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REGULAR MEETING - MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL

AUGUST 25, 2008

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

1. ROLL CALL
Present: Blair, Clouette, Haddad, Koehn, Nesbitt, Paterson, Paulhus,
Schaefer (7:40 p.m.).

Excused: Duffy

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to approve the minutes of the
August 11,2008 meeting with correction. Motion passed unanimously.

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

IV. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL
Tom Rogers, President Mansfield Senior Center Association, 34 Lynwood
Road, invited all Council members to attend a Commemoration that will be held
on September 5, 2008 from 1:00 - 3:00 to recognize the largest single donation
often laptops being made to the Senior Center.

Jay Rueckl, 128 South Eagleville Road, read excerpts from a statement he
distributed to the Council regarding contradictory arguments claiming the MCC
is not self-sustaining. (Statement attached)

Michael Spottiswoode, Olsen Drive, questioned the Council for nIles and
procedures regarding letters from the public being "read at Council meetings. Mr.
Spottiswoode wanted clarification as to why he wasn't given the opportunity to
have his letter read at the meeting after requesting to do so. Ms. Paterson
explained because the letter was not addressed to the Council, but rather
addressed to the Town Manager she felt reading the letter in a public fOnIm
wasn't appropriate. Mr. Spottiswoode will readdress his letter to the Council
for consideration.

Cynara Stites, 122 Hanks Hill Road, commented that she felt any Mansfield
community group should be allowed to use the MCC meetings rooms at no
charge.
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Mike Sikoski, 135 Wildwood Road, suggested that the Housing Inspection
Program be suspended until the Committee on the Community for the Quality
of Life has had a chance to review the program. Mr. Sikoski would like some
action taken on the water/septic testing as the second round of inspections start
on August 28, 2008.

Mr.. Sikoski, as a new appointee to the Ethics Committee questioned when the.
Committee would meet and requested a list of members of the Ethics
Committee.

Ken Guyette, 405 Mulberry Road, requested data indicating how much of his
tax dollars are going to the Community Center in comparison to other
departments. Ms. Paterson suggested he direct a letter to the Director of
Finance.

Kristine Koehler, Wormwood Hill Road, supports the Community Center as
well as the Parks & Recreation Dept. She expressed her appreciation for Curt
Vincente and Jay O'Keefe.

Betsy Parker, 710 Storrs Road, an employee of the Mansfield Board of
Education expressed the positive impact the MCC has had on her students. She
fully supports both Curt Vincente and Jay O'Keefe and feels that her tax dollars
are being well spent on behalf of them. '

Sean Cox, 12 Wormwood Hill Road, expressed his gratitude for Mr. Vincente
and hopes the Council will consider all the factors in the decisions made by IVIr.
Vincente concerning the Riverside Athletic Club memberships.

Larry Lombard, 185 Pleasant Valley Road, agreed with all the positive
comments that were made on the Community Center tonight.

V. OLD BUSINESS

1. Commtmity Campus Relations
Matt Hart, Town Manager, has spoken with Sergeant Kodzis regarding the
return ofUConn students this past weekend. Sergeant Kodzis was confident
things were well-in-hand. In the upcoming week, a joint task force will be
conducting door-to-door community visits sponsored by the Mansfield
Community Campus Partnership.

2. Community Water and Wastewater Issues
The Water & Waste Water Advisory Committee will be meeting in
September.

3. Appointment of Special Legal Counsel
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Jeffrey Smith, Director of Finance referred to his memo dated August 21,
2008 requesting an additional two weeks to complete an ordinance for
review by the Finance Committee. (See attached.)

VI. NEW BUSINESS

4. Mansfield Skate Park Project
Curt Vincente, Director of Parks & Recreation and Michael Taylor,
Volunteer and resident, Stonemill Road, expressed their enthusiasm on the
success of the project. Constmction costs have been approximately $28,500
with another $20,000 - $40,000 to be raised through a fundraising program
for equipment. A highly successful Skate Board/BMX Jam was held on
July 28, 2008 with approximately 100 participants.

5. Mansfield Community Center Fee Schedule
Mr. Clouette moved and Ms. Blair seconded, effective October 1, 2008, that
the Community Center membership fees for year six and program fee
policies be revised as indicated in attachments #1 and #5 (as noteq below)."
(See attached.) . .

Recommendations for membership fees include: a zero percent increase in
membership rates; a freeze on membership fees; a new $25.00 enrollment
fee for new members, this fee would offset the $30,000 revenue loss (from
flat membership rates); a new month-to-month agreement and the
elimination of off-peak membership option for new members.

In response to a an earlier question regarding reserving rooms at the
Community Center for the public, Mr. Vincente explained that Mansfield
groups that are civic organizations servLl1g Mansfield residents are not
charged a fee for the use of the rooms.

After much discussion concerning the fee schedules, a number of the
Council members expressed their concerns on the need to stay informed on
the financial status ofthe Community Center. Mr. Hart said they would
continue to monitor the finances and if necessary make adjustments to the
expenditures.

Motion passed unanimously.

6. Mansfield Community Center Marketing Discussion
Town Manager Matt Hart explained due to the fmancial pressures to
increase revenues and adjust expenditures in operating costs for the Center
he understands the reasoning behind the offer that was made to members of
the RAC. Curt Vincente, and Cliff Emery, marketing consultant explained
that there were a number of factors involved in making the decision to
acquire RAC memberships.
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Mr. Hart suggested that a policy on discounts and fee recovery be developed
and reviewed by the Council.

7. Mansfield Senior Center Architectural Study
Kevin Grunwald, Director of Human Services, William Hammon, Director
of Facilities Management and Rick Lawrence, project architect spoke on
plans for the potential expansion of the Senior Center. The architectural
plans submitted for completing the expansion would be approximately $2.27
million. A more scaled-down renovation/expansion plan with costs ranging
from $300,000 to $400,000 would include the following priority areas:
creating men's and women's accessible bathrooms; adding a separate
entrance for the laundry, expansion of office space, adding parking spaces
and creating a common area.

The town would apply for a Small Cities Block Grant for funding the
project.

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Haddad seconded, the Town Council requests
the Town Manager to obtain a detailed fee proposal to prepare architectural
drawings to the appropriate level of completeness for the Senior Center
project.

Mr. Nesbitt moved to amend the motion to add: "and to explore other
alternative options for the Senior Center." Ms. Koehn seconded.

All in favor: Clouette, Haddad, Koehn, Nesbitt, Paterson, Paulhus
Opposed: Schaefer, Blair

WIT. Clouette requested a revote on the original motion.

The motion as amended reads, as follows:

The Town Council requests the Town Manager to obtain a detailed fee
proposal to prepare architectural drawings to the appropriate level of
completeness for the Senior Center project and to explore other alternatives
induding Masonicare.

Motion passed unanimously.

8. Authorization for Lease Purchase Financing
Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Clouette seconded to approve the following
resolution:

Move, effective August 25,2008
Resolved.
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(a) That the Director of Finance is authorized to enter into a Lease
Purchase Financing project with Municipal Services Group, the
winning low bidder in our most recent RFP for lease purchase
financing. (Contract expires December 2008.)

(b) That the Town Manager, Director of Finance and Treasurer or any
two of them are authorized to enter into a lease purchasing
agreement not to exceed $508,000, and to determine the amount,
interest rates, maturities, prepayment provisions, forms and other
details of the agreement.

(c) Principal and interest payments of the lease purchase agreement are
subject to annual appropriation.

(d) It is the intention of the Town ofMansfield that the lease purchase
agreement will qualify as tax exempt debt, as such the Town
Manager, Director of Finance and Treasurer or any two of them are
authorized to make such .representations and covenants as they deem
necessary or advisable in order to maintain: the continued exemption
from federal income taxation on interest on the lease purchase
agreement.

(e) The Town reserves the right to reimburse itself from the proceeds of
the lease purchase financing for any equipment pre-purchased from
the approved equipment list.

Motion passed tmanimously.

9. Replacement of Asbestos-bearing Tiles at Mansfield Middle SchooL

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

1. Resolved, that schematic drawings and outline specifications for the
replacement of asbestos-bearing tiles at the Mansfield Middle School be
prepared.

2. Resolved, the Superintendent ofMansfield Schools is empowered to file an
application for this project.

Motion passed unanimously.

VII. DEPARTMENTAL AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

No comments.
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VIII. REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

Mr. Clouette commented in the absence ofMs. Duffy that the Committee on
Committees and Communications Advisory Committee would be meeting
regarding on how best to fill vacancies on advisory committees.

The Committee on Committees will be attending both the Know Your Town Fair
and the Festival on the Green in order to solicit public involvement.

Mr. Haddad, chair of the Personnel Committee has developed a draft ofmles
and procedures for the Council, which will be presented shortly.

IX. REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS
None

X. TOWN MANAGER'S REPORT

School Building Committee will be holding an Open House on September 17,
2008at 7:00 P.M. at the Mansfield Middle SchooL .

Attorney O'Brien was contacted for his opinion on whether the Council by
resolution could add additional advisory questions in connection to the budget
referendum. Attorneis O'Brien's opinion was that it could not be done without a
revision to the Charter.

Know Your Town Fair will be held at the Community Center on September 6th,
from 10:00 - 1:00 PM.

Festival on the Green and Fireworks in the Park will beheld on September 13th

and 14th
•

Matt Hart will be attending an ICMA Annual Conference in Richmond, VA from
September 21-24,2008.

The Committee on Committees will be meeting with the Ethics Committee for an
organization meeting.

XI. FUTURE AGENDAS

Town Manager, Matt Hart noted that the following issues would be discussed at
the upcoming meeting: Strategic Plan will be presented; Report on the Storrs
Center Project; and other issues.

Ms. Koehn would like an analysis on the CUlTent pool use at the Community
Center. An analysis will be provided as a future agenda item.
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Mr. Clouette suggested that an Ad Hoc Committee report back on possible
options and revisions to the Landlord Regulations specifically regarding the
August 28, 2008 Second Round Water Testing.

XII. PETITIONS, REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

10. Chronicle, "Council OK's Guidelines for DOvvntown Storrs Talks" - 08/19/08

11. Chronicle, "Editorial: Towns Try to Hedge Vote on Smith Track" - 08/16/08"

12. Chronicle, "Editorial: We Offer These Threads, Needles" - 08/18/08"

13. Chronicle, "Letters to the Editor" - 08/08/08

14. Chronicle, "Letter to the Editor" - 08/14/08

15. Chronicle, "Letter to the Editor" - 08/19/08

16. Chronicle, "Mansfield Has Likely Assisted Living Developer" - 08/08/08

17. Chronicle, "School Board Volunteers to Tweak Budget" - 08-14-08

18. Chronicle, "Storrs Center Planners Pledge to Go Green" - 08/07/08

19. M. Eldredge re: Bonding Resolution

20. M. Hart re: Reappointments to Mansfield Conservation Commission

21. D. O'Brien re: Mansfield Downtown Partnership Conflict of Interest Issues

22. State of Connecticut Department ofEnvironmental Protection re: Request for
Waiver, University of Connecticut Landfill/Former Chemical Pits

Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Nesbitt seconded to move into Executive Session.

Motion passed unanimously

XIII. EXECUTIVE SESSION

Present: Blair, Clouette, Haddad, Koehn, Nesbitt, Paterson, Schaefer
Also Present: Town Manager, Matt Hart
Open Space Acquisition

XIV. ADJOURNMENT
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Mr. Clouette moved and Ms. Blair seconded to adjourn the meeting.

Motion passed unanimously.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor Christine Hawthorne, Asst. Town Clerk
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Statement to the Town Council, August 25, 2008

Jay Rueckl
128 South Eagleville Road
jay.rueckl@gmail.com

My family and I have been members of the community center for several years, and we
frequently take advantage of both the facilities and the various community programs and events
it offers. I am here because I view the community center as an important asset for our town and
I want to ensure that it stays that way.

Much of the recent criticism of the MCC involves two somewhat contradictory arguments. On
the one hand is the claim that the MCC is not self-sustaining, and in particular that the taxpayer
dollars of the many are being used to subsidize the membership benefits of the few. On the
other hand is the position that membership outreach initiatives like the proposal involving former
members of the Riverside Athletic Club (RAC) are inappropriate, presumably because the MCC,
as a government entity, is obligated to treat all town residents alike.

These arguments reveal a tension between two differing conceptions of the MCC. Is it a self­
sustaining entity subject to the same constraints and market forces as a for-profit business? Or is
it a government entity subject to the same principles as other public institutions. In reality, it is
neitler and it is both. The MCC serves two distinct functions-it provides membersbip
functions similar to t.l:1ose of a' health club, and it also serves as the home to a variety of town
programs and events. The expectation that it would serve both functions has been there from the
start, as many of the design changes made during u1.e planning process attest.

Perhaps the fact that it serves two distinct functions underlies some of the confusion apparent in
various public comments concerning the MCC's fmancial status. The change in accounting. ,

practices recently implemented by the town's fmancial department is an important step towards
clarifying the situation. The revised methodology is widely used in similar circumstances and is
familiar, for example, to anyone involved in the administration of a grant from a federal agency
such as NSF or NIH. It is a more appropriate approach than the method it replaces, it is
endorsed by independent auditors, and most importantly, it provides a means for diseatangling
the revenues and costs associated with the membership arid community aspects of MCC
operations. What the improved accounting system makes clear is that the membership function
of the MCC is in fact self-sustaining. Thus, some of the arguments against the MCC have it
backwards. Taxpayers are not subsidizing the membership of the MCC. If anything, members
of the MCC are subsidizing the community functions that would otherwise draw more on
taxpayer dollars.

It should also be noted that because it only takes expenditures and revenues into account, the
new accounting system, while an improvement, still fails to account for other, less easily
measured benefits of the MCC. It does not account for the impact of the health benefits
associated with the facilities. It does not account for the potential synergy of the MCC and other
developments under consideration, including in particular Downtown Storrs and the proposed
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assisted/independent-living facility. It does not account for the social and learning opportunities
provided by the MCC, nor its impact on civic pride and sense of community, nor its effect on the
desirability of Mansfield as a place to live, nor the employment and volunteer opportunities the
:MCC provides, including in particular to high-school students and young adults.

Public policy and public discourse should acknowledge both the membership and community
functions of the commUIiity center, weigh the costs and benefits properly associated with' each of
these functions, and balance the expectation that the membership function be self-sustaining with
the constraints implied by the fact that the MCC is a government entity. With this in mind, I
would like to make the following recommendations: '

1. The town should provide an accessible, plain-language explanation of the accounting system
and what it reveals, and make other relevant documents more readily available, including in
particular the Community Center management study prepared by Enterprise
Consulting and MCC quarterly and annual reports.

2. lfthe membership program is expected to be self-sustaining, then it is appropriate (within
reason) to allow the MCC management to use many of the marketing tools used by for-profit
businesses, and innovations that increase the attractiveness and profitability of the membership
component should be supported.

3. The MCC offers a number of popular community services. Fu...TJ.ding these services through
the general fund is not only fair and appropriate, but it would help hold down membership costs,
thus making membership more affordable to town residents. It will be up to the town residents
to decide, through their representatives on the Council, whether the benefits of a given
community program outweigh its costs. Certainly the popularity of many of the existing
programs suggests that they should be continued. Certainly too it is unreasonable and unrealistic
to expect that these programs can or should continue without funding support from the town.

4. The town should publicize the fact that membership- and program-fee subsidies are available
for low-:-income residents and explore the possibility of expanding this program to a broader
range of residents, induding in particular senior citizens on fixed incomes. ,Doing so might blur
the lines between the membership and community functions of the MCC, both conceptually and
fmancially, but it would also help achieve the goal that the benefits of the MCC should extend to
all own residents.

The residents of Mansfield have voted with our feet. Last year nearly a quarter of a million
people visited the community center. The MCC is an attractive and widely used facility, and
both its membership and community functions are popular and deserve our continued support.
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To:

From:

Subject:

Date:

Matthew Hart

Jeffrey H. Smith

Appointment of Special Legal Counsel

August 21,2008

In regard to the appointment of Special Legal Counsel, you have asked me to

review the Charter, the Purchasing Rules and Regulations (Rules) and prepare a

resolution relating to the appointment of Special Legal 'Counsel using the

language that currently exists in the above rules;

In regard to you your request, I have a number of questions and or comments

which I believe the Council should consider prior to· my preparation of the

resolution.

1. The Charter requires that the Town Council shall establish by ordinance

procedures regarding the procurement of goods and services. In the past,

we have included the provision of special legal services in our purchasing

rules.

2. We have not, as yet, adopted an ordinance dealing with the procurement

of goods and services; but are in the process of doing so.

3. The current Rules, which I believe will form the basis for the ordinance,

will need to be reviewed and amended where appropriate prior to adoption

as an ordinance. For example, Councilwoman Koehn has asked that we
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include language for green purchasing. To that end, I am reviewing

articles and policies from the cities of Kobenhavn, Denmark, Richmond

Virginia and the County of Sacramento, California, which were kindly

provided by Councilwomen Koehn

4. My concern is - should we adopt by resolution a rule which appears to be

required by the Charter to be adopted by ordinance?

5. And, once the Council adopts.by ordinance procedures regarding the

procurement of good~ and services what effect does that have on the

resolution, especially if there is a conflict between the old Rules and the"

ordinance adopting the new procedures.

Because of the potential confusion and conflict this action could entail, 1would

ask the Council's indulgence in allowing me to complete the preparation of a draft

ordinance for review by the Finance Committee. Once approved by the Finance

Committee it would go to the full Council for their consideration~

These steps would follow the" explicit requirements of the Charter leaving no

room for misinterpretation or confusion in the implementation of the ordinance.
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MANSFIELD PARKS and RECREATION DEPARTMENT
Community Center Fee Recommendations

Year Six - Effective October 1, 2008

Proposed 7123/08

FAMILYIHOUSEHOLD - Annual

Resident - Full-use

~esident - Off-Peak

AshfordlWillington - Full-use

AshfordlWillington - Off-peak

Non-Resident - Full-use
Non-Resident - Off~peak

(Includes 2 people, each addl. person age 1? & under
OR FT dependent student 24 & under with proof)
additional FlH member age 18 & over, not d~pendent

# in category CURRENT . REcoMMENDED

as of 711108 RATES RATES

553 590.00 590.00

42 450.00 see note 6 below

97 650.00 650.00

12 490.00 see note 6 below

192 685.00 685.00

13 ·540.00 ,see note 6 below

2,051 30.00 30.00

,50~. off indiv. Rate 50% off indiv. Rate

ADULTICHILD HOUSEHOLD· Annual
Resident - Full-use
Resident,- Off-Peak

. AshfordlWillingtqn· 'Full-use
AshfordlWiliington - Off-peak

Non-Resident - Full-use
Non-Resident - Off-peak

(includes 1 adult and 1child under age 14,

each add') child under age 14)

INDIVIDUAL· Annual
Resident - Full-use
Resident - orf-Peak

AshfordlWillington • Full-use

AshfordlWillington - Off-peak

Non-Resident - Full-use
Non-Resident -,Off-peak

€iB 355.00 355.00

·3 300.00 see note 6,below '
" ' .

17 390.00 '390.00

6 330.00 ,see note 6 belGw

42 420.00 420.00

5 ' 355.00 see n~ti! 6 below

, 213 30.00 30.00

316 330.00 330.00

83 265.00 see note 6 below

,78 355.00 355.00

20 305.00 see note 6 below

174 390.00 390.00

40 330.00 see note 6 below

ANNUAL RATE NOTES:
,1) Above ral~s are For annual fee paid in full

4) A 3% service charge is added For monthly payments

,3) Rales may vary slightly From time to time for marketing promotions

·4) ProoF of addr~~s/hous,ehold of residence required For all members age 18 and older

5) Full year commitment'required. Refunds or Cancellations offered only in'el.1enuating circumstances

6) Off-Pea~ rates will be mainiained For existing members who conllnue, but will no longer be available for new members
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MANSFIELD PARKS and RECREATION DEPARTMENT
Community Center Fee.Recommendations

Year Six - Effective October 1, 2008

Proposed 7/23/08

FAMILY/HOUSEHOLD - 3 Month Option

Resident - Full-use

Resident - Off-Peak

AshfordlWillington - Full-use

AshfordlWUlington - Off-peak

Non-Resident - Full-use

Non-Resident - Off-peak

(inclUdes 2 people, each add!. person age 17 &under

OR FT dependent student 24 &under with proon

additlona! F/H member age 18 &over, not dependent

ADULTICHILD HOUSEHOLD -3 Month Option
Resident - Full-use
Resident - Off-Peale

AshfordlWillington - Full-use
AshfordNI/i11lngton - Off-peak

,Non-Resident - Full-use

Non-Resident - Off-peak

(includes ~ adult and 1 child under 'age 14, "

each add" child under age 14)

INDIVIDUAL·3 Month Option

Resident - Full-use

Resident - Off-Peak

AshfordlWiIIlngton - Full-use

AshfordlWililngton - Off-peak

Non-Resident - Full-use

Non-Resident - Off-peak

'Total Memberships - all categories (as of 7/1108)

Total Members - all categories (as ,of 7/1/011)
., . ".

# in category CURRENT RECOMMENDED
as of 7/1/08 ' RATES RATES

18 195.00 195.00

4 150.00, see note 6 below

10 215.00 215.00

2 165.00 see note 6 below

14 ,225.00 225.00

2 180.00 see note 6 below

87 30.00 .30.00

50% off indiv. Rale 50% off indiv. Rate

'7 120.00 120.00

1 100.00 see nQte 6 below

'2 '130.00 130.00

110.00 see note 6 below

8 '140.00 '140.00

4 120.QO see note 6 below

36 30.qO 30.00

57, 110.00 110.00

11 90.00 se~ note 6 below

14 120.00 120.00

6 105.00 see note 6'below

47 130.00 130.00

15 110.00 see note 6 below

1,984

4,371

,~ MONTH OPTION NOTES:

,1) Above rates musl be paid in full

, 2) Conversion 10 annual membership will be pro-rated only within (he firstmonth

',3) -No refunds or canceUalions for any reason

" 'l) ,~,rocf of address/household of residence required for all members age 18 and older

, ,5) ,Rales may vary slightly from lime to lime fOf marketing promotions

5) Qff...Paalc ,,:atas ~~m be mai~1a.~n.e~ fO,r. ~:d~ti~g members ~·Jho ~cntinu~1b4~vm no long6i be available fOi new members



MANSFIELD PARKS and RECREATION DEPARTMENT
Community Center Fee Recommendations

Year Six· Effective October 1, 2008

CURRENT
RATES

Proposed 712310S

RECOMMENDED
RATES

DAILY ADMISSiON
Resident - .lnfantlToddler (under age 3)

Resident - Youth (ages 3-17)

Resident" Adult (ages 18-61)
Resident· Senior Citizens (ages 62+)

AshfordMflllington -lnfantIToddler (under agf:! 3)
AshfordlWlllington - Youth (ages 3-17)
AshfordlWilllngton - Adult (ages 18-61 )
AshfordMfliiington - Senior Citizens (ages 62+)

'Non-Resident - InfantITbddier (under age 3)
NoncResident ~ Youth (ages 3-17)
Non-Resident - Adult (ages 18-61),
Non-Resident - Senior Citizens (ages 62+)

Discount Book·of 10 visits

Guest Pass (with member)

TEEN CENTER

MISCELLANEOUS
Insufficient Fund Fee

Freeze Fee (3 month)

Fitness Flex Program Package

Enrollment Fee

FACILITY RENTAL RATES
See attached .party rental forms

Safe Graduation - Out ofTown Schoois

Safe Graduation· E.O. Smith (50% discount)
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1.00

5.00
9.00 .

7.00

200

6.00
10.00·

8.00

3.00
7.00

11:00

9.00

FREE

25.00

one month fee
, 225.00

·nia

.18lperson

91person .

1.00

.. 5.00

9.00
7.00

2.00
6.00

10.00.
'S.Oo

3.00

7.00

11.00

9.00

FREE

25.00
20.00

225.00

25.00

is/person

91person



1ftrM~~ieldComlllunity C€nter"f\ 10 S..EagleV111e Road, 'Storrs, CT 06268, (860) 429-3015

. .' Party Planning Form ','. '_.,
Thaillcyou for choosing to have.your party at the Mansfield ComniUnity Center.i'ThetoITrriiunitj Room' and Arts ana Crafts Rooms
are a:va:i1able for parties at fue -times listed below. We ilio offer 'severEl additional' ootions; "Please take the: time to review the
information below and return.~ form. to the Mansfield CamIDl.loitj Center witil payrn;lIt ill full to reserve a room fe-r your partY.
Parties :MUST be reserved at leasHwuweeks=iTrlldvance for piann:ing-pmp05es:-·Pl:eas~ca:l.l-429 ..3tH5 for more infonnation.,.Pl~ase

no.te that par#es mIlst include eitlzel'tlze Alt5'.. and,Q!f!.fts ;R.OOll~ OJ! tile. Commullitj Room, Please see other side for more party
pla.nnmg information. We will call you to confirm:'dat~/tiIrie'- Rese~atiQn ~ ~ot I:o~~d~m;,tiI We: 'c;m Y~u.Pl~as~· p'ick. Ii s.ecemd
choice in case your £rst choioe is not available. ' : . , ...:',.,' , ' :":," ,' ~ ", ,'..:.•....

, ,

Street
Commmdty Room Times

.. :'\. City.', ,ZIP
'Arts and Crafts Room Times

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

Sun., 12:30-2:30 lJ.m.
,S~,~? p.m., ~""

. , Fri., 7-9 p.m.
" ' , , Sal, noan-2 p.m..
, Sat., 4-6 p.~ ".

Sat., 7:30:'9:30 p.m.

.:.. ' ·Sun., -ll a.m.-l p.m.
.'.,' Sun., 2::3.0-4:30 p.m.

,:. '. Sun., 6"8 P.m. " ... '
. . ~.: " .'.,

" I

Room requeste.d 1~ choice ...:...... ---= 211d cho~~e~, --;-__--:---:- _

'Date 1"equested- ...:-- Alten~at~.:d'!_te. :__----

.Time reqllested '--- Alternate tim&, -::--__"'--_--:-_---::-"'""-:---

.Please check your choices and wriie.in pri.ces ill right'col:.:.r.m ,," i" ',:-: '. ..,.':' ,,;; ,i;':; (:Men:. Nan.MeRl

... ',.,.;'. ".:

Community Room Cholds up to 50 -people)
,

$75, . .$150,"

Co~u.rUtvRoomWIT'Ii serVing kitchen (me. o'{spac.e. in refi-irreratar/'Teezer. andlorstrJve.) $90' $180
.Arts and Crafts Room (holds uTI to 20ueople)

, " . . ..,$50 $100'.. ....

.Arts and Crafts ,Room WITH teen center ' '.
.. ..' $160,'.' '$80, :

I ., Up to25, p~opleDecora:ti.onS (zn addition to' the·n;)Qm rental fee)- .' " " .', $50 $75
, (iD~ludes balloons, 'paper tablecloths, cups, Jllates,-napkins, plastic ware, 'streamers) 26-50 people , $75 $100

Main Pool (avnilable fo~ 1 tiou~ ofyaur 2-haurparty) Time? Up to 10 people $25 , $40
.TIierapy Pool may Gr myNOT be availabie. 11+ people $50 $65

.Small P onllnflatables (circle 1 or 2) snake star fruit slice saucer sea saw @ .$15 $20
• I: ..

$50~ Gym (available for 1.hour of your 2-hour party) "Time? $25

Giant Inflatable Gym Slide (in addition to gymrentalfee) $125 $200

Gym Mats' (in addition to gym rental fee) $15 $20

Pre-school riding fays (iIi addition to gym rental fee) $iG $1~
• q , ... ,. $15 " "$20V-Dlleji:ball set-up, (in addition to gym rental fee) , ,- ;:.. ., ':",.:"

"CJie~s·~;P.izz~Soda or Juice (2-3 slices :perp~rson) people@ $5 $6

Ice.Cre:mi.Cak~,' ,Name 9~'-B:lrthd~}:':Cak:e "
.. " ~_jebple@ $3 .. $4 :

,""

Ice,'Cteam Flavor (Circle One). VEuiina ChElcolate Both .. : :',::. .,
, .' ' .

Re~l11dable Se~uHt;Deposit (rl!tu~n.~ri~fte~ th'e party.in~, dam~f[~is dane)(pll!a;~ ;,,~ite separate checi,) $25 $25 J

I'Total P.a...-4Y :Paclt~ge (:rOOT1l..;"m not'he r~se.-rved1TI1til payment is made in full) J
, ,

"::':: Far Offir;e Use Oniy .



TOWN OF M:AN'SFIELD

FEE SCH:ElJ;U·LE .

Parks & Recreation Department Sections only
. . . -. ~ . ."

-17-

AS OF JULY 1,1995
Revised 10/1/95
Revised 02/04/98
Revised 04/01/98
Revised 07/01/99
Revised 01101/01
Revised 02/01/02
Revised 01/01/04
Revised 03/01/07
Revised 07/23/08



7/23/08

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

Revenue Source Code Description Authority Effective

DEPARTMENT: DEPARTMENT OF P.A.RKS· & RECREATION
(Including Community and Adult Education)

Fund 260 Fee Charging Policy

. .
RECOi'JJ'tfENDED CHANGES llf BOLD
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7/23/08

TOVV'N OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

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

General Statement

The Parks & Recreation Department's goal is the enrichment of the life of the total community by providing opportuJ:rities for
the worthy use of leisure, contributing social, physical, educational, cultural and general well-being of the community and
its people. .

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

Definitions

Operatioual Costs - expenditures necessary for the program's' implementation, Le., special equipment. (archery) I specialized
instrm::tor's salary, overhead expenditures, etc. '

Functional Costs - expenditures which are not essentially necessary for a successful program; Le., umpires, uniforms, etc.

"rotal Cost :Recovery - a system in which the purpose is to recover the direct costs incurred by providing a service. Fees are based on
;ost recovery by calculating the total prograID. cost and dividing the .cost by the Iiumber of participanla anticipated. Although
program fees are based on Total Cost Recovery, full reimbursement may not be achieved due to fee waivers and/or registration
of persons 62 and over. ' . .

Tuition Fee" the program cost to cover operational and/or functional costs.

Occasionally, partiqIlar material costs rnay be incorporatedor listed separately.

Materials Fee -the added cost to programs requiring supplies which-will be utilized, expended or retained by participants.
~ . . . .

Program. Fee - a co~bination of the Tuition Fee and Materials Fee.
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7/23/08

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

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

GENERAL POLICIES

1. All department programs that operate on a registration basis (fee or non-fee) will give residents first preference
during the registration period. Community Center members will be given preference for fitness and aquatic related
programs held at lhe Community Center.

2. Tuition fees will not be charged for programs that have volunteer instructors uniess operational and/or functional
expen9-itures are required.

3. Non-residents will be charged $10.00 or more above the established Tuition Fee for residents ($15.00 for summer
'day camp). 'This increment is applied to offset admin:istratiye costs since non~residents are hot taxpayers, but are
privileged to pa..-ticipate in Mansfield programs. Ifprograms are offered free of charge to residents and
non-residents, they will be allowed in the program for a $10.00 non-resident fee, with residents having first
.preference.

4. Persons aged 62 and over will be given a 10% discount on program fees, excluding ~s.
" . ~' . . . .

. .,

5. Mansfield residents who cannot afford the Program Fee may 'apply for a 90 %or 50 %fee waiver tlrro"ugh the
.Parks & Recreation Department based on the Town's Fl;le Waivers Ordinance. Program participants are
responsible for Materials Fees, if applicable. Trips are not included and surner camp sessions are limited to tWo.

6. Co-sponsored organization activities are planned by each organization and are subject to review by the Recreation
Advisory Committee and the Parks & Recreation pepartment.

7. A late fee charge of $10.00 will be applied to registrations received after a certain cut-off date (for basketball and
basebaIVsoftball programs onty). This applies to residentsas well as non-re~idents.
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7/23/08

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

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

PROGRAM POLICIES

1. Youth and Adult Instructional Programs - instructionally oriented where a rrriillmum of 50 %class time is dedicated to
teaching specific skills andlor methods of specialized activity, e.g., tennis, arts and crafts, photography, music, etc.

a. AdiIlt programs are open to residents and non~residents. Program fees are based on total cost recovery.
b. Youth programs are open to residents and non-residents. 'Program fees lire based on total cost recovery.

2. Youth'and Adult Workshops/Clinics - instructionally oriented, but dedicate over 50% class time to perfe'cting skills,
and the instructor is required to coach partieipants, e.g., art workshops, volleyball clinic, etc. AIl workshops/cliriics
are based on'total c~st recovery. Programs are open to residents and non-residents; ,

3. Adult and Youth General Recreation Programs - recreationally oriented, with less thim 50% class time dedicated
to instruction andlor direction, e.g., fitness, aerobics, Pre-ScheolFimtimelMovementEducatioll, etc.

, ,

a. Adult programs are open to r~sidentS and non-residents, and are based on total cost recovery.
b. Youth progr~s are open to residents and non-residents, and,an: based on total cost recovery.

4. AduItandYouth Open Gym Programs - recreationally oriented, providing facilities, existing equipment, and,
supervision for participant free-piay. Programs will be offered at minimal cost to defray expense of supe~or.

, Should special services need to be provided, the costs will be transferred to the participants. '

5. Adult and Youth Leagues - prograIns which provide coaching, team organizaticin, scheduiing and facilities. The
opportunity prevails for participants to learn skills, practice, and to compete within the skill flIealsPort.Programs
are open to residents and non-residents'and are based on a total,cost recovery basis. '

6. Adult' a:i:J.d Youth Escursions - progTams in which buses, tickets andlor other operationallfunctional costs wollld be
involved in a trip away from Mansfield. Excursions are availble to residents and non-residents. Excursions are
totally self-supporting.

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

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

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

--'•c. -Speciai 'Evenfs, wIifdi .have-.:i' fee'-;itlached,- are-ope'u to ~resldeIits and-uc)il::resldents" but maybe-fID:iitectto ',
residents due to facilitiy limitations.

~ . .' .
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TO WN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

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

BICENTENNIAL POND ADNITSSTON

Resident:

Season Pass

Non-Resident

Season Pass

Daily Fee:

Weekdays

$25.00 up to 4
$30.00 up to 6

$50.00

. Resident - $2.00/person
Non-Resident - $3.00/person .

Council
Council

4/92
4/92

WeekendIHoliday Resident - $3.00/person
Non-Resident - $4.00/perscn

Fishing - Free

Pavilion Rental Charge - $20.00 per fourhour block (available in~season only)
. . ..

Group Rate - 15 %Reduction
10 persons or more

LiGns Club Memorial Park Paviliou· Rental

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

$50.00 mandatory deposit (refundable upon facility inspection and key return)
$50.00 pavilion rental (4-hour block of time, restr?omsincluded)
$20.00 serving kitchen· (refrigerator, stove, sinks)

-22-
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7/23/08

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

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

SPONSORSHIPfBROCHURE ADYERTISE1vLbNTS

Seasonal Brochure..: recover total or partial cost of printing, mailing, or advertising on a seasonalbasis.

The Mansfield Parks & Recreation Department seasonal program brochure offers an exceptional way for businesses to support
community wide events and programs while promoting their business in the greater Mansfield area~ The seasonal brochure is
mailed to over 30,000 households in the area and thousands of additional copies are distributed throughout the region.

The brochure is filled with important program and' event information and is kept by many families asa quick reference for
Parks & Recreatibn programs and general Mansfield Community Center information.

Brochure advertising is now handled by contract wi~h the Norwich Bulletin, w~ch offsets the prinf.ng costs
for the de)?artment. '

ADVERTISING DEADLINES

Fall- June 15, Winter - Oct. 15, Spring - ~an, 15., Summer - Apr. 1

..
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7/23/08

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

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

COM1vlUNITY CENTER FEE SCHEDULE (page 1 of 2)

50 %off individual rate

FamilyftIousehold
Full-Use
Off-Peat
Full-use· 3-Month
Off-Peak 3-Month

(includes 2 people, each addl. person age 17 & unde:r
OR FT dependent ~dent 24 & under with proof)
additional PIH member age 18 &; over .

Resident

$590.00
see note 6 below

$195.00
see note 6 below

,. .

$30.00

Ashfordl
Willington:

$650.00
see note '6 below

$215.00
see note 6 below

$30.00

Non-Resident

$685.00
see note 6 below

'$225.00
see note 6 below

$30.00

Arlult/Child Household
Full-Use
Off-Peak
Full-use 3-Month.
Off-Peak 3-Month

$355.00 . $390.00
see note 6 beIG"" s~e note 6below
. I $120;00 $130.00
see note 6 below see noten below

$420.00
see note 6 below

$140.00
see note 6 below

(includes 1 adult and 1 child under age 14,
~ach add'l child under age 14)

$30.00 $30.00 .$30.00

Individual
,Pull-Use
Off-Peale
Full-use 3-Month
Off-Peale 3-Month

ANNUAL RATE NOTES:

$330.00
see note 6 below

$110.00
.see note 6 below

$355.00
see note 6 below

$120.00
see note 6 below

$390.00
see note 6 below

$130.00
see note 6 below

1) Above rates are for annual fee paid in full

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

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

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

5) Full year commitment required. Refunds or Cance'nations offered only in extenuating circumstances

6) 'Off-Peale rntes 'will be maintained for existing memher1l who continue, but will no longer b~ oo'ailable for new members

.3 MONTH OPTION NOTES:

1) Above rates must be pai~ in full

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

3) No refunds or cancellations for any reason

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

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

6) Off-Peak rates will be maintained for eldsting member1l who continue, but will no longer be a.ailable for neil' members

-24-



7/23/08
.;:...

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
(Includmg Community and Adult Education) ,

r

COMMUNITY CENTER FEE SCHEDULE (page 2 tif2)

Daily Admission
Infant/Toddler (under age 3)

Y.outh (ages 3-17)
Adult (ages 18-61)
Senior Citizens (ages 62 +)

Discount Book of 10 visits
Guest Pass (with, member)

Teen Center

Miscellaneaous
Insufficient Fund Fee
,Freeze Fee (up to 3 months)
'Fitness Flex Program Package'
,Enrollment Fee

Resident

$1.00
$5.00
$9.00
$7.00

~

10 x,above fees minus 10% bulk discount
Same as resident rates

FREE,

$25.00
,$20.00
$225.00

$25.00.,

Ashford/
Willington

$2.00
$6.00

. .$10.00
$~.OO

FREE·

,$25.00
.$20.00
$225.00

$2S.00

Non-Resident

$3.00

$7.00

$11.00
$9.00

FREE

$25.00
, $20.00

$225.00
$25.00

'Facliity Rental Rates
Safe Graduation - Out 'of Town Schools
, ,

Safe Graduation - E.O. Smith

-25-

See, attached party r~IJ,tal forms "
, ·.$18/petson

$9/p~rsan



7/23/08

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHEDULE

DEPARTMENT: PARKS & RECREATION
(Incl1.!ding Community and Adult Education) .

COMMUNITY CENTER FACILITY. RENTAL RATES

Room

Community Room
Community Room with ldtcheJ
Arts and Crafts Room
Teen Center
Full Gym
~alfGym

Main Pool *
Therapy Pool
Dance/Aerqbics Room
AudiolVisual Equipment
Deposit
Cancellations

Member

$30.00/hour
$45.00/hour
$20.00/h2ur
$25.00/hdur
$SG.OO/hour
$25.00/hour

$lOG.OO/hour
$SO.OO/hour
$40.00/hour.
.$20.00 peruse
$25 ;GOper area
$25:00

Non-Member

$60.00 1hour
$75.00/ hour
$40.00 / hour
$50.00 / hour

$100.00/ hour
$50.00 ! hour

$200.00 I hour
$100.00 I hour

$80.00 / hour
$20.00 per use
$25.00 per area
.$25.00

*Note: EOS swimteam use will be $50,00 /hour

Special facility paclcage rates are avail.ablef~rbusinesse~and participating Business Partnership
agencies during low use times. .
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FEE SCHED ULE

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

COMMUNITY CENTERFACfLITY PARTY PACKAGE RATES
(refer to party planning forms for details)

Package

Community Room
Community Room with serving kitchen
Arts & Crafts Room
Arts & Crafts Room with Teen Center
Decorations (in addition to room rental fee, up to 25 people)
Decorations (in addition to room rental fee, up to 26-50 people)
Main Pool (avail for 1 hr. of2 hr. party, up to 10 people)
Main Pool (avail for I hr. of 2 hr.. party, up to 11 + people)
Small Pool Inflatables
112 Gym (avail. For I hr. of 2 hr. party)
Giant Inflatable Gym Slide (in addition to gym rental fee)
Gym Mats (ill addition to gym rental fee)
Pre-school riding toys (in addition to gym rental fee)
Volleyball set-up (in addition to gym rental fee)
Cheese Pizza/Soda or Juice q-3 slices per person)
Ice Cream Cake
Refundable Security Deposit

Member

$75.00
$90.00
$50.00
$80.00
$50.00
$75.00
$25.00
$50.00

$I5.00ea.
$25.00

$125.00
$15.00
$10.00
$15.00

$5.00/person
$3.00/person

$25.00

Non-Member

$150.00
$180.00
$~OO.OO

$160.00
$75.00
$100~00

$40.00
$65.00

$20,00ea.
$50.00

$200.00
$20.00
$15.00
$20.00

$6.00/person
$4.00/person

$25.00

Special theme paclmges are available (sports theme, dance theme, etc.)
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To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council
Matt Hart, Town Manager (ll t~,If
Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager
September 8, 2008
Community/Campus Relations

Item #1

Subject Matter/Background
Among other topics, at Monday's meeting I will report on the September 5th meeting of
the Mansfield Community-Campus Partnership, as well our experience during the first
few weeks of the academic year.
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To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council
Matt Hart, Town Manager /4/ti.-!f
Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager
September 8, 2008
Community Water and Wastewater Issues

Item #2

Subject Matter/Background
The next meeting of the University of Connecticut Water and Wastewater Advisory
Committee will be held at 5:30 PM on Thursday, September 18, 2008. I will forward the
agenda and related materials upon receipt.
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Item #3

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council .
Matt Hart, Town Manager /J1k!1
Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager; Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
September 8,2008
Town Council Rules of Procedure

Subject Matter/Background
Attached please find the revised draft of the proposed Town Council Rules of
Procedure, as prepared by the Personnel Committee. The Committee prepared this
draft after much discussion and benchmarking of other communities. Where
appropriate, the Rules of Procedure haven taken the Town Charter and Roberts Rules
into consideration. Procedural matters not covered by the Town Charter or these Rules
of Procedure will be determined by the Mayor, or by the Deputy Mayor in- the absence of
the Mayor, in accordance with "Robert's Rules of Order, Newly Revised."

The Rules should be re-visited and adopted by each newly elected Town Council.

At its August 25, 2008 meeting, the Personnel Committee unanimously endorsed the
attached revised draft of the Rules of Procedure.

Recommendation
If the Council as a whole is in support of adopting the attached Rules of Procedure the
following motion would be in order:

Move, to adopt the Town Council Rules of Procedure as presented by the Personnel
Committee in its draft dated August 25, 2008, as the rules ofprocedure for the
Mansfield Town Council, to be effective from the next meeting of the Town Council
through November 16, 2009.

Attachments
1) Draft Town Council Rules of Procedure
2) Changes to Draft Rules (Since 7-16-08 Version)
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
TOWN COUNCIL RULES OF PROCEDURE

August 25, 2008
REVISED DRAFT

BE IT RESOLVED, that under the authority of Secti()!1 C3dWpfthe Town Charter,
the Town Council of the Town ofMansfield doesP-f:reby establi~l),"its Rules of
Procedure as follows. These rules are in effect fortheterm of ofti~ejl)ftheCouncil
and shall be adopted at the organizational m~y#~g. Prqcedural mattJfs[~()t covered by
the Town Charter or these Rules ofProcedtit~;wjllbe d'etwmined by th~;rYX,ayor, or by
the Deputy Mayor in the absence of the Mayor~~ l1t~9c()rd~nce with "Rob~rt's Rules of
Order, Newly Revised." '!:i!i!L '

:'iHil!i;
RIlle 1 - Orgam'zatl'onal Meetm'g :jl",- - - -' . '-:{~~-~"

~;~ =' " "i :;i 1'!'~ ::: J: ,t. '. " '\"; ,~,'~.; •..••••~. ~.:.I..:.~.) j "

'L. ·~i'~~H~Hh~i,i, -~~--~-

Each newly elected Council shall meet for orgtiruzfltipna,.t the next regular meeting of
the Town Council fol~R!~~ the municipfll,~lection:'lQ~Wing this Organizational
Meeting the TownJpglii1ci~'9J}'lll elect, by~~majority :Vote of all Council members, one
of their numbert,~1~e.rve as M#yor, who sh~UJ preside at Council meetings, and one of
their number td'seNW;fl~ Dep~l'ty Mayor, whtt~hllll serve in the Mayor's temporary
absence. Ifboth are ~H~~nt,Hh(:~i¢~n-lJ.1~!t~;;tY:designatefrom its membership a .
tempor,'ilXy,:i)j;~~ig.iJ+g of±ig~rH; (\t thIs '6tglfuizational Meeting, the COlmcil shall also fIx

. by :R,;~~6'iution th'e:~iJHx and'piay~ of its regular meetings for the following two-year
peri~4,:which meetm~g~;~hall b:et~~ld at least once a month as required by the Charter.
The '~PPR,iptment of a1~wn Attprney may also take place at this meeting, but said
appointm~Atshall take p1~ce no later than one month after the election of the CounciL

::;ijJllk.. !W
Rlile 2 -Meetiiigs,~;}i

'j~HH~O;::'

a) All meetip,gs shall be held in compliance with the Connecticut Freedom of
Infonnation Act, Connecticut General Statutes sections 1-200, et seq.

b) The presence of five members of the Council is necessary for a quorum. Each
Council member is asked to notify the Mayor or the Town Manager as soon as
possible if the member expects to be absent

c) Special Meetings of the Town COlmcil may be called by the Mayor, or on the
written request of at least three members of the Council, filed with the offices
of the Town Manager and Town Clerk not less than 36 hours (excluding
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e)

d)

Sahlrday, Sunday, legal holidays and any day on which the Office ofthe
Town Clerk is officially closed) in advance of such meeting, which request
must specify the date, time and business to be transacted at any such Special
Meeting. The Town Clerk shall post a notice in the Office of the Town Clerk
indicating the time, place and business to be transacted, and copies of this
notice shall be served by mail or personally upon each Council member and
the Town Manager or left at their usual place of abode at least twenty-foUT
(24) hours prior thereto. The notice shall be placed on the Town's website as
soon as it is practicable.

Emergency Special Meetings may be called by the ~ciYBr'or the Town
Manager in case of an emergency with at least tvyo';~ours n~tice given to
Council members, without complying with tht;;pg~t1Ugpfnotice requirement,
but a copy of the minutes of every such ErQerg~ncy Spg~l!'lJ Meetin'g shall be
filed with the Town Clerk not later than 72]hQPrs followiHgtpe holding of
such meeting in accordance with the :fxe~domofInformatidkj+1\.~t, C.G.S.

section 1-225 (d)'jJ;)J!j;~E '"+"Q1lllj,,
~;L~J>; I'i";~.

Work Sessions are by definition of the Ff~¢gpril~"f'i:mormation A~t, Special
.iVJeetingsofthe Council.1rl order to preserv~1t4e infonnal and relaxed
atmosphere that encouragds;~~9hangebetweeri.lb,1;~X~lbersofthe Town Council,
town government and inviteCi~part.i\;:ipants, Work'S~s~i6ns may be scheduled
by the Mayor or by majority 6"fyot~;gf.;lli~J:;ouncn.PAll requirements of the
Freedom ofInfo.rmation Act thaF p~}3talnt;8Sp¢.qiai Meetings shall be observed
for Work s~~si8~&!L;Wo'rk Sessi6hs'\,vill be h~r(r to discuss, review, research or
explore tRPfbs for'Pd~:$ible later att~on. No fonnal votes may be taken, except
for a vot'~~f~jg? into ~~ecutive Sessimt:J';

q;: ,';, .L(;::::,. :,H

f) Jq41tmle,~ting~'~El·1.l~~ilil~SHfi~MiPeheld with the governing bodies of other
.. jggvetVitri¥,:Qta,~entltl~s:qr agencies and such joint regular or special meetings

~\: may be helhi}~D;.thejllti$cli~tionof either body.

g)' 'HJ,D[he Town CI~~I~iS theti~:~ of the Council and shall, in accordance with the
Cdmltcticut Fre~dom of Infonnation Act, keep for public inspection minutes
of alr'\i~'I)roCet;~ings,including all roll call votes and indicating deliberations,
discus~lbnsaIia- actions which shall be the official record of Council
proceedi~~~~'The journal shall be authenticated for each meeting by the
signahrre'ofthe Mayor or Deputy Mayor in the absence ofthe Mayor. Notes
from the meeting indicating all actions shall be available to the public within
48 hours after the meeting and the minutes shall be available within 7 days of
the meeting. Upon approval the minutes shall be posted on the web site in a
tinlely manner.

Rule 3- Agenda of Council Meetings

a) The Town Manager, in consultation with the Mayor, shall prepare the agenda
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b) Unless altered by a two-thirds vote of the Council, the regular order of business
shall generally be as follows:

1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Approval ofMinutes
4. Public Hearing (if scheduled)
5. Opportunity For Public to Address the Council
6. Town Manager's Report
7. Old Business
8. New Business
9. Quarterly Reports
10. Departmental and Committee RepOlis
11. Reports of Council Committees, :1k
12. Reports of Council Members ,;)'
13. Petitions, Request and Commun,icJit~~ns ,.
14. OppOliunity For Public to Addfess't~~,~OU119iL,
15. Future Agendas !j:;:.;;;

-'''"1 ': ~ ~ :-

16. Executive Session (if sGp.eduled) ',;',
17. Adiollrmnent 'Li'!jj;

~ ~1H~~~'~~ -
~i:;~:j:l'il:j:1'~i~ .: ~;'~1:I

'iL :; n'~~/
lh. 'i(f~H}HL ~ .
"~ Cl";,,;·,,, ... J'

c) Ceremonial presentations to individi.i.al~J)r 'gid1ip~;fuat include refreshments, may
be scheduled pri,9.r'H)J#l,y,Regular Mci¢#ng time i~'~ccordancewith the
requirement~;Hf'the FregaR~110flnfomi~tion Act. A notice that the presentation
will take pla6\~':iJrior to tli~1Regular Meetmg will be included on the agenda for that
meeting.iWh J", !jj\

··'i~H:l~'.'·: ·:ii!.j.\~~· .

",::~~E~~~ ,~~~~>"" ,'~Hj~q;,_ ;:';¥U~Hl~HjP}' .
d) Pr~or;to·oPai.ip'D.g.the di@H~sion on each item on the agenda the Mayor may call

"lipan the Towtii~Cll'lager:'tl~8ignated staff or other appropriate person for the
"Jptlfppse ofbackgi(jTInd pres~~tation of business to be discussed. Council members
maY!~49ress questi6~~S to these individuals.

~ i~:n~~: ~E·r

e) Unless '~~tgnhlatinggi~cumstancesoccur, the agenda and all supporting material
shall be de1'W~l:'~q,~t6; the Council not later than the Friday preceding each regular
meeting of th~je·ouncil.

f) Every effort will be made to ensure that copies of the agenda, minutes and related
material distributed with the packet will be made available on the Town's website
no later than noon on the Friday preceding each regular meeting of the Council.

g) Recurring Old Business items shall have an end date to be determined by the
Council.
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Rule 4 - Public Participation

a) Regular Meetings
The Town Council welcomes comments fi'om the public. On the agenda of each
meeting of the Town Council, two periods shall be set aside and designated as an
opportunity for the public to address the Council on any issue of impOliance to the
Town. Citizen connnents may be presented orally or in writing. Each speaker will
be allowed one opporhmity to speak for a maximum of five minutes in each
session. Any citizen so speaking shall identify himiherselUly name and address,
and if the speaker is speaking for a group or organizatioIl/si1.eYh~may so state.
Citizen comments will be accepted as presented. Wrin~~f'?tatements presented by
speakers during the public comment section shalll;>~Jtn6Y({~~.d in the minutes of the
meeting. Council members are free to ask questiorls'to claHl];the intent of the
citizens commenting. Citizens should not att.e,iHp(t(hngage'C'~pllCilmembers, the
Town Manager or Town staff in debate o~ ,File of questioning. :in",
Written statements from the public rec~iy~q,prior t6:~he completioIi\ltitl1e Town
Council packet will be included as a comirtNiricationmCommunicatiortsreceived
after the packet has been completed will be di~itib!ll~~d t6 members pnor to the
meeting and be included as a cpmmunication in'the.;next packet.

~ ; '1 ; ': c ' ~ -,., ""';

;:;.: '.U ~.:.;. ~:. - '":;, ~
~ = - ' =1~ ~i '; "

b) Public Hearings '!1:i!'11HHlH", ';;1jj':1;;l'
Public hearings are an opporhlni~Jor'ati~~~~t.oaddr~~~ the Town Council on a
specific issue. Citizen comments rti~Y1:>~}p~~sei:it~d;orally or in writing. Written
statements rece~yed'Q')ithe Town CIMr}c'prior to til~!public hearing will be noted
on the recorc].'~nd distril?~~ed to Coun'~~.l members either in the packet or that
evening. Boihh}1~se lett~r's and writted~$t~tements presented by speakers during
the public hearlti~fisl}al1B~yo.ffi~part ofJl1'e'minutes. All citizens so speaking shall
ident;ifxiJ;tjRMl~erselfp,~;ranm'aHd;~fmi:~ss, and if the speaker is speaking for a
gJ:dtlp'orhtg~ni;;:;i:ltiori;is:n.~!he may so state.

cf'~Ol"k sessio~:1'HiljH;: "ii\~li'Hv'
W-'6rf,§essions are'~.,oppohunity for the Council, Town Gove~ent and invited
partitipM!S to discl1¥s issues. An opportunity for public comment may be set­
aside at~th~;Regin:niilg of the Work Session to hear from citizens who have
comments' p~m~ip.iiig to the issue at hand.

"iH;~l

Rule 5 - Conduct'

All meeting participants including Councilors, citizens and staff should not discuss
personalities and will not be pennitted to impugn the motive, character or integrity of
any individual. All participants should address their remarks to the Mayor and
maintain a courteous tone. These rules of conduct shall apply to all written
correspondence.
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Rule 6- Introduction and Public Hearing of Ordinances

a) Section C307 of the Charter of the Town ofMansfield provides that "All
ordinances introduced by a member of the Council shall be in written form and
shall be limited to one subject, which shall be clearly stated in the title." A copy of
any ordinance shall be filed with the Town Clerk who shall follow the procedures
for copying, distribution and notice of the proposed ordinance set fOlih in Town
Charter section C307.

b) Section C308 of the Town Chmier requires that the Town Q,\mncil shall hold at
least one public hearing before any ordinance shall be pas,se'<f.lfthe ordinance is
on the Council's agenda for possible action, the CouIlqH'~nay choose to vote on the
proposed ordinance right after the public hearing i~,li~i(Eimhe Council may also .
hold more than one public hearing on a proposed 6rdinantg:pqpr to taking final
action. ,j"'n,,, , "~l]1j:'

Rule 7- Motions

"1

r~~~i;'~~_i '~4>i;:
,-: f :~ ::~ ~,~ 1g ~ t~ ~.n:i :,(.~ :;', > .,: _:,.-

b) Motigps,.s,pC}ll be redu~~~ to' Writilrgwhen requested by the Mayor or by a majority
'_~~,=.1::::~~.,"~~:;:f.. ;;".; '~'_!'::~':'._, ":,,}

ofthe'wh6Ie;Cbuncil. "Hi':<'; j~: ~ ~ 1i :
:d~f l't~;;H~~ 'ig-::~'-;

c) ji"'vVA~J1 a motion isJll~sIer deb~te;'no further motion shall be received except to
ad'j8Hm, to recess, t~'Xable, for the previous question, to limit or extend debate, to
postp8#~ ;t9 time ceitaiin, to refer to committee, to amend or to postpone
indefiniibly;whichJl1btions shall have precedence in the order indicated.

n,;il': (1)
";" ~ ,{:

a) When a motion is made and secdiia~cUt;~l1flll be stat~a'~:YJtlie Mayor or the Town
Clerk, ifrequested. If the motion i~).l1a.d~'\~;miting, it ,shkll be read aloud prior to
being debated. TheITlotion so mad~Lfll1q;$ec'oild~ql}Y'iil be in possession of the
Council and subj~ct: t6;~mendments o~,:\vithdrawalj;j'except that the withdrawal
cannot be m<;l,cle"subsequ~li1 to a voted'~endment without the consent of the
Council. ,':';;;j'LlW 'h,

~ 'J ~ t-1

i1~i1~,~~J,~~

d) Motions to adjOhrn, to lay upon the table and for the previous question shall be
decided withallt debate.

e) Motions to postpone to a definite tinle and to close debate at a specific time shall
be decided without debate, except with respect to the time fixed, which shall be
subject to amendment altering the time.

f) Motions to refer, to postpone indefinitely or to amend shall be debatable, but only
with respect to such a referral, postponement or amendment, and not with respect
to the subject matter of the main motion.
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g) Any amendment mllst be germane to the motion.

h) Motions to table, to postpone to time certain or to postpone indefinitely, once
having been decided, shall not be reconsidered at the same meeting, whereas a
motion to refer a matter to a committee can be reconsidered only at the meeting of
the vote. Any other motion can be reconsidered only at the same of next
succeeding meeting of the Council.

i) Any motion to reconsider shall be in order only upon motiqgby a member­
participating in the prevailing vote of the original motion;:~iid tl1ere shall be no
reconsideration of the vote upon motion to adjourn, fgB~1.e previous question or to
reconsider.; iWj itW:

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

~. "~ , 11 ::

i:;:iHI .. q!i'Rule 8 - Debate

j) Any motion imder debate, which consists oftvyc)\Qrmore inci~p~qclent
propositions, may be divided by a majority;:\iQte of the whole CdtWyil.

~'~~.~ ',1~'j:'

,':',:,1'·0
<,. ~nr'

a) During discussion or debate, n'cfC2,<:wncilor shall sp~~kJmless recognized by the
Mayor. :':';j;iF -·~jll!.Jjj1;·

: .;~. h,' : ~ "\ i 1::.\ ~.-.~. '.~_'. ::.!

" i J :~: :

b) Councilors shall confine their remarlcs .inaebatetR,the pending question.

c) Any COUnCilqr,\~h~;i1~'ws in adva~~{~fa meeti:~ that he Ishe wishes to obtain
certain data ;tWhaye a qli~~tion answere~,()r wishes specific figures or
expendituies, orjth~i~.ikl?;;'~1JP.u:lcl, insofrn;'lis possible, inform the Town Manager in
writin-gRHh~natur;~;:ap.~detMrs~bjnm.¢iinquiry, so that the Town Manager will
hifv~;the6Pp:c;m1pity fblpgye the ans\ver available at such meeting.

=F:';~ -'-"~~~~j'~~-> "~'::~~:~-,\d~.~:... ·:
dJ(!~x-member who~~alizes 6~ifuJ.ticipates that he/she has or will have a conflict of

iIlte~~mwith resped'tp a m,hter before the Council for consideration should
annol.lB.c~;his or her$.tention to abstain from voting on the matter as soon as the
conflict'g~~()mes ap~arent, and should thereafter refrain from further discussion
of or invoiV~inenffu the matter.

, " 0 '~ "-~ 1 ~

Rule 9 - Standing Committees

a) There shall be the following standing committees of the Council

• Committee on Committees
• Finance Committee
• Personnel Committee

b) The Council may create or dissolve committees of the Council by resolution.
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c) The Mayor shall appoint members of the Council to such committees and shall
designate the chair of each. The Mayor may announce any adjustments in
membership or chairmanship at a regular Council meeting with such changes to
be effective at the next regular committee meeting.

d) All COlUlcilors shall be ex-officio members of the committees to which they are
not assigned, but do not have the authority to make motions or to vote.

Rule 10 - Council Office Hours

:1:;:~n~.
.'; '; ~ ,:~ r: ,; ::

Executive Sessions will be limited to those subJg6ts,aIlbwed pursuant to 'the Freedom
of Information Act. The reasons such a session 'fuj;qpersons to attend shall be
publicly stated. A two-thirds members o{tli~;~ollncilpresent and voting
shall be necessary in order to go Session."';~:': .. '

;j' .~

Rule 11 - Executive Session

One half hour prior to the second Council meeting of~11~1irii8ntp.Council members
will be available to hear from the public on any issue~:Councildr~,shallvolunteer to
participate in the office hours on a rotating basis,1: :i'l;

-40-



TOWN OF MANSFIELD
TOWN COUNCIL RULES OF PROCEDURE

August 25,2008
DRAFT iilj:~!

***CHANGES FROM 7-16-08 VERSION NOTED IN nOLD,ITALICS, AND
STRIKETHROUGH***:,)1jj;"

~ 'co -( "q ~~,,: ~,~,." '.,j" '
~n:· ..

: ,; ~,::,i ~i ".'FnnL
BE IT RESOLVED, that under the authority ()fSg2tion'C302 ofth~:;rown Chmier,
the Town Council of the Town ofMmlsfieldqo~shereqy establish itsjB:1Jl~s of
Procedure as follows. These rules are in effe~t.for the'term of office 6:rtheCouncil

nq~~.,dL> q,i'
and shall be adopted at the organizational nie~futg~j!Proceduralmatters not covered
by the Town Charter or these Rules ofProcedure '~Wpe determined by the Mayor, or
by the Deputy Mayor in the absenq~.~fthe Mayor, in'l1{RPprdance with "Robert's Rules
of Order, Newly Revised." '::;:;;", "",

"C,~~q~~J-1~H1~ 'id~HL.].}~i:;;
,~';'~,i i L ..

Rule 1 _ Organizational Meeting T1;.. C: 1W1lmllW:JL" ;'1'

Each newly electe~:idgt{ii~iOOj~Jpllmeet f6ri~;ganiza~~g~jat the next regular meeting of
the Town Coun~Wf,(),llowing-M1emunicipal~.1ection.During this Organizational
Meeting the Town'C91W1cil s~~ll elect, by a fl,1:lilj'brity vote of ~llCouncilmembers, one
of their num?er to s~rv~J~~"MaYR1',:,~-h()~l.1Ctlill)feside at Council meetings, and one of
their nWfllJebtqj~Y'l7Ye as'D~PHty Miy<M'1Who shall serve in the Mayor's temporary
abs~F¢{ IfbotHllli-~';:~Rsentyth~Council may designate from its membership a
t~rrip(wary presidinffq'ffjper. AtlhlisOrganizational Meeting, the Council shall also fix
by R~~QlHtion the time;~d plac~;ofits regular meetingsfor.the following two-year
period;'WhJph meetings;~~all be held at least once a month as required by the Charter.
The appoirttmel1t of a T~ym Attorney may also take place at this meeting, but said
appointment~i:i~n,takejp'lace no later than one month after the election ofthe Council.

c ';:>1 _~_!i __ ~"P

~~Bnrl~··

Rule 2 -Meetings]"

h) All meetings shall be held in ~ompliancewith the Connecticut Freedom of
Information Act, Connecticut General Statutes sections 1-200, et seq.

i) The presence of five members of the Council is necessary for a quorum. Each
CmIDcil member is asked to notify the Mayor or the Town Manager as soon as
possible if the member expects to be absent
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j) Special Meetings of the Town Council may be called by the Mayor, or on the
.written request of at least three members of the Council, tiled with the offices
of the Town M,mager and Town Clerk not less than 36 hours (excluding
Saturday, Sunday, legal holidays and any day on which the Office of the
Town Clerk is officially closed) in advance of such meeting, which request
must specify the date, time and business to be transacted at any such Special
Meeting. The Town Clerk shall post a notice in the Office of the Town Clerk
indicating the time, place and business to be transacted, and copies of this
notice shall be served by mail or personally upon each Council member and
the Town Manager or left at their usual place of abode ;~t least twenty-four
(24) hours prim' thereto, The notice shall be placed oxfiiieTown's website as
soon as it is practicable. ;;l~r:

~:iP,I;'!~tH.ih

k) Emergency Special Meetings may be calle~ by'1he M~Y9r,pr the Town
Manager in case of an emergency with at~Jeast two hour~'#qtice given to
Council members, without complyingiwith the posting ofn:d#~~lequirement,
but a copy of the minutes of everysJf~hEmergency Special MeMt:ingshall be
filed with the Town Clerk not later tha#;74h01.:,r.~ifqllowingthe 4~l'ding of
such meeting in accordance with the Free~qm!bfInfonnation ACt; C.G.S.
section 1-225 (d). 'iii!,

~: :.,iHH.··.j;.:.~..;,...,._..
":ln~~:l~;j; Ci=~ .~

1) Work Sessions are by dei~~o~_~f;!~~ Freedo'ful~~ID.formation Act,
Special Meetings of the Couii.~iI. lif:'cJtC;\~~Jopr~serve the informal and
relaxed atmosphere that enco1J,ra,ges'~ich$~gebetween members of the
Town Co~~ii~\~~~R governm~4rand invi!¢Ii. participants, Work Se~sions
may be~;~~eduled lj)r,the Mayor~r by maJonty of vote of the Council. All
requirelfi~ilt~ of th(~'reedom of fu{~rmationAct that pertain to Special
Meetings shaU~~ oJ~s~rY~dJor",rirk Sessions. Work Sessions will be
h~14tp,4jscussJjfeView;'rese~n;li'or explore topics for possible later

"!illi::I~:~f§~i~:%!~i;ii;aYb~ taken, except foravote to go into

m) }6hl~Alleetings ciS.a hearings may be held with the governing bodies of other
gov6iR.mental ~~tities or agencies and such joint regular or special meetings
may b6'lib1<:l.in'the jurisdiction of either body.

"qH~:F

n) The TowriiClerk is the Clerk of the Council and shall, in accordance with the
Connecticllt Freedom of Infonnation Act, keep for public inspection ajoamal
minutes of all its proceedings, including all roll call votes and indicating
deliberations, discussions and actions which shall be the official record of
Council proceedings. The journal shall be authenticated for each meeting by
the signature ofthe Mayor or Deputy Mayor in the absence of the Mayor.
Notes fl.-om the meeting indicating all actions shall be available to the public
within 48 hours after the meeting and the minutes shall be available within 7
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days of the meeting. Upon approval the minutes shall be posted on the web
site in a timely maImer.

Rule 3- Agenda of Council Meetings

c) The Town Manager, in consultation with the Mayor, shall prepare the agenda

d) Unless altered by a two-thirds vote of the Council, the regular order of business
shall generally be as follows:

1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Approval of Minutes
4. Public Hearing (if scheduled)
5. Opportunity For Public to Addrf:ss.J~be~(jllln(;:u

6. Town Manager's Report
7. Old Business
8. New Business
9. Quarterly Reports
10. DepaIimental and COl11J}littee Reports
11. Reports of Council Co~p,:~~s
12. Reports of Cmillcil Memli>~r~HH::''u,.~
13. Petitions, Request and Coirwtu~16~~~ll1~.,.
14. Opportunity for Public to Ad,9r~~s:dle·Coti,*il.
15. Future Agei:i(:Hi$k 'hW .;ii"
16. Execqttxe Ses~iJ;#:(ifscheduled) .

17. Adjd~lri#tt~~t,~W.~,.IW
"~1'~ ot~~;i~~~HH':~ "
':1:~J~L'~! q,'i ~';~~:i"

c) c~r~ili~~~i)Pf~~en~~ti~».s, to i~~i~~~als or groups that include refreshments,
,;may be schedill~'((prioriQ;tAA~RegularMeeting time in accordance with the

'Y'F~qp)rements ortij.~(FreedqhtofInformationAct. A notice that the
p;''Js'~nt,{ltion will ta~.~'placeprior to the Regular Meeting will he included on the
agendd'.lQF that me¥/ng.

d) Prior to '~}~~~iP.g;tW~;'diScussion on each item on the agenda the Mayor may call
upon the Tow}{Manager, designated staff or other appropriate person for the
purpose of background presentation of business to be discussed. Council members
may address questions to these individuals.

h) Unless extenuating circumstances occur, the agenda and all supporting material
shall be delivered to the Council npt later than the Friday preceding each regular
meeting of t~e Council.
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i) Every effOli will be made to ensure that copies of the agenda, minutes and related
material distributed with the packet will be made available on the Town's website
no later than noon on the Friday preceding each regular meeting of the Council.

j) Recurring Old Business items shall have an end date to be detennined by the
Council.

Rule 4 - Public Pmiicipation

d) Regular Meetings ;d~L

The Town Council welcomes comments from the pdlJ'li<:l!Qn the agenda of each
meeting of the Town Council, two periods shallbe,~et asi'd&,1*p.d designated as an
opportunity for the public to address the C0t1n¢iIQnany isslle'~fjmportance to the
Town. Citizen comments may be present~~jbrallyor in writing.";E~~hspeaker will
be allowed one opportunity to speak fOf'~Xl1'.lximumpffiveminute!s;p?:yach
session. Any citizen so speaking shallldent~:fyhim41er::?elfbyname ~nH address,

',"i'" 'l' ' j'

and if the speaker is speaking for a group or ()rg~iZation, she/he may so state.
Citizen comments will be acceBted as presented:~W};~tten statements presented
by speakers during the publi(f~'(r~m~entsection is~tm. be included in the
minutes of the meeting. CoundE1Wbti.il1~X$are free tdjU~kq-hestions to clarify the
intent of the citizens conunenting'.~j;ptiieW~;~hqHldnotJttempt to engage Council
members, the Town Manager or To-wn ~~aff llid~lj~,te'or line of questioning.
Written stateJD,~Jit~~~r,~mthe pUbli~\t~ceivedpBo'r to the completion of the
Town Coun~ifpackei~be include~asa communication. Communications
received after'thepacke,1;has been compl~tedwill be distributed to members,
prior to the meetiP.g,an,~-\l.~;m4;Juded ~sg~ communication in the next packet.

b) Public Hearings':)jWl~'ii'inm:jiWjJjwW
P,llbii~jh~~ri»;g~_,are'UIi1qppo~~iY for citizens to address the Town Council

,';;Qii a specific 'issU:~!, CitG;e.p: ,c9punents may be presented orally or in writing.
':";"Wmtten stateme'iif~:receiv.~d'by the Town Clerk prior to the public hearing

wliibe noted on th~record and distributed to Council members either in the
:~ \' ; F,:: . i;;t? .i,

pack~(:()-r that eve#,jpg. Both these letters and written statements presented
by speak~~~duriJ~,g;thepublic hearing shall become part of the minutes. All
citizens soWp~~_I9J1'g shall identify himlherselfby name and address, and if
the speaker i~:~peaking for a group or organization, shelhe may so state.

c) Work Sessions
Work Sessions are an opportunity for the Council, Town Government and
invited participants to discuss issues. An opportuIiity for public comment
may be set-aside at the beginning of the Work Session to hear from citizens
who have comments pertaining to the issue at hand.

Rule 5 - Conduct
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Rule 7- Motions

All meeting participants including Councilors, citizens and staff should not discuss
personalities and will not be pennitted to impugn the motive, character or integrity
of any individual. All pmiicipants should address their remarks to the Mayor and
maintain a comieous tone. These rules of conduct shall apply to all written
correspondence. .

Rule 6- Introduction and Public Hearing of Ordinances

a) Section C307 of the Charter of the Town of Mansfield IJw1)ide~ that "All
ordinances introduced by a member of the Council sh!'\.U;pe in written form and
shall be limited to one subject, which shall be cle~~ly;~t~t~c;ljnthe title." The Tovv'fl
Manager may introduce proposed ordinances alRe':i:~ copy'8t1fR1Y ordinance
introduced by the Tovm Manager oi' a mel11b~.fjofthe Tovro Cowncil shall be tiled
with the Town Clerk who shall follow thepF6cedures for copying;;gistribution and
notice of the proposed ordinance set fop:]lI.:m TownCharter sectiml"C;397.

jr '.~':"'~'" i~~}, 'i<%~'

e) Section C308 of the Town Charter requires tW~ti~\1e';foV'ffi Council sh~ll hold at
least one public hearing before any ordinance sHan1?~ passed. Ifthe ordinance is
on the Council's agenda for POSs'lRJ~~ction, the CO\}l~y~,~may choose to vote on the
proposed ordinance right after tJ1~'PlIBUc;h~aring is helq(fhe Council may also
hold more than one public hearing<;m ~Pt9~R~~cl ordina'Hce prior to taking final
actl·on. ':i;, ,..,;",;,.::j'··'·';i1"'", "'.' ~:-H :(1 : ~ i

~,~"~~,:",,,,;, .:,~F ';_~;H}'

f) Prior to schedllJP1g'~p~blic hearing regarding aproposed ordinance, a
written fiscaJWtpact a~~lysis should'l>e given to Council.

,,".: ,'." '. , ",~; " . ~-
~ .,' :: 'i j :, , ,.; ,

i ; j: '-~ ~ t ' .
0-'" :::;,
:i ~ : i <!~~>

';i,": "

Ie) vypelij~!lli~W~~j~ m~~e;ffi1~se~~~d~~;~t shall be stated by the Mayor or the Town
,Qlerk, if requeStechIf the"IT1?Hpn is made in writing, it shall be read aloud prior to

Hb¢,}pg debated. Tii~h1fotion"SO'hIade and seconded will be in possession of the
CouPFil and subjed't'o amendments or withdrawal, except that the withdrawal
canndt~e'111ade subsMuent to a voted amendment without the consent of the
Councifiinlh, )f

:.~~;;~ ~,:,;~i'

1) Motions shali'B~j~'educed to writing when requested by the Mayor or by a majority
of the whole Council.

m) When a motion is under debate, no further motion shall be received except to
adjourn, to recess, to table, for the previous question, to limit or extend debate, to
postpone to time certain, to refer to committee, to amend or to postpone
indefinitely, which motions shall have precedence in the order indicated.

n) Motions to adjourn, to lay upon the table and for the previous question shall be
decided without debate.
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0) Motions to postpone to a definite time and to close debate at a specific time shall
be decided without debate, except with respect to the time fixed, which shall be
subject to amendment altering the time.

p) Motions to refer, to postpone indefinitely or to amend shall be debatable, but only
with respect to such a referral, postponement or amendment, and not with respect
to the subject matter of the main motion.

q) Any amendment must be germane to the motion.

r) Motions to table, to postpone to time certain or to po~tpq~~ indefinitely, once
having been decided, shall not be reconsidered at tl1,y1s~riW,weeting,whereas a
motion to refer a matter to a committee can be recb'b.sidere1aJ (g~tly at the meeting of
the vote. Any other motion can be reconsider~d 'oply at the s'aiU~;ofnext
succeeding meeting of the Council. ,n; c, --~,:;;+

~ ~ ~ .
; :(.1JH~ ';

s) Any motion to reconsider shall be in o:cl~iWI)ly upq~jhnotionby a m~llib~r
participating in the prevailing vote of the origi#~Ltriotion, and there shall be no
reconsideration of the vote motion to adj oUIp,; for the previous question or to
reconsider. ]i;~;;

t) Any motion under debate, which C9IISi~;ts:'Q;E1Wqor mo&'independent
propositions, may be divided by a whole Council.

Rule 8 - Debate

e);:;i~~~lY\~MM~11~m\~r no Councilor shall speak unless recognized by the

• H q :;': ~ _. r;,~ :.-.i ',!.J :_'
'~U:dL ",

f) Councilors shall c6iffine remarks in debate to the pending question.
!i:~~Hi~; l';':~;!

g) Any c~t\~:Cilorwhpfknows in advance of a meeting that he /she wishes to obtain
certain daia'9!;hfl-vI:: a question answered, or wishes specific figures or
expenditures," jdt'the like, should, insofar as possible, inform the Town Manager in
writing ofthe'nahlre and details of the inquiry, so that the Town Manager will
have the oppOliunity to have the answer available at such meeting.

h) Any member who realizes or anticipates that he/she has or will have a conflict of
interest with respect to a matter before the Council for consideration should
aIIDOlffiCe his or her intention to abstain from voting on the matter as soon as the
conflict becomes apparent, and should thereafter refrain from further discussion
of or involvement in the matter. .
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Rule 9 - Standing Committees

e) There shall be the following standing COlllillittees of the Council

• Committee on Committees
• Finance ConTInittee
• Persol1l1el Committee

f) The Council may create or dissolve connnittees of the Council by resolution.

g) The Mayor shall appoint members of the Council to suc:hgginmittees and shall
designate the chair of each. The Mayor may an110UIlp¢j~nYadjustments in
membership or chairmanship at a regular Councikfl1eethigwith such changes to
be effective at the next regular cOlmnittee meeting': ., ",.

~J 1,:n ~'; 'i!"

h) All Councilors shall be ex-officio memb~xs'ofthe committees towmch they are
not assigned, but do not have the authprifY01R make';motions or to v'd~~:":

, -; ~, ; -~ ~ '. , :: " " . j., ;

.. :::':1~; .J- ,';

Rule 10 - Council Office Hours
~:1jn·~~". '(~~~,~.•. ~;~,.".
'H;HU~;;~:;ic" -;';':":"" "ie' .

One half hour prior to the second C6,l.JnCil'fu~etingof the 'mgrith Council members
will be available to hear from the pubhc: o~~~~SSH~' COUlicilors shall volunteer to
participate in the offici;: Qpurs on a rotaH;ngB~sis" ";';; q;:'

jf,~·H }'~({(P ::., i~n7 '> ~H'
1]"~ '~;i~H~:;'\ .;~

Rule 11 - Executi~e Sessi'<irlL
.,,':

Executive Session~;illittqe,1ifune9mthos~t~tibjectsallowed pursuant to the Freedom
of Inf0II'lla.ti(jn,Ac:t. Tlll:!it:eFl~oiis 'fdR'supW it session and persons to attend shall be
pub1~ciy'~tatea!;]~'DYP-tllll~d~yoteof the members of the Council present and voting
shqllbe necessarylWorder to'g'O;into Executive Session.
. ;f."'f':rj~(:·· '~HP1' 4'H·;pl

'i:i£'I ~', :".i ij'-

~ni§~ '~';~:;

"e';;
: :"i ~, ~i{"
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To:
From:
cc:
Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council
Matthew Hart, Town Manager /!1j~/!I

Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager
September 8, 2008
Presentation - Natchaug Basin Conservation Action Planning

Item #4

Subject Matter/Background
As requested, staff has scheduled a presentation regarding the Natchaug Basin

. Conservation Action Planning (CAP) process. Denise Burchsted from the Naubesatuck
Watershed Council and Holly Drinkuth from the Quinebaug Highlands Project will
conduct the presentation.

The Natchaug Basin is comprised primarily of the Naubesatuck Watershed, and also
includes land that drains into the Natchaug River south of the Windham Water Works
reservoir.

The goal of the CAP process is to create an action guide designed to:
• Protect the high~quality waters of the Natchaug Basin as well as the terrestrial

and aquatic habitat within the watershed

• Develop a system for objectively measuring and reporting conservation progress
in the Natchaug Basin

• Integrate these measures into policies and decisions that enable partners,
policymakers, stakeholders and communities to achieve effective and efficient
conservation success

To accommodate our guest speakers, I suggest that the Town Council move this item to
the first order of business on Monday's agenda.
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Item #5

To:
From:
CC:

Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council
Matt Hart, Town Manager !?/!ul!
Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public
Works; Jeffrey Smith, Director of Finance
September 8, 2008
Four Corners Sewer Project

Subject Matter/Background
The last time we addressed the Town Council on this issue we were directed to work
out a financing plan to provide sewers in the Four Corners area and to discuss with
UConn its ability to accept this sewage. We would now like to update the Council on
our progress.

Attached is a spreadsheet that shows how the $5.1 million project could be financed
through assessments collected from the 57 properties in the sewered area and a
potential municipal contribution. This spreadsheet (dated 7/21/08) estimates a
municipal contribution of$1 million. While the amount and decision to make any
contribution on the part of the Town is the purview of the Council, we have selected the
$1 million figure because that is the approximate cost of the pump station that the Town
would build, own and operate to serve this area. The spreadsheet also assumes a 25­
year bond for the Town and a 23-year sewer assessment payment schedule for the
properties. This schedule provides that the assessments will not be due until the
sewers are constructed AND that the assessments must be paid off one year before the
bonds are paid in full (as required by Town ordinance). The second spreadsheet (dated
9/4/08) shows on a very preliminary basis what the assessments would be for each of
the properties in the service area, under various Town funding levels.

One important aspect of this project became apparent as the financing plan was
developed - in order for the Town to have funds to payoff the $5.1 million bond, all
properties in the sewer service area will need to be assessed and the first of their 23
payments will be due when the sewers are built, regardless of whether the property is
connected to the sewers immediately or not. Because this is a new point of information,
staff feels it important to communicate this point to the property owners before
proceeding further with the project. (We had reported earlier - based on the sewering
in the southern part of Town in the 70's - that assessments would not be due until a
property owner chose to hook up. While that may have been possible with the 85
percent grant funding available 30 years ago, it is not possible to finance this project
today with deferred assessments.)

A second important point for this project arose in_our discussions with UConn about
accepting sewage from the Four Corners area. While UConn is willing to accept the
sewage (and it will improve their summer operations at the treatment facility) under
current statutes, UCbnn must obtain a "fir~t~i~ht of refusal" on any property it sewers.



With multiple private and public property owners, this requirement will not be workable
in the Four Corners area (nor was it in the Senior Center/JLiniper Hill area).
Consequently, a special act of the legislature will be required to allow UConn to accept
the Four Corners sewage. There is precedent for this type of act in Mansfield, so we do
not believe the authorization Will be difficult to obtain. However, if the Council wishes to
proceed, we will need to seek this legislation during the 2009 legislative session.

Financial Impact
If the Town decides to commit $1 million to this project over the next 25 years, funds for
the municipal share (as outlined in the attached spreadsheet dated 7/21/08) would have
to be budgeted in the Town's capital and sewer budgets. The increase in tax revenues
from newly developed and redeveloped properties in the sewer service area are
expected to more than compensate for this $1 million Town expenditure. As an
example, if five properties develop or redevelop commercial/business property worth
$500,000 each, the taxes on these improvements would run about $44,000 per year.
Over a 23-year period these five properties would yield about $1 million in new taxes.
We believe there will be more than $2,500,000 in taxable improvements in the Four
Corners area if it is sewered, which would more than compensate for the Town's $1
million investment.

Legal Review _
Our Town Attorney attended our discussions with UConn regarding its potential
acceptance of the Four Corners sewage and he is aware of the requirements for a
special act.

Recommendation
With the consensus of the Town Council, staff would like to proceed as follows:

1. Communicate to the property owners in the proposed sewer service area that the
sewer assessments would be due on all properties when the sewers are built.

2. Begin the process of drafting a special act for the legislature to allow UConn to
accept sewage from the Four Corners area (as it does from the Senior
Center/Juniper Hill area).

3. Refer to the Finance Committee the matter of a municipal contribution to the
project, in order to develop a recommendation for the Council as a whole.

We will keep the Town Council informed as we move forward with these steps. When
these tasks are completed, we will return with recommendations for the Council,
including a recommendation regarding the scheduling of a referendum to approve a
bond issue for this project.

Attachments
1) Financing worksheet dated 7/21/08
2) Trial assessment worksheet dated 9/4/08
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Four Corners Cash-Flow Bond and Assessment Payments Spreadsheet Irh 7/21/08

Total Project
Cost: $5,105,250 Total Project Cost: . $5,105,250
Total Bond
Interest: $3,960,000 Town Contribution: $1,000,000
Total All Interest on Town·
Costs: $9,065,250 Contribution: $775,750

Total Cost to be
Assessed to 4 Corners
properties: $4,730,000

A.
Town's Debt B.

Service Assess.ment Payments

Payment from 57 Properties (5%

(5% for 25 for 23 years) Capital Town's funding

years) Spent on Total of recovery factor = gap or return each
Fiscal Year Project Assessments .07414 year (A - B)

0.07414
2010 $127,631 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $127,631
2011 $359,792 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $359,792
2012 $359,410 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $8,727
2013 $358,771 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $8,089
2014 $357,878 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $7,196
2015 $356,729 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $6,047
2016 $355,325 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $4,643
2017 $358,644 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $7,962
2018 $356,474 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $5,792
2019 $358,567 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $7,885
2020 $356,091 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $5,409
2021 $357,878 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $7,196
2022 $359,154 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $8,472
2023 $359,920 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $9,238
2024 $355,198 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $4,516
2025 $355,198 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $4,516
2026 $359,665 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $8,983
2027 $358,389 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $7,706
2028 $356,602 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $5,920
2029 $359,282 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $8,600
2030 $356,219 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 . $350,682 $5,537
2031 $357,623 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $6,941
2032 $358,261 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $7,579
2033 $353,156 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $2,473
2034 $357,495 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $350,682 $6,813
2035 $355,836 $5,105,250 $4,730,000 $355,836

Totals: $9,065,188 $8,065,691 $999,498
Notes:
1. Assessment total of $4,730,000 so that Town's contribution without interest is $1 M.
2. With the Town paying the interest on the $1M, the total of assessments would be $4,275,000
3. Per Town ordinance, assessments must be paid off 1 year before the bonds are.
4. Assessments won't be due until sewers are in place, but all properties in the service area will be assessed
and have the 1st payment due in 2112. This is the only way the Town will have the funds to payoff the bonds.
5. After Council review of this concept, here is what will be required:

A. Recommunicate to the property owners that assessments will be due starting in 2112
B . Obtain special act of the legislature allowing UConn to accept sewage from the 4 corners area.
Coincidenally, set up agreement to accept this sewage with UConn.
C. Set Town referendum to approve the $5.1M bond.
D. Design of system (9 to 12 months); construct the system (10 to 15 months)
E. Compute actual assessments; conduct public hearing on assessments; levy assessments.
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4 Gorners sewers Trial Assessment Worksheet I resldn cmmercl outlet charge Revised 9!4JOB;·;.·

TRIAL TRIAL TRiAL #2 TRIAL
ASSESSMENT ASSESSMENT < Inch.ldlng •. ASSESSMENT

Street Assessor's adjusted trnt fig count count unit unit area outlet (base -#1) #2 .St;)ndcci$. #J
Town Contrlb Town Contrlb TcJwnContrlb Town Contrlb

Owner Address map block lot trnt fig charge # units # units charge basis basis charge $0 $1M '$1M '. $2M
Brodin 497 Middle Tpke 8 14 19 674 104.207.85 4.00 25.367.74 4615.47 4615.47 134.191 108,810 J21;747 83,429
Van Scoy 504 Middle Tpke 8 23 5 ?37 36.642.82 1 6,341.93 400.00 400.00 43.385 34,965 .·'39.122.;;'; . 26.545
State of Conn. 505 Middle Tpke 8 15 26 518 80.088.53 1 6.341.93 400.00 400.00 86.830 69.900

~::~~~.
52,971

Masinda 520 Middle Tpke 8 23 4 146 22.573.21 1 6,341.93 400.00 400.00 29.315 23,651 17,988
Jensen's no # Middle Tpke 8 23 3 1361 210.425.65 180 1.141,548.18 72000.00 72000.00 1.423,974 1.159,154 <".296.967 •.•. 894.334
Paulson 521 Middle Tpke 8 15 25 216 33.395.99 1 6,341.93 400.00 400.00 40,138 32,354 •;.36.20.1 •.•••.• 24.570
Paulson 527 Middle Tpke 8 15 24 214 33,086.77 1 6,341.93 400.00 400.00 39,829 32,106

Yi1::~~.·..· 24.382
Towill 541 Middle Tpke 8 15 23 450 69.574.98 2 12.683.87 800.00 800.00 83,059 66.946 50.834
Ferrigno 555 Middle Tpke 8 15 22 233 43.136.49 7.50 47.564.51 1789.72 1789.72 92,491 74.725 ;·•••·;;83.609··;.·.·· 56.958
Ferrigno no # Middle Tpke 8 15 21-1 46 treated as one

... · ...0·;···· .

Public Arch SUNey 569 Middle Tpke 8 15 21 298 46,074.10 1.50 9.512.90 1908.29 1908.29 57,495 46.607 •.••: .52,148; .. 35.719
Campus Crossing 574 Middle Tpke 8 23 2 398 61,535.20 2.50 15,854.84 2588.94 2588.94 79,979 64,820 ';:<72,527 49.661
Campus Crossing 596 Middle Tpke 8 ?3 1 387 59.834.48 ?OO 12.683.87 2503.58 2503.58 75.022 60.817 .·: •• ··.68.048 ...• 46,613
(Marty's) 575 Middle Tpke 8 15 20 175 27.056.94 1.25 7.927.42 1096.20 1096.20 36.081 29.227 ).32.702··.·.· 22.375
AJST Mansfield 16 East Park Rd 8 15 19 227 35.096.71 3.00 19.025.80 1335.89 1335.89 55.458 44.857 < .••·.50.1911·.;. 34,256
Mansf Realty et al 34 East Park Rd 8 15 18 80 12.368.88 5.25 33.295.16 4252.50 4252.50 49.917 40.972 <:45.843; ..•.;.... 32.028
AJST Mansfield 3 East Park Rd 8 15 17 227 35.096.71 3.00 19.025.80 1048.60 1048.60 55.171 44.570 •••{~i:=~; •••.•'•.•.• 33.968
AJST Mansfield 2 East Park Rd 8 15 16 185 28,603.05 1.00 6.341.93 866.60 866.60 35.812 28,967 22,122
Cornerstone Mansfield 591 Middle Tpke 8 15 15 448 69.265.75 25.00 158,548.36 4431.56 4431.58 232.246 187.622 ;»:~09.929 ;'. '.' 142.999
DDS Associates, Javit no # Middle Tpke 9 23 1 682 105.444.74 18.25 115.740.30 4406.69 4406.69 225.592 182.267 . ;·,·203931'; 138.942
Scranton Associates 603 Middie Tpke 8 15 14 304 47.001.76 2.25 14.269.35 1836.80 1836.80 63.108 51.106 ..••·•.··.U~7,182 •••·..:·.•••. 39.105
S&P Properties 611 Middle Tpke 8 15 13 228 35.251.32 21 13i.180.62 8400.00 8400.00 176.832 143.840 160~941·.· 110.848
Mansfield Acauisition 1659 Storrs Rd 8 15 12 223 34,478.27 1.75 11.098.39 933.80 933.80 46.510 37.583 "2.051.·.·••• ;•.; 28.656
Zorba 625 Middle Tpke 8 15 11 956 147.808.17 5.50 34,880.64 2181.94 2181.94 184.871 149.086 >:166.811".'" 113.302
Merchant Mansfield CV Storrs Rd 9 23 2&3 485 74.986.36 7.75 49,149.99 3456.60 3456.60 127.593 103.278

••••••••••• ~3~~:5: ••••••••••••

78.962
Merchant Mansfield hOl 1645 Storrs Rd treated as one
Kardestuncer 1641 Storrs Rd 9 23 4 80 12,368.88 2 12.683.87 800.00 800.00 25.853 20.946 16.038
Mos.kowitz 1637 Storrs Rd 9 23 5 211 32,622.93 2 12.683.87 800.00 800.00 46.107 37.232 >41.659) •. 28.358
Sc~erman 1631 Storrs Rd 9 23 6 118 18.244.10 1 6.341.93 400.00 400.00 24.986 20.170 22;568 •••.;.• 15,354
Bmlilfl 1621 Storrs Rd 9 23 8 338 52.258.54 1 6.341.93 400.00 400.00 59.000 47.522 >:<:53.172. .' 36.044
Ros!3I's Trust 1717 Storrs Rd 8 15 10 603 93,230.47 11.25 71.346.76 5010.07 5010.07 169.587 137.350 .·.\J!j3.680 •••·.•.• 105.114
Lazure no # Storrs Rd 8 15 9-1 46 7.112.11 <>0;.;> •.;
E&I Associates 1733 Storrs Rd 8 15 9 420 64.936.64 13.25 84.030.63 3870.12 3870.12 152.837 123.658 ;..138.360.·;···· 94.479
Gillard 1753 Storrs Rd 8 15 8 405 62.617.48 6.50 41.222.57 3491.04 3491.04 107.331 86.992 ·.; •.··.97.335<.·.• 66,651
Walsh no # Storrs Rd 8 15 7&6 362 55.969.20 9.75 61.833.86 2372.86 2372.86 120.176 97.101 ..108.645··••·; 74,026
Ferrigno no # Tolland Tpke 8 15 5 80 12.368.88 1 6.341.93 400.00 400.00 19.111 15,446 ..17.282>.·.·· 11.781
Li 1775 Storrs Rd 8 15 4 194 29.994.55 1 6,341.93 400.00 400.00 36,736 29,619

·::::1~~.·•••••· 22,502
BT Partners 1768 Storrs Rd 2 5 21 298 46.074.10 9.00 57,077.41 3045.81 3045.81 106.197 85.992 65,787
Taylor Trust no # Storrs Rd 2 5 2? 560 86.582.19 3 19.025.80 1200.00 1200.00 106,808 86.122 ... >96.361·· •.• ;· 65,436
Guo no # Timber Dr 2 5 23 187 28.912.27 5.25 33,295.16 1366.40 1366.40 63,574 51.389 57,499 39,204
Ferrigno 1734 Storrs Rd 2 6 15 217 33.550.60 1.00 6,341.93 1353.80 1353.80 41,246 33.432 ... ;;37.:07•• 25,618
Fire Dept 1722 Storrs Rd 2 6 14 176 27.211.55 2.00 12,683.87 1175.99 1175.99
Ferrigno no # Storrs Rd 2 6 13 237 36.642.82 3.00 19,025.80 702.70 702.70 56,371 45,467

•·•·.· •.• 50.873 •• ·.···;·
34.563

Nelson 15 Willngton Hill Rd 2 6 32 162 25,046.99 1 6,341.93 400.00 400.00 31.789 25.640 '><28.688 19,492
Jones 643 Middle Tpke 2 8 13 308 47,620.21 2.50 15,854.84 1186.44 1186.44 64,661 52,228 ;·.··.58;437; .. 39.795
Lahan et al 1660 Storrs Rd 2 8 12 240 37.106.65 1.00 6,341.93 1005.20 1005.20 44,454 35,943 ·•.....·.··40.216· .•.;; 27,433
JE Shepard Co.. 661 Middle Tpke 2 8 14 529 81,789.25 14.25 90,372.56 3437.78 3437.78 175.600 141,877 . ':::;'158.745 ••';'; 108,155
Sanderson 656 Middle Tpke 9 24 22 150 23,191.66 1.50 9.512.90 853,,06 853.06 33.558 27,152 30;380 .. 20,746
Rogers 650 Middle Tpke 9 24 21 161 24,892.38 0.75 4.756.45 835.29 835.29 30,484 24,677 ;.... 27.611'·:· 18,869
Kreuscher 644 Middle Tpke 9 24 20 77 11.905.05 1.00 6.341.93 390.60 390.60 18.638 15.063 .•·••··16.854·.······. 11,489
Krivanec 1650 Storrs Rd 9 24 19 102 15.770.33 1.50 9.512.90 427.00 427.00 25.710 20.757 23,22!j: . 15,805
Krivanec 1646 Storrs Rd 9 24 18 104 16.079.55 1 6.341.93 400.00 400.00 22.821 18.430 ;.20.621 .. ; 14.038
Moskowitz no # Storrs Rd 9 24 17 105 16.234.16 1 6,341.93 400.00 400.00 22,976 18.554 .... 20,760· .. 14.132
Krivanec 1640 Storrs Rd 9 24 16 80 12.368.88 1 .6,341.93 400.00 400.00 19,111 15.446 .';17.282" 11.781
Charter Communication no # Storrs Rd 9 24 15 127 19,635.60 0.50 3.170.97 541.80 541.80 23,348 18.881 21;126' 14.414
Rogers et al 1632 Storrs Rd 9 24 14 134 20.717.88 1 6.341.93 400.00 400.00 27.460 22,159 ;;:.Z4.794 '.;';." 16.859
Stanley Property LLC 1630 Storrs Rd 9 24 13 97 14.997.27 1 6,341.93 400.00 400.00 21.739 17,559 .;"; ·19.647 ;.; •... 13.380
Ghiaei 1620 Storrs Rd 9 24 12 204 31.540.66 2 12.683.87 800.00 800.00 45,025 36,362 ;••• 40;685 ;.; ;.;' 27.699

number of adjusted front feet: 16510 2.552.628.58 227.00 175.50 2.552.628.58 161119.16 5.218.193 4.227.400 )4;729,995" 3,236,608
project estimated cost: $5.105,257.15 total units: 402.50

$ cost per adjusted front foot: 154.61 $/unit: 6341.93 1. indicates removal from assessment list after all calculated·:;
I Maximum: 210425.65 Maximum: 1141548.18 2. Treatment of power lines; barred from development

average feet per parcel: 300 46244.04 IAverage: 46244.04 3. Ferrigno Lot access
I Minimum: 7112.11 Minimum: 3170.97 I



Item #6

To:
From:
CC:

Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council . ., //
Matt Hart, Town Manager (YIlv((
Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Lon Hultgren, Director of Public
Works; Grant Meitzler, Assistant Town Engineer
September 8, 2008
Hillside Circle Quitclaim Deed

Subject Matter/Background
Several years ago the Town and University realigned the intersection at Hillside Circle
and Bolton Road. (The roadway that used to run straight towards the west leg of
Hillside Circle was closed off and a "I" intersection was constructed.) The adjoining
resident was cooperative with this project, and built his own stone wall to help define the
area.

As the roadway no longer follows the old path towards Westwood Road, the Town does
not need the property that adjoins the corner lot (lot 2 on the accompanying map). We
have agreed to quitclaim this to the adjoining owner so that our right-of-way ownership
follows the road (as it should).

Financial Impact
This project is complete using budgeted funds and no additional financial impact is
anticipated.

Legal Review
The Assistant Town Engineer has reviewed this matter with the Town Attorney.

Recommendation
Prior to taking any action on the quit claim, staff recommends that the Town Council
forward the matter to the Planning and Zoning Commission, for review under
Connecticut General Statutes Section 8-24.

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

Move, effective September 8, 2008, to refer the issue of the Hillside Circle Quit Claim
Deed to the Planning and Zoning Commission for review under Connecticut General
Statutes Section 8-24.

Attachments
1) Quit claim deed and description; Map
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QUIT CLAIM DEED

THE TOWN OF JvIANSFIELD, a municipal corporation with offices located at 4 South
Eagleville Road, Mansfield, Connecticut 06268, hereinafter referred to as "GRANTOR", for
One Dollar ($1.00) and other valuable consideration, grants to Robert S. Tilton & Rita A.
Connoly-Tilton with their principal place of residence at 3 Hillside Circle, Mansfield,
Connecticut 06268, hereinafter referreq to as "GRANTEE", with QUITCLAIM COVENANTS
all that certain piece or parcel ofland, situated in the Town of Mansfield, County of Tolland,
and State of Connecticut, and being more particularly described in Schedule"A" attached hereto
and incorporated herein.

Signed as of the day of 2008.

Witnessed by:

name:

name:

State of Connecticut )

County of Tolland )
ss: Mansfield

The Town ofMansfield

name:

____~---,2008

Personally appeared , Town Manager of the Town of
Mansfield, a Connecticut municipal corporation, signer of the foregoing instrument, and
acknowledged the same to be his free act and deed and the free act of said corporation, before me.
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SCHEDULE "A"

Beginning at the northeast corner of Lot 2 which is also a
southeast corner of Lot 1 as shown on a map entitled "Plan of
Portion of 'Ledgebrook' Development, Connecticut state College,
storrs, Conn., scale 1" = 40 feet, Oct. 25, 1937, plan and survey
by Gilbert F. Perry, C.E." which map is on file on the Office of
the Town Clerk. The Grantees herein acquired said Lot by a deed
recorded at Volume 390 Page 185 in the Office of the Town Clerk.

thence continuing on the prolongation of the northerly property
line of said Lot 2 for distance of 47 feet, be it more or less,
to a point which point is located 25 feet from the centerline of
Hillside Circle;

thence continuing southerly and southwesterly along a non-tangent
curve to the right having radius of 20 feet for a distance of 17
feet, more or less;

thence continuing southwesterly on a tangent curve to the left
having radius of 150 feet for a distance of 72 feet, more or
less, the last two courses being located parallel with and 25
feet distant from the centerline of Hillside Circle;

thence continuing northerly on a non~tangent curve to the left
having a radius of 531 feet for a distance of 71 feet, more or
less, along a portion of the' front line of said Lot 2 to the
place and point of beginning.

This parcel is subject to underground rights for storm water"
sanitary sewer, University water, a paved sidewalk, and gas
utilities as they presently exist, and which from time to time
may be subject to repair and construction.

It is the intent of this deed to transfer land now not needed for
road right-of-way as a result of recent major reconstruction of
the Hillside Circle/Hillside Road/Bolton Road intersection.
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this land is now owned by the State of Connecticut

I
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Lot 3

Hillside Circle

'\25'

Lot 2

___-t-__--U\l\\\1e5

Lot 1
now owned by the State of Connecticut

This area is subject to storm water,
sanitary sewer. University water, and
.gos utilities underground.

/

!
The shaded area on this sketch map is to be deeded
to Robed S. Tilton & Rita A. Connoly-Tilton and made a
part of Lot 2.' The area to be so deeded is about
.0.036 acres in size.



ARTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Meeting of Tuesday, 01 July 2008

Mansfield Community Center (MCC) Conference Room

MINUTES

1. The meeting was called to order at 7:14p by Acting Chair Leon Bailey. Members present: Jay Ames, Leon
Bailey, Scott Lehmann. Members absent: Anita Bacon, Kim Bova, Joan Prugh, Blanche Serban. Others present:
Betty Stem (staff).

Note: This is the thirdregular meeting in a row at which a quorum could not be assembled. Those members who
did show up decided to act on items 2 and 6 anyway, since the draft minutes and display procedures had been
circulated bye-mail in advance of the meeting and no objections were made to them.

2. The draft minutes ofthe April, May, and June meetings were approved the correction that the end date of
KYTFIFestival advertising should read "IS Sep" in item 4, May & June minutes, and "June" should read "July" in
item 6, June minutes.

3. MCC art displays.
a. Eric Roy, noting that the double-sided case was empty, asked if he might display two sculptural staffs

there, in conjunction with his jewelry and minerals in the shelved case. Jay called Mr. Roy during the meeting to let
him know that the case was reserved for a display of art camp art, which Jay and Scott installed there after the
meeting.

b. Nancy Conlon wants to display decorated boxes, frames, etc., employing 181h & 191h century techniques
(such as smoke graining) that give ordinary materials an exotic look. Her application was considered at the June
meeting, where some wondered ifher work was too far toward the craft end of the art-craft confinuum and a
decision was deferred to a time when more AAC members were present. Unfortunately, that doesn't describe this
meeting. Jay was unsuccessful in reaching Ms. Conlon by phone during the meeting to ask whether some of the
paintings (in frame, on boxes) shown in the photos are hers; he will pursue this issue.

Entry cases Sitting room Hallway
Exhibit Period

Double-sided Shelves Upper (5) Lower (3) Long (5)
t

Short (2)

Spring E.OSmith Judith Meyers John Manfred
IS Apr- IS Jul (ceramics, etc.) (oils) (photos)

4/21 - 5/30
Summer Art Camp art Eric Roy Faith A4ontaperto

IS Jul- IS Aug Gewelry) (various media)
6/3- 8/15

IS Aug-IS Sep Festival, KYTF advertising

Fall Sylvia Smith
IS Oct-IS Jan (water media)

4. The Downtown Partnership now has use ofa storefi'ont in the Store 24 block for advertising and displays, and
may be interested in some art work for it. Leon will call the Partnership to ask what it has in mind.

5. Discussion of performances at the MCC and a free-standing art show, independent ofthe Festival on the Green,
was put off until more (enthusiastic) members are present.

6. Art removal procedures. Scott's draft of"Art Display Procedures" (attached), including rules governing the
removal of art and the present waiver and pennission was approved. Artists who display their work at the MCC
should sign this document (and receive a copy) at the time their exhibit is installed. MCC staff should allow art to
be removed only by prior arrangement and with proper 10.

7. Adjourned at 7:58p. Next meeting: Tuesday, 05 August 08, 7:00p. Add to agenda: Outreach to artists (update
flier? table at KYTF?).

Scott Lehmann, Acting Secretary, 02 July 08; approved 02 September 08

Attaehment: Art Display Procedures
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ART DISPLAY PROCEDURES

• The Mansfield Al1s Advisory Committee (AAC) and the artist will negotiate the display period
for al1 exhibits at the Mansfield Community Center (MCC).

• Exhibits will nonnally run for three months: January 15 to April 14; April 15 to July 14; July 15
to October 14; or October 15 to January 14. That is, exhibits are nonnally installed on the 15th of
January, April, July, or October, and normally come down on the 14th of April, July, October, or
January three months later.

• Artists are expected to show their work for the agreed-upon period. Removal of work more than
one week before the end of this period requires AAC approval.

• With the approval of the AAC, m1ists may substitute a different work for one already on display.
• Artists must negotiate day and time for removing art in advance with Jay O'Keefe, Assistant

Director of Parks and Recreation, at the MCC. Any changes in the agreed-upon day or time must
be approved by Mr. O'Keefe.

• Artists must sign in at the MCC desk and show ID before removing any work.
• Work not removed by the artist (or agent) by the end of the agreed-upon display period may be

removed by the AAC. [n this case, the AAC will attempt to reunite artist and work, but assumes
no responsibility for loss or damage. The MCC does not have room to store works of art.

ARTIST'S CONSENT

I have read and consent to the above Art Display Procedures. My display period begins
______(date) and ends (date).

WAIVER: I hereby agre.e to release, discharge and hold harmless the Town of Mansfield, its directors,
officers, employees, agents, contractors, volunteers and/or members/visitors from any and all liability or
damage that may occur to my artwork while on display at the Mansfield Community Center property. I
understand that display of artwork may involve risks and I understand that the Town of Mansfield does
not provide insurance for artist's displays in any town facility.

PHOTO RELEASE: I understand that for promotional purposes that the Town videotapes and/or takes
photographs of participants and the interior of the facility. I hereby release and pennit the Town of
Mansfield to utilize for said promotional purposes any photographs of my displayed artwork or myself
while at the Mansfield Community Center.

Name: _

Address: _

Phone: -----------------------------
Signature: Date: _

-60-



Mansfield Commission on Aging Minutes

10:00 AM - Senior Center ~Iondav,June9.2008

Present: K. Grunwald (staff), W. Bigl, C. Pellegrine, S. Gordon, A. Holinko, T. Quinn
(Chair), M. Ross, P. Hope (staf±), C. Phillips, M. Thatcher, 1. Quarto,J. Brubacher, 1.
Kenny (staff), R. Gouldsbrough
Regrets: K. Doeg

I. Call to Order: Chair T. Quinn called the meeting to order at 10:00 AM

II. Appointment of Recording Secretary: K. Grunwald agreed to take minutes for the
meeting.

III. Acceptance ofMinutes: the minutes of the May 12, 2008 meeting were accepted as
written.

IV. Correspondence - Chair and Staff: none

V. New Business
- "Other": Homecare Services: no discussion.

VI. Optional Reports on ServiceslNeeds of Town Aging Populations
A. Health Care Services

Wellness Center and Wellness Program - J. Kelmy did not have copies of her
monthly report; gave a verbal report.
Mansfield Center for Nursing and Rehabilitation -J. Kenny reported that there are
concerns about the lack of State funding to supplement the cost of nursing home
care.

B. Social, Recreational and Educational
Senior Center - P. Hope distributed copies of her monthlY,report. She noted that
there was an interesting presentation on Exploring Mental Health through Film.
Tax volunteers continue to be available to assist with the economic stimulus
application. She noted that the Senior Center received a grant from the State
Department of Social Services to 'open the Center on Saturday; Jessica Nathan has
been hired to staff this. A grant was also received for case management services.
We will also be receiving exercise equipment through a Health District grant.

Senior Center Assoc. - J. Brubacher (for Tom Rogers): no report.

C. Housing
Assisted Living Advisory Committee: K. Grunwald reported that the committee
is in the process of writing up their recommendations for the Town Council.
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Juniper Hill: R. Gouldsbrough reported that they are still looking for volunteer
drivers.
Jensen's Park: W. Bigl reported as a tax volunteer; stated that they went to
Andover, Juniper Hill and Jensen's, in addition to providing assistance at the
Senior Center to residents of Mansfield, Ashford and Willington; helped more
than 360 individuals. Costs were reimbursed by the IRS. The estimate of the
value of the services provided was $76,375. T. Quinn feels that this provides
further impetus for development of a regional senior center.

D. Related Town and Regional Organizations such a~:

Aqvisory Committee on the Needs ofPersons with Disabilities, Senior
Resources of Eastern CT: no reports.

VII. Old Business
Committee to regionalize the Senior Center Association (T. Quinn): the
committee has only met once; will be meeting again this week.
Strategic Planning Update - Seniors: Proposed Board of Seniors (T. Quinn):
K. Grunwald reported that this group is in the process of completing the action
plans.
Long Range Plan for 2007- 2010: Action Plans:

o Information Dissemination (C. Pellegrine and M. Thatcher): no report.
o Senior Center Facility: (W. Bigl and C. Phillips): W. Bigl reported that

on March 31 he presented a recommendation to the Town Council for
development of a new Senior Center building (copies distributed).

o Access to Public Meetings (M. Ross): C. Pellegrine pointed out that
the floor covering on the Community Center gym fOJ elections made it
very difficult for some people to walk, along with the distance and
parking issues. Perhaps wheelchairs could be provided for the next
election? Mark Ross pointed out that people with hearing impairment
are not always visible. M. Ross will draft aproposal for assistive
hearing technology; K. Grunwald suggested to include this in the
larger issue of accessibility, and to send a recommendation to the
Town Council, endorsed by the Advisory Committee on the needs of
People with Disabilities.

o Transportation (all): Mindy Perkins from the Windham Region Transit
District will be invited to join us next month.

VIII. Adjournment: Meeting adjourned at 11:00 AM.

Next meeting: JVIonday, September 8,2008 at 9:30 AM at the Senior Center

Respectfully submitted,

Kevin Grunwald
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Town of Mansfield
CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Meeting of21 May 2008
Conference B, Beck Building

MINUTES

lv/embers present: Robeli Dahn, Peter Drzewiecki, Quentin Kessel, Scott Lehmalm, Frank
Trainor. lYiembers absent: Jolm Silander, Joan Stevenson (Alt.). Others present: Grant Meitzler
(Mansfield Wetlands Agent).

1. The meeting was called to order at 7:34p by Chair Quentin Kessel.

2. The draft minutes of the 6 April 08 meeting were approved as alnended: "Ken Meitzler"
(item 3) should read "Ken Metzler". Lehmann asked whether Commission comments (recorded
in the minutes) on an IWA or PZC referral would automatically be entered into the record of any
public hearing on the application. Apparently not: if we wish comments to be included in the
hearing record, the Secretary should extract them from the minutes and send them to Greg
Padick with a request that they be so included.

3. IWA referrals.
a. W1398 (Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC; gas line repairs) This referral is for
information only: since gas line regulation is a federal matter, the Commission has nothing to
say about it (see U S. Constitution, Art. VI, Sec.2). The pipeline company will be digging
up the pipelIne in three locations, two of them close to wetlands, to check its integrity.
b. W1399 (Sandall; Crane Hill Rd.) A proposed second-story bedroom supported by
piers would be within about 20 ft of a large pond in the drainage to the west; there is no other
feasible location for an additional room. The applicant proposes to remove a significallt
amount of earth (piled against the foundation for insulation) below the addition; it is not clear
where this would go, or why its removal is necessary. Commission unanimously agreed
(motion: Drzewiecki, Dahn) that the proposed addition does not appear to involve a
significant impact on wetlands, as long as soil now insulating the foundation is left in place
and appropliate erosion controls are employed during constmction.

4. Membership. Since Rosen has resigned (due to other demands on her time), the Commission
now needs two Alternates, assuming that Stevenson replaces Rosen as a full member.

5. Adjourned at 8:00p.

Scott Lehmann, Secretary
21 May 08

Attachment: Report on the 14 May 08 IWA/PZC field trip

W1399 (Sandall, 84 Crane Hill Rd.) A 12 by 20 ft second-floor bedroom addition (with semi­
circular deck?) is proposed along the back of this house; it would rest on piers. There does not
appear to be a feasible alternative to this location, given the design of the house. The 'footprint'
of the addition would extend out a bit farther than fu""1 existing earth terrace (to be removed)
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against the back of the house. The addition would go on the corner ofthe house that is already
quite close to a large pond on the brook to the west. Its corner pier would be less than 20 ft from
the pond, assuming that the site sketch included in the packet is accurate. However, it is not
clear that the addition would add significantly to whatever wetland impact the house already has
- except during the constmction & stabilization phase, when a lot of sediment could end up in
the pond and stream if special care were not taken.

W1393/PZCII08-2 (Laguardia, Dodd & WalTenville Rds.) This visit was to see some of the
land proposed for open space along Warrenville Rd. We looked down into the property from the
ACE dike offRt. 89, then walked down to an old dam-site on Chapin Brook from a point farther
south on the highway. The CC has already commented on this application, and I did not see
anything that seems to me to require additional comment. (On the walk to the old dam, I did
notice a lot of fringed polygala, which I don't recall seeing elsewhere in .Mansfield.).

There were two other stops, but neither of them involves a refelTal to the CC.

Scott Lehmann, 20 May 08
Approved 20 August 08
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Town ofMansfield
CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Meeting of 16 July 2008
Conference B, Beck Building

MINUTES

Jvlembers present: Quentin Kessel, Scott Lehmann, Frank Trainor. Members absent: Robert
Dahn, Peter Drzewiecki, John Silander, Joan Stevenson (Alt.). Others present: Jean Haskell
(Parks Advisory Committee), Grant Meitzler (Mansfield Wetlands Agent).

1. The meeting was called to order at 7:36p by Chair Quentin Kessel.

2. The June meeting was cancelled. Consideration of the draft minutes of the 21 May 08
meeting was defened to such ti~e as a quorum is present.

3. Kessel repOlied that our recommendation that the Torrey Property be so named appears to be
at odds with a Town policy that properties acquired by the Town not be named for their previous
owners; he wondered how we might secure an exception in this case. Ms. Haskell observed that
the Town Council is the ultimate authority and suggested that the best time to make a case for a
pmiicular nmne is when a management plan for a property is presented to the Council for
approval.

4. White Oak septic easement. In lanum"y, the CC leamed that the Town was considering
granting the White Oak Condominium Association an easement in Dunhamtown Forest for a
new septic system. The CC objected to this scheme on various grounds in a 1/19/08 statement
sent to the Town Planner and Town Manager. Following a presentation on the issue at the
February meeting, the CC agreed to hold its fire until Town staff had a proposal for
consideration by the PZC and the Council. This has now occuned.

After some discussion, it was agreed that Lehmann would revise our 1/19/08 statement,
incorporating the points below, to be e-mailed to CC members for approval before being sent on
to the PZC and Council:

• Elaborate on item 1 as suggested by Kessel, noting that the land was purchased with
public ftmds dedicated for open space.

• Observe that the proposed easement allocates public land to private use, not public
benefit. A private. landowner would celiainly insist on compensation for use of
his/her land by someone else for a leaching field, and the Town should demand no
less. At the least, it should be paid enough to purchase an equal amount of open
space elsewhere (perhaps via a lease instead of an easement, with rent going to the
Open Space Fund).

• Modify item 3 to indicate that the CC should have been notified of Henry Torcellini's
request to dig test holes in the Forest (22 June 04).

• Drop the suggestion of an engineered system on the White Oak property from item 4,
since it is apparently not feasible, but ask what altemative sites on private propeliy
were considered and why they were rejected. Perhaps note that Coventry required
that sewage be pumped a considerable distance to protect Coventry Lake.
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5. IWA referrals. Neither Lehmann nor anyone else on the CC was notified of the field trip to
these sites, which (according to Meitzler).was conducted this afternoon.

a. W1407 (Lewis, Warrenville Rd.) The house proposed for this long, narrow lot is about
55 feet from a pond on a neighbor's propeliy; the septic system is sited between the house
and WalTenville Rd., farther from the pond and a brook. The CC suggests (motion:
Lehmann, Trainor; passed unanimously) that the applicant consider rotating the house and
garage to the extent possible to increase the distance to the pond.
b. W1409 (Unistar Properties, Browns & Stafford Rds.) Three houses are proposed for
this property. There are 3 wetland areas; driveways for lots 1 and 3 will pass close to them.
The CC agreed unanimously to the following motion (Kessel, Trainor): the CC is concerned
that much of the proposed work is within the regulated area and that for this reason there may
be a significant negative Impact on wetlands; the CC would prefer a plan with only one or
two homes on the property.

6. Adjourned at 8:45p.

Scott Lehmann, Secretary
21 July 08
Approved 20 August 08
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Sara-Ann Chaine

From: webmaster@mansfieldct.org

Sent: Wednesday, September 03,20082:16 PM

To: Sara-Ann Chaine

Subject: IWA Approved Minutes 8-4-08

MINUTES

MANSFIELD INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY

Monday,August4,2008

Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present: R. Favretti (Chairman), B. Gardner, J. Goodwin, R. Hall, K. Holt, P. Plante,
B. Ryan

Members absent: P. Kochenburger, B. Pociask

Alternates present: M. Beal, G. Lewis, L. Lombard

Staff present: G. Meitzler (Wetlands Agent)

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Alternates Beal and Lewis were
appointed to act.

Minutes:

717108-Hall MOVED, Plante seconded, to approve the minutes as written. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

7/16/08-Holt MOVED, Ryan seconded, to approve the field trip minutes as written. MOTION
PASSED with Favretti, Beal, Lombard, Holt and Ryan in favor and all others disqualified.

7/21/08-Hall MOVED, Plante seconded, to approve the minutes as written. MOTION PASSED
with all in favor except Beal who disqualified himself.

Communications:

The Wetland Agent's Monthly Business report and the minutes of the 7-16-08 Conservation
Commission meeting were both noted.

Outstanding Enforcement Actions:
W1400 - Glode - Stafford Road
Item was tabled.

Old Business:
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W1395 - Green -KnowltonlWormwood Hill Roads - 11 Lot Subdivision
Holt MOVED, Plante seconded, to grant an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the
Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to the N.S. Green Estate
(file # W1395), for an 11 lot subdivision on property owned by the applicant, located on both
sides of Wormwood Hill Road and on the east side of Knowlton Hill Road, as shown on plans
dated 112412008 revised through 611112008, and as described in other application
submissions. This action is based on the application submissions, all evidence and testimony
presented in public hearings held on April 7, 2008 and continued to May 5,2008, June 2,
2008, and July 7,2008, and observations made on a field trip to the site on March 13, 2008,
and consideration of applicable regulations.

The Agency hereby finds:

1. The long term water storage function of the site's wetlands will be preserved by the
avoidance of construction activity in the wetland areas on the site. The project offers a long
term commitment of resources in the preservation of more than 59 acres in conservation and
agricultural easements to be deeded to the Town.

2. The sediment and erosion plan treatment is appropriate for the driveways on Lot 3 and Lot 6
which are located near wetlands. The Lot 3 and Lot 6 drives have been provided with double
silt fence protection, and the Lot 6drive has been redesigned to share use with the Lot 7 drive
keeping it as far as practical from wetlands with consideration given to the potential impact of
sedimentation from graded slopes along this drive.

3. Although proposed development area envelopes are close towetland areas in places,
conservation easements in these areas will provide for undeveloped buffer areas near
wetlands that will be preserved.

4. A feasible and prudent alternative does not exist based on evidence presented at the public
hearing. There are two driveways with portions of their length near wetlands but the applicant
has made revisions to each of these drives appropriately weighing the potential for impact.

Based on the above considerations, the Agency hereby finds this project will not cause
significant impact, provided the following conditions are met:

A. No construction permits shall be issued until all required state and federal permits have
been obtained. Any revisions to the Storm Water Management Plan shall be reviewed and
approved by the Inland Wetlands Agency before installation work begins. An additional Inland
Wetlands license shall not be required unless the revisions involve significant alterations of the
project.

B. Best Development Practices, as outlined on the Erosion Control Notes and Detail sheet of
the plans, shall be followed.

C. All erosion and sedimentation controls (as shown on the plans) shall be in place prior to
construction and maintained during construction and removed when disturbed areas are
completely stabilized.

D. No construction permits shall be issued until legal documents are filed on the land records
for the open space dedication area and until this area is delineated with surveying pins and
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open space tags placed every 50' to 100' along the open space boundaries.

E. The legal documents shall include a quit claim deed for the cemetery to clear any claim
which the N.S. Green Estate may have in this property.

F. The final mylar plans shall include the revision to the DAE line in the vicinity of the driveway
for Lot 3 that is shown on an untitled plan on 8.5 x 11 inch paper, bearing note "7.07.08
submitted at public hearing GM."

G. A copy of the final plans resulting from other required approvals shall be submitted to the
Wetlands Agency when complete.

This approval is valid for a period of five years (until August 4, 2013), unless additional time is
requested by the applicant and granted by the Inland Wetlands Agency. The applicant shall
notify the Wetlands Agent before any work begins, and all work shall be completed within one
year. Any extension of the activity period shall come before this Agency for further review and
comment. MOTION PASSEP UNANIMOUSLY. .

W1403 - Mansfield Auto Parts - permit renewal
Holt MOVED, Hall seconded, to grant renewal of the Inland Wetlands License issued under
Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to
Mansfield Auto Parts, Inc. (file W1403) for an ongoing used auto-parts business on property
owned bythe applicant located at 214 Stafford Road, as requested in a letter dated 5/28/08.
This action is based on a finding of no anticipated significant impact on the wetlands and is
subject to all of the conditions contained in the September 2, 2003 action, which are made a
part of this action, and a copy of that action shall be attached to this renewal.

This renewal is valid for a period of two years (until August 4, 2010),. at which time permit
renewal shall again be applied for. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

W1407 - Lewis ~ Warrenville Rd - Single Family Residence in buffer

Holt MOVED, Plante seconded, to grant an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the
Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to Walter Lewis (file
W1407) for construction of a single family dwelling and appurtenant work, on property owned
by the applicant, located on the west side of Warrenville Road, as shown on a map dated
6/02/2008, and as described in other application submissions.

This action is based on a finding of no anticipated significant impact on the wetlands, and is
conditioned upon the following provisions being met:

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

2. The footing drain outlet shall be moved to keep it approximately 50 feet away from the
wetlands.

3. The house location shall be moved closer to Warrenville Rd by 20 feet to reach a separating
distance of 75 feet from the wetlands (or as near as practical to those distances).
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This approval is valid for a period of five years (until August 4, 2013), unless additional time is
requested by the applicant and granted by the Inland Wetlands Agency. The applicant shall
notify the Wetlands Agent before any work begins, and all work shall be completed within one
year. Any extension of the activity period shall come before this agency for further review and
comment. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Public Hearing;.

W1409 - Unistar Properties LLC - Browns/Stafford Roads - 3 lot subdivision

Chairman Favretti opened the Public Hearing at 7:22 p.m. Members present were R. Favretti,
B. Gardner,
J. Goodwin, R. Hall, K. Holt, P. Plante, B. Ryan, and alternates M. Beal, G. Lewis and L.
Lombard. Favretti appointed Beal and Lewis to act. Meitzler read the Legal Notice as it
appeared in the Chronicle on 7/22/08 and 7/30/08, and listed the following communications
received and distributed to all members of the Agency: a 7/30/08 memo from Grant Meitzler,
Inland Wetlands Agent; 7/16/08 Conservation Commission draft minutes; and 7/16/08 Field
Trip minutes.

Attorney Sam Schrager, representing the applicant, submitted return receipts verifying
neighbor notification and requested that the testimony presented in the IWA-hearing be
entered into the record of the PZC hearing. Attorney Schrager reviewed comments in
Meitzler's memo and indicated that they had no objections to the items identified. Schrager
noted that the DEP Database inquiry has been requested and is expected to be received by
the end of next week. He requested the Public Hearing be continued to 9/2/08 to allow the
applicant adequate time to receive and review the DEP response.

Paul Magyar, Lenard Engineering, reviewed the plans and noted no direct disturbance to
wetlands. Magyar introduced Martin Brogie, Soil Scientist, and asked him to review the site in
relation to the wetlands. Brogie submitted his professional resume for the record and reviewed
his credentials. Brogie stated he felt that the majority of the wetlands are not significant, and
there are no vernal pools or amphibious breeding places.

Favretti noted that a wetland within the Annie Vinton School property extends 50' into the
proposed site. Meitzler noted that the subject wetland remains contained in the proposed open
space area.

Marilyn Taylor, Quail Run, noted that this proposal abuts the rear of her property. She
expressed concern with the possible failure of the septic systems and the possibility of their
leaking into adjacent neighbor's wells, including those of the school. She stated that she is
looking for confirmation that this will not occur.

Magyar stated that the septic systems are professionally designed according to the standards
of the State Department of Health and are approved by the local health department. The State
also requires separating distance between the septic system and neighboring wells to allow
adequate distance in the case of septic system failure. He discussed the design of the septic
system and noted in the case of failure the flow would be away from the wells.

Holt wondered how a power outage would affect the pumping of the septic system.
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Marilyn Taylor asked Magyar to give the separating distances from houses to septic tanks (at
least 10') and leaching fields (at least 100').

Favretti noted no further questions or comments from the public or the Agency. Holt MOVED,
Gardner seconded, to continue the public hearing until 9/2/08. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY. .

New Business:

W1410 - St. Marks Episcopal - N. Eagleville Rd-parking addition and reconstruction
Goodwin MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by St. Marks Episcopal
Church (File W141 0) under section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the
Town of Mansfield for the reconstruction and repair of the parking area at 42 North Eagleville
Road, on property owned by the Missionary Society of Episcopal Diocese of CT, as shown on
a map dated 7/25/08 and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said
application to the staff and Conservation Commission for review and comment. MOTION
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

W1411 - Chovnick - Rte 32 & Cider Mill R - showroom addition
Goodwin MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by Benjamin Chovnick
(File W1411) under section 5 of the. Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of
Mansfield for a two-story 30'x40' addition to an existing building, including paving of parking
area and related drainage work at Route 32 and Cider Mill Road, on property owned by
Eleanor Chovnick, as shown on a map dated 7/28/08 and as described in other application
submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and Conservation Commission for review
and comment. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

W1412 - Bagwell - Chaffeeville R - garage restoration & addition
Goodwin MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by Mallory and Michelle
.Bagwell (File W1412) under section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the
Town of Mansfield for a 10'x1 0' addition and restoration of existing 15' x 18' structure, at 504
Chaffeville Road, on property owned by the applicants, as shown on a map dated 1/1/07 and
as described in other application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and
Conservation Commission for review and comment. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

W1413 - BT Partners LLC - Storrs R - Parking lot addition
Goodwin MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by BT Partners LLC
(File W1413) under section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of
Mansfield for the conversion of existing warehouse space to a church at 1768 Storrs Road, on
property owned by the applicant, as shown on a map dated 7/14/08 and as described in other
application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff and Conservation
Commission for review and comment. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

W1414 - R.F.Crossen Contr. LLC - Storrs R - 6 lot subdivision

Goodwin MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by R. F. Crossen (File
W1414) under section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of
Mansfield for a 6 lot subdivision on property owned by the applicant, located on the north side
of Route 195 between Baxter and Cedar Swamp Roads, as shown on a map dated 3/31/08
revised through 7/29/08 and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said
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application to the staff and Conservation Commission for review and comment, and to set a
Public Hearing for 9/02/08. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Field Trig Date: August 26,2008 at 1:30 P.M.

Reports of Officers and Committees: Noted.

Other Communications and Bills: Noted. Agency members asked Meitzler to get more
information on the proposed ECSU ball field and to draft a response, with the approval of the
Agency officers. .

Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 8:02 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary

Click here to unsubscribe I Powered by QNotify a product of QScend Technologies, Inc.

-72-



Sara-Ann Chaine

From: webmaster@mansfieldct.org

Sent: Wednesday, September 03, 20082:24 PM

To: Sara-Ann Chaine

SUbject: PZC Approved Minutes 8-4-08

MINUTES

MANSFIELD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

Regular Meeting, Monday, August 4,2008

Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Members present: R. Favretti (Chairman), B. Gardner, J. Goodwin, R. Hall, K. Holt, P. Plante,
B. Ryan

Members absent: P. Kochenburger, B. Pociask

Alternates present: M. Beal, G. Lewis, L. Lombard

Staff present: C. Hirsch, Zoning Agent

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 8:10 p.m. and appointed alternates Beal and
Lombard to act.

Minutes:

7/21/08- Plante MOVED, Holt seconded, to approve the 7/21/08 minutes as written. MOTION
PASSED with all in favor except Beal who disqualified himself.

Scheduled Business:

Public Hearing:

Subdivision Application, 3 proposed lots on Stafford Rd., Unistar Properties o/a. File
#1274
Chairman Favretti opened the Public Hearing at 8:11 p.m. Members present were R. Favretti,
B. Gardner,
J. Goodwin, R. Hall, K. Holt, P. Plante, B. Ryan, and alternates M. Beal, G. Lewis and L.
Lombard. Favretti appointed Beal and Lombard to act. Hirsch read the Legal Notice as it
appeared in the Chronicle on 7/22/08 and 7/30/08, and listed the following communications
received and distributed to all members of the Commission: a 7/28/08 memo from G. Padick,
Director of Planning; a 7/30/08 memo from G. Meitzler, Asst. Town Engineer; a 7/30/08 memo
from EHHD; and a 7/29/08 memo from J. Jackman, Fire Marshal.

Attorney Samuel Schrager, representing the applicant, submitted return receipts verifying
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neighbor notification and requested that the testimony presented in the IWA hearing be
entered into the record of the PZC hearing. Schrager noted that the DEP Database inquiry has
been requested and it is·expected by the end of next week. He asked that the Public Hearing
be continued to 9/2/08 to allow adequate time to receive and review the DEP response.

Paul Magyar, of Lenard Engineering, reviewed comments raised in staff reports, noting that he
had not obtained a copy of the Fire Marshal's report. Hirsch stated the Fire Marshal's report
raised no concerns. Magyar stated that the E.H.H.D. is requiring additional test pits to be done
within the next week, and noted that a supplemental memo from the Health Department is
expected prior to the next meeting. Magyar said he would like clarification regarding Padick's
comments on the cut and fill amounts.

Hall expressed concern that the applicant did not disclose to Mrs. Taylor during the IWA
hearing that the EHHD required additional test pits to be dug and that the EHHD has not
signed off on the proposal.

Hirsch referred to sheet 6 of 8 and noted Mr. Padick's concern regarding any disturbance of
stonewalls near the driveway of lot #3. Magyar indicated that he can curve the driveway away
from the stone wall to minimize disturbance.

William Barna, Quail Run, asked what size the buffer will be between the proposed parcels
and the existing homes on Quail Run, and will trees be left standing in the buffer.

Favretti noted no further questions or comments from the public or the Commission. Gardner
MOVED, Lombard seconded, to continue the Public Hearing until 9/2/08. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY. .

Public Hearing:

Special Permit Application, Single Family Residence with an Efficiency Unit, 648 Storrs
Rd., .
J. Saba ala, File #1273
Chairman Favretti opened the Public Hearing at 8:40 p.m. Members present were R. Favretti,
B. Gardner,
J. Goodwin, R. Hall, K. Holt, P. Plante, B. Ryan, and alternates M. Beal, G. Lewis and L.
Lombard. Favretti appointed Beal and Lombard to act. Hirsch read the Legal Notice as it
appeared in the Chronicle on 7/22/08 and 7/30/08, and listed the following communications
received and distributed to all members of the Commission: a 7/28/08 memo from G. Padick,
Director of Planning; a 7/10/08 memo from EHHD; and a 7/31/08 letter from Jason Sabo which
was distributed this evening.

Jason Sabo, owner and applicant of the proposed efficiency unit at 648 Storrs Road, submitted
return receipts verifying neighbor notification and requested that the PZC close the Public
Hearing this evening due to a time constraint and special family circumstances.

Holt and Gardner queried the applicant about compliance of regulations and received
satisfactory answers.

Favretti noted no further questions or comments from the public or the Commission. Plante
MOVED, Holt seconded, to close the Public Hearing at 8:46p.m. MOTION PASSED
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UNANIMOUSLY.

Then Holt MOVED, Plante seconded, to approve with conditions the special permit application
(file #1273), of J. Sabo, for an efficiency apartment on property located at 648 Storrs Road, in
an RAR-90 zone, as submitted to the Commission and shown on a 7/2/08 site plan and
undated floor plans, and other applicpnt submissions, and as presented at a Public Hearing on
8/4/08.

This approval is granted because the application, as hereby approved, is considered to be in
compliance with Article X, Section M, Article V, Section B, and other provisions of the
Mansfield Zoning Regulation, and is granted with the following conditions:

1. This approval is granted for a one-bedroom efficiency unit in association with an existing
single-family home having up to four additional bedrooms. Any increase in the number of
bedrooms on this property shall necessitate subsequent review and approval from Eastern
Highlands Health District and the Planning and Zoning Commission;

2. This approval is conditioned upon continued compliance with Mansfield's zoning regulations
for efficiency units, which include owner-occupancy requirements and limitations on the
number of residents in an efficiency unit;

3. This sP€?cial permit shall not become valid until filed upon the Land Records by the
applicant.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Zoning Agent's Report:

Items A - C were noted.

D. Thompson Property Update
Hirsch summarized his memo; extensive discussion followed. Members requested that staff
include in the next packet the previous approval motion. Members tabled this item to the next
m~eting to allow the neighbors adequate time to respond.

Old Business:

1. 11 lot Subdivision Application, Wormwood Hill and Knowlton Hill Rds, Green ola, File
#1269

Discussion was held regarding concern for the old stone wall surrounding the historic
McDaniels home.

Holt, Beal, Lombard, Favretti, Goodwin and Gardner agreed to the elimination of lot 3 and
allotting its land to adjoining lots, or to open space, thus preserving the integrity of the
homestead lot. Beal volunteered to work with staff to create a draft motion.

2. Town Council Referral: White-Oak Condominiums, Proposed Sewage Disposal
System on Town Land
Hirsch noted memos from the Director of Planning, EHHD, Conservation Commission, Open
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Space Preservation Commission, and Parks Advisory Committee. S. Lehman, representing the
Conservation Commission, distributed a report of issues raised by that Commission. Extensive
discussion followed, and the consensus of the PZC was that members did not want to set a
precedent which would allow private useof Town-owned land. Lewis questioned what the
other alternatives to this proposal were. Goodwin MOVED, Hall seconded, that in accordance
with Connecticut General Statute Section 8-24, in response to the 6/23/08 Town Council
referral regarding the White Oak Condominium Association Inco's request for permission to
install a leaching field on a portion of Town-owned land to rectify sewage disposal problems at
the complex, the Planning and Zoning Commission reports to the Town Council that it does not
support the use of the Town-owned Dunham Town Forest or the granting of an easement on
this property to White Oak Condominium Association Inc., for use in the installation of its
sanitary sewer system inasmuch as the Planning and Zoning Commission does not support
the use of Town-owned open space parcels for private use. MOTION PASSED .
UNANIMOUSLY.

3. PZC-Proposed revisions to the Zoning Map and Zoning Regulations. File #907-30
Item tabled.

4. Modification Application, 476 Storrs Road, M. & M. Healey o/a. File #819

Plante MOVED, Holt seconded, that the PZC Chairman and Zoning Agent be authorized to
approve the 6/15/08 request of M. Healey for site and use revisions at 476 Storrs Road,
subject to the following conditions:

1. All parking spaces in non-paved areas shall be delineated with wheel stops or other
measures approved by the Zoning Agent and PZC Chairman.

2. No segment of the proposed driveway shall be less than twenty (20) feet in width.

3. Proposed signage shall be approved in advance by the Zoning Agent and PZC Chairman
and shall meet the construction, lighting and landscaping provisions of Article X, Section C. 10,
11 and 12.

4. Except as modified by this action, all other conditions of approval shall remain in effect.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

New Business:

1. Special Permit Application, St. Paul's Collegiate Church. 1768 Storrs Rd., B.T.
Partners, LLC ola, File # 1275
Holt MOVED, Lombard seconded, to receive the Special Permit application (File #1275)
submitted by B.T. Partners, LLC, for a 240-seat chun;:h, on property located at 1768 Storrs
Road, owned by the applicant, as shown on plans dated July 14, 2008, and as described in
other application submissions, and to refer said application to the staff for review and
comments, and to set a Public Hearing for September 2,2008. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

2. Site Modification Application, St. Mark's Chapel, 42 N. Eagleville Rd., Parking Lot
Improvements, File # 1176
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Holt MOVED, Lombard seconded, to receive the site plan modification application (File #1176)
submitted by Mark A. Boyer for improvements to the parking lot at St. Marks Chapel, on
property located at 42 North Eagleville Road, owned by the Missionary Society of Episcopal
Diocese of CT, as shown on plans dated July 25, 2008, and as described in other application
submissions, and to refer said application to the staff for review and comments. MOTION
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

3. Site Modification Application, Motorcycle Consultant, LLC, E. Chovnick, owner, B.
Chovnick, applicant, 213 Stafford Road, showroom expansion, File #827-3
Holt MOVED, Lombard seconded, to receive the site plan modification application (File #827­
3) submitted by Benjamin Chovnick for site improvements and a showroom addition, on
property located at 213 Stafford Road, owned by the applicant, as shown on plans dated July
28, 2008, and as described in other application submissions, and to refer said application to
the staff and Design Review Panel for review and comments. MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

Reports of Officers and Committees:

Favretti noted an 8/26/08 field trip at 1:30 p.m.

Communications and Bills:

Items were noted.

Adjournment:

Favretti declared the meeting adjourned at 9:47 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary

Click here to unsubscribe I Powered by QNotify a product of QScend Technologies, Inc.
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Sara-Ann Chaine

From: webmaster@mansfieldct.org

Sent: Wednesday, September 03,20082:15 PM

To: Sara-Ann Chaine

Subject: IWAJPZC Field Trip Minutes 8-26-08

MINUTES

MANSFIELD INLAND WETLAND AGENCYjPLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

FIELD TRIP

Special Meeting

Tuesday/ August 26/ 2008

Members present: R. Favretti/ M. Beal/ K. Holt/ L. Lombard/

Staff present: G. Meitzler/ Wetlands Agent/ Assistant Town Engineer; S. Lehman (Conservation
Commission)/ G. Padick/ Director of Planning;

1. ST. MARK'S CHAPEL, 42 N. EAGLEVILLE RD. proposed parking lot expansion. IWA file
W1410, PZC file #1176

Members were met by Project Engineer/ Paul Magyar and numerous representatives of St.
Mark's Chapel. Site and neighborhood characteristics were observed. No decisions were made.

2. ST. PAUL'S COLLEGIATE CHURCH, 1768 STORRS RD. (about 500 feet west of Timber
Q[lproposed parking lot expansion. IWA file W1413, PZC file #1275

Members were met by property owner N. Smith and B. Dubow of St. Paul's Collegiate Church.
Site and neighborhood characteristics were observed. No decisions were made.

3. WINDWOOD ACRES, STORRS RD. (about 1000 feet east of Baxter Rd.) proposed 6-lot
subdivision. IWA file W1414

Members were met by Project Engineer/ M. Peterson. Site characteristics/ including the
location of a proposed wetland crossing/ were observed. No decisions were made.

4. BAGWELL PROPERTY, CHAFFEEVILLE RD. (ABOUT 1200 Feet south of Wildwood Rd.)
proposed restoration and addition to existing structure. IWA file W1412

Members were met by Mr. Bagwell. Site characteristics were observed. No decisions were
made.

5. MOTORCYCLE CONSULTANT, LLC. 213 STAFFORD RD. (south corner of Cider Mill Rd.)
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proposed showroom expansion; IWA file W1411, PZC file # 827-3 .

Members were met by B. Chovnick and R. Sherman. Site and neighborhood characteristics
were observed. No decisions were made.

The field trip ended at approximately 3:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

K. Holt, Secretary

Click here to unsubscribe I Powered by~ a product of QScend Technologies, Inc.
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Town of JVlansfield
Personnel Committee

Wednesday, August 13,2008
Mansfield Community Center Community Ro..om

Members Present: Deputy Mayor Gregg Haddad, Councilor Helen Koehn, Councilor Chris
Paulhus

Staff Present: Assistant to Town Manager Maria Capriola, Town Manager Matt Hart

1. CALL TO ORDER
The meeting came to order at 6:35 p.m.

II. MINUTES
The minutes of July 15,2008 were passed unanimously.

III. EXECUTIVE SESSION - UNION CONTRACT NEGOTIATIONS
Mr. Haddad stated that Mr. Hart, Ms. Capriola, and members of the Mansfield Board of
Education (MBOE) Personnel COlllinittee would be included in the executive session.
Mr. Paulhus made the motion, seconded by Ms. Koelm to move into executive session.
All members were in favor of moving into executive session. The executive session
concluded at 7:45pm; Mr. Paulhus made the motion to move out of executive session,
seconded by Ms. Koehn. All members were in favor of moving out of executive session.

The MBOE PersOlliel Committee provided negotiation dates to the Town Personnel
Committee.

IV. RULES OF PROCEDURE
The Committee began to review feedback and discussion generated by Council members
during their July 28 th Town Council meeting about the Rules of Procedure. Minor edits
were recommended. The Committee decided to continue its review of the Rules at their
next meeting, which will be scheduled for Thursday, August 21, 2008.

IV. . ADJOURNMENT
The meeting concluded at 8:30 p.m.

C:\Documents and Settings\chainesa\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLK60\Personnel Committee
Minutes 8-13-08 (2).doc -80-



Present:

Absent:

Staff:

Guest:

TOWN OF MANSFIELD/MANSFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
SCHOOL BUILDING COMMITTEE

Wednesday, August 20, 2008
Audrey P. Beck Municipal BUilding

Town Manager's Office

MINUTES

Mary Feathers, Chair, Elizabeth Paterson, Anne Willenborg

Cherie Trahan, Norma Fisher-Doiron, Fred Baruzzi, Mark Boyer, Anne
Rash, Jaime Russell, Jim Palmer

William Hammon, Jeff Smith, Matt Hart, Jeff Cryan, Eric Ohlund, Candace
Morrell, Debra Adamczyk, Fred Baruzzi

Rick Lawrence, Rick Lawrence Associates, Tom DiMauro, Newfield
Construction, Jim Barrett, ORA, Mike Callahan, Fuss & O'Neill

1. Call to Order/Roll Call

Ms. Paterson called the meeting to order at 5:05 p.m.

2. Meeting Minutes

The minutes of June ii, 2008 were moved, seconded and approved unanimously.

3. Opportunity for the public to address the Committee

No one came forward.
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4. Fuss & O'Neil re: MMS Fossil Fuel Project

Mr. CC!lIahan reported that the invitation has been published with the bid opening on
September 23, 2008. Gas main design has been started. The Town will do the Davis
Road portion of the gas main. The other two sections will be bid out to a contractor.
Design for those bids will be mid-September with the bid results due back one or two
weeks after the bid is due. Goal for completion is the fall of 2009.

4. Architect's Report

Mr. Lawrence reported he and Mr. Barrett had compared notes and that there were two
major topics to be taken care of. The first topic was the slide presentation with the
tweaking of the numbers and the different options. The second major topic is the
schedule with bringing it to the Town and what is needed from the architect for
information and distribution.

To review Option A is repairs and maintenance at the schools as they are needed. Mr.
Barrett pointed out that Option C numbers should have been $51 million as the cost to
the Town of Mansfield, not $44 million as stated in the minutes of June 11, 2008.

Option B was one new elementary school, middle school renovations and removable of
the relocatables and reconstruction of the office would be a part of that. This option
would be the lowest cost to the Town of Mansfield taking into account the
reimbursement from the State.

Option C would include the middle school to stay the same as the handout showed, with
the elementary schools would each have media center and computer room additions,
roof and window replacements, solar panels and the addition would replace the
modulars.

Option D would completely renovate two schools and close one with additions to those
two schools. The middle school would stay the same as previous options.

A detailed discussion followed as to what or if to title each Option.

5. Construction Manager Services

Mr. DiMauro stated that he will be confirming the costs with the Architects prior to the
publication of the notice for the informational meeting. All costs will be predicated on
the fact that the referendum will occur and that the grant application will be to the State
prior to June 30, 2009.
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6. Other

The next School Building Committee meeting will be held September 10, 2008 in the
Council Chambers at 5:00, with the MMS Fuel Conversion being held on the same date
and location. The informational meeting will be held on September 17, 2008 at the
Mansfield Middle School at 7:00 p.m. The location at the school will be on the
informational meeting notice.

7. Adjournment

Ms. Paterson adjourned the meeting at 6:25 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Linda Patenaude
Capital Projects and Personnel Assistant
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To: (Town Council/Planning & Zoning Commission

From:<::urt-HirsC11,Zoning Agent (}t.!tk~-
Date: September 4, 2008 .

, I

Re: Monthly Report ofZoning Enforcement Activity
For the month ofJuly, 2008

Activity This Las t Same month This fis c a I Last fisca I

m on th m 0 n th la st ve a r vearto date vearto date

Zoning Perm its 21 1 2 29 21 29
issued

C ertifica tes of 19 1 8 13 19 1 3
::;ompliance issued

Site inspections 48 35 62 48 62

om plaints received

from the Public 9 8 £. 9 2

omplaints requiring .
inspection. 5 3 2 5 2

P 0 te n ti aII Act u a I

violations found 5 1 2 5 2

E nfo rce m e nt letters 7 8 2 7 23

Notices to issue

ZBAforms 0 1 1 0 1

Notices of Zoning

Violations issued 1 0 4 1 4

Zoning Citations

issued 0 0 0 0 0

Zoning permits issued this month for single family homes = 3 multi-fin = 0
2007/08 fiscal year total: s-fin = 18, multi-fin = 11
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To: Town ~ouncil/Pl~nning& Zoning Commission
From: urr-lIirscn,Zo;:,mg Agent /1 n. I, J:.'
Date: September 4, 2008 ~

Re: Monthly Report ofZoning Enforcement Activity
For the month ofAugust, 2008

Activity This Las t Same month This fiscal Last fiscal

m on th m 0 nth last vear veartodate ve ar to date

Zoning Perm its 18 21 24 39 53
issued

Certificates of 18 1 9 21 37 34
;ompliance issued

Site inspections 42 48 85 90 147

om pia ints re ceived

from the Public 3 9 ;L 12 5

omplaints requiring .
in sp e ctio n 1 5 2 6 4

Potential/Actual

violations found 2 5 2 7 4

nforcement letters 8 7 22 1 5 45

Notices to issue

ZBAforms 1 0 2 1 3

Notices of Zo n ing

Violations issued 1 1 3 2 7

Zoning Citations

issued 0 0 0 0 0

Zoning pennits issued this month for single family homes = 2 multi-fin = 0
2007/08 fiscal year total: s-fin = 20, multi-fin = 11
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Item #7

A Resolution to Establish an Economic Development Advisory Committee

Findings and Purpose:

In 1962, A Municipal Development and Industrial Commission was established
by ordinance. In 1973, this ordinance was repealed and replaced by an ordinance
establishing an Economic Development Commission (Chapter, 17, Mansfield Town
Code). The Commission subsequently became inactive and was reactivated by the
Mansfield Selectman in June, 1981. Following a few years, it again became inactive and
has remained so to the present.

The preamble to The Revised Town Charter states the wish "to provide for local
govenm1ent that is responsive to the will and values of the residents of our town and
strongly affirms resident participation". The pmiicipants in the 2020 Strategic Plan
development strongly reaffim1ed the desire and value of resident participation in the
planning and implementation processes, The 2020 Strategic Plan for the Town of
Mansfield identified Economic Sustainability and, regional cooperation for economic
development issues and implementation as major priorities

During the past 10 years there has been several major economic development
issues confronting Mansfield including sewer and water availability, downtown and 4­
comers development. The completion of the 2006 Plan for Conservation and
Development outlined the long-term goals for economic development in Mansfield. The
Town Council has authorized and.the Administrative Staffhave implemented several
studies. The Mansfield Downtown Partnership has made substantial progress with the
StOlTS Center project. The recently completed 2020 Strategic Plan establishes sustainable
economic development as a major priority for Mansfield. Economic sustainability, as
discussed in the Strategic Plan, encompasses many different m'eas including sewer and
water, infrastmcture, planning and development, support for Mansfield businesses, and
Storrs Center development

The Economic development interests of the Town of Mansfield are represented by
Administrative Staff as members of the University of Connecticut Water Advisory
Committee, Windham Regional Council of Governments and Mansfield Business and
Professional Association (MBPA). The Mansfield Downtown Partnership is represented
by Administrative Staff, Council Members and citizens. As identified in the Strategic
plan, there is a lack of stmcture at the advisory and policy making levels of town
government that focuses on comprehensive economic policies and programs, Since the
inactivation of the Economic Development Commission, there has been limited
oppommities for the residents and businesses to active participate in the discussions of
many economic development issues.

Many of the sustainable economic development issues require policy decisions at
the Town Council level. Economic development policies and initiatives impact many
interests of the residents ofMm1sfield including taxes, quality of life, economic
prosperity, transportation, infi'astmcture, and sewer and water availability. There is a
current and future need for the Mansfield residents to actively participate in the
discussions with the Town Council and Administrative Staff, and other policy makers
whom impact the economic sustainability in Mansfield. An Economic Development
Advisory Committee will provide a formal structure for the receipt and processing of
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valuable information and will fOffimlate recommendations from the public perspective on
which the Council Economic and Community Development Committee can fOffimlate
policies and initiatives concerning economic sustainability that are in the best interests of
the residents ofMansfield.

Therefore, be it resolved that:

1. Pursuant to Chapter A192 of the Mansfield Town Code the Town Council shall
establish an Economic Development Advisory Committee.

2. The membership of the Economic Advisory Committee shall consist of seven (7)
members of the public, none of whom shall be serving as elected officials of the
Town or Town employees. The Town Council shall make the appointments.

3. The term of office shall be for three (3) years, except that two (2) shall serve one (1)
year from their date of appointment, two (2) for to (2) years from their date of
appointment and three (3) for three (3) years from their date of appointment.

4. The Town Council may appoint Town employees as ex-officio non-voting members
of the committee.

5. The responsibilities of the Economic Development Advisory Committee shall include
but not be limited to:
A. Make recommendations to the Town Council concerning general and/or specific

sustainable ecoriomic policies and initiatives.
B. Monitor and help evaluate economic development policies and initiatives.
C. Help identify and coordinate activities oflocal, regional and state organizations

whose activities may impact or compliment the economic development activities
of the Town of Mansfield.

D. Perform any other duties as requested by the Town Councilor Administrative
Staff.
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"A Resolution to Establish an Standing Economic and Community Development
Council Committee of the Mansfield Town Council"

Findings and Purpose:

The 2020 Strategic Plan for the Town of Mansfield identified Economic
Sustainability as a major priority. Economic sustainability, as discussed in the Strategic
Plan, encompasses several interrelated areas including sewer and water, infrastructure,
planning and development, support for Mansfield business, and Storrs Center
development and low-income and senior housing. A lack of structure at the advisory and
policy making levels of town government to focus on comprehensive economic policies
and programs was identified as major constraint to developing and implementing
sustainable economic development programs for Mansfield.

Regional cooperation for economic development and implementation was
another 'priority identified in the 2020 Strategic Plan. WINCOG has embarked on a
regional planning initiative that will require interaction with the Mansfield economic
development interests. The 2006 Plan for Conservation and Development outlines the
long-term goals for economic development in Mansfield.

The Strategic Plan identified several obstaclesrelated to Mansfield's sewer and
water resources. These include a dependency on sewer and water systems owned and
man.aged by UCONN, Windham Water Works and the Town of Windham and budgetary
constraints with respect to potential infrastruchlre improvements. Several shldies
concerning sewer and water availability and usage have been completed or are underway.
At arecent fomm, a University of Connecticut representative expressed the continued
goal of supporting and partnering with Mansfield to diminish their role in fulfilling the
·water and sewage needs of Mansfield. The 4-Corners Sewer Shldy has identified several
policy-related issues that the Cotmcil mllst address. The town actively seeks and
administers grants for housing rehabilitation for the senior and lower income housing.
The Cotmcil will continue to make policy decisions in the immediate, medium and long
term that are directly related to economic sustainabilityinitiatives including the Storrs
Center project, 4- Corners and Kings Hill development and community development.

The Economic development interests of the Town of Mansfield are represented by
Administrative Staff as members of the University of Connecticut Water Advisory
Committee, Windham Regional Cotmcil of Governments and Mansfield Business &
Professional Association (MBPA). The Mansfield Downtown Partnership is represented
by both Administrative Staff and Council Members. All policy issues related to economic
development issues are currently discussed by the Council as a whole, with most
information and suggested actions being initiated and supporting data provided by the
administrative staff.

Many of the sustainable economic development issues require policy decisions at
the Town COlmcillevel. There is an immediate and on-going need for the Council to
actively participate in the discussions with administrative staff, residents, local and
regional businesses, University of Connecticut, state legislators, regional organizations
and other policy makers whom impact the economic sustainability in Mansfield and
surrounding region.
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A standing Economic and Community Development Committee of the Town
Council will provide the needed focus, continuity and broader participation in the
discussions that wi11lead to development of policies by the Council as whole in the
various facets related to economic sustainability in Mansfield. It will provide a forum to
discuss, evaluate and seek diverse input into the multiple factors needed to formulate
recommendations for the Council as a Whole.

Therefore, be it resolved that:

1. Pursuant to Chapter A192 of the Mansfield Town Code the Town Council shall
establish a Standing Economic and Community Development Committee of the

Mansfield Town Council.
2. The membership of the Standing Economic Development Committee shall consist of

three (3) Councilors appointed by the Mayor.
3. The responsibilities of the Standing Economic Development Committee shall include

but not be limited
a. To recommend public polices concerning sustainable economic development to

the Town Council. The committee may make recommendations for the necessary
revision or revisions of any existing Ordinance or Ordinances and to draw up any
proposed Ordinance(s) or Resolutions the Committee may deem necessary for
Council as a Whole to consider.

b. To research and analyze economic development issues including water, sewer,
implementation of Mansfield Plan for Conservation and Development and 2020
Strategic Plan recommendations and support for Mansfield businesses..

c, To help facilitate Community input concerning economic development policies
and initiatives.

d. To help coordinate discussions with interested entities that directly or indirectly
inf1tience MansfIeld Economic Development. These entities may include Council
Advisory Committees, Mansfield Commissions, local, regional and state agencies,
state legislature, the University of Connecticut and local and regional businesses.

e. To help coordinate discussions with interested entities that directly or indirectly
influence the structural maintenance of low income and senior housing in
Mansfield.

e. To monitor and help evaluate local and regional economic and commmrity
development programs, initiatives and policies in cooperation with Administrative
Staff, Advisory Committees and regional agencies.
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Town ofMansfield
Code of Ordinances

"Ordinance to repeal Economic Development COlmnission"

Background:

An opinion of the Town Attorney published April 28, 2008 indicated that an
ordinance to repeal the current ordinance authorizing the formation of the Economic
Development Commission was needed.

Section 1. Title.
This chapter shall be known and may be cited as "the ordinance to repeal the Economic
Development Commission.

Section 2. Legislative Authority.
This chapter is enacted pursuant to the provisions ofC.T.S. Section 7-148, e seq., as
amended.

Section 3, Findings and Purpose.
The Economic Development Commission was established by Ordinance, September 24,
1973 a set forth in Chapter 17 of the Code of the Town of Mansfield. The Commission
has been inactive for many years.

Section 4. Repealer
The Ordinance enacted on September 24, 1973, creating an Economic Development
Commission and set forth in Chapter 17 of the Code ofthe Town ofMansfield, is hereby
repealed.
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To:
From:
cc:

Date:
Re:

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

Town Council
Matt Hart, Town Manager
Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Gregory Padick, Director
of Planning
April 28, 2008
Proposal to Establish an Economic Development Advisory Committee,
and a Standing Economic and Community Development Committee of
the Town Council

Subject Matter/Background
Attached please find proposals from Council member Nesbitt to establish an
Economic Development Advisory Committee and a Standing Economic and
Community Development Committee of the Town Council.

From my perspective, I am generally in support of establishing a comprehensive,
sustainable economic and community development program for the town, as long
as we are able to allocate sufficient resources to this effort. As some of you will
recall, we discussed this subject in part at a presentation to the Council in March
2007 (see attached), and determined at that time to include the topic as part of
our strategic planning process. I should also point out that we are participating in
the Windham Region Council of Governments' pilot regional economic
development program which will include consulting services for coordination.

I believe the following issues would be pertinent to your discussion of the two
proposals:

• The timing of this initiative with respect to the forthcoming strategic plan
(Mansfield 2020: A Unified Vision);

• The establishment of an advisory committee as opposed to the currently
authorized, but inactive, economic development commission;

• The interface between the proposed advisory committee and the proposed
standing committee of the Town Council;

• The relationship between the proposed committee(s) and the Mansfield
Downtown Partnership;

e The need and availability of staff and other resources;
• Potential referrals to existing committees or organizations, to solicit

comments regarding the economic development proposals;
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• Obtaining more information regarding WINCOG's new economic
development program.

Legal Review
At Council member Nesbitt's request, I have asked the Town Attorney for
guidance as to how the Town Council could repeal the existing ordinance
establishing the Economic Development Commission (Mansfield Code Chapter
17), if the Council wished to take this action. The Town Attorney has advised
that to eliminate the commission, the Council would need to enact an ordinance
stating merely that the ordinance enacted on September 24, 1973, creating an
Economic Development Commission and set forth in Chapter 17 of the Code of
the Town of Mansfield, is hereby repealed. Furthermore, the Council could
replace the commission with an advisory committee by enacting a resolution to
that effect.

Attachments
1) A Resolution to Establish an Economic Development Advisory Committee
2) A Resolution to Establish a Standing Economic and Community Development

Committee of the Mansfield Town Council .
3) Mansfield Code of Ordinances, Chapter 17, Economic Development

Commission
4) Proposed Ordinance to Repeal Economic Development Commission
5) Sustainable Economic Development, Presentation to Mansfield Town Council

by PatriCk McMahon, March 26, 2007
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Sunday, Sept 14
12:00,5:00 pm
(Rain or Shine)
Storrs Center Commercial Plazas
Rain Location: E.G. Smith High School

Festival Schedule of Events:
12:00 .. Celebrate Mansfield Parade

(Post Office Parking Lot .. Meet at 11:00 am)

12:00 .. Festival Grounds Open

12:30..1:30 .. Kidsville K1.lckoo Revue

12:30..4:30 .. Cooking Demonstrations

1:30..3:30 .. Pony Rides

1:30 .. Pie Eating Contest

1:30 .. Inflatable Rides Begin

1:45 ..3:00 .. Aztec Two..Step

2:00 .. Whetten Woods Tour of Joshua's Trust

3:30..5:00 .. Headliner: The Mohegan Sun All..Stars

R I;; i\l J:"l n F. R

"D~1fDtl,"'-Jf~t!.L~~JI "
p"A·-:n-:·li:-·~-:-S·

LeylandAlliance
ReminclerNews
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Sara-Ann Chaine

From: Bart Russell [brussell@ctcost.org]

Sent: Monday, September 01, 20084:23 PM

Subject: COST TOWN LEADERS' E-BULLETIN: TIME-SENSITIVE

Connecticut Council of Small Towns
Town Leaders' E-Bulletin
TO: First Selectmen, Mayors and Managers
FROM: Bart Russell, COST Executive Director
DATE: 9/2/08

Item #14

Readers' Note: Welcome back from the Labor Day holiday! This issue of the COST Town Leaders' E-Bullelin is being sent to you as an information
service of the Connecticut Council of Small Towns. It is being distributed to municipal leaders statewide. We hope the information it contains is of
value to you. Ifyou notice either a typographical Or factual error, please let us Imow ASAP (contact: infolCiJctcost.org). Thanks.

SPECIAL SESSION BILL EQUALS NEW UNFUNDED MANDATE ON TOWNS

Ralph Eno, First Selectman of the Town of Lyme (and COST Board member) has analyzed the language of a bill passed
during the legislature's special session and tells COST that the section of the bill (see below) mandating new notice
requirements for towns with interl'1et sites will be a real burden for many municipalities. Special thanks go to COST associate
member Rich Roberts from Halloran & Sage for alerting COST about this issue and to COST associate member Bruce
Chudwick for his work on analyzing the municipal impact of the bill.

Please let COST know if and how this new law will burden your town so we can work to change it during the 2009 session.
NOTE: underlined text denotes new language:

House Bill No. 6502
June 11 Special Session, Public Act No. 08-3
AN ACT CONCERNING COMPREHENSIVE ETHICS REFORMS.

Sec. 11. Section 1-225 ofthe 2008 supplement to the general statutes; as amended by section 2 ofpublic act 08-18, is repealed and the
following is substituted in lieu thereof(Efftctive October i, 2008):

(aJ The meetings ofall public agencies, except executive sessions, as defined in subdivision (6) ofsection 1-200, shall be open to the
public. The votes ofeach member ofany such public agency upon any issue before such public agency shall be reduced to writing and
made available for public inspection within forty-eight hours and shall also be recorded in the minutes ofthe session at which taken~ [,
which] Within seven davs ofthe session to which such minutes refer, such minutes shall be available for public inspection [within seven
days ofthe session to which they refel) and oosted on such pJl!:ll.k.ggencv's Internet web site, ifavailable. Each such agency shall make,
keep and maintain a record ofthe proceedings ofits meetings.

(b) Each such public agency ofthe state shall file not later than JanuC11~v thirty-jirst ofeach year in the office ofthe SecretC11~v ofthe State
the schedule ofthe regular meetings ofsuch public agency for the ensuing year and shall oost such schedule on such oublica~
internet ·web site, ifavailable, except that such [provision] reauirements shall not apply to the General Assembly, either house thereofor
to any committee thereof Any other provision ofthe Freedom ofInformation Act notwithstanding, the General Assembly at the
commencement ofeach regular session in the odd-numberedyears, shall adopt. as part ofits joint rules, rules to provide notice to.the
public ofits regular, special, emergency or interim committee meetings. The chairperson or secretary ofany such public agency ofany
political subdivision ofthe state shall}lIe, not later than Jmzuary thirty-jirst ofeach year, with the clerk ofsllch subdivision the schedule of
regular meetings ofsuch public agency for the ensuing year, and no such meeting ofany such public agency shall be held sooner than
thirty days qfter such schedule has been flied. The chie/executive officer ofany multitown district or agency shall file, not later than
Januw:v thirty-first ofeach year. with the clerk ofeach municipal member ofsllch district 01' agency, the schedule ofregular meetings of
sllch p·ublic agency for the enSiling year, and no such meeting ofany such public agency shall be held sooner than thirty days after such
schedule has been}lled.

(c) The agenda ofthe regular meetings 0/evel}' public agency, except for the General Assembly, shalf be available to the public and shall
be }lIed, not less than twenty-four hours before the meetings to which they refer, (1) in such agency's regular office or place ofbusiness,
and (2) in the office ofthe Secretwy a/the State for any such public agency ofthe state, in the office ofthe clerk ofsuch subdivision for
any public agency ofa political subdivision ofthe state or in the office o/the clerk ofeach municipal member ofany multitown district or
agency. For any such public agency ofthe state, such agenda shall be posted on the public agency's and the SecretCIIJI ofthe State's web
sites. Upon the affirmative vote oftwo-thirds ofthe members ofa public agency present and voting, any subsequent business not included
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in suchJiled agendas may be considered and acted upon at such meetings.

(d) Notice ofeach special meeting ofevelY public agency, except/or the General Assembly, either house thereofor any committee thereoJ;
shall be posted not less than tl'l'entv-four hours before the meeting to which such notice refers on the public agencv's Internet web site. if
available. and given not less than tl,~'enty-four hOllrs prior to the time ofsuch meeting by filing a notice ofthe time and place thereofin the
office ofthe SecretCIIJI ofthe State jor any such public agency ofthe state. in the office o/the clerk ofSllCh subdivision for any public
agency ofa political subdivision a/the state and in the qlJice a/the clerk a/each municipalmemberjor any multitown district or agency.
The secretary or clerk shalf cause any notice received under this section to be posted in his office. Such notice shalf be given not less than
twenty-four hours prior to the time ofthe special meeting; provided, in case ofemergency, except for the General Assembly, either house
thereofor any committee thereof, any such special meeting may be held without complying with the foregoing requirement for the filing of
notice but a copy ofthe minutes ofevelY such emergency special meeting adequately settingforth the nature ofthe emergency and the
pl"oceedings occurring at such meeting shalf be Jiled with the SecretQf~v ofthe State, the clerk a/such political subdivision, or the clerk 0/
each nzunicipalme1l'lber ofsuch multitown district or agency, as the case n'l[~Y be, not later than seventy-two hours following the holding of
such meeting. The notice shall specW' the time and place a/the special meeting and the business to be transacted. No other business shall
be considered at such meetings by such public agency. In addition. such 'wrWen notice shall be delivered to the usual place ofabode of
each member ofthe public agency so that the same is received prior to such special meeting. The requirement ofdelivery ofsuch written
notice may be dispensed with as to any member 'who at or prior to the time the meeting convenes files with the clerk or secretQ/~v ofthe
public agency a 'written waiver ofdelivery ofsuch /'lotice. Such waiver may be given by telegram. The requirement ofdelivelY ofsllch
....I".ittennotice may also be dispen~ed with as to any member who is actually present at the meeting at the time it convenes. Nothing in this
section shall be construed to prohibit any agency ji"om adopting more stringent notice requirements.
(e) No member ofthe public shall be required, as a condition to attendance at a meeting ofany such body, to register the member's name,
orjilrnish other information, or complete Cl questionnaire or otherwisefidfill any condition precedent to the member's attendance.

(j) A public agency may hold an executive session, as deJined in subdivision (6) ofsection 1-200, upon an affirmative vote oftwo-thirds of
the members ofsuch body present and voting, taken at a public meeting and stating the reasons for such executive session, as defined in
section 1-200.

(g) 11'1 determining the time within which or by when a notice, agenda, record a/votes or minutes ofa special meeting or an emergency
special meeting are required to be Jiled under this section, Saturdays, Sundays, legal holidays and any day on which the office ofthe
agency, the SecretQ1Y ofthe State or the clerk a/the applicable political subdivision or the clerk ofeach municipal member ofany
multitown district or agency, as the case lIlay be, is closed, shall be excluded.

TOWNS-HELPING-TOWNS: THESE FIRST SELECTMEN NEED YOUR HELPl

Towns-Helping-Towns (THT) is a COST membership service for first selectmen, mayors and managers from smaller
communities throughout Connecticut. THT is a simple service to use. If you have a municipal management question or
challenge, and you are wondering if other town leaders might have helpful feedback or resources to share or suggest, then
THT is for you. Here's how it works: e-mail your specific question to COST (two paragraphs or less, if possible) and we will
distribute it statewide to your colleagues. Responses can be made directly to the requesting official or to COST, and we wifl
forward the information. Here are our latest THT requests:

Purchasing Policies

Bob Valentine, First Selectman of the Town of Goshen writes: "Bart, I was wondering if you could help me find purchasing
policies from other towns. We are considering formalizing ours and any information I can find would be helpful.Thanks, Bob."
You may e-mail your response to First Selectman Valentine at 1stselectman@goshenct.gov or call him at 860-491-2308,
X221.

Four Day Work Week

Earl Macinnes, First Selectman of the Town of New Hartford previously contacted COST and asked whether any towns
had made a decision to go to a four day work week to save money on energy costs. We're not sure how many towns have
taken this route but we wanted to spotlight one COST member town that has..."To save money on energy, town officials have
decided to reduce the number of weekdays, from five down to four, that town hall will be open. Starting September 8, the
Municipal Center will be open Monday to Wednesday from 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. and Thursday from 8 a.m. to 7:30 p.m. The
town hall will now be open an extra hour Monday through Wednesday and an extra half-hour on Thursday and closed on
Friday. All other town buildings, including the library, will maintain their current schedules." Questions should be directed to
the Tolland Town Manager Steve Werbner. His e-mail address is swerbner@tolland.org and his phone number is 860-871­
3600.

Data source: The Hartford Courant... 8-26-08

Heating Oil Prices and Relieffor Needy Citizens

Jim Brinton, Selectman from the Town of Washington writes: "The Board of Selectmen is very concerned with home
heating oil prices this winter with regard to some of our senior citizens as well as those of moderate means who may find it
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difficult to cover their fuel bills this year. We are currently working with our Board of Finance as well as private citizens in an
effort to help people bridge the gap and that's where I'm hoping COST can help. Are there any programs through the state,
now or in the planning stages, that municipalities may be able to tap into? Any help you could give would be much
appreciated." If your town has taken any special action to address this problem locally, or if you have other ideas for action
that you would be willing to share with your colleagues statewide, please contact COST directly and we will get this
information out to all towns. You may contact Selectman Brinton via e-mail ateldorad0467@aol.com

ABOUT OUR PEOPLE...

Several COST members and other municipal leaders have provided great policy input and hospitality to yours truly
during "Town Hall" meetings around the state (since just prior to the legislature adjourning). COST would like to give a
special "shout out" to the following town leaders for generously sharing their time and ideas with us: Ralph Fletcher, First
Selectman of the Town of Ashford; Phil Schenck, Town Manager of the Town of Avon; Derrylyn Gorski, First Selectman of
the Town of Bethany; William Ballinger, First Selectman of the Town of Bozrah; Unk DaRos, First Selectman of the Town
of Branford; Michael Milone, Town Manager of the Town of Cheshire; Tom Marsh, First Selectman of the Town of
Chester; Laura Francis, First Selectman of the Town of Durham; Jim Hayden, First Selectman of the Town of East
Granby; Paul Formica, First Selectman of the Town of East Lyme; Denise Menard, First Selectman of the Town of East
Windsor; Phil Anthony, First Selectman of the Town of Griswold; Rich Cabral, First Selectman of the Town of
Killingworth; Fred Allyn, Mayor of the Town of Ledyard; Ralph Eno,First Selectman of the Town of Lyme; Matt Hart, Town
Manager of the Town of Mansfield; Tom Buzi, First Selectman of the Town of Monroe; Karen Paradis, First Selectman of the
Town of Morris; John Hodge, First Selectman of the Town of New Fairfield; Mike Pace, First Selectman of the Town of Old
Saybrook; Vincent Festa, Mayor of the Town of Plymouth (and former Burlington CEO Ted Scheidel); Susan
Bransfield, First Selectman of the Town of Portland; Rudy Marconi, First Selectman ofthe Town of Ridgefield; Barbara
Henry, First Selectman of the Town of Roxbury; Bob Ross, First Selectman of the Town of Salem; Bob Koskelowski, First
Selectman of the Town of Seymour; Mary Glassman, First Selectman of the Town of Simsbury; Ed Haberek, First Selectman
of the Town of Stonington; Dan Steward, First Selectman of the Town of Waterford; Chuck Frigon, Town Manager of the
Town of Watertown; Keith Robbins, Town Manager of the Town of Winchester; Ed Sheehy, First Selectman of the Town of
Woodbridge; and, Allan Walker, First Selectman of the Town of Woodstock. .

FREE, STATEWIDE FORUM ON PROPERTY TAX RELlEF FOR SENIORS

A free forum to share information on how the state's municipalities design and administer property tax relief programs for older
adults and related issues will be co-sponsored by the Connecticut Coalition on Aging and the Connecticut Commission on
Aging November 20 from 9:30 a.m. to noon in the Legislative Office Building adjacent to the state Capitol in Hartford. The
.forum provides an opportunity for representatives of local government, tax assessors, persons who administer programs for
older adults and other interested persons to share ideas, discuss their experiences on how property taxes affect residents of
all ages and offer suggestions for future improvements in the system. A COST representative will be a featured panelist at the
event.

The Coalition on Aging sponsors an annual Carlson Forum to share ideas on issues affecting older adults throughout
Connecticut. For the 2008 legislative session, the Coalition identified property tax relief as its highest priority, based on a
survey of residents across the state. The Commission on Aging is the state's independent advocacy agency for older adults,
and is established under Connecticut General Statutes §17b-420. In 2007, the Commission on Aging surveyed each of
Connecticut's 169 municipalities and subsequently released a reported entitled "Property Tax Relieffor Older Adults: A
Profile of Connecticut's Local Programs," which is available at www.cga.ct.gov/coa.

To register for the forum, which begins with coffee and networking at 9:30 AM, call the Commission at (860) 240-5200.

THANK YOU, THANK YOU, THANK YOlL
COST wants the thank municipalities (and their leaders) that have officially signed on again as
members of the Connecticut Council of Small Towns for the 2008-2009 membership year. It is
your continuing, strong support that makes it possible for COST to speak as THE influential,
statewide voice of Connecticut's smaller towns and cities. This year (so far) we are pleased to
announce the following new members: Bob Burbank, First Selectman of the Town of Andover; First

Selectman Evonne Klein and Town Manager Karl Kilduff of the Town of Darien; Paul Formica, First Selectman of

the. Town of East Lyme; John Hodge, First Selectman of the Town of New Fairfield; and Keith Robbins, Town
Manager of the Town of Winchester.

Barton Russell, Executive Director
Connecticut Council of Small Towns
1245 Farmington Avenue, 101
West Hartford, CT 06107
860.676.0770 Office
860.676.2662 Fax
www.ctcost.org
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The iriformation contained in this electronic message may be confidential and/or privileged. Please do not forward ~lJ1less you discuss first
with the sender. Ifyou received this in error, please inform the sender and remove any record ofthis message.
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Item #15

Mansfield Public Schools

Elementary & Middle School - Building Project
Public Workshop

WEDNESDAY -- September 17,2008
7:00 to 8:30 p.m.

Mansfield Middle School Cafeteria

The Town of Mansfield School Building Committee invites you to participate in a
community workshop regarding the development of a building plan for the Mansfield
Public Schools. The workshop will be held on Wednesday, September 17, 2008 in the
cafeteria at the Mansfield Middle School from 7:00 to 8:30 p.m.

The School Building Committee has selected The Lawrence Associates and ORA
Architects (TLAI ORA) to develop the building plan. TLAI ORA has already met with
school staff to conduct programming and buildin'g evaluations prior to a .series of
community workshops last spring. This workshop will focus on presenting a series of
options for consideration by the community. .

We are seeking your attendance and participation. You are invited to join us, along with
your thoughts, ideas and suggestions.

WORKSHOP AGENDA

7:00 -7:10
7:10-7:15
7:15-7:20
7:20 - 7:35
7:35-8:10
8:10 - 8:25
8:25 - 8:30

Informational Displays
Welcome
Project Overview
Workshop Overview
Options Presentation
Re-Cap
Concluding Comments

Children age three and above are welcome. Age-appropriate activities will be provided.
Current or former elementary students are encouraged to attend and participate.
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Item #16

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
Department of Human Services

Kevin Grunwald, MSW, Director

..August 18, 2008

David Dagon, Chief
Mansfield Fire Department
4 South Eagleville Road
Storrs, CT 06268

Dear Dave:

AUDREYP. BECKBUlLDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVilLE RD
IvIANSFIELD, CT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3315
Fax:.(860) 429-7785
Email: grunwaldk@mansfieldct.org

I wanted to write to alert you to a recent experience that I had with the Mansfield Fire
Department. On Augus~ 13 while mowing my lawn I was stung by several bees and developed
an allergic reaction. I called Poison Control and was instructed to dial 911, which I did with
some reluctance. The response ofyour department was exceptional. The ambulance arrived to
my home within ten minutes·ofmy call, and the staffwere both calming and extremely
professional. Having never had the need to call for an ambulance before I didn't know what to
expect, and I found that their competence and continued interaction with me throughout the
transport to Windham Hospital served to alleviate my growing anxiety over my medical
condition. They worked effectively together as a team (including the young woman who I
understand is a trainee), and I was greatly reassured to be receiving that level of care.

While I've worked closely at times with you and members of your department over the past
five and one-halfyears, I found the perspective ofbeing a "patient" to be a new one for me, and
I was impressed by how critical the quality of that service and your staff are in a situation such
as mine. I know that what your crew did was the rule and not the exception, but as· a resident of
Mansfield it's good to know that when we need help we can count on this level of response
consistently. Please pass my thanks and appreciation along to the members ofyour department
who are so essential to ensuring the safety of all our residents.

Thank you!

:?t'~
Kevin Grunwald

·cc. Matthew Hart, Town Manager
Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

GREGORY J. PADICK, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

Item #19

Merrio to:

From:
Date:
Re:

Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission
Mansfie1dTown Council
Mansfield Conservation Commission
Gregory Padick, Director of Planning
August 21,2008
CL&P "Interstate Reliability Project"

Please find attached a 8/19/08 cover letter from CL&P and selected pages from a "Municipal Consultation Filing"
delivered to the Town yesterday. A copy ofthe filing is available in the Planning Office and Mansfield Library,
Staff is in the process of reviewing this proposal and it is my understanding that CL&P has scheduled a public
information session on October 22nd in the Community Center.

The "Municipal Consultation Filing" provides an opportunity for public comment prior to the submittal of a formal
application to the Connecticut Siting Council. CL&P expects to submit the formal application in December 2008.
Formal public hearings will be scheduled as part of the CT. Siting Council review process. It is my understanding
that municipalities do not have any direct approval jurisdiction over utility projects of this nature. The proposal
affects 12 municipalities in eastern Connecticut.

The CL&P preferred route proposal, would add a new set of overhead power lines within or immediately adjacent to
existing lines that pass through southern Mansfield. Some tree removal will be necessary and some of the proposed
support structures will be higher than existing structures. A number ofMansfield residents may be impacted by the
proposed construction. Maps and diagrams depicting the proposed new lines in Mansfield are included in the
attached information. It is noted that original maps are in color and that the black and white copies are reduced in
size.
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Connecticut
Light &Power

The Northe..! Utiliji,,,, System

J..'

Interstate
Reliability Project

August 19, 2008

Roger Engle
Brooldyn First Selectman
4 Wolf Den Rd.
Brooklyn, CT 06234

Robert E. Dubos
Chaplin First Selectman
495 Phoenixville Road
Chaplin, CT 06235

Elizabeth Woolf
Coventry Council Chair
Coventry Town Hall
1712 Main Street
Coventry,CT 06238

Jean de Smet
Windham First Selectman
979 Main Street
Willimantic, CT 06226

Maurice Bisson
Hampton First Selectman
Hampton Town Hall
164 Main Street
Hampton, CT 06247

Robert B. Young
Chairman, Killingly Town
Council
PO Box 6000
172 Main Street
Danielson, CT 06239

Joyce Okonuk
Lebanon First Selectmati
Lebanon Town Hall
579 Exeter Road
Lebanon, CT 06249

James S. Rivers
Pomfret First Selectman
Pomfret Town Hall
5 Haven Road
Pomfret Center, CT 06259.

Elizabeth C. Paterson
Mayor of Mansfield
Audrey P Beck Municipal
Building
4 South Eagleville Road
Storrs-Mansfield, CT 06268

Mayor Robert Viens
Putnam Town Hall
126 Church Street
Putnam, CT 06260

Law~ence K.Groh, Jr.
Thompson First Selectman
815 Riverside Drive
North Grosvenordale, CT
06255

Donald P. Cianci
Columbia First Selectman
Columbia Town Hall
323 Route 87
Columbia, CT 06237

Re: Application of The Connecticut Light and Power Company ("CL&P" or the "Company")
to the Connecticut Siting Council ("Council") Concerning the Connecticut Portion of the
Interstate Reliability Project ("Project")

Dear Town Leaders:

Recently, CL&P's representatives had the opportunity to meet with local officials
throughout Connecticut to talk about the future energy needs of Southern New England and how the
proposed Interstate Reliability Project helps meet those needs by reinforcing electric transmission
systems in Connecticut, Massachusetts and Rhode Island. CL&P also discussed how it is planning
to file an application with the Council for approval of the Connecticut portion ofthe Project. At

NEW ENGLAND .:q ".

EAST(,~)WEST
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Connecticut
Light &Power

The Northeast Utilitie. Sj'lllem
Interstate

Reliability Project

approximately the same time, National Grid will be filing similar filings in Massachusetts and
Rhode Island.

The proposed Connecticut facilities consist of a new 345-kilovolt electric transmission line
that would extend from CL&P's existing Card Street Substation in Lebanon, CT to the CT/RI
border in Thompson. The proposed location of this new line is along an existing electric
transmission line right-of-way, for a distance of approximately 37 miles. Associated work to
connect the lines would require the expansion of facilities at the Card Street Substation in Lebanon
and the Lake Road and Killingly Substations, both in the Town in Killingly.

The Project is one of four related projects in Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island
that are designed to work together by 2012 to improve electric transmission service in the Southern
New England region and to comply with mandatory national and regional reliability standards.
Together these four projects form the New England East.;.West Solution (''NEEWS'').

For the Council to have the benefit of a project evaluation from officials of potentially
affected municipalities, CL&P must consult with any municipality in which any poliion of the
proposed transmission line route or any alternate route is located, or that is within 2500 feet of such
potential routes. The proposed project pass~s through poliions of the Towns of Lebanon, Columbia,
Coventry, Mansfield, Chaplin, Hampton, Brooklyn, Pomfret, Killingly, Putnam and Thompson.
The town ofWindham has a border area within 2500 feet of the potential routes for the Connecticut
transmission line.

The first step in the consultation process requires the Company, as the applicant, to provide
you, the chief elected official of one of these municipalities, with information relating to the
proposed project at least sixty (60) days before filing an application. The information provided is
called a Municipal Consultation Filing ("MCF"). To comply with this requirement, CL&P is
pleased to present you with the enclosed MCF. It includes a description of the improvements to the
Connecticut transmission system which CL&P expects to propose in an application to the
Connecticut Siting Council. Since these repolis are voluminous, we are providing it to each of you
by CD together with paper copies of two of its volumes. A copy of the MCF is also being delivered
to the list oflibraries below for members ofthe public who may be interested in reviewing the
filing. It can also be found on the internet at www.NEEWSprojects.com

Fulihermore and as you already know, to inform elected officials and the public generally
about the Project during this municipal consultation period, CL&P is planning to hold a series of
"Open Houses" in communities along the Project route.

CL&P's plan is to file an application with the Council in December 2008. The MCF is
being provided to you more than 60 days in advance of our expected filing of the application with
the Council, to allow you more time to understand the project and to formulate a response on behalf
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Connecticut
Light & Power

The Northel15t Uriliticll 8yntem
Interstate

Reliability Project

of your town~o tl;1e proposal. CL&P will share your response with the Council once it has
submitted the application. ' Please address your written.response to:

Mr. Anthony P. Mele
Project Manager
NUSCO-NUE2
P.O. Box 270
Hartford, CT 06141-0270

In accordance with the state law, when the formal application is filed with the Council, a
copy will be delivered to you, to your municipality's planning and zoning commission and inland
wetlands or conservation commission, as well as to numerous state officials and legislators.

For additional information or to arrange further consultations concerning the Project, please
contact the Project Manager, Mr. Anthony P. Mele, at (860-665-4722).

Very truly yours,

Robert E. Carberry, Project Manager
NEEWS Siting and Permitting

Copies to:

Brooklyn Town Library
10 Canterbury Rd
Brooklyn, CT 06234

Chaplin Town Library
130 Chaplin Street
Chaplin, CT 06235

Booth & Dimock Memorial
Library
1134 Main Street
Coventry,CT 06238

Fletcher Memorial Library
257 Main Street
Hampton CT 06247

Killingly Public Library
25 Westcott Road
Danielson, CT 06239

Jonathan Trumbull Library
580 Exeter Road
Lebanon, CT 06249

Mansfield Public Library
54 Warrenville Rd
Mansfield Center, CT 06250

Putnam Public Library
225 Kennedy Drive
Putnam, CT 06260

Thompson Public Library
934 Riverside Drive
North Grosvenordale, CT
06255
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ES-1 Introduction and Purpose of the Project

What is the Interstate Reliability Project and why is it needed?

Executive Summary

The Interstate Reliability Project (Project) is a set of improvements to the electric transmission systems of

Connecticut, Rhode IsLand, and Massachusetts that will heLp provide safe, reLiabLe, and economic

transmission service to these states, and, in particular, will increase the systems' ability to meet growing

demand for power and comply with mandatory federal and regional reliability standards and criteria. At

the same time, the Project improvements wi]] advance a comprehensive regional plan for improving

electric transmission reliability in New England. This comprehensive plan is known as the New England

East - West Solution (NEEWS).

What Companies would construct the Interstate Reliability Project?

T.he Connecticut Light and Power Company (CL&P) would construct, own, and oper~te the Project

facilities that would be Located in Connecticut. CL&P is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Northeast Utilities

(Nu), as is its affiliate, Northeast Utilities Service Company (NUSCO):which provides services to ' ,

CL&P, including the transmission planning, design, and permitting work described in this document. The. .
facilities in Rhode Island would be owned by the Narragansett Electric Company and those in

Massachusetts would be owned by The New England Power Company. The latter two companies are

wholly-owned subsidiaries of National Grid USA (National Grid).

What are the deficiencies of the existing system that this Project is designed to address?

The Project addresses deficiencies that limit the transmission system's capacity to move power into

Connecticut from Massachusetts and Rhode Island, and to move power across Connecticut, and across

Southern New England from east to west. Southern New England (SNE) is defined as Connecticut,

Massachusetts and Rhode Island.

What is the deficiency in Connecticut's import capacity?

Power transfers into Connecticut are limited and will eventually result in the inability to serve the load

under many contingencies that the system must withstand in order to comply with national and regional

reliability standards. To serve Load reliably, an electric suppLy system must be able to access multiple

generation sources so that the unavailability of some generation by reason of planned or unplanned

-130-
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outages or retirement, or the loss of access to some generation by reason of the loss of one or more

transmission lines, will oot interrupt the supply of power. In New England, the bulk-power supply system

integrates load and generation on a regional basis so that any given area within the region can import

generation from outside of that area if needed to maintain continuity of service (particularly during peak

load periods and/or when local generation is unavailable); for economic reasons (such as when lower cost

power is available from remote sources); or for other reasons (such as to meet obligations to supply power

from low-emission or renewable sources when such power is not available in sufficient quantity from

local generation). Of all the New England states, Connecticut is the least able to import power to

supplement its internal supply resources. For example, New Hampshire, Vermont, and Rhode Island have

enough import capacity to serve 100 percent of their peak load. Massachusetts and Maine can import

slightly less than 50 percent of their peak load. Currently, Connecticut can only import approximately 30

percent of its peak load. In order to reliably serve its peak load in the future, Connecticut must increase

its capacity to import power. The Independent System Operator, New Engiand (ISO-NE) 1
, which is

responsible for planning the New England electric system, has determined that Connecticut area power­

transfer capabilitie~ may not meet the area's import needs as early as 2009 and that if improvements are

not made by 2016, the impo~ deficiency ~or tills area under generator unavailability and loss of a single. .
power-system element conditions is expected to be greater than 1,500 Megawatts (MWs}assUrning no,

additional capacity is added.

What are the deficiencies related to East-West power flows across New England?

Much of the generation that serves the peak load in the SNE area, particularly the load in western portions

of the area, is located outside of the area, to the north and east. Moreover, much of the generatioo within

SNE is not proximate to the load that it must serve. This is particularly true of the newer, more efficient,

and less costly generating units. Accordingly, in order to serve peak loads in SNE, large transfers across

New England from north to south and from east to west are required. However, east-west power flows

across Connecticut are limited by the potential overloading of existing 345-kV lines that traverse Rhode

Island, Massachusetts, and Connectic;;ut from east to west and by potential voltage violations at

substations served by those lines.

I ISO-NE is a not-for-profit corporation that is responsible.for operating New England bulk power generation and
transmission system, overseeing and administering the reglOn's wholesale electricity markets, and managing the

regional bulk power stem plaDlling Q!'3er~'
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What construction is proposed to fix these problems?

"Executive Summary

To alleviate these problems, CL&P and National Grid are proposing to construct and operate new 345-kV

transmission lines and associated facilities that would extend from CL&P's Card Street Substation in

Lebanon, Connecticut, to CL&P's Lake Road Substation: in Killirrgly, Connecticut, and from the Lake

Road Substation to National Grid's West Farnum Substation in North Smithfield, Rhode Island (crossing

the ConnecticutlRhode Island state border in Thompson, Connecticut), before continuing on to terminate

at National Grid's Millbury Switching Station in Millbury, Massachusetts. These new 345-kV

transmission lines would be developed together with related improvements to existing 345-kV and 115­

kV facilities, some of which are being implemented as separate projects. Figure ES-l shows the

substations in each state that would be connected by the proposed new 345-kV line.

Figure ES-1: Interstate Reliability Project: 345-kV Electrical Path

How will the proposed Project address this deficiency in Connecticut's import capacity?

The Project will provide new 345-kV transmission lines for the transfer of bulk power between

Connecticut, Rhode Island, and southeastern Massachusetts, supplementing the existing high-capacity

345-kV network that presently serves these areas. Providing more lines for transferring large blocks of

power into Connecticut from southeastern Massachusetts and Rhode Island will increase Connecticut's

import capacity. Construction of the Project will also strengthen part of a path for power flowing from

east to west across New England, thus contributing to the relief of the regional east-to-west transfer

constraint.

-132-
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What siting approvals are necessary for the Project?

-
Executive Summary

Since the Project will involve construction in Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, the

transmission elements to be constructed in each state will require the approval of that state's siting agency

- in Connecticut, the Connecticut Siting Council (Council); in Massachusetts, the Energy Facilities Siting

Board; and in Rhode Island, the Energy Facility Siting Board. The approvals of these agencies must be

coordinated so that the permitted construction in each state is integrated into a single technically,

environmentally, and economically practical and consistent project.

Where in Connecticut would new 345-kV facilities of the Project be located?

The COill1ecticut portion of the Project would consist primarily of the proposed new 345-kV line sections

between the Card Street Substation, the Lake Road Substation and the Rhode Island state border in

Thompson, Connecticut. The proposed route for this line, the Primary Route Under Consideration, would

extend from the Card Street Substation in Lebanon, through the towns of Lebanon, Columbia, Coventry,

Mansfield, Chaplin, Hampton, Brooklyn, Pomfret, Killingly, Putnam, and Thompson. The length of the

Primary Route Under Consideration within Connectic~t would De approximately 37 miles. All but two

short segments could be constructed within CL&P:s existing right-of-way (ROW) that is already

occupied by transmission lines and therefore dedicated for use as an energy corridor. An~ther part of the

Project' will include the construction offour 345-kV line segments in a one-mile corridor (where two 345­

kV line segments DOW exist and would be removed) to make a loop of the Manchester to Millstone 310

Line from Village Hill Road Junction into Card Street Substation), referred to as the 310 Line Loop. The

Project is depicted on Figure ES-2. The Project would also entail the modification of three existing

substations: Card Street Substation in the Town of Lebanon, and Lake Road and Killingly Substations,

both in the Town ofKillingly. Approval of the modifications to the Card Street, Lake Road, and

Killingly Substations will be sought in the application to the Council for approval of the Project, and are

described in this document.
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Figure ES-2: Project - Connecticut Segment
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What is NEEWS and how does the Project fit into it?

NEEWS is a comprehensive long-term electric transmission construction plan that addresses multiple

related electrical reliability issues arising in Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island. The NEEWS

Plan involves improvements to portions of the interconnected bulk-power transmission system owned and

operated by CL&P, National Grid, and by Western Massachusetts Electric Company (WMECO), which

is, like CL&P, a subsidiary of Northeast Utilities. Th~se coordinated improvements will address five

primary deficiencies with respect to the SNE electric transmission system, which are illustrated in Figure

ES-3.

-134-
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Figure ES-3: Reliability Concerns in the Southern New England Region

Th'ese five deficiencies are addressed by a combination of four separate NEEWS proj'ects, each of which

provides needed reliability improvements in its own right, but all of which are designed to work together

to provide unconstrained and reliable transmission of electric power within and across New England

under both normal conditions and following contingency events such as the unplanned outage of one or

more transmission lines or generating plants. The four NEEWS projects are described below in general

term.

" The Interstate Reliability Project, which is the subject of this municipal consultation document,
includes the construction of 345-kV line along existing overhead line ROW extending 15 miles in
Massachusetts, 22 miles in Rhode Island, and 38 miles in Connecticut, together with related
improvements to existing 345-kV and llS-kV facilities, including substations.

" The Greater Springfield Reliability Project, which incluqes the construction of new 345-kV
lines along approximately 35 miles of overhead line ROW (23 miles in Massachusetts and 12
miles in Connecticut); the construction, reconstruction and upgrade of 11S-kV lines along
approximately 27 miles of existing and new overhead line ROW in Massachusetts; and related
substation improvements in both Massachusetts and Connecticut. A separate but related project,
the separation ofa 345-kV circuit and a 115-kV circuit between Manchester Substation and
Meekville Junction in Manchester, Connecticut.fo~ ~ dista~ce of2.7 miles, will be proposed in the
same application as the Greater Springfield Rehablhty ProJect. . .
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The Rho~e Island Reliab~lityProject, which, as proposed by National Grid, would. include t~e

constructIOn of a 345-kV lme along 21 miles of existing overhead line ROW, extendmg from Its
West Farnum Substation in North Smithfield, Rhode Island to its Kent County Substation in
Warwick, Rhode Island, together with related improvements to existing 1l5-kV and 345-kV
facilities. .

The Central Connecticut Reliability Project, which, as currently under consideration, would
include the construction of a new 345-kV line along 38 mile~ ofe'xisting ,overhead line ROW,
extending from CL&P's North Bloomfield Substation in the Town of Bloomfield to its Frost
Bridge Substation in the Town of Watertown, together with related improvements to existing
345-kVand 115-kV facilities.

1

i
I

The deficiencies illustrated in Figure ES-3 will be addressed by the four NEEWS projects as follows:

• Regional East-West Power Flows. Regional east-west power flows across New England are
limited due to the potential overloading of existing 345-kV lines that traverse southern
Massachusetts from east to west and by potential voltage violations at substations served by those
lines. Construction of the Interstate Reliability Project, the Central Connecticut Reliability
Project, and the Greater Springfield Reliability Project will provide another path for power
flowing from east to west, and will allow higher flows in these directions,

• Connecticut Import Limitations. Power transfers into Connecticut are limited and will
eventually result in the inability to serve load under many contingencies that the system must
withstand in order to comply with national an~ regional reliability standards. The construction of
additional 345-kV ties to Rhode Island and Massachusetts will greatly improve the system's
ability to serve the load by providing additional paths on which power may flow in the event of a
planned or unplanned loss of a system element, such as a trapsmission line or generating unit, and
thus significantly increase p0wer-tnmsfer limits into and out ofConnecticut, In addition to
improving the secUrity of supply, this increase in import capacity will also yield economic
benefits to Connecticut consumers by providing access to lower cost, remote sources of power to
the north. The Project is also likely to provide environmental and statutory compliance benefits
by enabling access to remote renewable ancIJor low emission sources.

• Connecticut East-West Transfers. Load in Connecticu~ is heavily concentrated in the
southwest quadrant of the state (SWCT), whereas Connecticut's generation resources are
concentrated in the eastern part oftbe state. The anticipated completion of a 345-kV loop serving
SWCT in 2009 will enable power to move freely through SWCT,and the construction ofthe
Interstate Reliability Project and the GSRP will enable' the import of sufficient power to provide
reliable service to the entire state, including SWCT. However, the increased power flows across
central Connecticut necessary to serve the growing load will result in overloads on existing
transmission lines following contingency conditions. This "bottleneck" between eastern
Connecticut and western Connecticut will be eliminated by the addition of another 345-kV
connection between these areas. Providing a less constricted path to western Connecticut for
power generated in eastern Connecticut and, imported from central/eastern Massachusetts and
Rhode Island will also reduce the amount of existing power forced to flow through the
Springfield 115-kV system.

• Rhode IsLand Reliability. Transmission system reliability and dependence on local generation
are the major concerns for the Rhode Island system. System modeling has demonstrated that a
number of overload and voltage violations can occur on the Rhode Island transmission facilities
following contingency conditions.. These problems are caused by a number of contributing
factors, both independently and in combination, including: high load growth (especially in
southwestern Rhode Island and the coastal communities), generating unit unavailability, and
transmission outages (planned or unplanned). The addition of the new 345-kV line from West'

i The Interstate Reliability Project August 2008
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Farnum Substation to Kent County Substation and other associated improvements will both
greatly improve the reliability of the state's transmission system and reduce dependence on local
generation. The new 345-kV lines from Millbury Switching Station to West Farnum Substation
and from West Farnum Substation to Lake Road Substation would serve a dual role of both
improving Rhode Island Reliability and providing an essential component of the new 345-kV
Interstate Reliability Project, discussed above.

• Greater Springfield Reliability. The Greater Springfield Reliability Project will address
overloads and voltage violations on the existing Greater Springfield 115-kV system. Together
with the existing 345-kV line between the North Bloomfield, Barbour Hill and Ludlow
Substations, the new North Bloomfield - Agawam - Ludlow 345-kV line will complete a 345-kV
"loop" through north-central Connecticut and western Massachusetts. This new high-capacity
loop will relieve congestion on the 115-kV system that currently both serves the Springfield area
and supports interstate power transfers between the North Bloomfield, Barbour Hill and Ludlow
Substations. At the same time, the new lines will increase the power-transfer capacity between
Connecticut and western Massachusetts. The completed high-capacity electrical loop will serve a
function analogous to that of a multi-lane circumferential highway constructed around an urban
area where previously all highways had terminated at the edges of the city, requiring that traffic
traverse conges~ed city streets to gain access to the next section of highway.

How was NEEWS developed?

The NEEWS Plan emerged from a coordin-ated series of studies of the deficiencies in the SNE electric

supply system, V{hich begaiJ. ~ 2004, and ':Vere collectively called the Southern New England

Transmission Reliability (SNETR) study. Both the SNETR study and the NEEWS Plan were developed

by ISO-NE, and by the transmission system planning staffs of NUS CO and National Grid, with the

assistance of outside consultants (the Working Group). ISO-NE is a not-for-profit corporation that is

responsible for operating the New England bulle-power generation and tninsmission system, overseeing

and administering the region'8 wholesale electricity markets, and managing the regional bulk-power

system planning process. When the SNETR study effort was undertaken, several major SNE

transmission projects were in the process of being approved or were under construction, and were

expected to be in service by 2009. Under the leadership ofISO-NE, the Working Group undertook a

study of further improvements that would be rreeded thereafter to address transmission system problems

expected to arise through 2016, assuming the completion of the projects already underway and projected
,

peak-load growth. Initially, these studies considered limitations on east-west power transfers across SNE

and transfers between Connecticut and southeast Massachusetts and Rhode Islarrd.2 These limitations had

been identified as interdependent (that is, as affecting one another) in ISO-NE's 2003 Regional

Transmission Expansion Plan (RTEP03). In the course of studying these interstate transfer limitations,

the Working Group determined that previously identified reliability problems in Greater Springfield and

2 These studies also included issues in the Boston and Southeastern Massachusetts areas, which are outside the ~cope

of the NEEWS Plan.. -137-
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Rhode Island were not simply local issues, but also affected interstate transfer capabilities. In addition,

the Working Group identified constraints in transferring power generated in - or imported into - eastern

Connecticut across central Connecticut to the concentrated load in SWCT. A comprehensive plan to

address all of these interrelated problems was then developed, including the identificati0.n of th.e four

components of the NEEWS Plan described above, along with other system improvements to address local

reliability issues.

Figure ES-4 provides a conceptual illustration of the four elements ofNEEWS.

Figure ES-4: NEEWS Project Elements

How will the proposed Project improvements affect electric transmission service in

Connecticut?

The proposed Project will improve the reliability of Connecticut's electric service by reducing constraints

on the existing transmission system over which power is ~ported into Connecticut from Rhode Island

and southeast Massachusetts. This improvement will both increase the reliability of electric supply to

Connecticut customers, and provide them with better access to lower-cost, low-emission, and renewable

remote power sources. 'Similarly, the NEEWS projects as a whole will enhance these benefits, as the

other NEEWS projects combine with the Project to greatly improve the capacity of the Connecticut

transmission system to import power and to move it across the state. The flow of electric power over

electric transmission systems is not limited by state borders. Thus, improvements to interstate electric

transmission systems cannot be fairly evaluated according to the benefit they provide to a single state at
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anyone time. The Project will provide significant reliability and economic benefits to electric customers

in Rhode Island, Massachusetts and Connecticut, and, with the construction of the other components of

NEEWS, throughout the New England Region.

ES~2 Objectives of this Municipal Consultation Filing

What is a Municipal Consultation?

CL&P is preparing an applic'ation for submission to the Council for a Certificate of Environmental

Compatibility and Public Need (Certificate) for the construction and operation of the Project facilities that

would be located in Connecticut. This Municipal Consultation Filing is designed to solicit comments on

the Project from the leadership and public of the municipalities that would host parts of the Project, before

the application is submitted to the CounciL Such comments may prove useful in developing the

application, and will in any case be summarized and reported to the Council.

What information is CL&P providing about the Project?

In accordance with the Council's requirements, CL&P has compiled detailed'technical reports and

information concerning the need, site selection, 'and potential environmental effects of the Project. T.bese. ~ ,.,

reports include the results of studies and analyses that the ISO-NE and CL&P and its consultants have

perfomed to date, as well as CL&P's identification and evaluation of alternatives, including alternative

transmission solutions, general environmental characteristics of the Project area, and the Project's

potential environmental impacts and mitigation measures.

Based on the results ofthese studies, as well as on their considerable experience in providing electric

transmission service throughout Connecticut and in Massachusetts and Rhode Island, the NUSCO and

National Grid engineering and planning staffs and their consultants have proposed the improvements to

the transmission system described in this document, which they concluded best address the interstate

transfer limitations and best meetthe objectives of the overall NEEWS Plan. The NUSCO system

planners and environmental and land planning staff, together with their consultants, also have identified a

transmission route for the Connecticut portion of these improvements~ the Primary Route Under

Consideration and several potential overhead and underground line-alignment variations to the Primary

Route Under Consideration.

During the municipal consultation process, CL&P hopes to acquire information and recommendations

from each municipality and/or the affected public that will be useful in refining the Project and in .

developing a final proposed route, which will be presented in the application to the Council.
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Executive Summary

What municipalities are involved in the consultation process?

Pursuant to the Council's requirements, CL&P is seeking input from the public and local government

representatives in each of the Connecticut municipalities in which the Primary Route Under

ConsIderation or variations of the proposed transmission facilities are located, and'any II1uni(:ipali~ies

within 2,500 feet of such alignment. These municipalities are: Lebanon, Columbia, Windham, Coventry,

Mansfield., Chaplin, Hampton, Brooklyn, Pomfret, Killingly, Putnam, and Thompson.

How can the Connecticut public obtain information about the Project?

The public can obtain information about the Project in several ways, as follows:

• At the municipal offices of each of the potentially affected towns
• At Project "Open Houses" sponsored by CL&P
• On CL&P's web site: www.interstatereliability.com

In accordance with the Council's requirements, a copy of the Municipal Consultation Filing will be

provided to the chief elected official of each potentially affected municipality. In addition, to allow the

public further opportuni~ies to iearn about the Project and the Project siting process, CL&P has offered to

hold "open hous~s." At these ~'open houses," experts will be av~ilable to provide information regardiRg
. .

Project need, alternatives, electric transmission technology, environmental issues, and electric and

magnetic fields. CL&P's objective is to use the "open houses" not only to provide information to

residents and businesses regarding the Primary Route Under Consideration, but also to receive feedback

from the public concerning routes, transmission line configurations; and other matters. The schedule for

the "open houses" will be determined in consultation with local officials.

ES-3 Configuration of Project Facilities

What transmission facilities are contemplated along the route from the Card Street

Substation to the Connecticut/Rhode Island state border?

CL&P currently expects to propose that the Connecticut portion of the Project 345-kV line be constructed

overhead, along CL&P's existing ROWs depicted in Figure ES-2. Except along a 5,175-foot segment

crossing the Mansfield Holl~w Reservoir and a 2,745-foot segment crossing Mansfield Hollow State

Park a new 345-kV line can be constructed entirely within existing CL&P transmission line ROWs, .,

which vary in width from approximately 150 to 400 feet. The Mansfield Hollow segments currently have

a ISO-foot ROW width with one existing 345-kV transmission line. Up to an additional 150 feet of width

adjacent to the existing ROW may be required for segments of the ROW through the Mansfield Hollow
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area. As currently proposed, anew line would be supported primarily by wood- or steel-pole £-:I-frame

structures averaging 90 feet above ground, which would be similar in configuration, spacing, and

appearance to those that support the existing 345-kV line on the same ROW. Taller steel monopoles

supporting various arrangements of the line conductors would be considered where required to minimize

ROW width or to reduce magnetic fields. The primary characteristics of each type of structure, and the

typical ROW configuration for each, are depicted on the cross-section drawings found in Volume 5.

The Project also includes associated modifications to the Card Street, Lake Road, and Killingly

Substations. All of these modifications would occur on existing CL&P property.

Pursuant to the Council guidelines, CL&P also has identified several alternate overhead and underground

line "route variations," each of which could potentially be developed to replace a segment ofthe Primary

Route Under Consideration.

Why is the Primary Route Under Consideration an all-overhead line route?

Except for two short seg:p:1ents (in the Mansfield Hollow area), the proposed 345-kV line can be

constructed overhead, within the established CL&P ROW, without the need to acquire additional private
, .

land or easement rights, at a fraction of the cost of underground line construction. Furthermore, this

overhead line will provide better reliability than an underground: line, or a hybrid overhead and

underground line, and will result in generally marginal environmental effects that are consistent with the·

addition of a new line within an established energy corridor.

In contrast, underground transmission cable installation within the ROW is not practical. Since much of

the existing transmission line ROW is not suitable for underground transmission cable construction,

underground route variations would have to be constructed off the ROW, within or adjacent to roadways,

thus increasing the length and cost of the line and affecting the local transportation network.

Please describe the modification of existing lines along approximately one mile of ROW

near the Card Street Substation in Lebanon that will be done as part of the Interstate

Reliability Project.

There is an existing ROW between the Manchester Substation in Manchester and the Millstone Switchinf

Station in Waterford. One ofthe lines on that ROW is the 310 line, an overhead 345-kV line. At present

the 310 line is a single continuous circuit between the Manchester Substation and the Millstone Switchinf

Station. CL&P proposes to divide the 310 line into two shorter circuits, each of which would terminate a

Card Street Substation in Lebanon. ~hich is about one mile east of the Manchester to Millstone ROW,
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Municipal Consultation Filing Executive Summary

I
I
I
I
I

iI
I

I
I
I

and is between the Manchester Substation and the Millstone Switching Station (south of Manchester and

north of Millstone). When that construction is complete, an interruption of one of the two new circuits

(Manchester to Card Street or Millstone to Card Street) would still leave the other intact and connected to

the other 345-kV line at Card Street Substation. This configuration will then be the same as now exists

for two other 345-kV circuits between Millstone and Manchester, and will provide two direct 345-kV

circuit paths between the Card Street and Manchester Substations.

How does CL&P reconcile all-overhead lines?

Section 16-50(p)(i) of the General Statutes establishes a rebuttable presumption that electric transmission

lines at 345 kV and above shall be constructed underground where they are "adjacent to" certain land

uses, described as: "residential areas, private or public schools, licensed child daycare facilities, licensed

youth camps [and] public playgrounds." For convenience, these land uses are sometimes referred to

collectively as "Statutory Facilities." One purpose of this provision is to avoid or minimize increases in

magnetic field levels at such facilities. The presumption is overcome by proof that underground line

construction is "infeasible," by reason of technical limitations, reliability considerations, or an.
unreasonable economic impact on customers. The Courrcil has determined that the term "residential

areas," as used in this statute, refers fo dev~loped ':neigh.borhoods," not to undeveloped or sparsely

developed land that is residentially zoned. The Council applies this presumption while considering its

electric and magnetic field (EMF) Best Management Practices.

Although there are some Statutory Facilities that would be adjacent to the proposed 345-kV line, it is

likely that, in accordance with the Council's EMF Best Management Practices, a different line

configuration could be implemented to reduce magiletic field levels as compared to those that would be

produced by the new horizontally configured line which is contemplated as the baseline design of the

Project.

What Statutory Facilities are adjacent to the existing ROW?

• There are no youth camps or public playgrounds adjacent to the Connecticut ROW where the
345-kV line would be constructed.

• There are two licensed daycare facilities that would be adjacent to the proposed new line: a home­
based daycare facility in Brooklyn, and the Mount Hope Montessori School in Mansfield, which
is both a licensed daycare facility and a school.

• Although the area surrounding the ROW is predominantly rural and sparsely settled, there are
several groups of homes at widely spaced intervals along the ROW. The Council will need to
dete:rrhine whether any of these groups of homes are sufficiently densely developed and integral
to qualify as a statutory "residential area."
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Will CL&P identify for the Council route variations that would avoid adjacency to these

facilities?

Yes. CL&P has identified both underground and overhead line-route variations that would avold

adjacency of the new 345-kV line to the facilities described above. These potential variations are

described and evaluated in this document, and will be presented to the Council for its consideration.

Were any of the route variations developed for reasons other than avoiding possible

Statutory Facilities?

Yes. One of the variations was developed in part in case it is not possible to acquire the additional rights

needed to construct the new line on certain federal and state property. The Mansfield Hollow Reservoir

owned by the federal government, administered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and

leased to the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection (DEP). The area was originally

acquired by the federal government in conjunction with the construction of a dam to control flooding in

the Thames River Basin. Mansfield Hollow State Park and Wildlife Management Area (WMA), which i

located in Chaplin, is owned by the USACE and is leased by DEP. Both properties are ma.naged by DEF. " .
for public recreation and wildlife.

. .
An existing 345-kV transmission line passes through these federal and state properties, on a 150-foot­

wide ROW. Additional easements would have to be acquired in order to expand the width of the ROW t

accommodate a new 345-kV line. This would require a voluntary conveyance of additional easement

rights from the USACE, with the consent of the DEP. In case it is not able to reach an agreement with

these entities concerning the construction of the new line on this property, CL&P identified route

variations that would avoid the need to acquire additional land in these areas, and would not require the

expansion of the existing overhead line ROW.

Why does CL&P prefer the Primary Route Under Consideration to a route that would

incorporate the variations?

A 345-kV overhead line incorporating the route variations would be more costly and have more

environmental impact than the available all-overhead line route on existing ROWs. Similarly, an

overhead 345-kV line incorporating underground variations and transition stations would cost far more,

ta~e "longer to construct, have greater social and environmental impacts, and be somewhat less reliable

than the all-overhead line.
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The Municipal Consultation Filing presents a summary of general information about these issues in this

volume (Volume I). More detailed information is provided in Volume 2. However, the purpose of the. '

Executive Su mmary

The environmental issues commonly associated with transmission line projects include potential effects

on soils, wetlands, watercourses, biological resources (vegetation, wildljfe, threatened and endangered

species, fisheries), land use, aesthetic/visual resources, and cultural resources. Construction-related

nuisance effects such as localized noise and traffic congestion also are considerations. In addition, EMF

levels also are typically of concern.

The Municipal Consultation Filing presents an overview discussion of the general environmental

resources along, and in the vicinity of, the Primary Route Under Consideration and the route variatiol1s

jdentified to date. The Volume 5 maps, whiCh are'derived from aerial photography, illustrate the Primary

Route Under Consideration and the nearby principal land-use features (e.g., residential, commercial, and

industrial uses; wetlands; streams and rivers; recreational areas; schools and community facilities; and

roads).

Municipal Consultation Filing

discussion is not to identify all specific enviroDll1~ntal resourc~s in th~ Project area, but rather to provide

. baseEl1e da,ta concerning the Project's environmental setting. This in"formation is intended to facilitate an

understanding of the Project's potential environmental impacts and theme&sures that CL&P has

identified, to date, to mitigate such impacts. CL&P anticipates that the municipal consultation process

will serve to identify more specific environmental concerns or issues.
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VI. DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF CONNECTICUT PORTION OF THE PROJECT

AND POTENTIAL ROUTE VARIATIONS

This section of the filing provides a closer look at the Primary Route Under Consideration for new 345­

kV transmission lines from Card Street Substation to Lake Road Substation and from there to the Rhode

Island border that would comprise the Connecticut portion of the Project (including improvements to

existing lines and substations), and potential variations of the Primary Route Under Consideration to

address specific areas of potential concern. The loop of Manchester to Millstone 310 line into Card Street

Substation (310 Line Loop) and substation modifications required as part of the Project are also

discussed. The fully escalated cost of the Connecticut portion of the Project is approximately $251

millions.

~ f

;9

VI.A PRIMARY ROUTE UNDER CONSIDERATION m

Figure yr-l shows the Connecticut portion of the Project along existing CL&P ROW from the Card

Street Substation to Lake Road Substation to the Rhode Island state border, which currently supports one
. .

existing 345-kV line with cOilllections to the Lake Road ane! Killingly Substations. With the exception of

two loc~tiop.s w~ere this.existip.g ROW crosses Mansfield Hollow Reservoir and the Mansfie~d Holl9w

State P~rk for an aggregate distance of slightly under 1.5 miles, the existing ROW contains vacant area

suitable for construction of the proposed adjacent 345-kV transmission line.

In addition, the Connecticut portion of the Project would include improvements to substations and to

other lines. The following text summarizes the characteristics of the Primary Route Under Consideration

for new 345-kV line sections and necessary modifications to certain other facilities.

Principal Features of the Primary Route Under Considf!ration

.. Total length of the route is 36.8 miles

.. Existing ROW width generally varies from 150 to 400 feet

.. Existing ROW predominantly supports one existing 345-kV circuit, mostly on wood-pole H­
frame structures with a typical height of 80 feet, with some taller steel-pole structures in limited
areas

II No additional ROW is required except for 1.5 miles in the Mansfield Hollow area, where an
existing ISO-foot wide ROW may be expanded by up to 150 feet.

" The proposed support structures for the new line would be steel- or wood-pole H-frames with a
typical heightof 85 to 90 feet

5 The total cost of the Project is $460 million. See the Solutions Report in Volume 4
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.. Taller steel monopoles could be considered to minimize the ROW expansion in the MansfiE<ld
Hollow area and to support reduced magnetic field line designs adjacent to Statutory Facilities.

.. None of the existing line structures are to be removed
.. New line structure placement along the ROW would be adjacent to existing line structure

locations as much as possible

Figure VI-1: Primary Route Under Consideration
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VI.A.1 Transmission Line Structure Design

The existing ROWs on which CL&P proposes to install the new 34S-kV overhead line all presently

contain an existing 34S-kV CL&P transmission line, supported for the most part by wood-pole H-Jrame

structures ranging in height from 66 feet to 103 feet (above ground). In a few sections, the existing circuit

is supported by steel monopoles ranging in height from 106 feet to 137 feet (above ground). Table V1-1

provides detailed information concerning the existing ROWand structures.
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CL&P is considering installing the 345-kV transmission line on three different types of structures. The

basic structure type would be wood- or steel-pole H-frames, with heights ranging from 65 to 140 feet,

which would be visually compatible with the most common structures already on the ROW, thereby

reducing the visual «clutter" associated with multiple structure types. CL&P will also consider using

steel monopoles in specific areas, as follows:

• Steel "delta configuration" monopoles averaging 130 feet in height (Mansfield Hollow Reservoir)
• Steel "vertical configuration" monopoles averaging 125 feet in height at the Lake Road

Substation
• Steel "vertical configuration" monopoles averaging 125 feet in height for the 310 Line Loop.
• Steel three-pole deadend structures averaging 90 feet in height at line angles
• Steel monopoles of a height to be determined (but likely more than 120 feet), ifthe Council

determines that reduced magnetic field line designs should be constructed near Statutory
Facilities

Typical structure heights listed above are based on lines over flat terrain, The actual height of each

structure is dependent upon its location, span lengths, and the topography along the route. The primary

characteristics of each type of structure, and the typical ROW configuration for lines using each type, are
, .

depided on the cross-section drawings in Volume 5. Table V1.-1 sufnmarizes the typical structure types

and ROW requirements along each portion of the Prirn.ary Route Under Consideration, as currently. , . ..
proposed. The Council will determine the locations and design configuration of any line sections where

magnetic field levels should be reduced in accordance with the Council's Electric and Magnetic Field

Best Management Practices for the Construction of New Electric Transmission Lines in Connecticut

(December 14, 2007). To assist the Council in this determination, CL&P will submit a Magnetic Field

Management Design Plan to the Council. A copy of the Council's EMF Best Management Practices

document is included in Volume 4 of this municipal consultation package.

Steel poles can be furnished either in galvanized or self-weathering finishes. Specifics concerning pole

finish will be determined after a final route for the Project is certified, during the preparation of the

detailed Development and Management (D&M) Plan, which the Council will require for the Project.
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Table VI-1 Primary Route Under Consideration: s~mmaryof Characteristics (above ground)

Delalled Descriplion

Exlsting Line Connguratlons and Tvolca' ROW Width Proposed 345-kY Line Reference Case Connguratlons and Tvnlcal ROW Width

Typi"al
Transmission Line By Approx. ROW
Cross-Section ROW Width Typical ROW
(Municlpallty) Mileage Tvpical Structure Tvpe and Height ([eel) Tvplcal Structure Type and Height Width (feet)

One 345-kV circuit supported on wood- or steel-pole H-framc slructures, hcighls vary, ranging from loslall Dec 345-kV circuit on steel- or wood-pole H-frame strUctures, heighlS vary, ranging
XS-I 66 to 119 feet (above ground), wilb a typical height of 80 La 85 feel. (above ground). from 75 10 140 feet (above 'ground), wilh a typical height of 85 to 90 feel (above groWld). 350 (No
(Lebanon, Columbia & Two 69~kV cirCUits, both supported on self·supporting sleel monopoles. beighls vary, ranging from addilional ROW
CovenlIVi 2.8 72 10 115 reel (above groundi with a tvaical height of93 feel (above ground). 350 Structures would be installed berweeo the exisling 345-kY and 69-kV circuils. required)

XS-2 300 (No
One 345'-kV circuil supponcd on wood-pole H-frame slructure5. heighls varyl ranging from 59 to 90 install one 345-kV circuil on sleel~ or wood-pole H-Erame structures, beighl.5 vary. ranging additional ROW

(CoveaIrY & Mansfield) 5.6 reel (above ground), wilh a typical height of75 '0 80 feel (above ground). 300 from 65 to 125 feet (above gTOuud), with a typical height of 85 to 90 feel (ahove ground). reauired)

XS-3 300 (up 10 150

.Doc 345-kV circuit supported on tubular steel monopole SlrUctures, beighlS vary. ranging from 106
feel of

(Maosfield Hollow Install ooe 345-I:Y circuil on sleel self-supported monopoles, heigbts vary, from 115 10 145 additiooal ROW
Reservoir. Maosfield) 1.0 to 137 reel (above ground) with a typical beight of 11510 120 feet (above ground). 150 feel, with a typical heighl of 130 feel (above ground). required}

XS-4 300 (No
One 345-kV circuil supponed on wood-pole H-framc strucrurcs, heighls vary, ranging from 68 10 lostall one 345-kY circuit 00 sleel- or wood-pole H-frame structures, heighls vary, ranging addiliooal ROW

(Mansfield & Chaolin) 0.8 103 fcet (above ground), wilh a typical beight of 80 10 85 [eel (above ground). 300 from 7510 140 feel (ahove ground), with a typical height of85 10 90 reel (above ground). reouired}

XS-5 300 (up to 150
feel or

(Mansveld Hollow One 345-kV clrcuit supponed OD wood-pole H-frame slrUctureS, heights vary. ranging from 73 to 81 . Ins(all ooe 345-kV circuit 00 steel- or wood-pole H-frame Sl.nJcrures, heighls vary: ranging additinnal ROW
Slale Park. Chaoliu) 0.5 feel (above grouod), wilh a typical beighl bf75 10 80 feel (above grnund). 150 from 7510 80 feel (ahove groltDd), with a typical height of75 to 80 feel (above groUnd). reouired)
XS-6 300 (No
(Chaplin, Hampton, & Ooe 345-kV circuil supported on wood-pole H-frame structures, heights vary, raogiog from 64 10 10sta'lI one 345-ItV circuit 00 5toel- or wood-pole H-frame structures, heighLs vary, ranging addiLional ROW
Brooklyn) 13.6 102 feel (above grouod), with a typical heigbl of 8010 85 reel (above ground). 300 from 70 10 120 feel (above ground), with a typical heigbt of 85 '0 90 feel (above ground). required)

One 345~kV circuit supported 00 wood-pole H-frame structures. beights vary, rangiDgfrom 66 10 95
XS-7 [eel (above ground), wilh a typical height of80 to 85 feet (above ground). 360 (No
(Brooklyn, Pomfrel & Two 115-kV circuits supponed on wood~pole H-frame strucrurcs, heights vary. rangmg from 51 to Install one 345-kY circuil on sleel- or wood-pole H-frame strucrures, heights vary, ranging additional ROW
Killingly) 2.3 86 feel (above ground) Wilh a typical hei~' of68 reel (above aroued)' 360 from 70 10 100 feel (above ground), with a typicel heigbt of 85 10 90 feel (above ground). required)

One 345-kV circuit supported on wood~pole H~frame SLructureS, heighLs vary. ranging from 74 lo 89
XS-8 feel (above ground), with a typical height of 80 to 85 [eel (above ground). 360 (No

(Killioalv & Putnami
Two.llS-k V circuits 5upponed on wood:'pole H~Erame structures, hcights vary, raoging from 51 to Inslall one 345-kV circuit on steel~ or wood-pole H8frame slrucrures, heights vary, ranging additional ROW

2.6 86 feet (above grouod), wi'h a typical bei~1 of 64 feel (above ground). 360 from 70 10 115 feel (above ground), with a typical beigbt of 85 to 90 feel (ahove ground). required)
XS-9

Install two J4S-kV circuits on self·supponiog steel monopoiesl heighls vary. ranging from
250 (No

Two 345-kV circuils supported on self-supporting sleel mooopoles, beigbts vary, ranging from 109 addilional ROW
(Killingly) 0.2 to 150 feet (ahove ground), with a typical beighl of 130 feet (above ground). 250 12010 135 reel (above ground), with Ii typical beighl of 125 feel (above ground). required)

Ooe'345-kV circuilsupported 00 wood-pole H-frame slrucrures, beights vary, ranging from 74 10 Inslall one 345-kV circuit 00 sleel- or wood-pole H-frame atructures, heighis vary, ranging
XS-IO )05 feel (above ground), wilb a typical heigbt of 85 10 90 feel (above ground). • from 85 to Il~ feet (above ground), with a typical heigbl of 100 feel (above ground). 400 (No

Two 115-kY circuits supported on wood-pole H-frame strucrures, beights vary, ranging from 51 10 additional ROW
(!Ullioglv & PuIDam) 0.7 86 feel (above ground), with a typical heighI of 68 feel (ahove ground). • 400 Siructures would be installed herween lhe existiog 345-kY BOd 115-kV circuits. required)

One 345-kV circuit supported 00 wood-pole H-frame slruclUres, heigbls vary, ranging from 72 10 95 Install one 345-kV circuit on steel- or ~ood-poleH-frame slructures, heigbls vary, raoging
XS-II feel (above ground), with a typical beigbl of 8010 85 feel (above ground). from 75 to 115 feel (ahove ground), wllb a typical height of85 10 90 reel (ahove ground).

340 (No

(Pulnam)
Two distribution circuits supported on singlc wood pole structures. with a typical heigh I of35 feet

Structures would be installed between tbe citistmg 345-kYand distribution circuits;
additional ROW

1.7 (above ground). 340 required)
XS-12 .

install one 345-kV circuit 00 sicel- or wood-pole H-frame sO'Ucrures. beigbts vary, ranging
300 (No

One 345-kY circuit supported 00 wood-pole H-frame slrucrures, heights vary, ranging [rom 63 to 93 additional ROW
(Putnam & Tbompson) 4.9 feel (above ground). with n typical heighl of 80 to 85 feel (above grouod). . 300' from 70 to 100 feel (above ground), with a typical heighl of90.feel (above ground). reouired)
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VI.C.2 Mansfield Underground Variation

Homes have been developed near each side of CL&P's existing ROW in western Mansfield, which is I

of the Primary Route Under Consideration. There are 26 homes located within 500 feet of the existing

ROW along Highland Road, Woodmount Drive, and Stone Ridge Road. ~ue to surrounding residentia

development, an overhead line-route variation would be near as many or more homes as would be

avoided by the relocation. Accordingly, no overhead line-route alternative was identified. A potential

underground line-route variation is shown in Figure VI-5. This variation would be located primarily

within the existing ROW, although some additional area outside the ROW may be required for new

transition stations. This variation would extend for approximately 0.7 miles from a new transition stati(

located along the existing ROW, approximately 1,500 feet east of Route 31 to a new transition station

also located along the existing ROW.

Principal Features of Mansfield Underground Variation

• Total length of the underground line would be approximately 0.7 miles
• The underground cables would be installed primarily within CL&P's existing ROW
• Easements for splice vaults on private property next to the ROW are likely to be required
• Two new 345-kV line transition stations would be required'
• Two to four fenced acres of property would berecruired for ~acli of the new transition station
• One crossing of Highland Road would be required
• ROW would'contain less than one acre of wetland based on data from the DEP

The cost of this variation is estimated at $74.2 million including, construction labor and material
engineering, and contingency.

Table VI-4: Comparison of Mansfield Underground Variation to Sections cif Piimary
Route Under Consideration that Would be Replaced

Underground Variation
primar; Route Variation
Segment Replaced

Length (miles) 0.7 0.7
Above Ground Structures Approximately 7 - .

structures
New ROW or Land (acres) 0 8
Woodland Clearing 7 8
(acres)
Wetlands 5 <1

Cost ($) in millions 3.1 74.2

The Interstate Reliability Project
149
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VI.C.3 Mount Hope Variations

The Mount Hope Montessori School Inc. on Bassetts Bridge Road is near CL&P's existing ROW, the

Primary Route Under Consideration._ The existing 345-kV line is located on the eastern side of the ROW,

with the nearest conductor approximately 325 feet from the nearest actively used portion of the school

property (a play yard). Were the new line to be built in a horizontal configuration in the vacant position

on the ROW, it would be located between the existing line and the school property, with the nearest

conductor approximately 240 feet from the play yard. CL&P has identified both overhead and

underground line-route variations that would avoid this proximity, which are illustrated in Figure Vl-6.

VI.C.3.1 Mount Hope Overhead Variation

The potential overhead line-route variation would place a section of the new line, approximately 2,650

feet long, on a new ROW tbat would be approximately 200 feet to the east of the location of the existing

ROW. In order to re-route the new line off of the exlsting ROW, it would be necessary to move the
.,\

exis,ting line to the new ROW as wen. The nearest conductor would be approximately 450 feet from the

school play y,!-rd.

Principal Features of Mount Hope Overhead Variation

• Total length of the Dew line is approximately 2,650 feet
• The relocation of approximately 2,350 feet of existing 345-kV line would be required
• Final design will be based on the Field Management Design Plan
• Approximately 18 acres of new ROW would need to be acquired
• The total width oftbe new proposed ROW would be approximately 300 feet
• The new ROW would be near the Mansfield Historic District
• Approximately 4.8 acres of vegetation removal wO]lld be required
• Five homes would be within 400 feet of the new ROW, wbich are now further away from the

existing ROW
• A new crossing of Bassetts Bridge Road would be required
• ROW would contain approximately 3.2 acres of wetland based on data from the DEP
• The cost of this variation would be approximately $11.6 million including construction labor and

material, engineering and contingency.

VI.C.3.2 Mount Hope Underground Variation

The underground line-route variation would be constructed within CL&P's existing overhead line ROW

except for two transition stations, which would be constructed in part outside of the existing ROW. The

underground segment would begin at a new transition station approximately 1,600 feet west of State

Route 195, and extend along the ROW to a llew transition station approx.imately 800 feet north of
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Bassetts Bridge Road. Additional easement rights to install the cables would have to be acquired, and up

to 10 acres would have to be acquired for each of the transition stations.

Principal Features of Mount Hope Underground Variation

•. Total length ofunderground line would be 'approximately 1.2 miles

• 'The cables and vaults would be installed primarily within CL&P's existing ROW
• Easements for splice vaults on private property next to the existing ROW may be to be required
• Two new 345-kV line transition stations would be required
• Two to four fenced acres would be required for each new transition station
• New crossings of State Route 195 and Bassetts Bridge Road would be required
• The ROW would contain approximately less than an acre of wetland based on data from the DEP
• The cost of this variation is estimated at $93.6 million including construction labor and material,

engineering and contingency.

Table VI-5: Comparison of the Mount Hope Variations to the Segment of the Proposed
Route Under Consideration that Each Would Replace

Overhead Variation Underground Variation
Primary Route Variation Primary Route Variation
Segment Segment Replaced
Replaced

Length (miles) 0.5 0.5 1.2 1.2
Above Ground Approximately 6 Approximately 10 Approximate~y 12 -
Structures structures structures structures
New ROW or Land 0 . )8 0 8
(acres)
Vegetation Removal 4 4.8 9 8
(acres)
Wetlands (acres) 1.9 3.2 1.2 <1
Cost ($) million 3.4 11.6 7.9 93.6
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Figure VI-6: Mount Hope Variations I
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IX. SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND MITIGATION

Based on the environmental data compiled to date, CL&P has taken care in the planning and

design of the Project to ideutify line routes and/or measures that would minimize enviroomental

.effects. CL&P has considered and addressed-the potential short-terni and long-term of the Project
.,

on topography, geology, and soils; water resources, water quality, and wetlands; biological

resources (vegetative communities, wildlife resources, fisheries, amphibians, birds, and rare,

threatened or endangered species); land uses and development; recreational/scenic resources;

cultural (archaeological and historic) resources; air quality; noise; and transportation systems and

utility crossings. A summary and comparison of the potential effects using the Primary Route

Under Consideration and potential route variations is provided in Table IX-5.

The construction of the Project using the Primary Route Under Consideration would have both

short~and long-term enviroomental effects. However, compared to other options, this line route

would minimize adverse environmental effects because the new line would be located along an

existing CL&P transmission line ROW that is already devoted to utility use. The Project's

potential environmental effects, as wetl as the mitigation measures that CL&P has identified thus'

• far to minimize such effects, 'are discussed in Volume 2. The potential cons.equenc.es of both

Qverhead traJ:!.smission line and underground cable construction and operation are discussed in

Volume 2.

The potential environmental effects and mitigation measures along the route of the 310 Line Loop

component of the Project are expected to be the same as those presented for the Primary Route

Under Consideration. The only exception is the additional ROW that would be required at the

northwest comer of the existing CL&P ROW on the west side of Card Street for the overhead line

entries to Card Street Substation.

The Primary Route Under Consideration traverses several designated parks, wildlife management

areas, forests, or other sceniclrecreational areas. However, the development of the 345-kV line

along the Primary Route Under Consideration would minimize the potential impacts to these

facilities by following CL&P's currently maintained ROW. Along this ROW, potential effects

. would occur primarily due to the additional forested vegetation removal that would be required to

construct the new transmission line; operation of the Project would require that the ROW be

maintained in low-growth vegetation.
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In addition, through the Mansfield Hollow State Park and portions of the adjacent Mansfield

Hollow Wildlife Management Area, the existing CL&P ROW is too narrow to accommodate the

new 345-kV line and may have to be expanded through the acquisition of additional ROW from

the state or the USACE. This proposed expansion will require vegetation removal along an

approximately l.O-mile segment in Mansfield (encompassing about 15.8 acres) and an

approximately O.S-mile segment in Chaplin (encompassing about 8.9 acres) adjacent to the

ex.isting ROW. This proposed expansion will accommodate the installation and operation of

additional transmission facilities.

In order to avoid areas where potential alignments of the overhead transmission line would be in

prox.imity to certain Statutory Facilities (i.e., adjacent schools, licensed child daycare facilities,

public playgrounds, and residential areas), several overhead and underground line-route

variations have been identified to portions of the Primary Route Under Consideration. The use of

these variations generally would require CL&P's acquisition of private property for the

development of the Project facilities. Further, the development of the overhead line-route

variations will conflict with existing land uses (i.e. preserved open space, forested, and residential

areas) because new transmission line ROW would hav(f to be established in areas where no

transmiss~on facilities yurrently exist. The overhead..J.ine-route variations will also result in

greater impacts to biological resources (such as vegetation and wetlands) associated with the

development of the overhead 34S-kV facilities along such new "greenfield" ROW.

The underground line-route variations would be aligned within or adjacent to existing roadway

ROW or within the existing CL&P ROW. Potential impacts from underground line-route

variations within existing roadway ROW could be minimal and limited primarily to the

construction period; however, typically, private land is required for off-road splice vaults and

temporary equipment and material staging areas are required. Transition stations also would be

required for each of the underground line-route variations in order to link the underground and

overhead components of the Project. Typically, each transition station (a station would be

required on either end of any underground variation) would need two to four fenced acres. The

development of such transition stations may result in the removal of forested and wetland areas.

Establishment of the transition stations would result in long-term land use conversions and would

create localized adverse effects on the visual environment.
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Table IX-1: Summary of Potential Environmental, Cultural, and Land-Use Effects
and Mitigation Measures

Potential Effects

Primary Route Under
Overh~ad V~riations. Resource Consicleration Underground Variations

(and 310 Line Loop)
Topography,
Geology and Soils Erosion and sediment controls would control construction related effects to these resources.
Water Resources and Water Quality
Wetlands Minimal effects anticipated Minimal effects anticipated UG portion aligned in or

from presence of overhead from presence of overhead adjacent to roadways or
facilities. Wetlands would be facilities. Wetlands would transmission ROW.
spanned wherever practical. be spanned wherever However, some forested
Forested wetland vegetation practical. However, clearing is typically
would haye to be removed forested wetland vegetation required along roads to
along the ROW. Erosion and would have to be removed accommodate the
sediment controls would along the ROW, resulting in construction equipmenl
control construction related a change of wetland type. UG construction methods
effects. Erosion and sediment for crossings (e.g., HDD,

controls would control jack-and-bore) could
construction related effects. avoid most effects to

wetlands. Transition
stations may need to be
sited in wetlands.

Watercourses Minimal effect anticipated Minimal effect anticipated UG construction methods
'from gresence of overhead .from pr~sence of over~ead .for crossings (e.g., HDD,
facilities. Watercourses would facilities. Watercourses jack-and-bore) would
be spanned. Erosion and would be spanned. Less avoid most effects to
sediment controls would shading will be provided on watercourses. Erosion
control construction related watercourses as a result of and sediment controls
effects. tree removaL Erosion and would control

sediment controls would construction related
control construction related effects.
effects.

Groundwater There are no public drinking water supply wells near the Primary Route Under
Resources Consideration or overhead/underground variations. Construction unlikely to affect private

wells or water table. Preventative measures would be taken to prevent fuel spills during
construction.

Flood Zones
OH structures may be sited in floodplains.

UG structures may cross
beneath floodplains.

Biological Resources
Vegetative Vegetation removal in existing More woodland would need Vegetation removal in
Communities CL&PROW. to be cleared than for the existing ROWs. May

Primary Route Under require .vegetation
Consic\eration. removal at transition

station locations.
Wildlife Shrubland created along the May result in change in UG portion aligned in

ROW would be desirable to habitat types as forested roadway or transmission
many wildlife species. areas would be converted to ROW. Transition stations

sfu-ubland. may result in minimal
impacts to wildlife
habitat.

Fisheries Minimal effect anticipated Watercourses would be UG construction methods
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Pot~ntial Effects

Primary Route Under
Resource Consideration Overhead Variations Underground Variations

(and 310 Line Loop)

from presence of overhead spanned. Less shading will for crossings (e.g., HDD,
facilities. Watercourses would be provided on watercourses jack-and-bore) would
be spanned. Erosion and as a result of vegetation avoid most effects to
sediment controls would removaL Erosion and watercourses. Erosion
control construction related sediment controls would and sediment contro Is
effects. control construction related would control

effects. construction related
effects.

Potential Amphibian
Breeding Habitat Wetland-dependent. See Wetlands above.
Birds Shrubland habitat that would be created is regionally rare and desirable to many bird

species.
Protected Species

See Wetlands, Wildlife, Amphibian Breeding Habitat, and Birds above. Special efforts
would be made to avoid sensitive habitat areas through bypassing, spanning, or limiting
construction to time of year when species/sensitive life stages are not present.

Land Use Consistent with existing uses New utility ROWs would be Would be aligned beneath
and land use as transmission created, causing a change in roads or adjacent areas.
line ROW is currently utilized land use. May conflict with Temporary nuisance land
and maintained. Crosses existing land uses. Crosses use effects due to
several state parks, forests, sever~l state parks, forests, comparatively long
preserved open space and preserved open space and constructio'n timeframes.
sceniclrecreation areas. scenic/recreation areas. . Consistent with existing. uses and land use plans.

Crosses fewer state parks,
forests, and
sceniclrecreation areas.

Cultural Resources No visual effect on historic districts anticipated. Archaeologically sensitive areas would be
avoided to the extent possible and appropriately documented if avoidance is not feasible.
All ROWs would require further cultural resource analyses and field testing, based on area-
specific sensitivities for the location of as yet undiscovered archaeological (buried) sites.

Air Quality Not anticipated to be a substantial issue. Controls would be in place duritlg construction to
control dust.

Noise
Not anticipated to be a substantial issue. Controls would be in

Construction noise may
be more substantial due to

place during construction.
UG construction methods.

Transportation,
OH construction in existing ROW or new cross-countly ROW

Potentially significant, but
Traffic and Utility localized, impacts due to
Crossings

would not substantially interfere with existing transportation
degree of work in

patterns. Existing utilities would be spanned.
roadways.
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x. ELECTRIC AND MAGNETIC FIELDS

Electric and Magnetic Fields·

Electric and magnetic fields (EIv1F) are forms of energy that surround an electrical device.

Transmission lines are cornmon sources of EMF, as are other substantial components of electric

power infrastructure, ranging from .traQ.sfqlJilers...at subS,tations to the wiring and,appli~nces in a

home. However, any piece of machinery run by electricity can be a source ofElvlJ.

To address a range of concerns regarding potential health risks from exposure to transmission line

EMF, in December of2007, the Council issued a policy document entitled "Best Management

Practices for the Construction ofElectric Transmission Lines in Connecticut" (the BJv(p

Document.) This document summarized the latest information regarding scientific knowledge

and consensus on EJ:vfF health concerns, and it adopted policies concerning the reduction of

electric and magnetic fields associated with proposed new transmission lines.

In the RMP Document, the Council recognized "that a causal link between power-lIne J:vfF

exposure and demonstrated health effects has not been established, even after much scientific

investigation in the U.S. and abroad," and that "timely ap.ditional research is unlikely to prove the

safety of power-line J:vfF'to the satisfaction of alL" Accordingly, the Council decided "to continue

its cautious approach to transmission line ~iting that has' guided its Best Management Practices.

since 1993." As the Council states in the BW Documen~ "this continuing policy is based on the

Council's recognition of and agreement with conclusions shared by a wide range of public health

consensus groups, and also, in part, on a review which the Council commissioned as to the weight

of scientific evidence regarding possible links between power-line lvfF and adverse health effects.

Under this policy, the Council will continue to advocate the use of effective no-cost and low-cost

technologies and management techniques on a project-specific basis to reduce J:vfF exposure to

the public while allowing for the development of efficient and cost-effective electrical

transmission projects.

Pursuant to this policy, the Council's EMF BMPs "require an applicant proposing to build an

overhead electric transmission line to develop and present a 'Field Management Design Plan'"

that identifies measures to reduce magnetic field levels that would otherwise occur along an
'. . ': . .

electric transmission ri~ht of waY,particularly where the 'linewill be "adjacent to residential

areas, public or private schools, licensed child day-care facilities, licensed youth camps, or public

playgrounds.
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The BlvlP also require transmission line applicants to present calculations of magnetic fields

under pre-project and post project conditions, assuming the use of different transmission line

design alternatives. The purpose of this requirement is to "allow for an evaluation of how M:F

levels differ between alternative power line configurations," so that the Council can direct the

applicant to "achieve reduced M:F levels when possible through practical design changes."

However, the reduction of magnetic fields is only one of the factors that the Council will consider

.in approving particular line designs. Others include "cost, system reliability, aesthetics, and

environmental quality."

CL&P is in the process of developing the information about the proposed line required by the

BNIP, including a Field Management Design Plan. Detailed and time-consuming computer

modeling of line current flows over large portions of the Connecticut electric system is needed to

perform the required calculations. CL&P will present its Field Management Design Plan to the

Council and to interested landowners in the course of the proceedings on its application.

In addition to specific information about a proposed transmission line, the Council considers

certain general EI\1F inforIDation in the cO,urse of a proceeding on a transmission line application,

including, "evidence of any. new developments in scientific research addressing M:F and public. .. .
health effects or changes in scientific consensus group positions regarding MF." Accordingly,

CL&P commissioned an independent expert to prepare a report concerning any such

developments, which it will present with its application. A copy of that report is also included in

this municipal consultation filing.

Volume 4 of this MCF includes the following information concerning EI\1F, some of which has

been referenced in the preceding discussion:

• Connecticut Siting Council, Best Management Practices for the Construction of Electric
Transmission Lines in Connecticut (December 14,2007)

• World Health Organization, Electromagnetic Fields and Public Health fact sheet, (June
2007)

• Connecticut Department of Public Health, Fact Sheet, Electric and Magnetic Fields
(April 2008)

• National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences, Electric and Magnetic Fields
Associated with the Use of Electric Power, Questions and Answers, (June 2002)
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XI. PROJECT SCHEDULE

Project Schedule

Major milestones established for the Project are as follows:

• Municipal Consultation Filing Subrnittal- 3rd Quarter, 2008
• Open Houses and Town Meetings - 3rd Quarter, 2008
•. Connecticut Siting Council Filing Submittal - 4th Quarter, 2008
• Decision and Order - 2nd Quarter, 2010
• Construction Start- 3 rd Quarter, 2010
• Construction Complete - 4th Quarter, 2012

The Interstate Reliability Project
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Interstate Reliability Project
Babcoclc Hill Junction to Mansfield Hollow Reservoir in the Town of Mansfield

Transmission Rights-of-Way
Typical Cross Section XS-2

The existing line structures will remain and new 34S-kV H-frame structures would be installed.

(Existing Transmission Right-of-Way)

Existing electric transmission line structures looking northeast from Stafford Road.

(Simulation of the Existing Transmission Right-of-Way)

Preliminary design of electric transmission line structures looking northeast from Stafford Road..

NOTE: See Drawing XS-2 for a representation of the typical transmission structures, typical heights of the structures, and ROW width for this cross section.
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Interstate Reliability Project
Babcock Hill Junction to Mansfield Hollow Reservoir in the Town of Mansfield

Transmission Rights-of-Way
Typical Cross Section XS-2

The existing line structures will remain and new 345-kV H-frame structures would be installed.

(Existing Transmission Right-of-Way) (Simulation of the Existing Transmission Right-of-Way) .

I
--I.

0'>
0'>
I .

Existing electric transmission line structures looldng southwest from Bassetts Bridge Road. Preliminary design of electric transmission line structures looking southwest from Bassetts Bridge Road.

NOTE: See Drawing XS-2 for a representation of the typical transmission structures, typical heights of the structures, and ROW width for this cross section.
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Interstate Reliability Project
Mansfield Hollow Reservoir in the Town of Mansfield

Transmission Rights-of-Way
Typical Cross Section XS-3

The existing line structures wiII remain and new 345-kV steel delta pole structures would be installed.

-
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(Existing Transmission Right-of-Way)

Existing electric transmission line structures looking east, located south of Bassetts Bridge Road.

(Simulation of the Existing Transmission Right-of-Way)

Preliminary design of electric transmission line structures looking east, located south of Bassetts Bridge
Road. .

NOTE: See Drawing XS-3 for a representation of the typical transmission structures, typical heights of the structures, and ROW width for this cross section.
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MAPSHEET 5 of 40:

AREA DESCRlPTION

Interstate Reliability Proj ect
Primary Route Under Consideration
Existing Structure Locations 9032 to 9038
Flanders River Road to Stafford Road
Towns of Coventry and Mansfield, CT

RlGHT-OF-WAY DESCRlPTION

i
.!

Existing Land Use
Residential
Agricultural
Commercial/Industrial
CT Protected/Open Space (Joshuas Tract Conservation & Historic Trust privately managed,
Town Open Space (Flanders River Road) managed by the Town of Coventry, and Town Open
Space (Stafford Road and Thombush Road) managed by the Town of Mansfield)

Zoning
Town of Coventry

o Current;
River Aquifer Zone (RAZ)
Residential (RU-40)

Town of Mansfield
o Current:

Flood Hazard Zone' (FH)
Residential (R-20) .
Rural Agriculture Residence 40 Zone (RAR-40)

o Planned;
Planned Business 5 Zone (PB-5)

Natural Systems
Willimantic River
State/Federal jurisdictiDnal wetlands
Cider Mill BroDk
Perkins Comer PDnd
Intermittent tributaries to Willimantic River
Natural Diversity Data Base Area
Mixed hardwDDd forest ofvarying size and age

Visual Character
Residential, forest land, agriCUltural, and cDmmercial/industrial

Land Use
Residential adjacent to structures 9032 to 9033 and 9036 to 9037
CT Protected/Open Space adjacent to and/or between structures 9032 to 9034, and 9037
Upland and/or wetland forest adjacent to structures 9032 to 9034, 9035 to 9036, and 9037 to
9038

Wetlands [Invasive Plant Species], \Vatercourses and Waterbodies
Wetland Nos.: A15 [none recorded], AI6 [none recorded], Al7 [nDne recDrded], Al 8/A82 [none
recDrded], AI9 [MultiflDra rose (Rosa multiflora)]
Wetland Cover Types; PEM, PSS, PFO
Stream NDs.: S5-B (Willimantic River); Stream channel encroachment line

Potential Access
Structures 9032 tD 9034 can be accessed Flanders River RDad
Structures 9035 tD 9038 can be accessed frDm State RDute 32/Stafford RDad

Right-of-Way Vegetation
. Upland and wetland fDrest, Open field-shrub, HouselYard

Terrain
Steep tD hilly

Existing Right-of-Way Width
300 feet

Proposed Expansion of Right-of-Way Width
ofeet

EXisting ClearedlMaintained Right-of-Way Width
140 to 300 feet

Proposed Additional Cleared Right-of-Way Width
oto 90 reet

Road Crossings
. Flanders River RDad between structures 9031 and 9032

State RDute 32/StaffDrd Road between.structures 9036 and 9037
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MAPSHEET 6 of 40:

AREA DESCRIPTION

Interstate Reliability Proj ect
Primary Route Under Consideration
Existing Structure Locations 9038 to 9051
Highland Road to Stearns Road
Town of Mansfield, CT

RIGHT-OF-WAY DESCRIPTION

I........
.........
I'-:)
I

Existing Land Use
• Agricultural
• Residential
• CT Protected/Open Space (Town Open Space (Hi~land Road) managed by the Town of

Mansfield)

Zoning
Current:

o Rural Agriculrure Residence 40 Zone (RAR-40)
• Planned:

o Planned BUBineBB 5 Zone (PB-5)

Natural Systems
Ciderlvlill Brook

• Open water (ponds)
Conantville Brook
State/Federal jurisdictional wetlands

• Natural DiversitY Data Base Area
Mixed hardwood forest of varying size and age

Visual Character
• Forest land, residential, and agricultural

Land Use
Residential adjacent to structures 9042 to 9044
CT Protected/Open Space adjacent to and between structures 9042 and 9044

• Agricultural adjacent to and between structures 9050 and 9051
• Upland and/or wetland forest adjacent to structures 9038 to 9050

Wetlands [Invasive Plant Species], Watercourses and Watcrbodies
• Wetland Nos.: Al9 [Multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora)], A18/82 [none recorded], A83 [Autumn

olive (Elaeagnus umbel/ata)], A84 (Corrunon reed grass (Phragmites australis)], A85 [none
recorded], A86 [none recorded], A87 [none recorded]

• Wetland Cover ·Types: PEM, PSS, PFO , Palustrine Open Water Wetlands (POW)
• Stream Nos.: S6, S7, S7-A (Conantville Brook)

Potential Access
• Structures 9038 to 9041 can be accessed from State Route 32/Stafford Road (see Mapsheet 05 of

40)
• Structures 9042 to 9051 can be accessed from Highland Road

Right-or-Way Vegetation
•• Upland and wetland forest, gpen field-shrub, Agricultural, HouselYard

Terrain
• Broad hill tops to steep

Existing Right-or-Way Width
• 300 feet

Proposed Expansion orllight-or-Way Width
a feet

Existing ClearedlMaintained Right-or-Way Width
140 to 300 feet

Proposed Additional Cleared Right-or-Way Width
• 0 to 90 feet

Road Crossing
Highland Road between structures 9042 and 9043
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MAPSHEET 7 of 40:

AREA DESCRIPTION

Existing Land Use
• Agricultural

Residential

Zoning
Current:

a Rural Agriculture Residence 40 Zone (RAR-40)
a Flood Hazard Zone (FH)

Natural Systems
Intermittent tributary to Eatons Brook
Sawmill Brook and associated tributaries
State/Federal jurisdictional wetlands

• Mixed hardwood forest varying in size and age

Visual Character
• Residential, agricul?U"al,and forest land

Interstate Reliability Project
Primary Route Under Consideration
Existing Structure Locations 9052 to 9064
Mansfield City Road to"Crane Hill Road
Town of Mansfield, CT

RIGHT-OF-WAY DESCRIPTION

Land Use
Agricultural adjacent to structures 9052 to 9054
Upland and/or wetland forest adjacent to structures 9052, 9054, and 9055 to 9064

Wetlands [Invasive Plant Species], Watercourses and Waterbodies
Wetland Nos.: A89 [Multiflora rose (Rosa multiflara)), A88 [Multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora),
Japanese barberry (Berberis thunbergii)), A90 [none recorded), A90a [none recorded), A91
[none recorded), A92 [none recorded), A93 [Common reed gras's (Phragmites (lustralis), Purple
loosestrife (Lylrhum salicaria)), A96 [none recorded), A97 [none recorded]
Wetland Cover Types: PEM, PSS, PFO

• Srream Nos.: S8, S9, S10, SIO-A (Sawmill Brook)

Potential Access
Structures 9052 to 9054 can be accessed from Highland Road (se.e Mapsheet 6 of 40)

• Structures 9055 to 9064 can be accessed from Mansfield City Road

Right-of-Way Vegetation
Upland and wetland forest, Open field-shrub, Agribullural

Terrain
• Hilly'

Existing Rightcof-Way Width
300 feet

Proposed Expansion of Right-of-Way Width

• 0 feet

Existing ClearedlMaintained Right-of-Way Width
140 to 300 feet

. .
Proposed Additional Cleared Right-of-Way Width

• 0 to 90 feet

Road crossing
.. Mansfield City Road between structures 9054 and 9055
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lV1APSHEET 8 of 40:

AREA DESCRIPTION

Interstate Reliability Project
Primary Route Under Consideration
Existing Structure Locations 9064 to 9076
Crane HilI Road to Bassetts Bridge Road
Town of Mansfield, CT

RIGHT-OF-WAY DESCRIPTION

I
-.l.

-.J
CD
I

Existing Land Use
Residential
Agricultural
CornmerciallIndustrial
CT Protected/Open Spa~e (Joshuas Tract Conservation & Historic Trust (Wolf Rock Nature
Preserve) privately managed, and Towo Open Space (Saw Mill Brook Lane and Storrs &
Bassetts Bridge Road) managed by Town ofMansfield)
Mount Hope Montessori School (potentia] Statutory Facility)

Zoning
Current:

o Rural Agriculture Residence 40 Zone (RAR-40)
o Rural Agriculture Residence 90 Zone (RAR-90)
o Flood Hazard Zone (FH)
a Mansfield Hollow Historic District

Natural Systems
Sawmill Broole and associated tributaries
Open water (ponds)
Intermittent tributaries to the Natchaug River
State/Federal jurisdictional wetlands
Mixed hardwood forest, varying in size and age

Visual Character
Residential, agricultural, and forest land

Land Use
Residential adjacent to structures $1066 to 9067, 9072, 9073, and 9076
CornmerciallIndustrial adjacent to structure 9075
Agricultural adjacent to and between structures 9075 to 9076
Upland and/or wetland forest adjacent to structures 9064 to 9071, and 9074

Wetlands [Invasive Plant Species], Watercourses and Waterbodies
Wetland Nos.: A95 [none recorded), A97 [none recorded], A98 [none recorded], A99 [Japanese
barberry (Berberis thunbergii), Multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora)]
Wetland Cover Types: PEM, PSS, PFO, POW
Stream Nos.: SlOMA (Sawmill Broole), Sll, S12, S13

P.otential Access
Structures 9064 to 9070 can be accessed from Mansfield City Road (See Mapsheet 7 of 40)
Structures 9071 to 9073 can be accessed from Storrs Road
Structures 9074 to 9076 can be accessed from Bassetts Bridge Road

Right-of-Way Vegetation
Upland and we,tland forest, Open field-shrub, Agricultural, House/Yard

Terrain
Hilly to broad hill tops

Existing Right-of-Way Width
300 feet

Proposed Expansion of Right-of-Way Width
ofeet

Existing ClearedlMaintained Right-of-Way Width
140 to 300 feet

Proposed Additional Cleared Right-of-Way Width
oto 90 feet

Road Crossings
State Route 195/Storrs Road between structures 907] and 9072
Bassells Bridge Road between structures 9076 and 9077
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AREA DESCRIPTION

Interstate Reliability Project
Primary Route Under Consideration
Existing Structure Locations 9076 to 9086
Mansfield.HoIlo.w Road to Bassetts Bridge Road
Town of Mansfield, CT

RIGHT-OF-WAY DESCRIPTION

Existing Land Use
Residential
Agricul tural
CT Protected/Open Space (los hUM Tract Wildlife Area privately managed, Mansfield HoJJow
Dam Water Access and Mansfield Hollow State Park managed by the DEP and the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE), and Mansfield Hollow Wildlife Management Area managed by
the DEP)
Commercial/Industrial

Zoning
Current:

a Rural Agriculture Residence 90 Zone CRAR-90}
a Flood Hazard Zone (FH)

Natural Systems
Open water (ponds)
State/Federal jurisdictional wetlands
Natural Diversity Data Base Area
Mansfield HaJJ OW LakelNatchaug River
Mixed hardwood forest varying in size and age

Visual Character
.Residential, agricultural, commercial/industrial, and forest land

Land Use
Agricultural adjacent to structures 9076 to 9078
Residential adjacent to structures 9078 and 9080
CT Protected/Open Space ( Mansfield Hollow Wildlife Management Area and Mansfield
Hollow State Park) adjacent to and between structures 908 I and 9086
Upland and/or wetland forest adjacent to structures 9077,9079 and 9082 to 9086

Wetlands [Invasive Plant Speciesl. Watercourses and Waterbodies
Wetland Nos.: A94 [none recorded], A200 [none recorded]
Wetland Cover Types: PEM, PSS, PFO, POW
Waterbodies: Mansfield HaJJow Lake

Potential Access
Structures 9076 to 9086 can be accessed from Bassetts Bridge Road

Right-or-Way Vegetation •
Upland and wetland forest, Open field-shrub, Agricultural,' HouselYard

Terrain
Broad, rolling hills

EXisting Right-or-Way Width
l50 to 300 feet

Proposed Expansion orRight-of-Way Width
oto 150 feet

Existing ClearedlMaintained Right-of-Way Width
100 to 300 feet

Proposed Additional Cleared Right-or-Way Width
0(0 90 feet

Road Crossing
Bassetts Bridge Road between structures 9076 and 9077, and 9081 and 9082



MAPSHEET 10 of40:

AREA DESCRlPTION

Interstate Reliability Proj ect
Primary Route Under Consideration
Existing Structure Locations 9087 to 9097
Bassetts Bridge Road to U.S. Route 6IWillimantic Road
Towns of Mansfield and ·Chap'lin, CT

RlGHT-OF-WAY DESCRlPTION

I
-L

""-oJ
c.o
I

Existing Land Use
Residential
Agricultural
CT Protected/Open Space (Mansfield Hollow Wildlife Management Area managed by the DEP)

Zoning
Town of Mansfield

a Current:
Rural Agriculture Residence 90 Zone (RAR-90)
Flood Hazard Zone (FH)

Town of Chaplin
o Current:

Rural Agricul ture Residence District (RAR)

Natural Systems
Natchaug River
State/Federal jurisdictional wetlands
Intermittent tributary to Natchaug River
Open water (ponds)
Mansure Pond
Ames Brook
Natural Diversity Data Base Area
Mixed hardwood forest varying in size and age

Visual Character
Residential and forest land

Land Use
Residential adjacent to structures 9088 to 9090
Agricultural adjacent to structure 9092
CT Protected/Operi Space adjacent to and/or between structures 9087, and 9094 to 9097
Upland and/or wetland forest adjacent to structures 9087 to 9097

We·t1ands [Invasive Plant Species], "/atercourses and Waterbodies
Wetland Nos.: B I00 [none recorded], B200 [none recorded], B300 [none recorded], B400 [none
recorded], B500/600 [none recorded], B700 [none recorded]
Wetland Cover Types: PEM, PSS, PFO
Stream Nos.: S14, S14-A (Natchaug River), S 15

Potential Access
Structure 9087 can be accessed from Bassetts Bridge Road
Structures 9088 to 9095 can be accessed from Bedlam Road
Structures 9096 to 9097can be accessed using U.S. Route 6/Willimantic Road (See mapsheet II
of40)"

Right-of-Way Vegetation
Upland and wetland forest, Open field-shrub, Agricultural

Terrain
Broad, rolling hills

Existing Rlght-of-Way Width
150 to 300 feet

Proposed Expansion of Rlght-of-Way Width
oto 150 feet

Existing ClearedlMalntained Rlght-of-Way Width
100 to 140 feet

Proposed Additional Cleared Rlght-of-Way Width
85 to 90 feet

Road Crossings
Bassetts Bridge Road between structures 9087 and 9088
Bedlam Road between structures 9089 and 9090
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By MELANIE SAVAGE

Staff Wi"iter

STORRS

Storrs Centerproject reaclles
new milestone

Mansfield is water conservation. "We've
dedicated a lot of time to conSidering the

,water conservation issues particular to

W·· ith the approval of sustam.·- the area," said Toledano. Another specif-,
.ability guidelines by the ic concern was night-sky pollution.

• . ,Mansfield Downtown ,Part- "We're talking about a wonderful, rural
nership'Planningand Design Conunittee, area here," said Toledano. "We,needed to
the Storrs Center project has reached a be careful to limit our night-time lighting,
new milestone. '''They really represent' so as to provide a safe level of lightingfor
a set of design and sustainability guide- the pUblic, while hnpacting tJ:i.e night slry
lines that are custom,made for Storrs," view as little as possible.'.
said Macon'Toledano, of' Leyland Alli- Protecting the environment is just part
ance, LLC, the master developer for, the of a bigger picture of sustainability. "We
downtown project. Leyland Alliance are trying to create a place that will be a
developed the guidelin«;ls in conjlillction vital part of the community for the long
with Steven Winter Associates, out of tenn," said Toledano. Toward that end,
Norwalk. "Steven Winter Associates is the pl'ojeciWill incltlde commercial spac­
one of the leailing experts in the LEED es and office spaces,' as well as pedestrian
standards; and one of the top experts in access, bike access, and a town square.
green btillding guidelines," said Tole- "We want to connect ,the downtown area
dano: .LEED for H0!lles, according'to the integrally with ine life of the town," said
Wmter Assoc. Web'site, is"a vollmtary Toledano." We wantto create apleasant

. rating system developed by the U.S. space that is central to the town, where
Green Building Council, that promotes 10ni~H:hne residents and university stu­
the design and construction of a "green" dents aiike willwant to spendtime as part
h())lle ... that uses less energy, water, and of the community." '
naturai reSOID;'ces; creates less waste; and .' The ,guidelines for Storrs Center are
is healthier andmore comfOliable for its umque. "There 'were no .sustainability
occupants.'" guideIiliesfor entire neighborhoods,"

LEED is just one way that the project saidToledano. Speakingonbehalf of the
seeks to be environmentally conscious. M;anSfield Downtown Partnership, Exec­
"Most of the site is dedicated to a conser-' utive Director Cynthia vanZelm said,
vatiO~l area," said Toledano, "with only "Smitalnability has always been a l{ey
1/3 dedicated to buildings, and the re- coip.ponent of the vision for Storrs Cen­
mainder reniairting undeveloped." Dr. tel' and reflects the community's ideals.
Michael Clemens; a local ecologist, was .We believe the Guidelines willbe a model
consultedregarding the protection of na" for projects developedinsmall communi­
tive flora andfauna during and after con" ties all over the United States." To view

. struCtion. '~In developing a,stortnwater the Storrs Center sustainability guide­
management plan, we took into consider~ lines intheir entirety can be foundon the
ationfueecology of the environment, and' Mansfield DowntowTI. Partnership.Web
too)imeaaures toprotectthewetlandJ;!n-' site. at:· www.~ansfieldct.org/town/de­
viromneIit andits inhabitants,"SaidTolE!-' ,par\:plents/downtoWl1J1artnership;
dano: :. ;Qne, 'concern .Particular .ItQ_',· . , .

A depictio";'of the proposed Storrs Center oroiect. courtesJ of Levland

Item #20
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August 27, 2008

Dear Members of the Town Council,

REC'D SEP 04
Item #21

I would like to state my support for the Mansfield Community Center and the programming it affords town
residents. I am aware of the negative press the MCC has received lately and I was at the Town Meeting back in
May during which I listened to opposition to it, to the Education portion of the budget, and to the Downtown
Partnership. I am dismayed by those who seek to take away so many things that set this town apalt from others and
make it a desirable place in which to live.

My husband is a teacher for Windham Public Schools, I have worked at the university for 12 years, and we moved
to Mansfield from Plainfield in September of 2003 when our daughter was 3 years old. My husband taught in
Plainfield for several years and once it became clear to us that the town did not support education or do anything to
inspire a sense of community, we made the decision to move to Mansfield a) for the educational oppolllnities it
would afford our daughter and b) for the diverse, active community. Much to our delight, the Community Center
opened shortly after we arrived. Not every town is fortunate enough to have such a service and having lived in a
town that is apathetic towards everything, we are quite happy to pay higher taxes and invest them in Education and
Community, something that benefits us all every day. We also have a 4 year old son and we all have membership to
the MCC. I am so impressed by the variety and volume ofprogramming offered by MCC and the Parks and
Recreation Department. My husband and I take advantage of the exercise equipment, we go to as many Family Fun
Nights as we can, we go to the Halloween and Easter events, our children have learned to swim thanks to the
wonderful aquatics department, our children participate in various sports and other types of camps and activities and
our daughter participates in The Nutcracker every year. This Center is wonderful and I urge you to continue to
support it and not give in to the bullying, relentless attempts to take away one of the things that makes this town
such a great place to live. I applaud the Center's free day for all n:sidents that is offered once a month and it should
also be noted that there are a variety of membership fee options at different levels of cost.

In closing, I would like to mention that we couldn't be happier with what our children have received already from
the Education programs in this town. Our daughter enters 3rd grade at Southeast this year and her love for school
has been in place since the first day of Kindergarten. We were forhmate enough to have our son picked to be part of
the preschool program and he loved every minute of the morning program last academic year and looks forward to
the afternoon component this conUng academic year.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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Item #22

TOWN OF MANSFIELD

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CT 06168-2599
(860) 429-3336
Fa.x: (860) 419-6863

Fax To:
ChIOnicle: 423-7641; Journal Inquirer: (860) 646-9867; Daily Campus: 486-4388; WOOS: 486­
2955; WILl: 456-9501; Haliford Courant: (860) 241-3866; Reminder Press: 875-2089

Point of Contact: Jessie L. Shea, Relay For Life Team Captain
Planning & Zoning Department
(860) 429-3330

For Immediate Release

Town of Mansfield Cancer Awareness Ribbon Garden

September 2008 - The Town of Mansfield Relay For Life team will be creating a
community Cancer Awareness Ribbon Garden at Town Hall. They will be selling pink
tulip bulbs for $5.00 donations and can be purchased in memory of someone who lost
their battle or in support of someone fighting cancer.

A pink tulip ribbon garden will be planted on October 10thstarting at 12:00 p.m. at the
Mansfield Town Hall main entrance and all are encouraged to come and be part of the
planting. When purchasing a bulb you can fill out a form indicating if you would like this
bulb "in memory of' or "in support of', and your loved ones name will appear on a
plaque in the cancer awareness garden.

Donations will be received in person during regular office hours at the Mansfield Town
Hall Planning Office, M-W 8:15am-4:30pm, Th 8:15am-6:30pm, Fri 8:00am-12:00pm;
via mail at: Town of Mansfield c/o Tulip Garden, 4 South Eagleville Road, Storrs, CT
06268; or at the Fireworks in the Park at the Mansfield Hollow State Park on Saturday,
September 13, 2008 at 6pm and the Festival on the Green on Sunday, September 14,
2008 noon-5:00pm behind the Storrs Genter commercial plazas. Checks can be made
payable to the American Cancer Society.

For additional information on the news that is the subject of this release, contact
Jessie L. Shea (860)429-3330, sheajl@mansfieldct.org or visit
http://www.mansfieldct.org/town/current/events/2008acstulip.htm
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