according to Standard 29 of the
Connecticut Surface Water Quality Standards, the watercourse is designated as a Class “A”
surface water. The tributary discharges to Eagleville Brook, which is mapped as a Class “B”
surface water.

By definition, the designated uses of Class “A” waters include poteniial drinking water supplies,

recreation, navigation, and water supply for industry and agriculture. The tributary is not used as
~ a drinking water supply. Developed residential properties along the unnamed tributary use
private groundwater supply wells for drinking water. As such, EPA Primary and Secondary
Drinking Water Standards and the Class “AA” drinking water criterion for total coliform do not
divectly apply to the surface water or the detention basin discharge. In addition, ground water as
defined by the CT RSR applies only to water at or below the water table. Therefore Ground
Water Protection Criteria are also not applicable to the sampling results. However, these
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standards had been used for comparison to the sampling results as a conservative approach to
evaluating the water quality.

The E. coli criterion established for Class “AA,” “A” and “B” recreational waters (576 counts
per 100 ml of sample) and the Acute, Freshwater Aquatic Life Criteria for chemical constituents
are applicable to the tributary and have been compared to the results obtained from the discharge
and surface water sampling.

Data Analvysis

The attached Table 1 summarizes the monitoring data obtained in 2006; Table 2 summarizes the
all coliform data obtained to date. Note, each event included the collection of a duplicate sample
from one of the three sampling locations. As a conservative approach, only the higher of the two
duplicate results for a given parameter was included on the table.

The University concurs with the assessment in the January 19, 2006 DEP letter that indicates the
monitoring results have been consistent with pollutant levels associated with runoff from
urbanized areas. With respect to coliform bacteria (E. coli, in particular, since there is an
applicable regulatory standard), the following inferences regarding potential sources are made
based on the indicated trends discerned in data collected since December 2001.

® F. coli is a single species in the fecal coliform group. As expected, the variation in E. coli
correlates directly with total coliform and fecal coliform. The E. coli counts were typlcaﬂy
one order of magnitude less than the total coliform.

e The variation in E. coli appears to be directly related to seasonal variation. E. coli counts
generally correlate directly with water temperature and inversely with dissolved oxygen. In
addition, samples of basin discharge collected in late fall and winter (samples collected
November through March, which account for 8 of the 15 samples analyzed for E. coli) did
not exceeded the E. coli criterion. The highest count detected during these calendar months
was 180 per 100 ml (December 2006).

e The presence of E. coli is not unique to the basin discharge. £. coli in the basin discharge was
less than or equal to the E. coli in the samples collected during the same event from receiving
tributary up-stream and down-stream of the discharge point on all but two occasions (July
2004 and September 2004).

e & coliis only from wastes associated with warm-blooded animals. Tt appears as though it
took 4+ years for the ecology of the basin to mature to a point where warm blooded animals
were prevalent enough to influence the water quality. The basin discharge results for E. coli
did not start to increase until over four years after construction; the first criterion exceedence
was not detected until July 2004. The first F. coli exceedences of the WQS criterion in both
the upstream and downstream samples were detected in September 2002.
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o The presence of coliform bacteria is directly related to actual stormwater runoff. The dry-day
sampling in October 2006 had very low to non-detect results for . coli. The basin results for
total coliform, fecal coliform, and E. coli were less than the results for either the upstream
and downstream samples. This may indicate that the litter and debris observed in the Hilltop
parking area is influencing the quality of the discharge.

o Chloride was added to the 2006 analyte list for the purpose of evaluating if there is a septic
discharge to the detention basin specifically from the Hilltop Apartments sanitary sewer
system. The chloride results for the basin discharge ranged from 38 to 120 mg/L. The
chloride results for the upstream sampling ranged from 17 to 43 mg/L. The presence of
chloride is inconclusive since road sand that accumulates in the catch basins, storm sewer
pipes, and the basin itself is expected to contain at least a small percentage of salt that would
contribute to the chloride concentration.

Other Data

Publicly available data provided by the DEP Municipal Separate Storm Sewer (MS4) General
Permit program have been reviewed to provide a better understanding of the bacteria detections.
Data from the DEP MS4 General Permit program was requested by OEP and provided by the
Department on December 15, 2006. From 2004-2006, 248 samples of stormwater discharge
collected from 160 state-wide locations representative of residential areas were analyzed for E.
coli. Ninety-seven of the samples exceed the DEP Class A Freshwater Recreation Water criterion
for E. coli. As such, the detention basin monitoring results are consistent with other State-wide
stormwater discharges from residential areas.

Conclusions

1. Coliform bacteria, specifically Escherichia coli, have been detected the basin discharge and in
the receiving unnamed tributary. E. coli counts exceed the applicable DEP criterion for
recreational water. The E. coli counts correlate with total coliform and fecal coliform counts, for
which there are no regulatory criteria that are directly applicable.

2. The sanitary survey identified the following which, in combination, are suspected to be the
sources of coliform bacteria in the discharge from the basin:

a) Naturally occuiring waste from wildlife (deer, muskrat, frogs and birds) and

b) Litter and debris observed in the detention basin and contributing drainage areas,
specifically the nearby Hilltop Apartments.

3. With the exception of portable toilets from which there were no observations of leaks or

releases, the sanitary survey did not identify any potential sources of bacteria to the unnamed
tributary.
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4. The higher E. coli counts were typically measured during the late spring, summer and early
fall, which are the times of the year when wildlife is expected to be prevalent and contributing
wastes. In addition, the lower E. coli counts measured during the initial monitoring events
immediately following basin construction coirrespond to a period when the ecology of the basin
was not completely developed.

5. The presence of E. coli in stormwater discharges is not uncommon. Ninety-seven of the 235
samples (from DEP MS4 General Permit program) representative of stormwater discharge from
residential areas across the state had counts of E. coli that would have exceeded the DEP
criterion for E. coli if discharged to a Class “A” receiving water.

Neither extending the survey nor additional water quality monitoring of the basin discharge and
nearby portions of the receiving surface water would provide data useful in concluding whether
the presence of coliform bacteria is unique to the vicinity of the basin. The coliform bacteria in
the basin appear to be the result of litter and naturally occurring animal wastes. The University is
in the process of constructing chain link fencing along the sides and back of each dumpster
management area at Hilltop Apaitments. The University will also use additional, larger
dumpsters at Hilltop during the end of the semester, when litter overflow was previously
observed to be at its worst. It is expected that these activities will prevent litter from reaching the
basin and will have a beneficial effect on the quality of the discharge.

The sanitary survey did not identify any potential source of coliform bacteria that would be
expected to cause adverse impacts to the unnamed tributary. The presence of coliform bacteria in
the tributary appears to be the result of the combination of basin discharge, which includes
accumulated fecal and organic matter from the surrounding area.

The conclusions listed above are based on the findings of this watershed survey, the sampling
results obtained since 2001, and a comparison of the monitoring results to MS4 residential
stormwater quality data. In light of these conclisions, as well as our commitment to improve the
litter containment at Hilltop Apartments, we respectfully request that the Department relieve the
University of any further investigation or monitoring related to this detention basin at this time.

Please contact me or Jason Coite, Environmental Compliance Analyst, at 860-486-9305 if you
have any questions.

Very truly yours,
" frrf? i 3§ g
I/ I 7 ‘,7? o
A cr‘i'if'i»/-‘."i'sif -"i{;ﬁ !{ AL
¢ W

Richard A. Miller
Director, Office of Environmental Policy

Enclosure
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ce: Brian Golembiewski, DEP
Matthew Hart, Town Manager, Town of Mansfield
Robert Miller, Director, EHHD
James & Wilma Schweppe, Stoirs, CT
Tom Callahan, Associate Vice President , UConn
George Kraus, AES, UConn
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Table 2
Coliform Bacteria Water Quality Monitoring Data
December 2001 - December 2006
Stadium Road/Separatist Road Detention Basin
University of Connecticut, Storrs, CT

Jotal | 55570 |+ Days Since Pravious || T " :’T'ol"avl' B

‘Storm_| Raiin pH | Previous Storm) Starm Even! E. Gali Coiiform

Rainfall [~ - °0 | . Event CRainfall | Ceo L] BTG R
oo | (inchesy ] sy [ (Days) tinchgs) " | {Co./180mL):| {Co./100mL) [{Co/100mL]

i 1-Dec-06 D.5 4.27 3 0.17] 180 160 1000 -
Dry-Day [16-Oct-O08]MA NA 4 13110 NA 2,600
Sampling |18-Oct-06JNA A 4 1.31] < 20 <20 640

12-Sep-C6{NA A NA NA <10 NA NA
4-Rug-08 0.10 442 12 0.14) 4,000 4800 16,000
18-Dec-05 1.70 5.58 7 0.5 30 20 360
16-Jun-05 0.30 4.30 20 0.52{>10,000 - - NA 10,600
28-Sep-04 0.60 4.28 10 2.60]_ 18,400 _ 18,000 18,400
Detention 13-Jul-04 0.40 4.56 5 0.15] 54,500 -~ | 9,600 11,500
Basin Outlet 5-Nov-03 0.47 4,25 7 1.80] 300 260 5,100
Structure 21-May-03 0.28 4.00 13 0.28] 100 100 900
Discharge T 20-Mar-03| . 110 5,00 7 0.26f 10 10 1,400
12-Dec-02 0.18 NA 1 0.74| < 200 10 2,000
4-Nov-02 0.20 4,60 g 116|130 100 800
26-Sep-02 1.25 518 3 6.85] 20 30 55
1-May-02 0.20 NA 4 0.15] NA <3 [i
13-Mar-02 0.25 NA 3 0.55]|< 10 <3 0
13-Dec-01 1,30 NA 3 0.36] NA <32 [}

DP-2 1-Dec-06 0.5 427 3 0.17] 340 720 1160
Dry-Day | 16-Oct-06[NA A 4 1.3 3t NA 8100
Sampling_{16-Oct-06{NA A 4 1.31]< 20 20 4800

12-8ep-06|nA A NA NA 63 NA NA
4-Aug-06 0.10 4437 12 0.14]> 6,000 28,000 | > 20,000
16-Dec-05 1,70 5.58 7 0.50] 200 190 500
16-Jun-05 0.30 4.30 20 ~0.524> 10,000 - NA 10,000
28-Sep-04 0.50] - 4.8 10 2.80} 722,000 - 3| 22,500 32,000
T R S——rml e TS
<NOV-| 47 . K 0y R . A
i Z1May-03| 028 __4.00 iE 0.28] 400 110 1.800
20-Mar-03 110 5,00 7 0.26) < 100 <10 3,800
12-Dec-02| 0.16 NA 1 — 0.74] < 200 < {00 500
4-Nov-02' 0.20 4.60 3 116|140 140 500
26-Sep-02 1.25 5.16 4 0.85)> 600 . 100 500
1-May-02 0.20 NA 4 0.15] NA 110 0
13-Mar-02 0.25 NA 3 0.55)< 10 <3 33
13-Dec-01 1,30 NA 4 0.36] NA 10 [}

DP-4 1.Dec.06 0.5 427 3 0.17] 280 500 1,040
Dry-Day [16-Oct-06{NA A 4 1.31] 10 MA] 7,300
Sampling {18-Oci-08[NA A 4 1311 20 40 5,200

12-Sep-0B|NA A NA NA <10 NA NA
4-AUg-06 8,10 442 12 0.14| > 6,000 32,000 |> 20,000
16-Dec-05 170 5.58 7 0.58] 100 110 800
16-Jun-05{ 0.30 4.30 20 0.52]> 10,000 NA[ 16,000
28-Sep-04 0,60 498 10 2.60]::3200 - 8,000 5,000
Stream Prior 13-Jul-04 040 455 5 0.5 71,800 " | 3,000 3,200
To Combined 5-Nov-03 0.47 4,35 7 1,80 < 100 340 2,000
Flow 21-May-03 0.28 4.00 13 0.28]< 100 < 10 300
20-Mar-03 110 5.00 7 0.20] 16D 10 20,000
12-Dec-02] 0,16 NA 1 0.74] < 200 <100 800
4-Noy-02 0.20 4.60 9 1.16] 20 < 10 160
26-Sep-02 1.25 5.16 4 0.85]>-600 860 600
{-May-02 0.20 NA 4 0.15 NA
13-Mar-02 0.25 NA 3 0.55 NA
_ 13-Dec01 1,30 NA 4 0.38 NA
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Ttem #9

Town of ansﬁe!d
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council o
From:  Matt Hari, Town Manager#%,
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistani o Town Manager; May Jane Newman, Executive

Director, Mansfield Discovery Depot
Date: July 9, 2007

Re: Personal Service Agreement — Daycare Services at Mansfield Discovery
Depot

Subiject Matter/Background

Attached please find the annual personal service agreement between the Town and the
University of Connecticut to provide day care services at the Mansfield Discovery Depot
for the children of university employees and students. The Town and the University

have executed such an agreement every year since the inception of the Discovery
Depoit.

The proposed agreement runs from July 1, 2007 through June 30, 2008, and provides
that, in exchange for a lump sum payment of $78,750, the Discovery Depot will allocate
one half of the available infant and toddler (under three years of age) spaces and one
third of the remainder (three years and over) available pupil spaces to children of
University of Connecticut faculty, staff and students.

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

Recommendation
Staff requests that the Town Council authorize the Town Manager to execute the
agreement on behalf of the Town.

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

RESOLVED, effective July 9, 2007, to authorize the Town Manager, Matthew W. Harf,
fo execute a personal service agreement between the Town of Mansfield and the
University of Connecticut to provide day care services at the Mansfield Discovery Depot
for the children of university employees and siudents and to execute and approve on
behalf of the Town, other instruments, a part of or incident to such agreement until
otherwise ordered by the Town Council.

Attachments
1) Proposed Persconal Services Agreement
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penOUIYML SERYIVE AUREEVIEN! STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CO-802A REV. 10/2003 (Eleclronic Version-UCONN1 01/2008) OFFICE OF THE STATE COMPTROLLER
All Parties Are Informed That No Work May Begin On This Contract Until it Is ACCOUNTS PAYABLE DIVISION

ly Execut h Office of the At neral

2. THE STATE AGEN [ISTED BELOW HEREBY E N AGREEMENT,
SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS STATED HEREIN AND/OR ATTACHED HERETO AND SUBJECT TO
THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 4-98 OF THE CONNECTICUT GENERAL STATUTES AS APPLICABLE.

Fully Executed and

3. ACCEPTANCE OF THIS CONTRAGT IMPLIES CONFORMANCE WITH TERMS AND CONDITIONS SET m (2) IDENTIFICATION NO.
ORIGINAL [3 aMENDMENT
FORTH AT SHEET 2 OF THIS FILE, AS ATTACHED HERETO AND INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE.
(3) CONTRACTOR NAME (4) ARE YOU PRESENTLY
CONTRACTOR Town of Mansfield asTATE EmpPLoves? L Yes Na
CONTRACTOR ADDRESS CONTRACTOR FEIN / SSN - SUFFIX
4 South Eagleville Road, Storrs, CT 06268-2599 000-00-0078
STATE {5) AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS {6) AGENCY NG.
AGENCY University of Connecticut, Admin & Ops Svcs, Unit 2014, Storrs, CT 06269-2014 7301
CONTRAGT (T) DATE (FROM) THROUGH (T0) (B) INDICATE
PERIOD 07/01/07. | os/3008 [ masTer acreemenT [ conTRacT AWARD NETTHER
CANCELLATION THIS AGREEMENT SHALL REMAIN TN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT FOR THE ENTIRE TERM OF THE CONTRACT (8)REQUIRED NO. OF DAYS WRITTEN NOTICE:
CLAUSE PERIOD STATED ABOVE UNLESS CANCELLED BY THE STATE AGENCY, BY GIVING THE CONTRACTOR WRITTEN 30
NOTICE OF SUCH INTEMTION (REQUIRED DAYS NOTICE SPECIFIED AT RIGHT).
(10) CONTRACTOR AGREES TO: (Inciuda special provisions - Attach addllional blank sheets il necessary.)
COMPLETE
DESCRIPTION OF Provide daycare services for the children of University employees and students at the Mansfield Discovery Depot.
SERVICES The University of Connecticut agrees to provide $78,750 in funding support to the center in exchange for allocating one half
(MO ACROMYNS) of the available infant and toddler (under three years of age) spaces and one third of the remainder (3 years and over)
MUST IDENTIFY avaialble pupil spaces to children of University of Connecticut faculty, staff and students. :
SERVICE PROVIDED,

DATES, LOCATION,
METHOD & NAMES

OF ALL INVOLVED Section (10) Description of Services continues on page 3 of 5.

LIST ALL

DEADLIMES &

EQUIPMENT NEEDS Departmental Contact Person Name & Telephone Number: D. Carone 860.486.4340

COST AND (11) PAYMENT TO BE MADE UNDER THE FOLLOWING SCHEDULE UPON RECEIFT OF PROPERLY EXECUTED AND APPROVED INVOICES.

PAYMENT '

SCHEDULE $78,750 to be paid upon receipt of documentation specified in items 1 through 6 in section 10, page 3 of 5.

SPECIFY PAY RATES
(PER DIEM/HR) OR

BY TASK. ADD TRAVEL
COSTS, MEALS, ETC.

IN ACCORDANCE WITH
CT STATE TRAVEL
REGULATIONS THE MAXIMUM AMOUNT PAYABLE UNDER THIS CONTRACT IS $78,750.00
(12) ACT. CD. |(13) DOC. TYPE |(14) COMM. TYPE |(15) LSE. TYPE |(16) ORIG. AGCY.|(17) DOCUMENT NO.  ](18) COMM. AGCY. |(18) COMM, NO. }(20) VENDOR FEIN / SSN - SUFFIX
7301 000-00-0078
(21) COMMITTED AMOUNT (22) OBLIGATED AMOUNT (23) CONTRACT PERIOD (FROM/TO)
$78,750.00 $78,750.00 7/01/07-6/30/08

W(ZS) COMM. (26) {27) COMM. [28) COST CENTER [(29) AGENCY TAIL (33

co. LINE NO. COMMITTED AMOUNT AGENCY FUND SiD OBJECT (30) FUNCTION [(31) ACTVITY  |(32)EXTENSION Y.

$78,750.00 7301 292803 08

An individual entering into a Personal Service Agreement with [he State of Connecticul is contracting under a "work-for-hire” arrangement. As such, the individual is
an independent contractor, and does not salisfy the characleristics of an employee under the common law rules for determining the employer/employee relalionship of Internal
Revenue Code Seclion 3121 (d) (2). Individuals performing services as independent conlraclors are not employees of the State of Conneclicut and are responsible themselves
tor payment of all State and local iIncome taxes, tederal income taxes and -ederal insurance Contribution Act (FICA) taxes, except tor C1 non-resident Athlete/i=ntertainer |ax.

{SIGNATURES iN BLUE INK) (34) STATUTORY AUTHORITY:
ACCEPTANCES AND APPROVALS 10a-104, 10a-108
(35) CONTRACTOR (OWNER OR AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE) g TITLE DATE
(36) AGENCY (AUTHORIZED OFFICIAL) TITLE DATE
Thomas Q. Callahan, Assoc. Vice President
(37) OFFICE OF POLICY & MGMT./DEPT. OF ADMIN, SERV, TITLE DATE
(3B) ATTORNEY GEMNERAL (APPROVED AS TO FORM) DATE
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TERMS/CONDITIONS
EXECUTIVE ORDERS
This conlract is subject to the provisions of Executive Order No. Three of Governor Thomas J. Meskill promulgaled June 18, 1971, and, as such, this coniracl may be
canceled, terminated or suspended by the State Labor Comrmissioner for violation of or noncempliance with said kxecutive Order No. 1hree, or any state or tederal Jaw
concermning nondiscrimination, notwilhstanding that the L.abor Commissioner is not a party to this contract. The parlies to his conlract, as part of the consideration hereof,
agree that said Executive Order Na. Three is incorporated herein by reference and made a parly hereof. The parlies agree to abide by said Executive Order and agree that
the Slate Labor Commissioner shall have continuing jurisdiclion in respect lo contract performance in regard to nondiscrimination, unlil the contract is compleled or terminated
prior to completion. The contractor agrees, as part consideration hereof, lhat this contract is subject io the Guidelines and Rules issued by the Stale Labor Commissioner to
implement Executive Order No. Three, and lhat he will not discriminate in his employment praclices or palicies, will file all reports as required, and will fully cooperate with lhe
Slale of Connecticut and the Stale Labor Commissioner. This contract is also subject to provisions of Execulive Order Mo. Seventeen of Govemnor Thomas J. Meskill
promuigated February 15, 1973, and, as such, this conlract may be canceled, lerminated or suspended by the contracting agency or the State Labor Commissioner far
violation of or noncompliance with said Executive Order No. Seventeen, nolwithstanding that the Labor Commissioner may not be a party to this conltract. The parties to this
contract, as parl of the consideration hereaf, agree thal Executive Order Mo. Sevenleen is incorporated herein by reference and made a part hereof. The parties agres to
abide by said Executive Order and agree that the contracting agency and the Slate Labor Commissioner shall have joint and several conlinuing jurisdiclion in respect to
contract performance in regard to listing all employment openings wilh the Connecticut Stale Employment Service. This contract is subject to the provisions of Executive
Order No. 16 of Governor John G. Rowland promulgated August 4, 1898, the Violence in the Workplace Pravention Palicy, and, as such, lhis contract may be cancelled, terminated
or suspended by the stale for violalion of the provisions of paragraph 1 of said Executive Order by any employee of the contraclor or by any employee of its subcontraclors or
vendors with any other provisions of said Executive Order No. 16. Execulive Order No. 16 is incorporated herein by reference and made a part hergof. The contractor agrees (hat

as a part of lhe consideration hereof, il shall abide by said Execulive Order, and it shall require any subconiractor or vendor with whom it enters into an agreement in order to fulfill
any abligation of this contract, to agree to abide by said Executive Order. Executive Orders continue on page 3

1. NON-DISCRIMINATION

(a). For the purposes of his section, "minority business enterprise” means any small contraclor or supplier of malterials fifty-one percent or more aof the capilal stock, if any, or
assets of which is owned by a person or persons: (1) who are aclive in the daily affairs of the enlerprise; (2) who have the power lo direct the management and policies of the
enterprise; and (3) who are members of a minorily, as such term is defined in subsection (a) of Conn. Gen. Slal. subsection 32-9n; and "good faith" means that degree of
diligence which a reasonable person would exercise in the performance of legal dulles and obligations. "Good faith efforts" shall include, but nol be limited to, those
reasonable inilial elforls necessary to comply with slalutory or regulatory requirements and additional or substituled efforts when il is determined that such initial efforls will not
be sufficient lo comply wilh such requirements.

For purposes of this Section, "Commission” means the Commission on Human Rights and Opportunilies.

For purposes of this Seclion, “Public works contracl” means any agresment between any individual, firm or corparalion and the state. or any political subdivision of the
state olher than a municipalily for construclion, rehabilitation, conversion, extension, demolition or repair of a public building, highway or olher changes or improvemenls in
real properly, or which is financed in whole or in parl by lhe stale, including but not limited 1o, matching expenditures, grants, loans, insurancs or guarantees.

(b) (1) The Conlractor agrees and warranis that in the performance of the coniract such Coritractor will not discriminate or permit discrimination against any person or group of
persons on lhe grounds of race, color, religious creed, age, marital slatus, national origin, ancestry, sex, menlal relardation or physical disability, including, but not limiled lo
blindness, unless it is shown by such Conitractor (hat such disability prevenis performance of the work involved, in any manner prohibiled by the faws of the Uniled Stales or of
the State of Connecticut. The Contractor further agrees lo take affirmalive action lo insure hat applicants with job related qualifications are employed and that employees are
treated when employed without regard to their race, color, religlous creed, age, marital status, national origin, ancestry, sex, mental retardation, or physical disability,
including, but ot limited o, blindness unless It is shown by the Contraclor that such disability prevenls performance of Lhe work involved; (2) the Canlractor agrees, in all
solicitations or advertisements for employees placed by or on behalf of lhe Conlractor, {o stale that it is an "affirmative action - equal opportunity employer" in accordance with
regulations adopled by the Commission; (3) the Contractor agrees to provide each labor union or representative of workers with which the Contractor has a collective
bargaining agreement or other contract or understanding and each vendor with which the Coniractor has a canlracl or understanding, a notice to be provided by the
Commission, advising the labor union or workers' representative of the Contractor's commilmenits under this section and to post copies of the natice in conspicuous places
available to employees and applicants for employment; (4) the Coniractar agrees to comply with each provision of lhis section and Conn. Gen. Stat. subsections 46a-68e and
46a-68f and with each regulation or relevant order issued by sald Commission pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. subsections 46a-56, 46a-68e and 46a-68F; (b) the Cantractor
agrees to provide the Commission on Human Rights and Opportunities wilh such information requested by the Commissiaon, and permit access to pertinent books, records
and accounts, concerning the employment practices and procedures of the Contractor as relale to the provisions of this section and section 46a-56. If the Contract is a public
works contraet, the contractor agrees and warrants thal he will make goaod faith efforts to employ minorily business enterprises as subcontractors and suppliers of materials on
such public works projects.

c. Determination of the Contractor's good faith effaris shall include, but shall not be limited to, lhe following faclors: The Contractor's employment and subconiracting policies,
palterns and practices; affirmative adverlising, recruitment and training; technical assistance activilies and such other reasonable aclivilies or efforts as the Commission may
prescribe that are designed to ensure the participation of minority business enlerprises in public works projects.

d. The Contractor shali develop and maintain adeguate documentation, in a manner prescribed by the Commission, of its good failh efforts.

e. The Contractor shall include Lhe provisions of subsection (b) of this Seclion in every subcontract or purchase order enlered inlo in order ta fulfill any obligation of a contract
with the Slate and such provisions shall be binding on a subcontraclor, vendor or manufaciurer uniess exempled by regulalions or arders of the Commission. The Contractor
shail take such aclion with respect to any such subconlract or purchase order as the Commission may direcl as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanclions for
noncompliance in accardance with Conn. Gen. Stat. subsection 46a-56; provided, if such contractor becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a subcontractor
or vendor as a result of such direction by the Commission, the Coniractor may request the Slale of Connecticut to enter into any such litigalion or negolialion prior lhereto to
protect the interests of the Stale and the Slale may so enter.

f. The Coniraclor agrees lo comply with the regulations referred (o in this Seclion as they exist on the daie of this contract and as they may be adopled or amended from time
to lime during the term of lhis conlract and any amendments therelo,

g. The Contraclor agrees to lollow the provisions: The coniractor agrees and warranls that in the performance of the agreement such conlraclor will nat discriminate or permil
discrimination against any person or group of persons on the grounds of sexual orientation, in any manner prohibiled by the laws of the United Stales or of the Slale of
Connecticut, and that employees are treated when employed withoul regard lo their sexual orientation; the contractor agrees to provide each labor union or represenlative of
workers wilh which such conlraclor has a colleclive bargaining agreement or other contract or understanding and each vendor with which such contractor has a contract or
understanding, a notice to be provided by the Commission on Human Rights and Opporiunities advising the labor union or workers' representative of the conlractors
commitmenis under this section, and {o post copies of the notice in conspicuous places available o employees and applicants for employment; the canlractor agrees (o
comply with each pravision of this seclion and with each regulalion or relevant order issued by said commission pursuan! to Seclion 46a-56 of lhe general statules; the
contraclor agrees to provide the Commission on Human Rights and Opportunities with such information requested by the commissian, and permit access to pertinent books,
records and accounis, cancerning the employment praciices and procedures of the contractor which relate to the provisions of this seclion and Seclion 46a-56 of the general
statules.

h. The Contractor shall include the provisions of the foregoing paragraph in every subconlract or purchase order entered inte in order to [ulfiit any obligation of a contract with
the state and such provisions shall be binding on a subcontractor, vendor or manufacturer unless exempted by regulations or orders of the commission. The conlraclar shall
lake such action wilh respact to any such subcontract or purchase order as the commission may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanclions for
noncompliance in accordance wilh Section 48a-56 of the general stalules; provided, if such contractor becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a

subcontractor or vendor as a.result of such direction by the commission, the contraclor may request the State of Connecticul to enter inlo any such liligalion or negotiation
prior thereio lo protect the interesls of the state and the state may so enter.

INSURAMCE

The contraclor agrees that while performmg services specified in this agreement he shall carry sufficient insurance (liability and/or other) as apphcable according to the nature

of the service {o be performed so as to "save harmless” the Stale of Connecticut from any insurable cause whatsoever, If requested, certificates of such insurance shall be
fited with the contracting Stale agency prior lo the performance of services.

STATE LIABILITY

The State of Connecticut shall assume no liability for payment for services under the terms of Lhis agreement until the contracior Is nolified lhat this agresment has been

accepled by the conlracting agency and, if applicable, approved by the Office of Palicy and Management (OPM) or the Department of Adminisiralive Services (DAS) and by
lhe Atlorney General of the Stale of Connecticul.

TERNS AND CONDITIONS CONTINUE ON PAGE 3
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CONTINUATION OF SECTION (10)
COMPLETE DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES

if one month before a projected vacancy, or two weeks after an unexpected vacancy, a UConn-allocated space cannot be filled by a child of
a UConn-affiliated family, Mansfield Discovery Depot may offer that space to another family. The Mansfield Discovery Depot's Administrative
Policies are to give precedence to families affiliated with the University.

The Mansfield Discovery Depot will maintain its CT DPH Child Day Care license, which currently allows for a capacity of 116 children:

40 children under the age of three and 76 children between ages three and six. Within the under-three group, Mansfield Discovery Depot will
continue to admit children from the ages of 8 weeks fo 3 years.

The Mansfield Discovery Depot will provide opportunities or participate in programs that make day care more affordable for families
(2.9., reduced tuition through income-based sliding scales, School Readiness Programs, Child and Adult Food Program, efc.)

To maintain a quality program, the Mansfield Discovery Depot will be accredited or will be formally accepted as an applicant for re-accreditation
by the National Association for the Education of Young Children.

To maintain flexibility, the Mansfield Discovery Depot will be open 50 weeks a year (excluding 12 major holidays), Monday-Friday from 7:00 a.m.
to 5:00 p.m. [t will also provide an extended care program from 5:00 p.m. to 5:30 p.m., for children 18 months to six years of age. The center will
will admit children between the ages of six weeks and 17 months Monday-Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.

The University of Connecticut has the authority to appoint a representative from the University to serve on the Mansfield Discovery Depot’s
Boatd of Directors.

Mansfield Discovery Depot will provide the following documentation along with the returned signed agreement:

1. Copy of CT DPH Child Day Care License

2. Copy of Center Policies/Parent Handbook, including enrollment, hours and days of operation, fees, etc.

3. Statement and explanation of existing or proposed programs to enhance affordability.

4. Documentation of NAEYC Accreditation; or if not currently accredited, application materials, or other verifi Gatan
of participation in the re-accreditation process.

5. List of names of Board Members and affiliations. ‘

6. Names of UConn affiliated parents and the number and ages of their enrolled children ((provided that the individuals
consent to the disclosure of this information).



Continuation of Governor's Executive Orders

This contract is subject to Executive Order No. 7C of Govarnor M. Jodi Rell, promulgated on July 13, 2006. The Parties to this
Contract, as part of the consideration hereof, agree that:

a. The State Contracting Standards Board ("Board") may review this confract and recommend to the state contracting agency termination
of this contract for cause. The State contracting agency shall consider the recormmendations and act as required or permitted in accordance
with the contract and applicable law. The Board shall provide the results of its review, together with its recommendations, to the state
confracting agency and any other affected party in accordance with the notice provisions in the contract not later than fifteen (15) days
after the Board finalizes its recommendation. For the purposes of this Section, "for cause"” means:

(1) a violation of the State Ethics Code (Chapter 10 of the general statutes) or section 4a-100 of the general statutes or

(2) wanton or reckless disregard of any state contracting and procurement process by any person substantially involved in

such contract or state contracting agency.
b. For the purposes of this Section, "contract" shall not include real property transactions involving less than a fee simple interest or
financial assistance comprised of state or federal funds, the form of which may include but is not limited to grants, loans, loan guaraniees,
and participation interests in loans, equity investments and tax credit programs. Motwithstanding the foregoing, the Board shall not have
any authority to recommend the termination of a contract for the sale or purchase of a fee simple interest in real property following transfer
of title.
¢. Notwithstanding the contract value listed in sections 4-250 and 4-252 of the Connecticut General Statutes and section 8 of Executive
Order Number 1, all State Contracts between state agencies and private entities with a value of $50,000 (fifty thousand dollars) or
more in a calendar or fiscal year shall comply with the gift and campaign contribution certification requirements of section 4-252 of the
Connecticut General Statutes and section 8 of Executive Order Number 1. For purposes of this section, the term "certification" shall
include the campaign contribution and annual gift affidavits required by section 8 of Executive Order Number 1.

This contract is subject to the provisions of Extecutive Order No. 14 of Governor M. Jodi Rell promulgated April 17, 2006,

Pursuant to this Executive Order, the contractor shall use cleaning and/or sanitizing products having properties that minimize potential impacts on
human health and the environment, consistent with maintaining clean and sanitary facilities.

Claims Against the State

Contractor agrees that the sole and exclusive means for the presentation of any claim against the State of Connecticut or the University of Connecticut
arising from this contract shall be in accordance with Chapter 53 of the Connecticut General Statutes (Claims Against the State) and Contractor further
agrees not fo initiate any legal proceedings in any state or federal court in addition to, or in lieu of, said Chapter §3 proceedings.

State Elections Enforcement Commission (SEEC) Contractor Contribution Ban
For all State contracts as defined in P.A. 07-1 having a value in a calendar year of $50,000 or more or a combination or series of such agreements or
contracts having a value of $100,000 or more, the authorized signatory to this Agreement expressly acknowledges receipt of the State Elections

Enforcement Commission's notice advising state contractors of state campaign contribution and solicitation prohibitions, and will inform its principals
of the contents of the notice. See Notice Page 4 of 4SEEC Form 11].
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SEEC FORM 11

NOTICE TO EXECUTIVE BRANCH STATE CONTRACTORS AND PROSPECTIVE STATE
CONTRACTORS OF CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION AND SOLICITATION BAN

This notice is provided under the authority of Connecticut General Statutes 8-612(g)(2), as amended by

P.A. 07-1, and is for the purpose of informing state contractors and prospective state contractors of the
following law (italicized words are defined below):

Campaign Contribution and Sclicitation Ban

No state contractor, prospective state contractor, principal of a state contractor or principal of a
prospective state contractor, with regard to a state contract or state contract solicitation with or froma
state agency in the executive branch or a quasi-public agency or a holder, or principal of a holder of &
valid prequalification certificate, shall make a contribution to, or sclicit contributions on behalf of (i) an
exploratory committee or candidate committee established by a candidate for nomination or election to
the office of Governor, Lieutenant Governor, Atiorney General, State Comptroller, Secretary of the State

or State Treasurer, (i) a political commitiee authorized to make contributions or expenditures to or for the
benefit of such candidates, or (iii) a party committee;

In addition, no holder or principal of a holder of a valid prequalification certificate, shall make a
contribution to, or solicit contributions on behalf of (i) an exploratory committee or candidate committee
established by a candidate for nomination or election to the office of State senator or State
representative, (i) a political commitiee authorized to make contributions or expenditures to or for the
benefit of such candidates, or (iii) a party committee.

Duty to Inform
State contractors and prospective state coniractors are required to inform their principals of the above
prohibitions, as applicable, and the possible penalties and other consequences of any violation thereof.

Penalties for Viclations

Caontributions or solicitations of contributions made in violation of the above prohibitions may result in the
following civil and criminal penalties:

Civil_penalties — $2000 or twice the amount of the prohibited contribution, whichever is greater, against a
principal or a contractor. Any state contractor or prospective state coniractor which fails to make
reagsonable efforts to comply with the provisions requiring notice to its principals of these prohibitions and
the possible consequences of their violations may also be subject to civil penalties of $2000 or twice the
amount of the prohibited confributions made by their principals.

Criminal penalties — Any knowing and willful violation of the prohibition is a class D felony, which may
subject the violator to imprisonment of not more than 5 years, or $5000 fines, or both.

Contract Conseqguences

Contributions made or solicited in violation of the above prohibitions may result, in the case of a state
contractor, in the coniract being voided.

Contributions made or solicited in violation of the above prohibitions, in the case of a prospective state
contractor, shall resulf in the contract described in the state contract solicitation not being awarded to the
prospective state contractor, unless the State Elections Enforcement Commission determines that
mitigating circumnstances exist concerning such violation.

The State will not award any other state contract to anyone found in violation of the above prohibitions for
a period of one year after the election for which such contribution is made or solicited, unless the State

Elections Enforcement Commission determines that mitigating circumstances exist concerning such
violation.

Additional information and the entire text of P.A 07-1 may be found on the website of the State Elections
Enforcement Commission, www.ct.gov/seec. Click on the link to "State Contractor Contribution Ban."
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Item #10

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council o
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager/*1¢v77
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Jefirey Smith, Director of

Finance; Cherie Trahan, Controlier/Treasurser
Date: July 9, 2007
Re: Adjustments to Capital and Nonrecurring Fund Budget

Subjsct Matter/Background '

The Governor's budget for FY 2006/07 included Pequot/Mohegan grant funds for the
Town in the amount of $1,256,558. In August, the grant was cut by $388,428. In
October 2006 to cover that loss, Council reduced the CNR Fund budget by $388,976 of

which $307,976 was cancelled capital projects. In February 2007, our funding was cut
again, this time to $613,032.

Financial Impact

In order to cover the additional reduction in the Pequot grant, the following actions are
proposed:

1) Eliminate the transfer to the General Fund-Fund Balance Plan of $50,000
2) Reduce the contribuiion to the Debt Service Sinking Fund by $20,000

3) Eliminate the payment for Debt Service on the fire truck of $70,000

4) Eliminate transfer to Property Tax Revaluation account of $24,000

5) Eliminate transfer to Post Employment Benefits Fund of $25,000

8) Eliminate transfer fo Compensated Absences Fund of $25,000

7) Reduce Capital Project 83302 for Small Bridges by $69,000

Rscommeandation
it is respectiully requested that the Town Council adopt the following resolution:

RESOLVED, effective July 9, 2007, to approve the adjustments to the FY 2006/07
Capital and Non-recurring Fund Budget, as recommended by staff in its agenda item
summary dated July 9, 2007.

Attachmenis
1) March 15, 2007 Proposed Reductions to Capital and Non-recurring Fund Budget
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Updated: 3/15°07 -- PROPOSED REDUCTIONS

SOURCES:
Revenues:
General Fund Contribution
Praperty Tax Relief
Energy Assistance Program
State Revenue Sharing
Slate Dept. of Education ~ MMS IRC/MMS Drainage
Rural Development Grant - Downtown Revitalization
Ambulance User Fees
Landfill Closing Grant - inkind Reimbursement
tnsurance Selttement
Interest Income
Other
Sewer Assessments
Pequol Funds

Total Sources

USES:

Operating Transfers Out:
General Fund - One Time Costs/Fund Balance Plan
General Fund - State Revenue Sharing
Community Events
Management Services Fund
Debt Service Sinking Fund
Retire Debt for Fire Truck
New Financial Reporting Model {Statement 34)
Property Tax Revaluation Fund
Capital Fund
Day Care Penslon
Town Manager Search
Emergency Services Administration
Communily Center Operating Subsidy
Parks & Recreation Operating Subsidy
Health Insurance Fund
Reliree Medical Insurance Fund
Compensatad Absences Fund
Downtown Partnership
Shared Projects with UConn

Total Uses

Excess/(Deficiency)
Fund Balance/(Deficit) July 1

Fund Balance, June 30

* Gompensatsd Absances needs to be funded for approximately $426,000

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
CAPITAL AND NONRECURRING RESERVE FUMD BUDGET
ESTIMATED REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANGCE

FISCAL YEAR 2006/07
Actual Actual Actual - Actual Aclual Actual Actual Budget Projected Projectad Projected Projected Projected Projected
99/00 oainy * 01/02 02/03 03/04 0d/05 05/08 06/07 Q607 07/0R 08/09 09/10 1011 1n2
100,000 100,000
359,404
123,283
$472,523
120,729 24,679
35,000
253,312 179,317 216,712 222,724 240,000 240,000 245,000 245,000 250,000 250,000 250,000
109,470
100,524
286,043 398,171 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
23,486 ann
3,600 4,000 8,069 4,296 4,000 4,400 8,600 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3.000
2820286 2,850,637 3075000 2,128,664 1,714,079 1,339206 1435767 1,256,558 613,032 1,004,852 1,004,952 1,004,952 1,004,952 1,004,952
3,218,020 3,453,332 3,579,078 2,507,001 1,957,455 1,769,788 1,768,091 1,822,841 1,415,436 1,352,852 1,272,952 1,277,952 1,277,952 1.277.952
61,100 47,500 400,000 350,000 250,000 150,000 50,000
472,520
12,500
160,000 200,000 200,000 206,000 212,000 200,000 225,000 225,000 200,000 200,000 206,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
500,000 355,000 250,000 235,000 295,000 250,000 250,000 215,000 - 200,000 175,000 150,000 125,000 100,000
70,000 70,000 70,000 70,000 70,000 70,000
25,000 25,000
25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000
3,289,200 2,572,660 3,161,682 1,488,916 818,034 762,137 1,046,109 1,410,640 1,103,534 644,418 1,378,180 1,638,500 1,488,000 1,114,000
20,000 15,000 10,000 5,000
18,000 21,471
25,070 75,000
65,000 119,130 80,000 40,000
40,000 40,000 50,000 75,000 100,000 125,000 150,000
200,000
25,000 50,000 75,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
25,000 50,000 75,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
63,000 -
100,000 25,000
3,574,200 3,383,760 3,789,182 2,965,006 1,649,164 1,867,137 1,811,109 2,138,640 1,579,705 1,352,419 2,073,160 2,383,500 2,163,000 1,788,000
{355,271) 69,572 (210,104)  (458,005) 308,291 {97,249} {43,018) {315,799) {164,269) 533 {800,208)  (1,105,548) (885,048) {511,048)
950,342 595,071 664,643 454,539 {3,466) 304,825 207,476 473,834 164,458 189 722 (799.486)  (1.905.034) _ (2,790,083}
$595,071 $664,643 §454,539 (53,466) $304.825 $207,476 $164,458 $158,035 $189 §722 (§799,486) {$1,905,034) ($2,790,082) (§3,301,130)

* Compansatad Absences neads to ba funded for approximately $420,000

Finance/Budgst/Agenda llem CHR Roilforward 070807 .xis
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ltem #11

Town of Mansfield
Agenda liem Summary

To: Town Council ,
From: Mait Hart, Town Manager
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Jeffrey Smith, Director of

Finance; Cherie Trahan, Coniroller/Treasurer
Date: July 9, 2007

Re: FY 2007/08 Operating Budget, Intergovernmental Revenue

Subject Matter/Background

The state has adopted its budget for the next fiscal year, and it appears as though
Mansfield will receive approximately $687,000 in additional state revenus, over and
above what we have budgeted for next year. Because we have encountered grant
reductions in the past, staff recommends that the Council wait at least until we have
received the first PILOT payment from the state before appropriating this revenue to any
specific uses. Once we have received that payment, staff would like to present the

Council with our recommendations as to how the additional state revenue could best be
utilized.

Attachments
1) State Grant Analysis
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8¢d

Fequot Grant

PILOT

ECS

Siate Revenue
Sharing

Total Actual
% Incr (Decr)

Pequot Grant

FILOT

ECS

State Revente
Sharing

Total Bucdlget

Pequot Grant

PILOT

ECS

State Revenue
Sharing

Total Variance

Town of Mansfield/Mansfield Board of Education

ACTUALS State Adopted
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
2,903,714 2,950,637 3,074,999 2,128,664 1,714,079 1,337,580 1,436,767 613,032 1,068,080
4,089,830 4,778,666 5,055,929 4,549,319 4,797,040 6,343,657 7,703,004 7,620,956 8,006,517
7,502,339 7,929,496 8,353,143 8,511,525 8,429,729 8,522,606 8,780,560 8,804,430 9,646,434
472,523 359,404
14,495 883 15,658,799 16,956,594 15,189,508 14,940,848 16,203,843 17,920,331 17,397,822 18,721,031
8.0% 8.3% -10.4% -1.6% 8.5% 10.6% -2.9% 7.6%
Budget
BUDGET As Adopted
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
2,852,782 2,960,570 3,059,920 2,687,660 1,361,183 1,764,300 1,474,330 1,256,558 1,004,952
2,962,360 4,768,740 5,045,900 4,577,463 4,790,570 5,945,550 7,149,920 7,597,690 7,806,360
7,519,690 7,947,820 3,372,330 8,511,184 8,397,650 8,440,790 8,695,310 8,804 430 9,222,950
13,334,832 15,677,130 16,478,150 15,776,307 14,549,403 16,150,640 17,319,560 17,658,678 18,034,262
21%
VARIANCE - OVER {UNDER) BUDGET As Adopted
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
50,932 (9,933) 15,079 (558,996) 352,896 (426,720) (37,563) (643,526) 63,128
1,127,470 9,926 10,029 (28,144) 6,470 398,107 553,084 23,266 200,157
(17,351) (18,324) (19,187) 34 32,079 81,816 85,250 - 423,484
472,523 359,404 -
1,161,051 {18,331) 478,444 (586,799) 391,445 53,203 600,771 (260,856) 686,769
B/127/2007

Cirahan/State grants.xlIs



Ttem #12

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council o
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager /i~ &
CGC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Jaime Russell, Direcior of

Information Technology; Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
Date: July 9, 2007

Re: Town Council Policy

Subject Matter/Background .
Council member Koehn has asked that we add this item to the Council's agenda.

| have asked Mr. Jaime Russell, our new Director of Information Technology, to serve
as the lead staff person on a commitiee charged with developing a recommendation

regarding the council's audio-visual needs as weli as the online retention of council
policy.
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MINUTES

Attendance: Sheila Thompson, Kevin Grunwald

T

staff), Scott Hasson, Wade Gibbs, Cristina Colon-

=

a, Joan Sidney

N

Sermen

[

Approval of the Minutes for the Meating, Mar.27

2007: the Minutes of the mesting were approved as

written.

New Business:

a. Member, Joan Sidney, inquire ired whether plans
were in the future for connecting the walkways on

S. BEagleville Road and Separatist Road. This

W@uﬂcﬁ allow wheelchair access 1o more of
Mansfield. Kevin G. will research this and report
back to the Commiliee.

b. Joan S. alsa g@vgy%a sed disappointment in the lack
of response by Community Center personnel in
addressing the issues of the inaccessibility a:,o?f thc
emergenc {f ull cord in the accessik @;h wg

d

u“@®m arn Mhaﬂ this a;ﬁgfgsg;m@ i

el

=

R N L O U S Ry |



other facilities are available to th
Cumm ttee suggested thal = poste
adv g non-¢ Egabﬂeiﬂ to use "E’n% EAL‘;ESSHFFB

aﬁabﬁ Exﬁ“ﬁfﬂﬁ@ ﬂd h@ w@uﬁd F@EE w Up on this
and report back to t

n
at 8:00 PM will have accessi hﬂ@ services ‘ft@
" ’ ing sign language interpreting,
childcare, and transportation from Dial-a-Ride. It
F the C: mmittee that the 8:00 PM

=

as a concern of th
hour is not convenient for residents, and that the
meeting and its convenient services need to be
better publicized. Comments included suggestions
of a bulletin board at the Community Center
devoted to adverlising meetings, groups, and other
items of local interest to all residents.

d. Kevin G. also reported that plans are being made
with DMR o start an activities group which would
be held at the Teen Center of the Community
Center and be stalfed by DMR personnel.

V. Old Business

a. Membership status — Scott H. announced that he
wﬁﬁﬂ be leaving th w‘iﬁ'% Co mm"ﬁeé and the State in
Ey He has been a valued member of the
nmittee and will be greatly missed.

o
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ney reporned that there seems o be
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V.

destruction by the plows. Wade . will investigat
and rsport ba:ﬂk to the committe=.

M

c. Library accessibility issues: Sheila T. L
copies of emails between Louise Bailey, Libra
D"Fﬂ@i@a‘“ aﬂ«:ﬂ h:;n’ =h@ ﬁgsue of the inner door

ﬂ“@ i rung “n@ uﬁ ’T‘i@ ih@ pa °k"a@ Ed f, ::;mc:ﬂ an
automatic opener would give them sasy access.
Concern was expressed that someone in a
wheelchair may not be noticed by stalf, and may
not be able 1o negotiate opening the door
manually. Suggestion was 1 made of a buzzer that
would alert staff to someone waiting at that door.
Joan volunteered o check with Stan Kosloski
regarding the specifications of the door, and to
also review the accessibility of the bathrooms at
the Library.

Adjournment: the meeting adjourned at 3:30 PM.
MNext meeting: May 22, 2007, 2:30 PW.

Respectiully submitted,
Sheila Thompson
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COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES
June 18, 2007
AUDREY P BECK BRUILDING
6:30 P.M.
CONFERENCE ROOM B

Bruce Clouette called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.
Present were Bruce Clouette, Leigh Duffy and Al Hawkins
The Committee discussed vacancies and possible appointments.

By consensus the Committee agreed to present the following recommendations to the
Town Council for approval:

Leon Bailey to the Arts Advisory Committee
Carol Fineout to the McSweeney Center Board of Directors (Bruce will call)

Mary Landeck, Isabel Atwood and Ethel Larkin’s reappoint to the Cemetery Committee
(Bruce will cali)

Bruce Clouette to the Downtown Partnership
Gail Bruhn and David Spencer to the Cemetery Committee (Bruce will call)

The Committee accepted the following assignments:

Advisory Committee on Persons with Disabilities — Bruce will contact staff for
suggestions and call Mr. Miller and Mr. DeWolf to see if they are interested in being
reappointed. He will call Carolyn Newcombe to see if she is interested in serving. The
Town Clerk will check the records to determine Wade Gibbs dates of appointment.

ADA Grievance Committee- Bruce will follow up with Steve Lofiman to determine status
of the Committee.

Beautification Committee — Bruce will design a poster to distribute to the local garden
shops, the farmers market and will contact Bill Thorne, Vo-Ag Teacher at EO Smith, to
see if he has some suggestions.

Commission on Aging — Al will contact Susanna Thomas to determine the status of the
membership.
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Agricultural Committee- Leigh will contact Carolyn Stearns for an update and possible
suggestions. She will also contact Paul Peters to see if he is interested.

Building Board of Appeals — Al will talk to Greg Zlotnick to assess the status of the
Committee

Board of Ethics — Al will call members whose terms have expired to gage their interest in

reappointment and will talk to members of the Charter Revision Commission for
suggestions.

Leigh offered to review the committee charges to see if some of them might be grouped
together and a flier designed to advertise the opportunities to the public.

Members agreed that in the near future the role of the Fire and Emergency Service
Committee.

The meeting was adjourned at 7:35 p.m.

Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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T i tem #13
). Town Of Mansfield Item #13

Mait Hart { Town Manager)
Town Council. -

o Mike Sikoski
135 Wildwood Rd
Storrs CT 06268

This letter is in regards to concerns in the recent actions by this town. As a very high taxpayer($15,375.45) in this
mmunity | feel a personal need to speak up! | have attended most of the Charter Revision Commision meetings and follewed
2rn closly. First of all this commision was created, appointed, whatever because of cilizen concerns over the budget process.
Iring the review process, according to my calculations, the majority, 85% (Taken from meeting minuies and personal
iservation) spoke in faver of a change in the budget approval process, preferably an adjournment to referendum. As | stated at
@ of the hearings, this all seemed to fall on deaf ears. Now it seems we are left with no choice aiter all this time spant on review.
22l bad for haif the people en the Commision who wasted alot of their personal time. | see no need at this point 1o waste
ymora time on this subject.

Receant personal experiences are what are of concern with me. As a mulii property owner and a resident of fown | have
id to deal with this new Landord Registration Ordinance, My rental properties are single family, not in the "overlay zone" (yet). My
lief is this overlay zone will soon cover the whole town just so you can create mere revenue. As you know, the recent need for
langes to the ordinance is caused by my actions. As stated above | pay alot of tax in this town and seem io be geiting less and
35 for it. Everything comes with an extra fee, rubbish, community center, etc. | have asked about traffic inforcement in my area
r the past two years and got 3 mornings for short periods 3 months ago. | have askad for iwo years to have tree limbs irimmed
) above the roads, only to have it done in December when leaves and dead limbs have fallen and are no longer a problem. |
iked the public works dept to clean up a mass they made and io this day it remains! BUT the minute | refuse to pay an extra $25
confirm what you already have, (my name and address), | get reaction.

My immeadiate concern is getting what | asked two years ago. Trim back and up, the free branches and roadside
rergrowih on Chafieeville Rd and Gurleyville Rd. These are also supposedly bike routes, ((Share the road)) If you fry o drive on
1affeville Rd and share with a bike you say a prayer, thers is so much overgrowth coring through the broken down guard rails
& bicyclist needs io be in center of road. Broken down guardrails, there are more down than standing and have been that way for
r years. In my opinion and many residents | have spoken to, thers seem io be a misplaced priority in the public works dept, and |
11 sure it comas from the Town Management and Town Council. Capitol Projects have taken all priority.

if Mansfield can no longer handle what its gotten into, it may be time to start privatizing things like the Community Center
1d doing as the university does and hire out landscaping. Hiring a private coniractor {o handle any Necessary housing inpections
1d let the building depi do its original job.

| can go on but I'm sure | didnt have anyones attention iq}ha first plage.and | would just lose anyones atisntion | might
we had. G T

Mike Sikoski
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Ttem #14

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
TOWN CLERK

MARY STANTON, TOWN CLERK AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

4 SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3302

June 26, 2007

Leon Bailey
22 Westgate Lane
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Mr. Bailey.

At their June 25, 2007 meeting, the Mansfield Town Council appointed you to the Arts
Advisory Committee for a term ending March 1, 2008.

The Council greatly appreciates your willingness to serve our community with your work
on this Committee.

Sincerely,

Mary Stanton
Town Clerk

Cc:  Jay O’Keefe, Arts Advisory Committee
Matt Hart, Town Manager
File
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Item #1353
Hew England Watsr Uity Servises, Inc.
93 West Mam Sirast
Clinton, CT 06413-160

Office: 860.669.8635 ' Hew
Fayx: 560.868.9326

/ ERGLAND WATER UTILITY SERVICES

June 19, 2007

Mr. Matthew Hart, Town Manager
Town of Mansfield

Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
4 South Eagleville Road

Storrs Mansfield, CT 06268

Re: University of Connecticut Water System
2006 Consumer Confidence Report

Dear Mr. Hart:

Each year Community Water Systems prepare a Consumer Confidence Report that
contains water quality data from water samples collected during the report year, descripiions of
drinking water sources, information on source water assessments, and water system contact
information, along with other information that might be of interest to consumers. We have
included a copy of the 2006 Consumer Confidence Report for your use.

Please feel free to contact me at 860-486-1081 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
WT—L_

Peter J. Pezanko
Project Manager for the
University of Connecticut Water System

CJB/edl
enc.
cc:  C.J. Bogucki



i
Message to the Consumer

%

he University is pleased to provide you with the 2006 Drinking Water Report for the Main
Campus Water System in Storrs and the Depot Campus Water System in Mansfield. This
report includes a brief overview of your drinking warter supply and the resulis of water quality tests
conducted during 2006. This “Consumer Confidence Report” is issued to provide consumers
with water quality information on an annual basis, as required by the Federal Safe Drinking Water
\ct. We encourage you to read this report to gain a berter understanding of your water supply.

In 2006, the University completed a competitive procurement process and selected a partner

to provide operation, management and maintenance of its water systems. New England Water
Utilities Services, Inc. (INEWUS) was selected to continue to provide professional management,
as well as daily and after-hours emergency operation and maintenance of the University’s water
systems. The initial term of the operating contract is through July 2008, with an option to extend
for two additional one-year terms. NEWUS is responsible for: all water quality sample collections
and reports; advising on all current and proposed furure water system regulatory requirements;
preparing annual rebommendamons for major maintenance and capital improvement needs;,
accounting for campus and off-campus water usage; cross connection inspections and backflow
device testing; and customer service recommendations, particularly, metering and billing. Starting
in July 2007 meter reading and billing for water system customers will transition from thc
University to NEWUS. Further details of this transition will be provided to customers separately.

The University completed a number of important water system improvements in 2006, including;

* Replaced well pump and moror at three of our four Willimantic Wells. The new pumps will
enable reliable production from the well field, as well as improved Hexibility in pumping
procedures.

> Improved treatment equipment at the Fenton well field as well as the installation of new
equipment to provide for more uniform and reliable finished water quality.

o Installed new meters or repaired/replaced existing meters at the High Head Pump Station,
Fenton Wells and Treatment Plant, and Hilltop apartments to improve system water
accountability accuracy.

> Improved control system equipment installed at both the Willimantic and Fenton well fields
to provide more reliable and timely remote operation of the well fields.

e Established new water system operating procedures to implement the recommendations of
the Fenton River Study. With these new operating procedures in place, we have reduced
the risk of adverse effects to the Fenton River during low flow conditions. A similar study
of the Willimantic River, where our water system’s other well field is located, will scon be
conducted by the University.

o Established the University of Connecticut Water and Wastewater Policy Advisory Group.
This nine-member group comprised of University, town and regional representatives meets
quarterly. It advises University management on a variety of policy issues including requests
for service connections.

The University remains committed to providing its students, faculcy, staff, visitors, and area
residents, businesses, and municipal facilites with the highest quality drinking water. For

more information concerning drinking water quality provided by the Main Campus or the
Depot Campus systems, call weekdays between 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. to the University’s Facilities
Operations at 860-486-3113 or New England Warter Utility Services, Inc.’s project manager Peter
Pezanko ar 860-486-1081 or visit our Web site at www.facilities.uconn.edu.

Thomas Callahan

Associate Vice President

for Administration & Operations




System Description

The Universicy owns and operates the Main Campus Water
System at Storrs and the Depot Campus Water System

in Mansfield. Although the two systems are interconnected,

the quality of water within each system can vary. The Main
Campus receives water from gravel-packed wells located in the
Fenton River and Willimantic River well fields. The Depot
Campus receives water only from the Willimantic River well
field. Gur wells do not pump directly from the Fenton and
Willimantic Rivers; rather, the wells are located near the rivers
and pump groundwater from extensive underground aquifers. As
groundwater moves very slowly through the fine sands that make
up these aquifers, the water is naturally filtered. The resulc is
water of excellent chemical, physical, and bacteriological quality
pumped from each well field. The only water treatment provided
is sodium hydroxide for pH adjustment and corrosion control,
and chlorine for disinfection. The University continues to have
an ample supply of high quality drinking water to meet the needs
of its on-campus and off-campus users. In addition, it has over
7.5 million gallons of water storage capacity to meet short-term
domestic, process, and fire protection needs. Large booster
pumps help maincain system pressures, and emergency generator
power ensures continued operation even during periods of electric
power outages.

Regulatory Oversight

o ensure that tap water is safe to drink, the Federal

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the

Connecticut Department of Public Health (DPH) established
regulations that limit the amount of certain contaminants in
the water provided by public water systems. Water quality
testing is an ongoing process, and the frequency of testing for
each parameter varies, as prescribed by these drinking water
regulations. Due to testing schedules, not all of these tests were
required during 2006 but the most recent test data are shown in
the table located on page 3. The University’s water systems are
tested regularly at state certified laboratories to ensure compliance
with state and federal water quality standards. Water samples are
collected for water quality analyses from our wells, from entry
points into our systems, and from sample locations within our
distribution system.

Source Protection

he University is committed to protecting its wells and

well fields, as well as the Fenton and Willimantic Rivers,
which are invaluable water resources.
Sig_niﬁcant construction projects
undertaken by the University undergo a
series of environmental reviews pursuant
to the Connecticut Environmental
Policy Act (CEPA). This process,
administered through the State’s Office
of Policy and Management, provides
numerous state agencies, organizations,
environmental groups, and the general
public with an opportunity to review and comment on a project
relative to its potential environmental impact. The University
also cooperates with Windham Water Works regarding watershed
inspections on the Main Campus. This interaction is designed to
protect both the Fenton River well field, the Fenton River and the
downstream Willimantic reservoir.

The University utilizes its aquifer mapping information to betrer
understand the areas of groundwater recharge. This hydraulic
evaluation, required by the Department of Environmental
Protecrion (DEP), delineates the critical land areas of direct
recharge that must be protected. The DPH, in conjunction with
the DEP, has on record its Source Warter Assessment Program
(SWAP) report on the Fenton River and Willimantic River wells.
This report evaluates potential sources of contamination near our
wells. The University’s well fields have an Overall Susceptibility
Rating of “LOW?”, the best possible rating. To ensure continued
source protection however, the University will remain vigilant in
protecting all of its water supply sources. For more information
regarding the SWAP report, visit DPH’s Web site at htep:/fwww.
dph.state.ct.us/BRS/water/Source_Protection/source_protection.
htm.

Planning for the Future

En 2006, the University and the town of Mansfield jointy
commissioned a Master Plan for the University’s water and
wastewater systems. This Master Plan presents a road map for
the town and the University for charting the future of these
important systems. Alternatives for the operation, maintenance,
sources of supply and future plans for these systems are identified,
along with a list of priority recommendations. Milone &
MacBroom, Inc. and Tighe & Bond prepared the study, which
can be found on the University’s Web site.

: emerwency con iéts Coplés a.re'avzulable at the Umver ty‘s
Facdmes Operanons BLllclmg at 25 LeDoy‘t Road Unit 3252,

I‘*dew ‘W'atea* Rates

: new 1ates usea single block rate bllhng miethod to encourage

3 -111creased ifito the upper blocks of consumprtion, the cost

New water rates becarne effecnve on October 1, 2006 These ’

Our previous rates used dechrung block g
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per unit of water billed decreased, which could haye been, :
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Water Quality Testing
The table below lists the results of water qualicy monitoring conducted in 2006. However, DPH ﬂlows us to monitor for some
contaminants less than once per year because the concentration of the contaminants are not expected to vary much from year to year.
Because of this, some of the data, though representative of the water quality, may be more than one year old. If levels were tested prior
0 2006, the year is identified in parentheses. Any contaminant/compound detected in the latest round of testing is included in the
table. In 2002, the University also tested for “Unregulated Contaminants.” All results were below detection levels
Highest Level Range of Highest Level Raage of
Water Quality Test . MCL MCLG Detected Deteciions Detectred Detections Possible Contaminant Source
AL AL no sample Corrosion of heusehold plumbing
Capper {ppm) L3 1.3 . 0.067 (2003) above AL 0.36 {2004) - systems
' !
AL AL ) 1 sample ' Corrosion of household plumbing
Leadl (ppm) 13 0 5.7 (2005) above AL 6(2004) - systems
Barium (ppm) 2 2 0.013 (2003) ND-0.013 0.013 (2003) NA Erosion of natural deposits
Chloride (ppm) 250 NA 20 (20035) 11-20 22 (2003) 20-22) Erosion of narural deposics
Nltmte (ppm) 10 " 10 1.0 0.18-1.0 .0 P Runoff from ferrilizer use
Nlmte ( ppm) 1 ’ 1 <0 03 ND-<0.05 ND - Runoff from fertilizer use
Sodium (ppm) ML=28 - MA 23 {2005) 21-23 24 (2003) 22.24 i Erosion of nacural depnsits
T Soil runoff, pipe sediment, or
Turbidity (ncu) (3 nru) NA 11 ND-11 20 0.21-2.0 | precipiracion of minerals or metals
presence
in »5%
of ma. MNacurally present in the
Toml Cohlnrm Bﬂctena samples 0 0 - 0 -- environment
Alpha Emircers (pCi/L) 15 0 0.87 ND-0.87 32 ND-2.2 Erosion of narural deposits
Combined Radium :
(pCl/L) : 5 0 1.33 ND-1.33 379 ND-5.79 Erosion of natural deposics
Uranium pr/L 30 0 ND - ND M/A Erosion of natural deposits
MRDL MRDLG ! Water additive used o control
Chlorine (ppr) 4 4 1.9 MND-1.9 0.3 0.0-0.3 microbes
HAAS (pph) - By-product of drinking water
{Huloaceric acids) 50 : NA ) i4 ND-14 ND ND disinfection
TTHMs (ppb) [ By-product of drinking warer
[Tutal Trihalomethanes) S0 i 0 ' 5.6 2.6-5.6 7.7 - disinfecrion

DbHNITIONS AND E( CEY TERMS

AL (Action Level): The concentration of a contaminant which, if = Detected Contaminant: A detected contaminant is any
exceeded, triggers treatment or other requirements which a water contaminant measured at or above a Method Detzction Level.

system must follow. . Just because a contaminant is derected does not mean that its
MCL (Mammum Contaminant Level) The hlghest level of a MCL is exceeded or that there is a violation.

contaminant allowed in dunlsmcr water. MCLs are setas close n/a: Not applicable.

to the MCLGs as feasible using the best ava;lable treatment . ND: Not detected.

technology. Typically when MCLS are exceeded a violation occwrs
and public notification is requlred

MCLG (Mazimum Conta_mmant Level Goal) The level ofa
contaminant in drinking mrgter below which there is noknown or
expected health risk. MCLGs allow for 2 margin of safery.
MRDL (Maximum Residual Disinfection Level): The highest
level of a disinfecrant allowed in drinking warer.

MRDLG (Maximum Besidual Dnsmfe ction Level Goal); The TT (Treatment technique): A required process intended to
' ' reduce the level of a contaminant in drinking warer.

NL: Notification level.

peb (parts per billion): One part per billion = ug/L the
equivalent of 1 penny in $10,000,000.

ppm (parts per million): One part per million= 1 mg/l the
equivalent of 1 penny in $10,000.

PCI/L (picocuries per Liter): A measure éf radioactivity.

level of a drinking water disinfectant below which there is no
known or ex PECLEd nsL 1o heqlth <1 Less than,




Water Quality

s water travels over the
4 % land surface and/or
through the ground, it can
dissolve narurally occurring
minerals and in some cases,
radioactive marerial, and
pick up substances resulting .
from the presence of animals
or from human activity,
including:

¢ Viruses and bacteria, which may come from septic
systems, livestock and wildlife.

o Salts and metals, which can be natural or may result
from stormwater runoff and farming.

¢ Pesticides and herbicides, which may come from a
variety of sources such as agriculture, urban stormwater
runoff, or farming.

» Organic chemicals, which originate from industrial
processes, gas stations, stormwater runoff and septic
systems.

° Radioactive substances, that can be naturally occurring.

To ensure safe tap water, EPA prescribes limits on these
substances in water provided by public water systems. The
presence of these contaminants does not mean that there is
a health risk. The University complies with EPA and DPH
water quality requirements to ensure the quality of the water
delivered to consumers. The test results are reflected in

the table on page 3, and any 2006 regulatory matters and
violations are listed below.

2006 Regulatory
Matters and Violations
Tutbidity is a measure of the cloudiness of the water. We

monitor it because it is a good indicator of water quality.

High turbidity can hinder the effectiveness of disinfectants.
Color in groundwater systems is commonly caused by the
precipitation of metals such as iron or manganese.

Main Campus:

(1) Treatment Technique (TT) MCL for turbidity is 5 ntu

in water systems that provide filoration treatment for surface
water supplies. On May 9, 2006, there was a turbidity test
result of 11 ntu for a sample collecred from the Main Campus.
This test result was reported to the state Department of Public
Health (DPH). Because the University’s water systems utilize
groundwater supplies, this Treatment Technique MCL does
not apply. Turbidity in groundwater systems is commonly
caused by the precipitation of metals such as iron or man-
ganese, or temporary disruptions in the distribution system
caused by high flow rates from flushing, fire flows or leaks.

(2) The secondary color standard of 15 was exceeded with one
sample of 30 from the Main Campus on July 11, 2006. This
test result was reported to the DPH.




Educational Information
éConsumer Confidence Reports are required to contain

public health information for certain contaminants and
compounds, even if the levels detected were less than the Maximum
Contaminant Levels established for those parameters. The presence
of contaminants does not necessarily indicate thar the water poses
a health risk. More information abour contaminants and porential
health effects can be obrained by calling the EPA’s Safe Drinking
Water Hotline (800-426-4791). Some people may be more
vulnerable to contaminants in drinking water than the general
population. Immuno-compromised persons such as persons with
cancer undergoing chemotherapy, persons who have undergone
organ transplants, people with HIV/AIDS or other immune system
disorders, some elderly, and infants can be particularly at risk for
infections. These people should seek advice abour drinking water
from their health care providers. EPA and che Federal Center for
Disease Control guidelines on reducing the risk of infection by
Cryptosporidium and other microbial conraminants are available
from EPA’s Safe Drinking Water Hotline (800-426-4791).
CRYPTOSPORIDIUM. Cryptosporidium is a microbial parasite
found in surface waters throughout the U.S. Since the University
uses ground water (wells) rather than surface water (reservoirs), the
University is not required to test for Cryptosporidium.

LEAD & COPPER. The University currently meets regulatory
requirements for both lead and copper. Lead and copper were
tested in 2004 (Depot Campus) and 2005 (Main Campus). None
of the samples collected exceeded the Action Levels for lead or
copper. Nonetheless, the University believes it is important to
provide irs customers with the following information regarding lead
and copper.

It is possible that lead levels in your home (building)
may be different from other homes (buildings) in

the community as a result of the age and wype of
plumbing materials. Infants and children who drink
water containing lead in excess of the Action Level
could experience delays in their physical or menzal
development. Children could show slight deficits in
attention span and learning abilities. Adults who drink
this water over a period of many years could develop
kidney problems or high blood pressure. Copper is

an essential nutrient, but like lead, its levels can vary
Jrom location to location. Some people who drink
water containing copper in excess of the Action Level
over a relatively short amount of time could experience
gastrointestinal distress and may also suffer liver or
kidney damage. People with Wilson’s disease should
consult their personal physician.

Ifyou are concerned about elevated lead or copper levels,
you may wish to have your water tested. Running
your tap for 30 seconds to two minutes before use will
significantly reduce the levels of lead and copper in the
water. Additional information on lead and copper

is available from EPAS Safe Drinking Water Hotline
(800-426-4791). Lead and copper levels will be testec
again inn 2008 (Main Campus) and 2007 (Depor
Crrmpus).

Water Conservation
Despite the growth of enrollment, employmenc and physical
plant, the University used less water in 2006 than it did in
1989. For example, in 1989 the
amount of water used on an average
day at Main and Depot Campuses
was 1.62 million gallons. In 2006
the average day demand for the two
systems was 1.36 million gallons.
This reduction resulted from the
physical improvement to buildings
and infrastructure enabled by UCONIN 2000 and from conscious
efforts to conserve water. Over the years the University has invested
considerable resources in the areas of repairing leaks, installing water-
saving devices, installing more efficient water chillers, replacing old
water mains with new ones and rewrofitring/replacing equipment
with more efficient methods. Qur more recent efforts included
a complete leak detection survey with repair of all detected leaks
completed in 2003, and water system operation changes made in
2005-06 to maximize warter efficiencies, thereby reducing wasted
water. A comprehensive water conservation study of University
buildings completed in 2007, will identify additional conservation
opportunities.

Why Should You Conserve Water?

» ffective water conservation is the combination of individual
A, actions. Conservation will:

* Reduce potential impacts to the environment by reducing
groundwarer withdrawals.

s Reduce the need for additional sources of warer.

e Ensure that we all have a safe and adequarte supply of water
for years to come.
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