TOWN COUNCIL MEETING
MONDAY, December 8, 2008
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
AUDREY P. BECK MUNICIPAL BUILDING
- 7:30 p.m.
AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER _ Page
ROLL CALL |
APPROVAL OF MINUTES ...ccnuserecmrennnnnes e SRR S 1
OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL
TOWN MANAGER’S REPORT
PUBLIC HEARING |
1. Open Space Acquisitions {(Luce, Dorwart, Moss Sanctuary) ..c..cccccvcrencvsnnenscnnienns 13
OLD BUSINESS '
2. Open Space Preservation - Luce (ltem #6, 11-24-08 Agenda) .....c...ccccoomrcrvrnrearievivarcnns 15
3. Open Space Preservation — Dorwart (tem #7, 11-24-08 AGenda) .......veeeeeroeereeseesens 27
4. Open Space Preservation — Moss Sanctuary (Item #8, 11-24-08 Agenda) ......cccccneensees 39
5. Community/Campus Relations (ltem #2, 11-24-08 Agenda) (Oral Report)
6. Community Water and Wastewater Issues (ltem #3, 11-24-08 Agenda) (Oral Report).
NEW BUSINESS '
7.  Presentation — FISCal IMPACt ANAIYSIS v...i.eeeurmreerereseeseresseeeessssssesseesssmmesssssssesseraseeseees 67
8. Presentation - Programs in Mansfield for Eligible Taxpayers.......ceeuune erreaseraenareie 75
9, Financial Statements Dated September 30, 2008.......c..coovrrcrnrnccncsce s, 89
10. Registrar and beputy Registrar ComMpensation ......eeiroercrsesrerersessesseessssssssines 149
11. Town Manager’'s Goals for FY 2008/09.........ccciimincim s esiessssssssasarninns 151
12. Cancellation of December 22, 2008 Town Council Meeting .....c.ccccovrmerrniiciriniians S 157
DEPARTMENTAL AND COMMITTEE REPORTS ...covvvunimranaesseseeesssrssesenns seteeeeanesrerakaraas 159

TOWN OF MANSFIELD

REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES
'REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS
PETITIONS, REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATIONS
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13. Chronicle, “Council to Review Progress” — 11-22-08 ..........ccovormerarerensssssesssassssssssares
14. Chronicle, “Council Updated on Storrs Center Plan” —11-25-08 ........cccvvsercncacrsennnes
15. Chronicle, “Editorial: We Offer These Threads, Needles” ~ 11-24408 ..........................
16. Chronicle, “Mansfield Eyes Buying $450,000 in Open Space” —11-29-08.....ccccccerunes
17. Chronicle, “Ponde Place Plan to Go for Environmental Review” —11-21-08 ..............
18. Chronicle, “Trustees Seek to Calm Down Spring Weekend” - 11-20-08 .....ovomeneermenne
19. CCM re: CCM Efforts Sustain Critical Local Revenues ........c.ccovvniiininccinmoniiniincnnines
20. CCM re: CCM Member Dues for FY 200910 .......coccvcminvnieicicciciacens seremsnnssaaranas I
21. CL&P Interstate Reliability Project....ccccociicncnn. PP PO PPPDPPPR

22. Connecticut Council of Small TOWNS ... . s s ‘

23. R. Favretti re: Director of Planning....... i s
24. Freedom of INfOrmation POlICY .........ccvericrmmmrmircisnrrersssssssesesasssrermnesseseasassnssesasnsnssamensas
25. Government Finance Officers Association — 2007 Program Resuits ............................
26. A.Kouatly re: Mansfield Community COEE v eeoererereseessevesseessesesmeesseesssssssesensesssssenee
27. G.McGann re: Four Schools Renovation Project...........c.cinnnns reessonees s sesssenen

28. Mansfield Today, “The ‘Downtown’ Storrs Center Pro;ect Now Has Two Crucial
Wetlands Permits ~ 11-24-08......cocccovmimimin s s

29, Mansfield Today, “Developers Announce New Strategies to Make Storrs Center
Marketable” — 11-25-08 .....comeviirnierrrirmemonevsvermesisasussnrnesnnes crreasaeearstrpa e s earn sy rasanaraaraatas

30. Mansfield Today, “Dollars and Sense: Council Calis Meeting on Fiscal Impact of
Storrs Center Project — 11-14-08.......... e ressan i ssms e arunussssssansten

31. Mansfield Today, “Q&A: Responses to Questions About the Four School
Renovation Project” — 11-18-08 ..ot i s s s s

32. Mansfield Today, “Town Council Officially Opposes CL&P Expansion Plan” -
T1-30-08..cueene e crc s etecnr e bt e nsae e ben s kA AR A At m e RS et RRe R R RS

33. State of Connecticut Department of Correction re: Bergin Correctional
AT (] T e O O POt

34. State of Connecticut re: Wyman Says Budget Deficit Triples to $338 Million ..............
OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

FUTURE AGENDAS

EXECUTIVE SESSION

ADJOURNMENT
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SPECIAL MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
November 24, 2008
DRAFT
Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the special meeting of the Mansfield Town Council to
order at 6:00 pm in the Council Chambers of the Audrey P. Beck Building.

1 ROLL CALL

Present: Blair, Clouette, Duffy, Koehn, Neshitt, Paterson, Paulhus, Schaefer
Excused: Haddad

1. WORK SESSION

1. Storrs Center Fiscal Analysis and Progress Report

Town Manager Matthew Hart welcomed all participants to the work
session stating the main purpose was to update the Town Council on the
Fiscal Impact Analysis and give a status report on the Storrs Center
Project.

Mr. Bhaumik of ERA, hired by the Town fo conduct a peer review of
HR&A’s Fiscal Impact Analysis on Storrs Center, reported that his
analysis is in line with HR& A’s and shows net revenues to the Town of
$2.6 million at full build out. Members of the Leyland Alliance Group
described changes to the phasing plan that allows alternatives to relocation
options for existing tenants and increased street parking locations that will
decrease the parking requirements for the first garage. Leyland Alliances
presented a potential timeline for construction and described continued
interest from banks regarding financing the project and interest from
potential commercial and residential tenants. Cynthia vanZelm,
Partnership Director, updated the Council on the permiitting process noting
that the only permit still outstanding is the penmt from the CT Department
of Transportation, which is currently under review.

Mr. Hart stated there is still much work to be done but that the project is
progressing. He urged members of the public to e-mail any questions they
might have to the Partnership.

. ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Paulhus moved and Mr. Nesbitt seconded to adjourn the meeting at 7:25
p.m.
Motion passed unammously.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor Mary Stanton, Town Clerk



REGULAR MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
November 24, 2008
DRAFT

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

ROLL CALL

Present: Blair, Clouette, Duffy, Koehn, Nesbitt, Paterson, Paulhus, Schaefer
Excused: Haddad

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Paulhus moved and Mr. Clouette seconded to approve the minutes of
November 6, 2008 Special meeting, the November 10, 2008 Regular and
Special meetings and the November 17, 2008 Regular Town Council
meeting. Motion passed with Mr. Schaefer and Mayor Paterson abstaining
from voting on minutes for meetings for which they were excused. Ms.
Koehn was not present for this vote.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

Nancy Fiynn, 23 Philip Drive, representing the First Baptist Church of
Mansfield, announced that this year is the Church’s 200th anniversary and
that the community is planning to begin a number of restoration and
preservation projects on the historic structure. Ms. Flynn asked the Council if
they would be willing to write a letter for the congregation in support of their
efforts to obtain grants to help with the projects. Statement attached.

Betty Wassmundt, Old Turnpike Road, responded to comments made at the
last Council meeting regarding her remarks and Rule 5 of the Town Councsl
Rules of Procedure. Statement attached.

TOWN MANAGER'S REPORT

Town Manager Matit Hart presented a newly formatted Town Manager's
Report and asked for Council feedback. Report attached.

Ms. Koehn requested the Town Manager's report include all questions
emailed by Council members to the Town Manager and his subsequent
answers,

Mr. Hart suggested a December work session regarding the phasing of the
Storrs Center project as outlined at this evening’s Special meeting. Ms.
Chaine will coordinate the best time for the meeting.

Mr. Schaefer moved and Mr. Clouette seconded to add the First Baptist
Church’s request for a letter of support as item 8a on tonight's agenda.
Motion passed unanimously.

OLD BUSINESS

1. CL&P Interstate Reliability Project
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Mr. Clouette moved and Ms. Blair seconded, effective November 24,
2008, to authorize the Mayor, with staff assistance, to finalize and submit
to CL&P and the Connecticut Siting Council, Mansfield's comments and
recommendations on the proposed Interstate Reliability Project and
proposed new fransmission lines through eastern Connecticut.
Mansfield’s comments shall be based on a draft ietter prepared by staff
and discussion at the Town Council’s November 24" meeting.

Ms. Koehn requested more language regarding underground power lines
be included in the letter, along with the photograph submitted by Quentin

- Kessel and that the alternate routes be discussed more thoroughly in the
body of the letter. Mr. Clouette requested the statute regarding
underground power lines be quoted in the letter. Staff will include these
suggestions.

Motion passed unanimously.
2. Community/Campus Relations

Mayor Paterson complimented the staff on the final Spring Weekend
report noting that it was comprehensive and captured the work and effort
involved, Mr. Nesbitt noted the UConn Board of Trustees seems to be
looking at serious changes to the annual event and asked that staff and
the Committee on Community Quality of Life remain focused on that
effort.

The Town Manager reported that last week UConn conducted an open
house regarding the proposed compost facility, which was very
infformative. He also noted the inaugural meeting of the Commiitee on
Community Quality of Life was convened last week The Committee
began to map out a course of action.

3. Community Waier and Wastewater Issues

The University Water and Wastewater Advisory Committee will meet
Thursday December 18" at 5:30 in the Bishop’s Center. The Town
Manager will forward the agenda to Council members as soon as it is
received.

Vi, . NEWBUSINESS

4. GASB 45 Presentation by Miliiman

Mr. Paulhus movead and Mr. Clouette seconded to table this issue.
Motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Clouette moved to make Item 8 A, the letter of support for the First
Baptist Church, the next item of business.
Motion passed unanimously.

5. Election Day 2008
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The Registrars of Voters Andrea Epling and Beverly Miela, along with
Moderators Carol Pellegrine and Howard Raphaelson, and Poll Registrar
Kim Bova Kaminsky were on hand to discuss the November Presidential
Election. Election officials discussed the parking and room inadequacies
of the District 3 polling location, Buchanan Auditorium. The Registrars of
Voters will contact the Board of Education to explore the possibility of
closing the schools on Election Day or using the day as an in-service day
for staff. Election officials and Council members discussed the lines at
District 1 and agreed that flexibility in the polling place is very important,
The difficulties in using the IVS system were also discussed. The
Registrars urged Council members to help them recruit poll workers for
future elections. Mayor Paterson thanked all involved for their work.

. Open Space Preservation - Luce

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Schaefer seconded, to refer the request from
Joshua's Tract Conservation and Historic Trust to share in the financing
of the purchase of the 5.9-acres Luce property to the Planning and
Zoning Commission for review pursuant to section 8-24 of the
Connecticut General Statutes, and to schedule a public hearing for 7:30
PM at the Town Council’'s regular meeting on December 8, 2008, 1o soficit
public comment regarding the proposed joint purchase of the Luce
property.

Jennifer Kaufman, Parks Coordinator, described all 3 parcels under

. consideration as passive recreation areas with little maintenance
required. At the public hearings Ms. Kaufman will provide more specific
information and estimates of required work and maintenance. Staff will
verify that open space acquisition money can be used for maintenance
activities.

Motion passed unanimously.

. Open Space Preservation — Dorwart

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to refer the proposed
purchase of the 55.2 Dorwart property to the Planning and Zoning
Commission for review pursuant to section 8-24 of the Connecticut
General Statutes, and to schedule a public hearing for 7:30 PM at the
Town Council’s regular meeting on December 8, 2008, to solicit public
comment regarding the proposed purchase of the Dorwart property.
Motion passed unanimously.

Open Space Preservation ~ Moss Sanctuary

Ms. Blair moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to refer the proposed

purchase of the 135-acre Albert E. Moss Forest, Wildflower, and Wildlife
Sanctuary to the Planning and Zoning Commission for review pursuant to
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section 8-24 of the Connecticut General Statutes, and to schedule a
public hearing for 7:30 PM at the Town Council's regular meeting on
December 8, 2008, to solicit public comment regarding the proposed
purchase of the Moss Sanctuary.

Motion passed unanimousiy_

8a. Letter of Support for the First Baptist Church
Mr. Clouette moved and Ms. Blair seconded that the
Town Council, through the Mayor, express its support and appreciation
for the First Baptist Church’s ongoing efforts to maintain its meeting
house in an historically appropriate manner and to sight the contribution
that building makes to the Spring Hill Historic District,

Motion passed unanimously.

VIl.  QUARTERLY REPORTS

Vill.  DEPARTMENTAL AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

X REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMM!TTEES-

Ms. Duffy, chair of the Committee on Committees, moved the reappointment
of Gretchen Hall to the Housing Authority Board.

Motion passed unanimously.
‘Ms. Koehn reported that the first meeting of the Committee on ComfnUnity
Quality of life was held at which members prioritized issues and articulated

what will be worked on.

X. REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS

Mr. Paulhus attended the Veteran's Day Lunch at the Senior Center and
complimented the Town Manager on his presentation.

Xl PETITIONS, REQUEST AND COMMUNICATIONS

9. Chronicle, "D19 School Board Delays Action on Smith Track Plan” ~
11/6/08

10. Chronicle, “Editorial: We Offer These Threads, Needles” - 11/10/08

11. Chronicle, “Letter to the Editor” —11/6/08 127

12. Chronicle, “Letter to the Editor” - 11/14/08

13. Chronicle, “Mansfield Unhappy with CL&P Line Project” —11/11/08

14. Chronicle, "Storrs Center Gets Key Permits, Hires National Real Estate
Marketing Firm” - 11/12/08

15. Chronicle, "Storrs Center May Yield $2.6M in Taxes” — 11/13/08

16. Chronicie, “Town Eyes $74M for New School, Repairs” — 11/18/08
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Xil.

X

XL

17. B. Feldman re: Four Corners Sewer Study Advisory Committee

18. Mansfield Community Center 2008 Annual Review (hard copy)

19. Mansfield Today, “New Police Contract on Town Council Agenda” —
11/09/08

20. Mansfield Today, “Strength In Numbers® - 11/10/08

21. Public Safety Committee Annual Report for 2008

22. Robinson & Cole re: Docket No. 367

23. B. Silva re: District/Municipal Budget Information Sharing Meeting

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

Ric Hossack, Middle Turnpike, urged Council members to resclve to lower
taxes next year. '

FUTURE AGENDAS

Ms. Koehn requested the issue of an increase in the Registrars of Voter’ pay
be referred to the Personnel Commitiee.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Paulhus moved and Ms. Blair seconded to adjourn the méeting at 9:15
p.m.
Motion passed unanimously.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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Town Manager’s Office
Town of Mansfield

Memo

To:

Town Council

~ From: Matt Hart, Town Managarﬁ{ﬁ}({

CC:

- Town Employees

Date: November 24, 2008

Re:

Town Manager's Report

Below please find a report regarding various items of interest fo the Town Counéii, staff and the community;

Coungcil Communications

Upcoming Events

Mansfield Youth Service Bureau Legislative Breakfast, December 1, 2008, 8: DOAM Council

‘Chamber, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building. Please join the 14 Eastarn Chapter YSB s as we discuss

maintaining current funding levels & the upcoming legislative session with yout :
Mansfield Downtown Partnership Open House, December 4, 2008, 5:30PM - 6:30PM, Partnership Office
(1244 Storrs Road behind People’s Unifed Bank). The Mansfield Downtown Partnershig, Inc. holds |
monthly open houses to provide updates to the public on the Storrs Center project. Storrs Center willbe a
mixed-use, pedestian-oriented town center located across from EO Smith High School in Mansfield.
Partnership staff will be available fo answer questions and discuss the progress being made on the Storrs
Center project. Check the Town of Mansfield website at www.mansfieldct.org for updates. For further
information, contact the Partnership office at 860-429-2740. Written comments can also be directed to the
Storrs Center e-mail, which is info@storrscenter.com.

Liberty Bank and Local Initiatives Support Corporation will announce a new program to fund the
development of affordable housing in Liberty's market area at a press conference on December 2, 2008.
The press conference will be held at 10:00AM at the Green Sireet Arts Center, 51 Green Street,
Middietown.

The 10th Annual Nutcracker Ballet will be performed by over 90 children ages 3-15 on Saturday,

Dec. 20 at 6 p.m. and Sunday, Dec. 21 at 2 p.m. at E.Q. Smith High School. This is sponsored by
the Parks and Recreation Department. Over 1,000 see the show each year and it's a great tradition
during the holiday season. Tickets are on sale at the community center for $10, $8, and $6 or atthe
door if there are any remaining. This is a wonderful community event!

Save the datel Winter Fun Day, sponsored by the Mansfield Downtown Partnership, the Mansfield
Community Genter, and the Town of Mansfield, will be Sunday, February 8 from 1-4.00 pm at the
Community Center, Scheduled events include horse drawn wagon rides (by Breezy Acres Percherons),
ice sculptures (by UConn Dining Services), and musical performances by the following UConn a cappelia
groups: Rubyfruit, Extreme Measures, and the Chordials. The annual "Wacky Hat Contest” will take place
at 3.00 pm.

Upcoming Meetings

Mansfield Advisory Committee on the Needs of People with Disabilities, November 25, 2008,
2:30PM, Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Finance Committes, November 25, 2008, 6:00 PM, Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Municipal
Building

Communications Advisory Commxttee December 1, 2008, 7:00 PM, Conference Room.B, Audrey P,
Beck Municipal Building

: -
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WA/PZC Meeting, December 1, 2008, 7.00 PM, Council Chamber, Audray P Beck Municipal
Building -

Mansfield Downtown Partnership Board Meeting, December 2, 2008, 4:.00PM, Parinership Office
Four Corners Sewer Study Advisory Committee December 2, 2008, 7:00 PM, Conference Room B,
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

Mansfield Advocates for Children, December 3, 2008, 8:00PM, Council Chamber, Audrey P. Beck
Municipal Building

Personnel Committee, December 3, 2008, 7:00 PM, Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Municipal
Building

Traffic Authority, December 4, 2008, 10:30AM, Com‘erence Raom B, Audrey P. Beck Municipal
Building

Region 19 Budget lnformatlon Sharing meeting, December 4, 2008, 7:00 PM, Library Media Center,
EO Smith High School

Ethics Board, December 4, 2008, 7:30 PM, Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
Town Council, December 8, 2008, 7:30 PM, Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipai Building

Budge

Earlier this month, we conducted a budget workshop to begin dlscussmn regarding the FY 2009/10
budget. | have subsequently met with department heads, the superintendents and board chairs, and
employees to review the relevant issues. The depariment heads and | are working on various
options, and |.would !ike to review those options and related policy concerns with the Council at a
workshop in January 2009. Please alsc see item #23 of tonight's packet, which is a notice regarding
Region 19’s Annual Budget Information Sharing Meeting. This session Is scheduled for 7:00 PM on
Thursday, December 4, 2008, and will be held in the Library Media Center at EO Smith High School. -
| will attend the meeting along wuth the Mayor, and would encourage other Council members to

attend as well.

Pro;ect Updates

Assisted/Independent hvmg project-as you know based upon the recommendation of the

- Assisted/Independent Living Advisory Committee, the Town Council has designated Mascnicare as

the preferred developer for an ass;sted/sndependent living project in Mansfield. Masonicare is now
completing its own marketing study, and has participated in a conversation with staff and
representatives of the university to discuss infrastructure needs and potential partnerships.

Four Schools Reriovation — the Council, the Mansfield Board of Education and the School Building
Committee conducted a special meeting/workshop on November 17, 2008, to review the status of
this project. From my perspective, the meeting was productive. The committee agreed to investigate
the one school option in'more detail and to report back the Council and Board of Education some’
time in January 2009.

Hunting Lodge Road Sidewalk/Bikeway — tree removal is complete and construction is underway. At
this point, the works consists of excavating ‘and boxing out the structural section of path At this
point, the project is on schedule. -

Middle School Fuel Conversion —we recently piaced this project out to bid, and the estimates came in over
budget. Consequently, in January staff will re-bid the project with a number of bid alternates, in an effort to
receive better pricing. We will also seek iegesiatwe support to finance the gas line component of the
project.

Strafegic plan — at the December 8, 2008 meetmg, the Town Council will cont:nue sts dtscussxon of
Mansfield 2020: A Unified Vision, particularly the sustainability vision point. Also, staff is moving forward to
work with the various advisory committees per Council's directives from their October 20" special mesting
on Strategic Planning. In addtion, departrment heads have been engaged in an internal process regarding
town govermnment and Mansfield 2020.
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Miscellaneous

+ New Elderly Home Healing Assistance Program - In August of this year the State Legislature set aside
funding for a program to help pay primary heating bills this winter for households with 8 member who is at
least 85 years old. This program wili provide a one time grant of up to $500 for eligible households
towards heating bills incurred between November 1, 2008 and May 15, 2008, The income Jimits are much
higher than the usual energy assistance guidelines, providing assistance for households with an income
up to 100% of the State Median Income (SMI). For a household with one individual the annual SMl is
$48,787, while for a family of two it Is $63,798. There is aiso an assets test. Renters may have fiquid
assets up to $7,000 and homeowners may have liquid assets up to $10,000. Amounts above this limit are
added to annual income to determine eligibility for the program. The heating bill must be in the name of
the 85+ year old applicant or the applicant's spouse, and they must be unable to make timely payment on
that heating bill. The benefit is paid directly to the utility or fuet company. In this area the program will be
administered by the Windham Area Interfaith Ministry (WAIM). Appointments can be scheduled after
December 1 by calling 456-7270. If the household is eligible for the Connecticut Energy Assistance
Program (CEAP), it must first use those benefits. If you have any questions about this program please
contact Senior Services' Social Worker Jean Ann Kenny at the Mansfield Senior Center at 429-0262,
ext. 103, or the Depariment of Human Services at 428-3315.
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TFiwst Baptist Church of Mansfield

- Fsiablished 1809 -

Pastor Ronald L. Baker

23 November 2008

The First Baptlst Church of Mansfield, which has Just begun a year-long celebration of its
200" anniversary, is applying for grants to cover partial funding of several projects to
preserve and restore its historic 1875 main structure at 945 Storrs Road (the corner of
Route 195 and Spring Hill Road), in the Spring Hill Historic District. These projects will
include repair and stabilization of the south wall, replacing the wood shingle roof, repair
and protection of original 1875 stained glass windows, and improvement of the drainage
along the east foundation wall. Several historic preservation experts and members of the
Mansfield Historic District Commission have recognized the Church as one of the best
examples of its type. -

In support of owr grant applications, the Church requests a letter of support from the
Mansfield Town Council. Because we will apply for several grants from different
sources, including the Connecticut Trust for Historic Preservation and the State of
Connecticut Department of Culture and Tourism, we suggest that a general “To whom it
may concern” letter would be the most appropriate form of support.

The Trustees of the Church will be happy to provide'additional information on request to
‘help with the composition of the letter of support.

Thank you very much.

Sy il Bl

Nancy F lyn,a and Pastor Ronald Baker
For the Trustees of the First Baptist Church of Mansfield

1n
945 Storrs Road, Storrs, CT 06268 « Phone: (860) 429-6043



To: Town Council
November 24, 2008

From: Betty Wassmundt

Rule 5 -~ Conduct

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

T would like to respond to the Town Manager’s comments at your last meeting to the
effect that I had violated Council Rule #5 regarding Conduct at the meeting held on
November 6%,

At that meeting, I spoke to you about my impressions about the form of government
which this town has. I said that I had come to feel that it is not in the interest of the
taxpayer. In fact, I have come to think that there should be a caveat — Taxpayer Beware;
Town Manager/Town Council government operating. Then, because you had an
executive session scheduled about collective bargaining, I referred to Matt Hart and
Maria Capriola with respect to salary bargaining. I did not say that these two employees
- are unpethical; I questioned the process whereby it appears that they are negotiating their
own salaries. I still question this process; it certainly looks like a conflict of interest to
me. Yet, this is the process provided for in this form of government. As I said, Taxpayer
Beware, my personal opinion.

Please refer to the Town Manager’s memo from October 14, page 105 of your packet,
you will see that he states that a 3.5% increase is consistent with what everybody else got
and that 3.5% already was included in this year’s budget for salary increases. It seems
that the Town Manager’s budget provided for everyone to get a 3.5% raise. Was there
any reason for the so-called negotiations? Thank you for your time.
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Hem #1

LEGAL NOTICE
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
PUBLIC HEARING December 8, 2000
OPEN SPACE ACQUISITIONS

The Mansfield Town Council will hold a public hearing at 7:30 PM at their regular
meeting on December 8, 2008 to solicit public comment regarding the proposed
acquisition of the following properties:

s A joint purchase with Joshua’s Tract Conservation and Historic Trust for the 5.9-
acre Luce Property in the Coney Rock area,

» Purchase of the 55.2-acre Dorwart property, and
o Purchase of the 135-acre Albert E. Moss Forest, Wildflower, and Wildlife

Sanctuary. :
At this hearing persons may address the Town Council and written communications may
be received. Copies of said proposals are on file and available at the Town Clerk’s
office: 4 South Eagleville Road, Mansfield -
Dated at Mansfield Connecticut this 26™ day of November 2008

Mary Stanton
Town Clerk
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", Liem #2

Town of Mansfield
Agenda [tem Summary

To: Town Council |
From:  Matit Hart, Town Managerﬂé/ H
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Gregory Padick, Director of

Planning; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks and Recreation; Jennifer Kaufman,
Parks Coordinator '

Date: December 8, 2008
Re: Open Space Preservation — Luce Property

Subject Matter/Background

As presented to the Town Council at the meeting of November 24, 2008, the Luce
property is a 5.9-acre property that is part of the Coney Rock area, which is listed as a
Significant Conservation and Wildlife Resource in the 2006 Mansfield Plan of
Conservation and Development. The property abuts protected land on all sides, except
a portion along the west boundary (see attached map). The land features a mature oak
and maple forest that slopes eastward to the edge of and into a large marsh. There are
scenic views of this marsh in winter from the old road. The Luce property contains the
only remaining unprotected area in this part of the marsh, the majority of which is

- protected by Joshua Trust ownership and conservation easements on house lots.
Although the Luce property is narrow, it provides a corridor between houses for wildlife
to move between the large interior forest tracts on the north and south sides of Mulberry
Road.

Preservation of this property would preserve part of Coney Rock and part of a large
marsh, as well as create permanent public access along the discontinued portion of
Woodland Road for access to Coney Rock. Protection of this property would complete
the Coney Rock preservation project, and establish an important link in a Jong-distance
trail. ‘

Joshua’s Tract Conservation and Historic Trust has requested that the Town fund 50
percent ($12,500) of the $25,000 purchase price. The trust would hold ownership title,
as it has done with adjacent purchases. Mr. Luce has a recent appraisal from Stewart
Appraisal Services of Tolland, which places the value of the property at $52,500. The
Town, with the most recent revaluation, valued this property at $27,000,

As documented in the attached Open Space Preservation Commitiee report, the Town
of Mansfield has a long history of partnering with Joshua'’s Trust to preserve land in the
Coney Rock Preserve area. In 2001, Joshua’s Trust contributed to the Town's
purchase of the Olsen property (the Town-owned portion of Coney Rock Preserve),
and, in 2004 the Town assisted the trust with its acquisition of the Mullane property
(Proposal Rock). A Town contribution to the Luce property would continue this history
of cooperation and collaboration between the Town of Mansfield and Joshua's Trust.
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Financial Impact

If the Town chooses to contribute to the purchase of this property, our share would be
paid from the existing balance in the Open Space Acquisition Fund. Joshua’s Tract
Conservation and Historic Trust would own the property; therefore the Town would not
incur any management costs associated with this property.

Recommendation

In conformance with the Town's open space acquisition procedures, staff recommends
that the Town Council authorize the payment $12,500 from the Open Space Acquisition
Fund to Joshua's Tract Conservation and Historic Trust, to purchase the 5.9 acre Luce
property on Mulberry Road.

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

Move, effective December 8, 2008, to authorize the payment of $12,500 from the Open
Space Acquisition Fund to Joshua's Tract Conservation and Historic Trust, as the
Town’s 50-percent contribution fo the Trust's purchase of the 5.9 acre Luce property on
Mulberry Road. ~

Attachments

1) Memo from Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commnss:on

2} Memo from Mansfield Conservation Commission

3} Request for support from Joshua’s Trust

4) Open Space Preservation Committee Report

5) Existing and Potential Trails on the Luce Property and Existing and Contiguous
Open Space

6) The Coney Rock Preserve Project

7) Aerial Photo of Coney Rock Preserve Project
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
"~ TOWN OF MANSFIELD

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268
(860) 429-3330

To: Town Council

From: Plamming and Zoning Commission

Date: Wednesday, December 03, 2008

Re: 8-24 Referral; Proposed Open Space Acquisitions

a. Luce Property, Muiberry Road
b. Dorwart Property, Mulberry Road ‘ 7 ,
¢. Moss Sanctuary Property, S. Eagleville and Birchwood Heights Roads

At a meeting held on 12/01/08, the Mansfield Planning and Zoning Comumission adopted the following
motion!

“That the Planning and Zoning Commission notify the Town Council that the proposed acquisitions of the
Luce Property on Mulberry Road, the Dorwart Property on Mulberry Road and Moss Sanctuary Property
on South Eagleville, Storrs and Birchwood Heights Roads all significantly promote goals, objectives and
recommendations contained in Mansfield's Plan of Conservation and Development and therefore the PZC
supports the proposed purchase of all three properties.”
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH FAGLEVILLE ROAD
STORRS, CONNECTICUT 06268
(203) 429-3334

Memo to! Mansfield Town Coundil

From: Mansfield Conservation Commlssmn
Date: 11/24/08

RE: Proposed Open Space Acquisitions:

A. Luce Property
B. Dorwart Property
C. Moss Sanctuary Property

At the 11/19/08 Conservation Commission meeting, members discussed the above
referenced open space acquisition proposals and the recommendations of the Open
Space Preservation Committee (OSPC). The Commission appreciates the thoroughness
of the documents prepared by the OSPC. They have reviewed these properties with
reference to the Town Plan's Open Space Acquisition Priority Criteria, and the ‘
Commission notes that these acquisitions will further stated goals in the Town's Plan of
Conservation and Development. The Conservation Commission is enthusiastic in addmg
its endorsement to these recommendabons

A and B: The acquisition of the Luce and Dorwart properties represents a once-in-a-
lifetime opportunity to connect exdsting recreational and open space property previously ™
acquired by the Town and Joshua's Trust. This connection adds immeasurable value to -

these prior investments. .We are speaking not only of wildlife corridors but also of the
ability to hike easily from the Fifty-Foot Chiff Preserve, through the Coney Rock Preserve
and the Chapin praperty, on through the Luce and Dorwart properties to the Lions Club
Field and into Mansfield Hollow State Park. This is an opportunity the Town must not
hesitate to take advantage of. .

C. The Moss Sanctuary represents another unusual opportunity. It is convenient to the
Town's Community Center and E.Q. Smith High School and is of important recreational
and educational value for these reasons. It is of historic interest with & colonial cold
cellar and house foundation and the mill pond.

The Mansfield Conservation Commission also notes the cooperative efforts that have
gone into making these acquisitions possible for the Town of Mansfield. The University
oof Connecticut, the Department of Environmental Protection, the Connecticut Forest
and Park Association, and Joshua's Trust are all partners in this endeavor, not to
mention many hours of staff and volunteer time. The Commlssmn urges you not to miss
making this investment in the Town's future.
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RECD NOv 0.9

Joshna’s Tract Conservation and Historic Trust, Inc.
PO Box 4, Mansfield Center, CT 06250-004

October 28, 2008

Mr. Matthew Hart

Mansfield Town Manager

Audrey P. Beck Mumnicipal Building
4 South Eagleville Road

Mansfield, Conmecticut 06268

Dear Mr. Hart:

I am writing to you, as suggested by Mr. Greg Padik, to propose a joint Joshua's
Tract/Town of Mansfield purchase of a 5.9 acre parce] of land from Mr. Harvey Luce of
Mansfield. Mr. Luce approached the Trust late last winter wanting to know if the Trust
was interested in purchasing this remainder parcel from a subdivision he developed in
2003 on Mulberry Road. 'We feel this property is a key parcel to protecting abutting
properties owned by the Trust, protecting the entrance to the Mullane Trail to the
Proposal Rock/Coney Rock open space complex, and ensuring the continued use of the
informal lower Woodland Road hiking trail and ifs future connection to the Dorwart
property on the other side of Mulberry Road. Such a purchase would add one of the last
remaining pieces to a future loop trail linking Coney Rock, Land Trust land, Dorwart
property, Nipmuck Trail and the Lyons Club property.

At the time Mr. Luce approached the Trust his property was on the market, and
still is, through the real estate firm ERA with an asking price of around $98,000. The
Town, at its last town wide reassessment put the parcel’s fill value at $27,000. Mr. Luce
has a recent appraigal from Stewart Appraisals Services of Tolland which places the
value at $52,500. He is now willing to sell his 5.9 acres to for $25,000. We feel thisisa
fair bargain sale price given property values in Mansfield and even if this parcel fails to
qualify as a building lot under current lot requirements.

The Trust’s Acquisitions Committee has reviewed the property and made a
favorable recommendation to the Trust’'s Board of Trustees, The Trust’s Board mests
again on November 13, 2008 where a motion will be offered for the Trust to purchase the
Luce property. Because of the compelling reasons for this purchase 1 expect a positive
endorsement from the Board. In anticipation of the Boards action, and to ease the
financial burden on the Trust I propose the Town of Mansfield join vs in a 50/50 cost
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sharing purchase of this property with the Trust holding ownership title as we have done
in adjacent purchases. :

In the past the Town of Mansfield and Joshua’s Tract have had much success in
cocoperatively purchasing property for-open space and we feel this can be another
example of taking advantage of opportunitiés as they present themselves to meet future
needs of Mansfield’s residents. We look forward to the Council’s response to our
proposal and urge a favorable response. :

Sincerely,

/e

Warren Church
Pregident, Joshua’s Tract Conservation and Historic Trust
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OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

November 19, 2008
To: Town Council
Re: Town contribution toward Joshua Trust’s purchase of the Luce Property

At their November 18, 2008, meeting, the Committee reviewed Joshua Trust’s request for
the Town to contribute toward the cost of the Trust’s proposed acquisition of the 5.9-acre Luce
property on Mulberry Road. The parcel would be owned and managed by the Trust.

COMMENTS
The Town and Joshua’s Trust have been working on a cooperative project to preserve
Coney Rock since 1999. Two parcels have been purchased with contributions from the Town
and the Trust (see history of this project below). The preservation of the Luce property would
complete the Coney Rock Preserve project. The committee reviewed this property with
. reference to the Town Plan’s Open Space Acquisition Priority Crltena and summary of their
review follows.
1) The land.

The Luce property is part of the Coney Rock area, which is listed as a Significant Conservation
and Wildlife Resource in the Town Plan. The property abuts protected land on all sides, except a
porticn along the west boundary, which is formed by the discontinued section of Woodland Road
(see map). The land features a mature cak and maple forest that slopes eastward to the edge of
and into a large marsh. There are scenic views of this marsh in winter from the old road.
Creating-a short side trail to the marsh edge would offer easy access to views year-round. The
Luce property contains the only remaining unprotected area in this part of the marsh, which is
currently protected by Joshua Trust ownership and conservation easements on house lots.
. Although the Luce property is narrow, it offers a wildlife corridor between houses for wildlife io
move between the large interior forest tracts on the north and south sides of Mulberry Road.

2) Access to the east side of Coney Rock Preserve.

The half-mile discontinued section of Woodland Road connects the end of the travel portion of
Woodland Road to a junction with Muiberry Road. This discontinued section is a popular
walking route, and it also provides access to the Mullane trail that climbs the east side of Coney
Rock. The approach to this trail is from two directions. '
A) Trail access from the north leads from the end of Woodland Road (iravel portion) via the
discontinued road through JT's Proposal Rock Preserve (Mullane parcel). JT owns this section
of the discontinued road, so access is permanently preserved.

B) Trail access from the south follows the discontinued road from Mulberry Road. This section
is on private land, so the road bed is divided down the middle between the two

abutting land owners. The east half of this section of the road bed is owned by Luce. There is
no formal permission to use this part of the road from either owner. By purchasing the Luce
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OSPC comments — Luce property Page 2 of 2

property, IT would own the east half of the road bed and thus secure permanent public access to
Coney Rock from Mulberry Road. Parking on Mulberry Road is currently available on land
across Mulberry Road from the entrance to the discontinued road. This parking area will be
deeded to the Town as part of a subdfvision open space dedication.

3) Long-distance trail. .

The Luce property is an important link in a long-distance walking trail on public-access land.
This trail circles for several miles across Coney Rock Preserve, Fifty-Foot Cliff Preserve, UConn
forest land, and Mansfield Hollow State Park. The only other private property in this loop is the
Dorwart property, which is across Mulberry Road from the Luce property. Following protection
of both the Luce and Dorwart properties, this loop trail can be completed. There is no alternative
to the Luce property for connections on the north side of Mulberry Road.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The committee recommends that the Town contribute to the purchase of the Luce
property by Joshua’s Trust 1) to preserve part of Coney Rock and part of a large marsh and 2) to
create permanent public access along the discontinued portion of Woodland Road for access to
Coney Rock and as an important link in a long-distance trail.

HISTORY OF THE CONEY ROCK PRESERVE PROJECT
December, 1999, Representatives of Joshua’s Trust (JT) and the Town of Mansfield met at the Coney
Rock lookout to discuss the opportunity for a cooperative effort to preserve Coney Rock.

May, 2001, Clsen property (60 acres on west side of Coney Rock) was purchased by the Town,
Partners included the Town ($45,000), DEP (550,000 grant awarded to the Town and IT as joint
applicants) and JT ($5,000 in cash and $5,000 of in-kind services). JT had obtained a Yicense for public
access to the Chapin property to support the application for the DEP grant.

May, 2002, David Storrs Chapin donated 134 acres on top and east side of Coney Rock to JT.

June, 2004, Mullane property-Proposal Rock (17 acres on east side of Coney Rock and part of a large
marsh) was purchased by JT with a contribution from the Town ($16,000 from Town, $25, 000 from IT).

November, 2008, Luce property (5.9 acres on east side of Coney Rock) is being considered for purchase

by JT with a possible contribution from the Town. Protection of this property would complete the
Coney Rock preservation project.

L
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Htem #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council y
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager/f 4/7[
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Gregory Padick, Director of

Planning; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks and Recreation; Jennifer Kaufman,
Parks Coordinator

Date: December 8, 2008
Re: Open Space Preservation - Dorwart

Subject Matter/Background

As presented to the Town Council at the meeting of November 24, 2008, the Dorwart
property consists of 55.2 acres with approximately 779 feet of frontage on Mulberry
Road. This property provides a valuable link between Mansfield’s Lions Club Memorial
Park (owned by Lions Club with 25-year lease to the Town) and Mansfield Hollow State
Park (owned by the Army Corps of Engineers, ieased to the state of Connecticut) on the
south and Coney Rock Preserve (jointly owned by the Town of Mansfield and Joshua's
Tract Conservation and Historic Trust) and Fifty-foot Cliff Preserve (owned by the Town
of Mansfield) on the north. A map detailing this-connection is attached.

The acquisition of the Dorwart Property would create one of the longest contiguous loop
trails in Mansfield and ensure permanent access fo important recreation resources such
as nature study, hiking trails, and scenic viewing. These connections would complete
protection of a large, contiguous, interior forested {ract and provide significant wildlife
corridors befween preserved forest areas to the north and south and between large
wetlands to the east and west. These preservation goals are supported in Mansfield's
2006 Plan of Conservation and Development. :

The property is being offered to the Town at a price of $325,000. The Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) has awarded the Town an Open Space
and Watershed Acquisition Grant totaling $112,500, or 34.6 percent of the purchase
price. A previous appraisal report, based on 2004 data, appraised the property at
$250,000. Mansfield's Assessor estimates the current fair market value of the property
to be $333,880.

Financial Impact

The existing balance (approximately $630,000) in the Town’s Open Space Acquisition
Fund is sufficient to cover the purchase of the subject property and related survey costs.
As requested at the Town Council’'s November 24, 2008 meeting, fiscal notes detailing
the management costs over time for this property are attached.

-0~



Recommendation o _
in conformance with the Town’s open space acquisition procedures, staff recommends
that the Town Council authorize the Town Manager to finalize and to execute the
purchase of the Dorwart Property. '

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

Move, effective December 8, 2008, to authorize the Town Manager fo finalize and to
execute the purchase of the 55.2 acre Dorwart Property from The Reinhold A. Dorwart
and Juanita M. Dorwart Family Trust.

Attachments

1) Fiscal notes detailing the management costs for the Dorwart Property over time
1) Memo from Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

2) Memo from Mansfield Conservation Commission

3) Open Space Preservation Committee Report

4) Memo from Town of Mansfield Assessor

5) Existing and Potential Trails on the Dorwart Property

6) Aerial Photo of Dorwart Property and Contiguous Open Space

¥ .
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Dorwart Property Acquisition- Fiscal Notes
Estimated Estimated . Estimated
Estimated {Direct Estimated |One Time Estimated |Estimated \Estimated [Annuai
Direct One- [Annual One-Time In{Volunteer ]One Time [Annualin- [Annual StaffiVolunfeer
Time Costs [Cosis Kind Costs |Hours Staff Hours |Kind Costs jhours Hours
Set Up
Develop, purchase and install appropriate preserve signage| $2,000.00 4
Mark pedestrian trail $200.00 20 4
Prepare Management Plan ~ 15
Minor parking area improvements $650.00
Maintenance -
) Maintain trailheads and frails 21 6
Ecological Management-to be completed within § to 10 years
Prepare a natural resources inventory]  $1,500.00 4
Develop forest stewardship plan]  $2,000.00
Based on the natural resource inventory, determine how to
encourage native plant and animal communities 4 4
. 4 4
Enhancementis-can be completed anytime-will seek grant
funding )
Encourage public participation by recruiting and training a volunteer,
steward 4 8
. Soiicit educational and research use 2
Creale interpretive online trall guide;  $1,800.00 10 2
Solicit educational and research use 2 8
Monitoring
Annually monitor entrances, trails, and boundaries 4 4
Annually update and review the management schedule 2 2




PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
" TOWN OF MANSFIELD

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268
(860) 429.3330

To: Town Council
- From: Planning and Zoning Commission
Date: Wednesday, December 03, 2008
Re: - 8-24 Referral; Proposed Open Space Acquisitions

a. Luce Property, Mulberry Road
b. Dorwart Property, Mulberry Road
¢. Moss Sanctuary Property, S. Eagleville and Birchwood Heights Roads

At a meeting held on 12/01/08, the Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission adopted the following
motion: '

“That the Planning and Zoning Commission notify the Town Council that the proposed acquisitions of the
Luce Property on Mulberry Road, the Dorwart Property on Mulberry Road and Moss Sanctuary Property
on South Eagleville, Storrs and Birchwood Heights Roads all significantly promote goals, objectives and
recommendations contained in Mansfield's Plan of Conservation and Development and therefore the PZC

. supports the proposed purchase of all three properties.”
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
STORRS, CONNECTICUT 06268
(203) 429-3334 :

Memo to: Mansfield Town Council

From: Mansfield Conservation Comm;sswn
Date: 11/24/08

RE: Proposed Open Space Acquisitions:

A. Luce Property
B. Dorwart Property
C. Moss Sanctuary Property

At the 11/19/08 Conservation Commission meeting, members discussed the above
referenced open space acquisition proposals and the recommendations of the Open
Space Preservation Committee (OSPC). The Commission appreciates the thoroughness:
of the documents prepared by the OSPC. They have reviewed these properties with
reference to the Town Plan's Open Space Acquisition Priority Criteria, and the
Commission notes that these acquisitions will further stated goals in the Town's Plan of
. Conservation and Development. The Conservation Comm|ssson is enthusiastic in addlng
its endorsement to these recommendations.

A and B: The acquisition of the Luce and Dorwart properties represents a once-in-a-
lifetime opportunity to connect existing recreational and open space property previously’
acquired by the Town and Joshua's Trust. This connection adds immeasurable value to
these prior investments. We are speaking not only of wildiife corridars but also of the
ability to hike easily from the Fifty-Foot Cliff Preserve, through the Coney Rock Preserve
and the Chapin property, on through the Luce and Dorwart properties to the Lions Club
Field and into Mansfield Hollow State Park, This is an opportunity the Town must not
hesitate to take advantage of.

C. The Moss Sanctuary represents another unusual opportunity. It is conveénient to the
Town's Communify Center and E.Q. Smith High School and is of important recreational
and educational value for these reasons. It is of historic interest with a colonial cold
cellar and house foundation and the mill pond.

The Mansfield Conservation Commission also notes the cooperative efforts that have
gone into making these acquisitions possibie for the Town of Mansfield, The University
of Connecticut, the Department of Environmental Protection, the Connecticut Forest
and Park Association, and Joshua's Trust are ali partners in this endeavor, not to
mention many hours of staff and volunteer time. The Commsss:on urges you not to miss
making this investrent in the Town's future,

TADPW - Admin\_ParkerWA GJP\SustLuceDorwagoss. doc



OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION C‘OMMITTEE

Novernber 19, 2008
- To: Town Council
Re: Acquisition of the Dorwart Property

At their November 18, 2008, meeting, the Committee reviewed the Town’s proposed
acquisition of the 55.2-acre Dorwart property on Mulberry Road. A DEP grant has been
awarded to the Town for this purchase. The committee reviewed this property with reference to
the Town Plan’s Open Space Acquisition Priority Criteria (see below). '

COMMENTS

Natural Resources: The Dorwart property has a mature hardwood/conifer forest on a relatively
level plateau, which drops steeply along escarpments on its west side. It is part of a large interior
forest tract and fills a gap between two large forest preserves: Coney Rock Preserve to the north
(across Mulberry Road) and Mansfield Hollow State Park to the south. A year-roind stream
crosses the property along its frontage on Mulberry Road. This stream flows between a large
marsh upsiream and a beaver meadow downstream (on abutting properties) before continuing to
the Fenton River. The property and this stream are part of the watershed of the Willimantic
Reservoir, a public water supply. Several vernal pools are perched on the plateau, and the
northeast corner of the property contains a shrub swamp. -

Recreational Resources: Existing trails in Coney Rock Preserve and in Mansfield Hollow State
Park can be connected through the Dorwart property to complete a long-distance loop trail on
public-access lands via Lions Club Field, and Fifty-Foot Cliff Preserve (see map). These trails
are popular for hiking and cross-country skiing, so completing this trail would enhance
Mansfield’s recreational resources.. The year-round stream extends 1400 feet along Mulberry
Road. It has a native trout population and offers easy access from Mulberry Road for
recreational fishing.

Scenic Resources: There are scenic views from the top of the escarpment. Preservation of the
Dorwart property would protect the view from Coney Rock Preserve’s ridge-top lookout. This
view extends across the Dorwart property and Mansfield Hollow State Park. The rocky cascades
in the brook can be seen from Mulberry Road. ‘

RECOMMENDATIONS

The commiitee recommends that the Town purchase the Dorwart property to achieve the
“following goals: 1) preserve part of a large forest tract and provide a continuous protected forest
area and wildlife corridor between Coney Rock Preserve and Mansfield Hollow, 2) protect a
stream connecting two large wetlands, 3) preserve a significant area in the Willimantic Reservoir
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OSPC comments, Dorwart property

watershed , 4) provide an important link in a iorig~distance loop trail, 5) preserve scenic views
from Coney Rock and Mulberry Road. .

RESULTS OF CRITERIA REVIEW: :

1. List of Significant Conservation and Wildlife Resources in the Town Plan (Appendix J).
The Dorwart property is part of a large interior forest block identified on Map 21 of the Town
Plan. It also contains a portion of a year-round iributary stream to the Fenton River.

2. Features of historical interest: An abandoned Town road crosses the south part of the
property. It once connected Mulberry Road to Wormwood Hill Road, and it features double
stone walls and an adjacent house foundation. :

3. Notable wildlife habitats: A mature forést in an interior forest tract.

4, Water resources: The brook features many scenic cascades and has native brook trout.
The land and this stream are in the watershed of the Willimantic Reservoir, a public water
supply. There are several vernal pools. The northeast corner contains most of a large shrub
swamp.

5. Important forestry lands; The property has not been logged for at least 25 years. The
property has a high diversity of large mature irees. :

6. Scenic resources: View of the property from Coney Rock Preserve. Views of the brook from
Mulberry Road. Westward views from the edge of the escarpment.

7. Creates connections: The Dorwart property abuts Coney Rock Preserve across Mulberry |
Road and Mansfield Hollow State Park to the south. Preservation of the Dorwart property would
protect a broad forested area connecting these two large preserved areas, providing for
continuous forest cover and a preserved wildlife corridor. Existing trails in these two public-
access areas could be connected by a trail through the Dorwart property and Lion’s Club Field.
This trail connection would become part of a long-distance loop trail that includes Fifty-foot
Cliff Preserve.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD

ASSESSOR’S OFFICE
MEMO
TO: Matthew W. Hart, Town Manager
. Greg Padick, Director of Planning
FROM: Irene E. LaPointe, Town Assessor
DATE: November 18, 2008
RE: Dorwart Property Valuation — 55 Acres on Wormwood Hill Rd.

~Map/Block/Lot: 018/0068/0001

T've been asked to provide an estimate of current fair market value for 55 acres
on Wormwood Hill Road that the Town may purchase from the Reinhold A. &
Juanita M. Dorwart Family Trust. Presently, the acreage is valued under PA490,
Forest Land @ $100/Acre. .

Review Considerations:

Rased

Based on 2004 and 2007 appraisal reports preparad by T. Rummel, the
“highest and best use” of the property would be to subdlwde it into “three
to five residential lots using common driveways.”

Road frontage is approximately 800-900 feet.

The parcel is located in a RARS0, Rural Agricultural Zone, which requ;res a
minimum 90,000 square foot building iot.

At present, building lots in the neighborhood are valued an average of
$110,000.

Unimiproved lots, from a developer’s poznt of view, are typncal!y discounted
by about 30%.

Vacant acreage, above and beyond the two-acré building lot, current!y is
valued in Mansfield at $6,000/front acreage and $3,000/rear acreage.
Mansfield’s Zoning and Subdivision Regulations include provisions for
common driveways serving up to 3 lots and provisions that authorize
waivers of lot frontage for new lots off of common driveways.

upon the above considerations, it is likely that the subject 55-acre parcel

can be divided into at least three building lots. Assuming 3 lots of equal size, an
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estimate of fair market value would be calculated as follows:

2 Acre Building Lot . $110,000
16.33 Excess Rear Acreage @ $3,000/AC 48,990
158,990

X 3 lots
476,970

30% discount {143,090)
Estimate of Fair Market Value $333,880

~55—
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ltem #4

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council
From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager Al
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager; Gregory Padick, Director of

Planning; Curt Vincente, Director of Parks and Recreation; Jennifer Kaufman,
Parks Coordinator

Date: December 8, 2008
Re: Open Space Preservation ~ Moss Sanctuary

Subject Matter/Background

As presented to the Town Council at their meeting of November 24, 2008, the Albert E.
Moss Forest, Wildflower, and Wildlife Sanctuary was established in 1989 by the
University of Connecticut Board of Trustees. However, there is no deed restriction on
this property providing for its permanent preservation.

This 135-acre tract of land has served as an outdoor classroom for University and Town
programs and a place where visitors from Northeastern Connecticut can enjoy native
flora and fauna, walk and hike through trails, and discover a variety of natural habitats.
The property is used for class. field trips and research projects by E.O. Smith and
UConn students alike, and this parcel currently serves as a "village woods” with trails
that are easily accessible by nearby residents in a densely developed area. If
preserved, the wooded open space on this property would compliment the Storrs Center
development nearby. It could provide an extension for recreational programs at the

- Mansfield Community Center with an outdoor venue for walking and possibly a fftness
trail. :

The Connecticut Forest and Parks Association (CFPA)} is offering the Moss Sanctuary
to the Town of Mansfield at a price of $100,000. According o the Town Assessor this
property is currently valued at $3,000 per acre, for a total of $405 000.

As described in the attached letter, the acquisition of the Moss Sanctuary by the CFPA
is part of a larger series of land conservation transactions that would result in
permanent conservation of more than 253 acres of land in Mansfield and Willington, 50
years' protection of an additional 300 acres, and permanent protection of more than
three miles of the blue-blazed Nipmuck Trail in Mansfield and Willington. Additionally,
the protection of these lands would contribute to maintaining the natural hydrology of
the Fenton River Watershed. Should the Town of Mansfield approve purchase of this
property, CFPA would place a conservation restriction on the property fo ensure the
property’s preservation as well-managed forest and wildlife habitat. Approximately four
acres would be exempted from the conservation restriction, in order to provide the Town
with flexibility in the future to construct a small-scale nature center or educational
facility.

...39..



As stated in the attached report, the Open Space Preservation Committee supports this
proposed acquisition. The committee does, however, raise two concerns. The first
issue is guaranteed availability of access to the Moss Sanctuary from behind the UConn
apartments on South Eagleville Road. Staff has addressed this concern by requiring
access as a contmgency of purchase. The second concern the committee raises is the
condition of the 19" century stone dam. Staff and an external expert have studied the
historic structure, and it is estimated that the Town would need to spend an estimated
$218,600 over the next five to ten years to repair and maintain the dam. There is no
imminent threat that the dam will fail; however, repair and maintenance of any dam
must be considered. The Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection (DEP)
has a grant program specifically for municipalities, which would fund up to two thirds of
the repair costs. The reports demonstrating the condition of the dam are attached.

Financial Impact

if approved, this purchase would be funded from the existing balance (approximately
$630,000) in the Town’s Open Space Acquisition Fund. Two thirds of the estimated
$218,600 to repair the dam could be funded through the Department of Environmental
Protection Flood and Erosion Board Program, a program specifically designed for repair
of municipally owned dams. The remaining dam repair costs could be funded through
the Open Space Acquisition fund. As requested at the Town Council’'s November 24,
2008 meeting, fiscal notes detailing the management costs over time for thts property
are attached.

Also, in response to a question raised by Council, there is no restriction against using

existing Open Space Fund monies to pay for repair and maintenance activities. All of

the bonded funds have been spent, and the balance in the account consists of funding
from the Capital Non-Recurring Fund. We have used the fund for similar expenditures
in the past.

Recommendation

in conformance with the Town's open space acquisition procedures, staff recommends
that the Town Council authorize the Town Manager to finalize and to execute the
purchase of the Moss Sanctuary.

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

Move, effective December 8, 2008, to authorize the Town Manager to finalize and to
execute the purchase of the 135-acre Moss Sanctuary from the Connecticut Forest and
Parks Association.

Attachments _

1) Fiscal notes detailing the management costs for the Moss Sanctuary over time

2) Memo from Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

3} Memo from Mansfield Conservation Commission

. 4) Offer letter from CFPA

5) Open Space Preservation Committee Report

6) Staff Report on Moss Sanctuary Tift/Sullivan’s Pond dam

7) Comments from Karl Ascimovic, P.E. & i.. S. regarding Moss Sanctuary
Tift/Sullivan’'s Pond Dam
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Moss Sanctuary Acquisition- Fiscal Notes
Estimated Estimated Estimated
Direct Estimated |One Time |Estimated |Estimated |Estimated [Annual
Estimated Direct |Annual One-Time in-{Volunteer _{One Time [Annualln- [Annual Volunteer
One-Time Costs  |Costs Kind Costs [Hours Staff Hours |Kind Costs {Staff hours jHours
Set Up )
Develop, purchase and install appropriate preserve signage $2,500.00 4
Mark pedestrian trails $200.00 20 4
Prepare Management Plan 15
Maintenance
Maintain trailheads and trails 2 8
Dam Repair-to be completed within 5 to 10 years 2/3 cost
share to be received by CTDEP* $71,940.00
Ecological Management-to be compieted within 5 to 10 years
Prepare a natural resources inventory $1,500.00 4
Develop forest siewardship plan $2,000.00 4
Based on the natural resource inventory, determine how to
encourage native plant and animat communities 4 4
Enhancements to be completed in 5 to 10 years-will seek grant
funding
Encourage public participalion by rectuiting and training a volunteer
© steward 4 8
Solicit educational and research use 2
Create interpretive online trail guide $1,860.00 10 2
Solicit educational and research use 2 8
Monitoring - )
Annually monitor entrances, trails, and boundaries 4 4
Annually update and review the management schedule 2 2




PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
TOWN OF MANSFIELD '

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268
(860) 429-333)

To: Town Council

From: Planning and Zoning Commission

Date: Wednesday, December 03, 2008

Re: - 8-24 Referral; Proposed Open Space Acquisitions

a. Luce Property, Mulberry Road
b. Dorwart Property, Mulberry Road ‘ _
c. Moss Sanctuary Property, S. Bagleville and Birchwood Heights Roads

At a meeting held on 12/01/08, the Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission adopted the following

. motion:

“That the Planning and Zoning Commission notify the Town Council that the proposed acquisitions of the
Luce Property on Mulberry Road, the Dorwart Property on Mulberry Road and Moss Sanctuary Property
on South Eagleville, Storrs and Birchwood Heights Roads all significantly promote goals, objectives and
recommendations contained in Mansfield's Plan of Conservation and Development and therefore the PZC
supports the proposed purchase of all three properties.”
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD |

AUDREY P. BECE BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
STORRS, CONNECTICUT 06268
(203) 429-3334

Memo to: Mansfield Town Council

From: Mansfield Conservation Comm&ssxon
Date: 11/24/08 .

RE: Proposed Open Space Acqu:sntions

A.  Luce Property
B. Dorwart Property
. €. Moss Sanctuary Property

At the 11/19/08 Conservation Commission meeting, members discussed the above
referenced open space acquisition proposals and the recommendations of the Open
Space Preservation Committee (OSPC). The Commission appreciates the thoroughness
of the documents prépared by the OSPC. They have reviewed these properties with
reference to the Town Plan's Open Space Acquisition Priority Criteria, and the
Commission notes that these acquisitions will further stated goals in the Town's Plan of
Conservation and Development. The Conservation Commission is enthusuastlc in adding
its endorsement to these recommendatlons

A and B: The acquisition of the Luce and Dorwart properties represents a once-in-a-
fifetime opportunity to connect existing recreational and open space property previously
acquired by the Town and Joshua's Trust. This connection adds immeasurable value to
these prior investments. .We are speaking not only of wildlife corridars but also of the
ability to hike easily from the Fifty-Foot Cliff Preserve, through the Coney Rock Preserve
and the Chapin property, on through the Luce and Dorwart properties to the Lions Club |
Field and into Mansfield Hollow State Park. This is an opportunity the Town must not
hessbate to take advantage of. .

C. The Moss Sanctuary represents anothéer unusual opportunity. Itis convenient to the
Town's Community Center and E.Q. Smith High School and is of important recreational
and educational value for these reasons. It is of historic interest with a colonial cold
cellar and house foundation and the mill pond.

The Mansfield Conservation Comrmission also notes the cooperative efforts that have
gone into making these acquisitions possible for the Town of Mansfield. The University
of Connecticut, the Department of Environmental Protection, the Connecticut Forest
and Park Association, and Joshua's Trust are all partners in this endeavor, not to
mention many hours of staff and volunteer time. The Commissmn urges you not to miss
making this investment in the Town's future.

TADPW - Admir,_ParkerWA \GJP\S ustLuceDoTAERoss. doc



JCONNECTICUT

‘ _ 16 Meriden Road
H @ Eﬂ @ S ‘ Rockfall
TR Connecticut 06481-2061

p j ar1§ ‘ T 860 346-2372

Py F 860 347-7463
ASSOCIATION email: info@ctwoodiaads.org

Conserving Connecticut since 13p5 web site: www.crwoodlands.org
Matthew W. Hart, Town Manager ‘ November 6, 2008
Town of Mansfield

4 South Eagleville Road
Storrs-Mansfield, CT 06268

Re: Albert E. Moss Forest, Wildflower and Wildlife Sanctuary Offer and Proposal

Dear Matt,

Please accept this letter as an official offer and proposal of actions for the sale of the
135.56 acre Moss Sanctuary parcel to the Town of Mansfield (the “Town™) at a price of
one hundred thousand ($100,000.00) dollars. As you know, the Connecticut Forest and
Park Association is entering into this undertaking with the Town as part of a larger series
of land conservation transactions with the University of Connecticut (the “University’)
that will result in permanent conservation of more than 253 acrés of land in Mansfield
and Willington, a 50 year protection of an additional 300 acres, and permanent protection
of more than three miles of the Blue-Blazed Nipmuck Trail. Additionally, the protection

- of these lands contributes to maintaining the natural hydrology of the Fenton River
Watershed. '

As a result of this work, CFPA. will take ownership of the Moss Sanctuary as part of an
agreed upon exchange of land and land protection actions with the University and will

“reserve a Conservation Restriction on the parcel. Subsequent to the placing of that
Conservation Restriction, CFPA intends to convey the parcel to a third party. Previous
discussions between CFPA and the Town have identified the Town as a prospective
purchaser and have resulted in an Intent to Purchase Real Estate agreement developed in
collaboration with Town staff.

The Conservation Restriction mentioned above will generally be in the form reviewed by
Town Staff in 2007, Town staff and CFPA working to reach mutually agreeable
provisions for the Town’s future use while maintaining the environmental integrity of the

property.

- We are looking forward to completing this project as soon as possible and are pleased to
be working with you to secure the Moss Sanctuary as part of Mansfield’s futare.

Sincerely,

Damon Heame
Land Conservation Director
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OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

November 19, 2008
~To: Town Council
Re: Acquisition of the Moss Sanctuary

At their November 18, 2008, meeting, the Committee reviewed the Town’s proposed
acquisition of the 135-acre Moss Sanctuary from the Ct. Forest and Park Association {CFPA).
A conservation easement would be placed on the deed by CFPA to insure its preservation as a
well-managed forest and as wildlife habitat, which are CFPA piiorities.

COMMENTS: This parcel currently serves as a “village woods™ for the Storrs area. It offers
several trails that are easily accessible by nearby residents in this densely developed area. It
could provide an extension for recreational programs at the Community Center with an outdoor
venue for walking and possibly a fitness trail. The property is used for class field trips and
research projects by E.O. Smith and UConn students. The committee reviewed this property
with reference to the Town Plan’s Open Space Acquisition Priority Criteria (see these below for
additional benefits of this property).

RECOMMENDATIONS:

It is important for the Town to own the Sanctuary to realize its benefits. However, the committee
recommends that two issues be addressed before the Council malkes a decision about purchase of
this property. -

1) Access from South Eagleville Road. Cwrrently trail and maintenance-vehicle access is from
the parking lot behind UConn’s student apartments across from Town Hall. It would be
necessary to have a right-of-access behind the apartments for the Town to manage the Sanctuary
and for‘tmil access. This right-of-access would need to be negotiated with UConn and included .
in the deed. (The other access to the Sanctuary via its frontage at Rt. 195 and Birchwood
Heights is Aot feasible for vehicles because it would involve a wetland crossing at the bottom of
a steep slope.)

2) Tift Pond’s scenic appeal and its historic role as a reserve pond for the Hanks silk mill are an
important part of the Sanctuary’s function as a public asset. On the other hand, the dam’s current
condition, potential liability issues, and estimated maintenance costs over many years should be
considered. The committee notes that DEP’s classification for this dam is “lowest risk”™ and that
there is not an immediate threat to its safety. The Sanctuary’s management plan should include
continuous monitoring of its conditibn by staff and use of matching funds from DEP for
maintenance and repairs.
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OSPC comments: Acquisition of the Moss Sanctuary

RESULTS OF CRITERIA REVIEW:
1. The Moss Sanctuary and Tift Pond (which is on this property) are on the list of significant
conservation resources in Appendix J of the Town Plan. |

2. Features of historical interest: Remains of an old farm, including fields reverting to forest and
a covered root cellar. Tift Pond (5 acres), which was constructed as a reserve water source for
the water-powered Hanks silk mill in the early 1800°s (also known as Sullivan’s Pond). The
George Washington Memorial Forest, which includes red and white pines planted in 1932 behind
the UConn apartments. | :

© 3. Notable wildiife habitats: Mature hardwood forest, fields reverting to shrubs and young
. hardwoods, a pond, a swamp/marsh along Rt. 195.

4. Water resource: The brooks flowing through the pond are tributaries to the Fenton River in
the watershed of the Willimantic Reservoir’s public water supply. '

5. Important forestry lands: Approximately 90 acres of mature forest, which would be managed
according the standards in the conservation easement.

6. Scenic resources: The Sanctuary contains a large marsh/swamp visible from Rt. 195. Interior
scenes include views of a mature pine forest and of the pond.

7. Creates connections: Trails in the Sanciuary currently connect between South Eagleville
Road (via the UConn apartment complex) and Birchwood Heights Road. A potential connection
exists south to Schoolhouse Brook Park from Birchwood Heights Road via Monticello Road,
Dayis Road, Spring Hill Read and the Nipmuck Trail through Schoolhouse Brook Park.

8. Recreational opportunities: This property offers passive recreation opportunities in an area of
existing high-density housing and the Town’s Community Center.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD @
OFFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

Y

Matthew W. Hazt, Town Manager AUDREY ¢, BECK BUILDIMG

FOUR 3QUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, C'T 06268-2599

{860) 429-3336

Fux: (360) 429-6863

Tuly 16, 2008

Mr, Arthur Christian

Inland Water Resources Division
Department of Environmental Protection
79 Elm Street

Hartford, CT 06106

Re:  Flood and Erosion Control Projects -
_ Tift Pond Dam, Moss Sanctuary (DEP # 7840)

Dear Mr. Christian:

The Town of Mansfield respectfully requests approval for funding under the Depaﬁment of
Environmental Protection’s (DEP) Flood and Erosion Control Board Program so that the Town
may make repairs to the Tift Pond Dam, should the Town take ownership of this parcel.

The Town of Mansfield is in negotiations with the University of Connecticut-and the Connecticut
Forest and Parks Association (CFPA) to purchase the Albert E. Moss Forest, Wildflower,

- Wildflower Sanctuary (Moss Sanctuary), an approximately 152-acre parcel containing a dam on
Tift Pond. This pdrcel currently serves as a “village woods” with trails that are easily accessible
by nearby residents in a densely developed area. Should the Town take ownership of this parcel,
the deed would be restricted by a conservation easement held by CFPA, ensuring permanent
preservation of this parcel. ‘

As part of our investigation into the Moss Sanctuary, the Town of Mansfield’s Assistant Town
Engineer, Grant Meitzler in conjunction with Consulting Engineer Karl Acimovic estimate the
costs of repairing the Tift Pond Dam to be $218,600. The reports from Assistant Engineer, Grant
Meitzler and Consulting Engineer, Karl Acimovic are aftached.

One hundred percent of the frontage on Tift Pond would be owned by the Town of Mansfield.

—-47-
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The Town considers the repair of the Tift Pond Dam to be a priority and will diligently proceed
with the steps to rehabilitate the structures once funding is in place. Should you have any -
questions or comments regarding this request, please contact me at 860-429-3336. We look
forward to workinc with DEP repair of Tift Pond Dam.

%y/v / 774/%

Matthew W. Hast
- Town Manager
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Moss Sanc-tgary. |
Comments on. the Tift/Sullivan's Pond

preparad by

Mansfield Department of Public Works
Lon R. Hultgren, Director of Public Works
Grant Meitzler, Assistant Town Engineer

March 20, 2008
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Moss Sanchtuary
Comments on the Tift/Sullivan’'s Pond

Gensral

The dam is a dry masonry faced earth dam typical of 19th century mill
dam censtruction. The early referehces to the pond call it the "Hanks
Reservoir®., =~ The pond was used as a secondary water supply for power to
the Hanks Hill silk mills owned by the Hanks family and run for many
years. Peeds in the land records indicate construction of the dam in

" the 1846 through 1848 time period. Later deeds in the 1860 8 suggest an
expansion of the dam may have taken place.

The dam appears generally sound with a need for numerous areas of
‘attentlon.ln the nature of deferred maintenance.

The coqsequencas of & catastrophlc dam failure are large due to flow
running through a pipe under Route 185, where potential loss of the
" road appears te warrant real concern.

FiguraAl,— ?lag of Dam

‘This figure gives dn overall picture of the dam layout with scme key
features noted.

l At the south side of the dam there are two. araas where the top
stones of the dam are missing.

‘These were not seen on thé ground below the dam and it was not
clear whether their less is die to vandalism or high water
flowing over the crest of the dam. Either could be the case.

Regardless of thé cause, thESe stones should be replaced.

2. Tha splllway iz of ample size - 4pprox. 1.25" by 18' but has
: ‘a need for attentzon as follows

A. the opening leading to the spillway is partially obstructed by
brush growth and accumulated soil and debris. This is mainly
on the south side of the spillway approach. This obstruction
reduces the present flow capacity of the spillway.

B. With the ocbserved ocutfall Flow from the pond the spillway was
seen to be dry for about 2.5 upstream of the lip of the
spillway and about 2.5 feet down on the face of the dam. The
low flow runs between stones through cracks in the masonry.
Restoration of the bed of the spillway is needed.

C¢. The upstraam dam face 1s grown to brush and trees. These need
to be removed for dam safety reasons. The largest of the
trees iz a 24" maple. This tree being blown over in & storm
represents a real risk to the integrity of the dam structure

—~52m~
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and the tree and stump need removal.

Doing this tree removal safély will require lowering the water
level in the pond so that excavation for stump removal can be
done above the water level.

Guidelines from the Departmént of Environmental Protection

require removal of the trees and brush 25 feet downstream of
the dem as well.

D. The DEP has suggeste& plécing ﬁingwalls extehdimg along the
" sides of the approach to the spillway placed to run about. 45

degress away from the spillway entry to increase flow capaclty
" of the spillway. :

."Theré is a seepage.area located on the north side of the brook

and starting about 5 feet out Irom the dam face. ¥No sign of
piping soil deposits was seen. This is most’ likely the result of

‘an old outflow pipe that was cxudely removed. years ago. This

bears watching but a broach through this pipe (if indeed it
exists) would result in a slow draining of the pond that could be
handled by the downstream plpes undex Route 195.

. The upstream face of the dam is only protected against erosion

dues to wave éction by the tree and brush growth (a separata

‘problem in itself). Although held in place fo somes extent by

root growth, evidence of erosion due to wave actlon Wwas seen
along mach of the upstxeam dam face.

DEP guldellnes recquire rip- rap protactlon along the upstream dam
face to prevent wave erosion,

. At the nerth end of the dam there is a space about 15' wide
- beyond the end of the stone dam structure. This is low enough

that overflowing storm flow could erode a channel that would cut

down inte the soil allow1ng heavy outflow and could rasult in dam
failuze.

The dam and its surrounds are regularly used for unsupervised
recreation. This is obviously seen by large areas adjacent to

the south end of the dam that are eroded and completely bare of
vegetation. ) ‘
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Estimated Costs of
Needed Malntenance Wbrk and Improvements

The following estimates are very préliminary and are not based on any
finished design standards for the work needed. These estimates are
intended only to give an idea of the costs involved.

for the upstream dam face, and areas 25' downstream of dam:
cut trees and brush .......ocuivenn teehu e s 2,000.

remove stumps of trees over 6" ...t ' 20,000.
Pump and/ox siphom ware from pond to
lower water level 50% or 5 feet
whichever is greater, includes. S&E protection
and specific requirements for discharge

after tree and brush remowval, strip upstream dam
face of surface material add soil to widen top
surface of dam for equipment access, can be
done simultaneously with stump removal along dam

estimated 75 cub.yds. replaced ................ o 7,500,
50 cu.yds rip-rap dam face protection ......... ' 7,500,

spillway zépair[improve

tempve_oﬁe layer of stones, spillway

'base ard sides T Wenasaas . . 2?000;
 replace to original dlmﬂnSans using
'rELnforced concrete - -
est. 12 c.y. B 1000/c.y. .».eviticiiinnniann. . 12,000,
construct 45 degree wingwalls for spillway--
inlet improvement
est. 1B c.y. @ 1000/C.¥. vovnovervnrvnnnn. “e.. 18,000.
build up low area between north end of dam
and nearby hill
ast., 100 c.y earth 8 40/cy . vveivninnnnnnnns . " 4,000,
DEP state permits and feview requirameﬁts e i 20,600,
5&E, dewatering, flcoed analy;is, atre.
SUBEOEEL  tverrnrrnnns e etereareecananeennteseaes. o 93,000,
Contingency, 20% ~...... et e r s et ro s Es ey 18,600,

TOTAL: 5 111,600.
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figure 2 ~ Dam Face

The figure gives an idea of the appearance of the dam. It is
constructed of native stone and not ashlar mascnry ss is suggestad by
this sketckh. Dlmen51ons are noted on the s?etch

" The height of the dam is 10’8" at the right hand side of the sp;llway
(north side).

The dam is bulged sliightiy over its length with the maxzimim ocutward :
movement measured approximately at 12 inches outward at the right side
{north} of the gpillway opening. The face of the dam is bulgéd out
dpproximately 10 inches at the location of the 24 inch maple tree, .

apparently due to the pressure of the tree's root growth. This is
evident in the local bulge at this location which lS grsater than is
sesn on elther side of this area. -

Figure 32 - Dam Cross Section throngh center of Spillway

This 1s an assumed cross section sketch indicating 'the apparent

structure of the dam. Thers was no trace of an upstream masonry face

seen alohg the danh and the pond bottom slopes  very gently away from

the dam suggesting a large volume of £ill behind the stone dam Fface.

This weuld have been accumulated over many years of maintenance after

large storms. Source pits for this fill can be seen on the east side
of the footpath leading to the dam

The water flowang betwaen stones ls apparent due to water seen £lowing
‘into the cracks, and later out of the cracks between stones in the
vertical face of the dam. The stones were seen to be dry about 2.5
‘feet from the overflow splllway lip and about 2.5 feet dowrn the
vertical face of ths dam where water comes out. . '
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Tables of Figur@s represénting EXCEL spxpaﬂsheet'iteraticns follow:

Table

Table

table

Table

I -~ is an iterative solutlon for water levels in the low area
between the dam and Route 195 given a 100 year storm, and no
dam failure.

Water overtops Route 135 in the ares of 9-10 feet depth. .
This sheest indicates a.maximum depth of B.24 feet.

II - is a rating table showing the amount of storage in the
area between the dam and Route 195 vs. elevation. This .
information is used to determine water depth in Table I, and
has been determinbed from m@asurements taken from ava;labla
ConnDOT photogrammetry.

III - this table is an elapsed time vs. flow table for the
event of a catastrophic dam failure. In that event the pond

empties in approximately 0.300 hours or 20 minutes, after
which nermal storm flow continues,

IV - this table genexates the total depth of water between the
dam and Route 185 without allowing any flow .ocver Route 185.

In this case, the depth of water rises to 14 feet indicating
severe over topping of Route 135 with concommitant damage.

These tables show clearly, I thlnk that there is not sufflcient
storage area between the dam and Route 195 to safely contain the
vombination of stormflow and dam failure flow without severes over
tapping of the road ' T

Even with these approxlmate figures the 1nd1catlon is a large
discrepancy bestween the velume of storage available and the volume of
" flow in the event of a dam failure. The indication is of high rxisk.
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TABLE I

Sullivan’s Pond . _
storage between dam and Rte 195 ~ without dam break

i ‘ ' inte‘rvai " cumul storage
T.= flow inlow ou net flow Vol in  storage "~ depth
hrs q = q=" q = V eu.ft.  cu.ft.- feet
0 0 0 - 0 ' o '
. 717840 N
1 . 231.4 . 32 199.4 _ 717849 4£.63
- ' 221040 A
2 208.6 147.2 61.4 538880 5.51
: -~ 365078 o :
3 185.12 B3.71  101.41 1303956 6.97
B : o 179784 : -
4 161.98 112 49.94 1483740 ' 7.69
S _ 175788 - U
5 138,84 90.01 48,83 - 1659528 8.10
_ o §233z o . . o o
6 115.7 32.83 22,87 o . 1741860 © B.1B
| ’ 40104 | S
7 92.56 81.42 11.14 1781964 B.22
‘ B 17064 : ‘
8 80.99 76.25 4,74 S 1799028 - . B.24
: -14292 ' - o
9 €9.42 73.39 ~3.97 - 1784736  8.23
A S -39340 _ _
10 57.85 6€8.75 -10.9 1745496 8.19

!._l

then gradually de creasi_n?
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TABLE II

Rating curve - storage velums vs. depth

elev.

msl
577
580
'585

586

This is storage volume table for area between the dam and Route 185,

feat
L

1285

1540

- 1570

feet feet Volume
W D cu,ft.

0 0
310328

161 3
1250480

203 5
989100

210 1
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TABLE III

Fiow vs. Time table for dam break

T

T

seconds hours

n
* 39,06

79.39

121.12
164.42
'209.43
. 256,58

3046.00

358,15

413,586
472,96
537.38
608.37
689.45
782.14
ROA. 95
1065.3

1426.8

0

0.011

0.022

0.034

0.046

0.058

0.0t

0.085

0.083

f.115

0.131

G.148

0.169
0.191
0.217
0.250
0.296

0.384

1
g out
cfs
£142.172
5708.22
5286.43
437%.62
4474.10
4085.19
3708.25
3343.68
2991.9
2653.41
2328.74
2b18.52
1723.44

1444.33

1182.17

938.12

713,65

510,865

2
q in
cfs
483.04

483.04

483.04

483.04

483.04

483.04

483.04
483.04
483.04

483.04

483.04

483.04

483 .04
483,04

483.04

483.04

483.04

483.04

D
depth
10.5

10

2

g net
cis

5442.83

5014.79%

4557.49

- 4161.32

3796.61

3413.68

3042.93

2684715
2338.62

2008.04

1890.59
1387.94
©1100.85
830.27
AS?T.IQS

- 342.845

123,11

V oout
C‘i..}.-ft..

' 212601

202246

©151853

181484

171113

160750
150381
140030
125638 -
118277
Aanqoa

$85298.%

- 88155.7

77782 4
67411.6
570426

46672

cumul..
V oux
o
212801
434847
606700

788184

859297

1120048

1270429
1410439
15400%7

1658354
1768262
1355792
1554947
2032730
21oel4i
2157154

220385€

1 - This is the flow oﬁt of the pond with a sudden and complete dam breach

2 - This is a very conservative figure for the storm inflow to the pond
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TABLE IV

Sfullivan's Pond . :
storage between dam and Rte 195 -~ with dam break

. interval cumul ~ storage
T = flow in £low ocut net flew Vol in storage + depth
hrs g = g = g =V eu.ft. cu.ft. - faeb*
0 0 0 o :
- 2921696 : :
1 231.4 32 189.4 2921696 ©10.21
. 221040 - -
2 208.6 147.2  &l.4 3142736 11.09
. | ' ' 365076
3 185,12  83.71  101.41 © 3507812 12.38
_ . . 178784 .
4 161.92 112.04  49.84 3687596 C13.02
. 175788 o
5 138.84  90.01  48.83 3863384 ' 13.64
o 82332 -
8  115.7  92.83  22.87 : 3945716 13.83
‘ _ - 40104 ' T
7 - 92:56  8l.42 11.14 3985820 : 14.07
' 17064 , o -
8 80,99 76.25 4.74 4002884 14.13
, -14292 -
9 69.42 . 73.39  =3.87 3988592 14.08
- S -39240 _
10 57.85  68.75  -10.89 3949352 13.94

* with no 195 overflow

211 fiow enters in 0;396 hours — thus the dam break flows.aie

not $zen in the flow column but appear in the Volume column.
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KARL F. Acovovic, P.E. & L.S. ! !

CONSULTING ENGINEER (322 ] [

588 Stonehouse Road - Coventry, CT 06238- 3138 - TEL/FAX (860) 742-3019 - -e-Mail: karﬁ'?"]@earthhnk n
@M”(é
May &, 2008

Mr. Lon Hultgren
Director of Public Works / Town Eng,meer
Audrey P, Beck Municipal Building
4 South Eagleville Road
Storrs, CT 06268

Re: Tift / Sullivan’s Pond Dam
Moss Sanctuary
Mansfield

Dear Mr. Hultgren:

Subsequent'to a review of the report prepared by your department regardmg the condition
of the dam, recommended improvements and modifications, and an estimated cost of repairs and
modifications, I have the following comments and recommendations (not necessarily in order).

A Hydrologic and Hydraulic Assessment / Design Plans / Permitting

A detailed hydrologic evaluation of the watershed and hydraulic analysis of the dam are
recommended subsequent to the preliminary assessment of overall scope and cost. The design
storm runoff and the ability of the spillway and dam to pass that flow are critical to-the future
traprovements and modifications. Design plans would include preliminary layouts, meetings to
assess alternatives, final design plans, project specifications and contract documents, Pesmitting
‘would include preparation of the permit application to the DEP Dam Safety Section of the Inland
Water Resources Division and any necessary follow-up meetings and revisions to plans and
speczﬁcatlons Cost of this portion is estn'nated as follows:

Topog;raphlc Survey and preparation of Base Plan $ 2,500.
Design Plans, Spemﬁca’uons & Contract Documen’is 11,500.
Permitting -_ 3,000
Total - Item A | $ 17,000.
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“Mr. Lon Hultgren
May 8, 2008

B. Cleaﬁng, Grubbing and Embankment Improvemen;s

All the items identified in the report and on the estimated cost sheet (e.g., tree and root
removal, a uniform elevation for the top of dam, etc.) are essential, and the costs for those items
are reasonable as of the date of the report’s preparation. To the repairs and improvements noted, I
would add an increase in the height of the embankment and work to reset some of the stone
masonry along the downstream face. Although a preliminary assessment in your report indicates
that the spillway capacity is adequate, the DEP recommends a freeboard above the maximur
design storm water surface elevation of 1.5 feet. This would mean an increase in the current
elevation of the dam of a minimum of 1.5 feet, pending the outcome of a detailed hydrologic and
hydraulic assessment, including raising a portion of the downstream wall and regrading of the
upstream slope. The downstream stone masonry currently shows signs of some bulging and void
spaces between stones. Modifications and repairs would include excavation of those areas of the
wall, considered to be problematic, and resetting some of the masonry. In areas of observed
seepage, this may include placement of new materials to act as a cutoff to flow through the
embankment. Additional costs to address these items are preliminarily estimated as follows:

Raising the Embankments, including Loaming & Seeding $ 20,000.
Repairs and Modifications to Stone Masonry '

(Including raising the wall) : 20,000.
Total — Item B | | $40,000.

C. Site Access & Staging Area

The site is currently accessible from Mansfield Apartments by aa old wood path to a
point near the dam. Accessibility to the dam itself with construction equipment (and future
maintenance equipmert) is, however, very limited due to topography and tree growth. Removal
of soil materials to gain access to work at the site will be necessary at the beginning of the project
(note that excavated material would have to be trucked off site). The wood road currently leading
in to the area from the back of the apartments can be upgraded by Town forces. The rest of the
work, including access to the dam and creafion of a staging area at the end of the wood road to
store equipment and materials, should be considered at this point to be a part of the overall
project. To prevent future trespass to the dam, a vehicle access gate should be installed,
preferably at the apartment parking access point.

Access impmvem_ents, Staging Area and New Gate $ 20,000

Total — Item C - ' $ 20,000.
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Mr. Lon Hultgren
May 8, 2008

D. Optional Considerations

Safety and security concerns, while to some extent difficult to control, must be considered
due to the limited visibility of the site from the public view. Because the intent of this work is to
make the dam and pond aesthetically and environmentally pleasing, access by the public is to be
encouraged. As such, a small wamning sign should be placed near the entry point of the dam
‘emnbankment, waming of the dangers at the site. For pedestrian access to the top of the dam,
construction of a walking path of stone dust, along with a pedestrian bridge over the spillway for
connection to potential paths on the south side of the dam may be considered. The path can be
created with the proposed embankment work while the bridge, if prefabricated, may require
installation with a small crane. [Note that the bridge will also provide access for ready
maintenance to the south side of the dam.] The cost of the bridge would include structural
upgrades to the spillway training walls, Estimates for this work would be as follows:

Path Access to and Along Top of Embankment
(No additional cost, included in dam mod1ﬁcat10ns

wand reconstruction) ‘ ‘ h 0.
;Pedes’rrian Bridge
{(In-place and including Stmctural modlﬁcatzons -
at spillway) . 30,000.
“Total - Ttem D | §30,000.

A portion of Item A appears to have been included in the original estimate contained
within your report, although it also covered other necessary items. Items B and C are additional
work that [ would propose be included in a revised estimate. Item D, while noted as optional, is
recorhmended.in some form due to the tendency of the pubhr‘ to cross over the spillway. If the

bridge is there, pedestrians are channeled by way of a safe access pomt and, as previously noted,
it also facilitates maintenance on the south side.

_ Please contact me if you bave any questions or require some clarification.
Sincerely yours,
/ék/ L At

Karl F. Acimovic
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Hem #7

Town of Mansfield
Agenda Item Summary

To: Town Council
From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager /%z/ -
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager, Jeffrey Smith, Dlrector of

Finance; Cherie Trahan Controller/Treasurer
Date: December 8, 2008

Re: Presentation — Fiscal Impact Analysis

Subject Matter/Background
Jeffrey Smith, Director of Finance, will be giving a short presantatzon on the fiscal

impact the Unwers;ty of Connec’ncut has on our municipal services, and the important of
state intergovernmental revenue fo Mansfield.

Attached
1) Town and Gown: An Impact Study on Municipal Services
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Town and Gown

An Impact Study on Municipal Services

INTRODUCTION

The Town of Mansfield is unique among all the towns in Connecticut; it is the home to the
University of Connecticut with a daytime student population in excess of 22,000 individuals,
or nearly twice the size of the host community. When we add the Bergin Correctional
Facility into the mix and all the staff, visitors, and vendors that populate Mansfield during the
day because of these two institutions, we estimate that our daytime population is close to
40,000 people. But, unlike state office buildings, which bring no residents with them,
Mansfield’s state owned buildings are populated 24 hours per day with a high demand for
services. Qur problem is very simple, we are trying to provide services to a town with a
nighttime population of approximately 25,000 people and a daytime population of 35,000 to
40,000 people with a tax base of a town of approximately 12,500 people. For many years this
anomaly worked because substantial state aid offset the lack of a larger tax base. But, two
things have changed that delicate balance between the services needed for this large of a
community and the ability to fund those services. First is the advent of UCONN 2000 and the
expansion of the University. Second is the rapid reduction in a major state grant
{Pequot/Mohegan) the town had used to maintain its infrastructure and meet the needs of a
growing population. Between FY 2003 and FY 2009 the Pequot/Mohegan grant declined
from a little over $3,000,000 to a little more than $300,000, or by 1000 percent.

The following report examines the impact that the University of Connecticut (UConn) and
Bergin Correctional Facility collectively have on municipal services within the Town of
Mansfield. The service areas that demonstrate the most noteworthy impact are:

1. Police Services

2. Emergency Medical Services
3. Public Works

4. Education

ABILITY TOPAY

The selected towns in these tables are meant to reflect communities similar to Mansfield in
population when all of our residents living in dormitories are included.

What this study will show is that while Mansfield has the crime, traffic, emergency service
calls and auto accidents of much larger communities, it does not have the tax base that goes
along with those communities. Table 1 is the equalized net grand list (ENGL) for Mansfield
and our comparison communities. What is clearly evident is that Mansfield’s ENGL is
approximately one third of the other communities. Another measure of our ability to pay is
our median family income, which is 141¥ in the state. Our next closest comparison
community is Southbury at 79 and then South Windsor at 37", In Table 2 we have added
Intergovernmental Revenues (primarily state grants) to the Tax Levy and removed what is
spent on education to see what is available to finance all the other functions of municipal
government. Mansfield’s ability to pay for police, fire, emergency response, and public works
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ranges from a low of 35% of South Windsor’s ability to a high of 72% in comparison with
Monroe.

Because Section 10-261(7) of the Connecticut General Statutes actually causes Mansfield’s
state grant revenues to decrease as students at the University of Connecticut increase, the
town finds itself in the unenviable position of having its costs go up while its revenues go
down.

Table 1: Comparative Municipality " Ability To Pay"
2005 Equalized 2005 Total
Town Population Net Grand List | Property Taxes
Mansfield 24,558 $1,192,413,029 $18,325,498
South Windsor 25,985 $3,274,707,719 $61,262 523
Simsbury 23,656 $3,346,109,612 $66,306,205
Monzoe 19,650 $2,882,295,437 $46,258,850
Southbury 19,677 $3,302,004,453 $44,621,819
Municipal Fiscal Indicators, November 2006
_ Table 2: Comparativé Municipality "' Available for Municipal Services”
South
(2005) Windsor Simshury Mansfield Monroe
Revenue: Taxes $61,262,523 § $66,306,205 | $18,325,498 | $46,258,850
Revenue: ‘ ’
Intergovernmental $13,423560 | $4.658.404 | $15580,.254 | $7,903,684
: $74.686,083 | £70,964.609 | §33905752 | §54,162.534
Education Expenditures | $49,919,405 | $51,756,275 | $25.077,649 | $41.845171 |
Other Expenditures $24,766,678 | $19208,334 | $8,828,103 | $12,317,363

Municipal Fiscal Indicators, November 2006

POLICE SERVICES

According to the State Department of Public Safety in their most recent publication of
Uniform Crime Statistics for 2004, 229 index offenses occurred within the Town of
Mansfield (exchuding the UConn campus) in that calendar year. These crime statistics are
federally mandated and are consistent in the manner in which they are recorded throughout
all towns in Connecticut. Additionally, the State Department of Transportation collects
traffic accident data for ail towns in Connecticut. Results from their most recent report in
2004 are also presented in Table 3. Similar data has been collected for towns comparable in
size and composition to Mansfield.

As is evident from Table 3 index crimes in the Town of Mansfield with the exception of
South Windsor are generally equal to or greater than towns of similar size. However,
-accidents are significantly higher. This undoubtedly can be attributed to the heavy daytime
population produced from the university and correctional facility. We estimate that the
average daytime population for Mansfield is nearly 35,000. This figure includes the UConn
population of 26,910 (students and employees), the Bergin population of 1,302 (inmates and
employees), and the non-student population of 12,500. From these numbers it is clear that
the daily traffic observed within Mansfield is comparable to a small city.
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Table 3: Comparison of Crimes & Accidents Chart 1

Towns | Population Index Accidents
2006 2006 Crimes 2004
, 2003/2004
Mansfield
w/students 24,558 229 412
South :
Windsor 25,985 361 315
Simsbury 23,656 223 341 : : 5
Monroe 1 9’650 224 349 Mansfiaid v:::::r Simsbury Manros Southbury
Southbury | 19,677 155 346 '
Bl tndox Crimes [ Accidents '

When individuals who reside in group housing, such as dormitories, are not counted as being
part of Mansfield’s population, the impact of the university and correctional facility are all
the more evident. Table 4 and Chart 2 below present data from towns comparable in size and
composition to Mansfield when those living in group housing were not counted as being
residents.

Table 4: Comparison of Crimes & Accidents

Chart 2
Towns | Population | Index | Accidents _
2006 2006 - Crimes 2004 Incidents Reported (2005)
2004 :
Mansfield 450
400
not ’ 350 -+
including ' _ ggg
students 12,500 229 | 412 200 5%
Somers | 10,877 65 107 el
Griswold | 11,254 o4 19 % .
: : Mansfeld Somers Griswold East Ellington
East 12,194 107 157 . . Hampton
H index crimes B accidents
ampton :
Ellington | 14,217 48 155

The presence of UConn and Bergin Correctional has a clear impact on the number of index
crimes and accidents in the Town of Mansfield. The data in Table 4 indicates that index
crimes are more than double those found in comparable towns. Accidents are more than
triple. It is also important to note that the index crimes do not capture all crimes. For
example, an arrest for an open container of alcohol in a public space, simple assaults and
vandalism, which are common infractions found in college towns, are not included in these
statistics. If they were, one could expect these disparities to widen further. |
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What has not been included in any of Mansfield’s crime statistics are index crimes that take
place on the UConn campus itself. It is reported that 360 index crimes occurred on the Storts
carnpus in the year 2003. Adding this to Mansfield’s 229 crimes for the same year resuits is a
total of 589 index crimes. Glastonbury with a population of 32,604 had only 408 reported
index crimes. South Windsor with a population of 24,970 had 361 index crimes. These
figures demonstrate the significance of the university’s impact,

It is evident from the data presented above that both institutions place a significant burden on
police services in the Town of Mansfield. This is also evident when one compares
expenditures for emergency medical services between towns.

EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES (Ambulance)

Data has been collected on ambulance responses from the State Department of Public Health
for Mansfield and other towns comparable in size and composition to that of Mansfield. The
response statistics are consistent in the manner that they are recorded throughout all towns in
the state.

Table 5: Comparison of Emergency Responses Chart3
e incidents Reported (-2005)
g ae i Ambulance
pulation

22006 200

Mansfield 24,558 1321

w/students

Simsbury 23,656 1277

Monroe 19,650 1063

Southbury 19,677 1435

South Windsor (25,985 1745

As is evident from the table and graph, ambulance responses in the Town of Mansfield are
equal to towns with populations that compare to that of Mansfield.

Even more dramatic is when the population of individuals residing in group homes is not
counted as being part of Mansfield’s population. Then the impact of the university and
correctional facility are all the more evident. Table 6 presents data from towns comparable in
size and composition to Mansfield when not counting those living in group housing.
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Table 6: Comparison of Emergency Responses Chart 4

incidents Reported (2005)

Mansfield 12500 1321

w/o students

Somers 10,877 432

Griswold  [11,254 1041
[Ellington 14,217 757

Fast Hampton (12,194 . 742

PUBLIC WORKS

The infrastructure of municipal roadways is bearing the brunt of aforementioned vehicular
traffic. The main state highways approaching the correctional facility and the university
campuses are two-lane roads. As traffic gets congested with the amount of normal daily
traffic patterns, both automobile and truck traffic spill onto local roads finding back ways
through residential neighborhoods.

The Town of Mansfield has been proactive on the issue of building bikeways. These
bikeways are also considered walkways for student pedestrian traffic from off-campus
housing. This is a public safety issue as there are concerns over pedestrian competition with
-vehicular traffic. The town has appropriated $475,000 for the Hunting Lodge Road Bikeway

- and another $600,000 for the Separatist Road Bikeway. These projects are important for both
the viability of the off-campus housing and the safety of the students. Because of the loss of
the Pequot / Mohegan grant the Town will not be able to sustain this effort,

In addition to the influx of automotive traffic on a daily basis, it should be noted that there are

“ twenty to twenty-five collegiate basketball events annually at Gampel Pavilion. While Storrs
was crowned “College Basketball Capitol of the World” in 2004, it has averaged nearly 20
sold out events each season this decade at the 10,027-seat arena. Eighteen other varsity
sports play their home competitions on the Storrs campus, Popular amongst these include the
nationally ranked men’s and women’s soccer teams at the 7,700 seat Morrone - Stadium
hosting twenty-five games this season, as well as the men’s and women’s ice hockey teams
which will play thirty-six times this winter at the 1,669-seat Frietas Ice Forum. Jorgensen

- Center for the Performing Arts seats 2,630 for cultural events, shows, and concerts
throughout the year.

Mansfield has also partnered with the Windham Regional Transit District paying close to
$14,000 in prepaid fares in the current fiscal year and also budgets another share of
approximately $30,000 to keep the bus line sustainable. Statistics from 2006-07 reveal that
78% of riders are associated with the university, while Mansfield residents make up only a
partial share of the 22% attributed to “other riders” utilizing the bus line along Route 195.
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EDUCATION

In 2005, according to the State Department of Education, the Town of Mansfield’s per pupil
expenditure was $12,731." Currently, there are approximately 10 children enrolled in the
Mansfield school system, grades K-8, and Region 19: grades 9-12,- whose parents or
guardians reside on the University of Connecticut property. This fact is important in that
individuals residing on university property are exempt for paying property taxes. Given that
property taxes are the primary revenue source for funding public education in the town,
UConn places a significant burden on Mansfield in terms of financing educational services.
The town is subsidizing the education of the 10 children enrolled in grades K-~12 for a total of
approximately $127,000.

CONCLUSION

The Town of Mansfield and the University of Connecticut have worked closely together for
many years, with enurnerable partnerships. In the fall of 2007, Mansfield began undertaking
a strategic planning initiative which has highlighted the various inter-relationships the town
has with the university. The strategic plan, Mansfield 2020; A Unified Vision, demonstrates
that the university is a stakeholder in the future of the Town of Mansfield and there exists a
symbiotic and collaborative relationship between town and gown.

For budgetary purposes, Mansfield is heavily dependent on state intergovernmental revenue.
With a significant portion of the area of Mansfield covered by the Main Campus of the
University of Connecticut, the Depot Campus of UConn, the Bergin Correctional Facility and
Mansfield Hollow State Park, the state has been largest. provider of revenue for the municipal
budget. Reduction of state grants through complicated formulas applied indiscriminately
across all municipalities without taking into account circumstances can cause significant
hardship to a community dependent upon its revenue streams. Over the past few years,
Mangfield has seen a steady reduction in its share of Pequot-Mohegan grant monies from a
high in 2003 of $3,000,000 to this current year {08/09) of a little more than $300,000. This
reduction significantly exacerbates the budgetary pressures currently borne by the town, and
undermines our ability to provide police, fire and ambulance services to the thousands of
University students moving throughout the community.

The state has invested more than $1 billion into the University of Connecticut to build a
world-class research and teaching institution. It is counter productive to the goals of the state,
and the state’s investment is eroded, when the host community cannot provide essential
services such as education, public safety, public works, and recreation, which in part help to
recruit prospective students, faculty and administration to the state’s flagship university.

Revised: November 2008

! Mansfield School District Strategic School Profile 2093:06, Connecticut State Department of Education, pg 5.
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Ttem #8

Town of Mansfield
Agenda item Summary

To: Town Council
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager/% wH
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager; Jeffrey Smith, Director of

Finance; Cherie Trahan Controller/Treasurer; Irene LaPointe, Assessor
Date: December 8, 2008

Re: Presentation — Prog'rams in Mansfield for Eligible Taxpayers

Subject NlatterIBacquound :
As requested by Council, Irene LaPointe, Assessor, will be glvmg a shor’c presentation
on the programs oﬁered for qualified Mansfield taxpayers

Attached
1) Programs for Qualified Mansﬁeid Taxpayers
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Iem #9

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary
To: Town Council
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager f%’/?//f

CcC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager; Jeffrey Smith, Director of
Finance; Cherie Trahan Controller/Treasurer

Date: December 8, 2008
Re: Financial Statements Dated September 30, 2008

Subject Matter/Background
The Finance Commitiee met on November 25" to review the Financial Statements
Dated September 30, 2008.

Recommendation
If the Finance Committee wishes to recommend the acceptance of the quarterly
financial statements, the following motion would be in order;

Move, December 8, 2008, to accept the Financial Stafements Dated September 30,
2008, as prepared by town staff and endorsed by the Finance Committee.

Attached
1) Financial Statements Dated September 30, 2008
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TownoiMansfielll | wemorandum

To: Mansfield Town Council

Mansfield Board of Echication
From: Jeffrey H. Smith, Director of Finance
Date: November 25, 2008

Subject: “ September 30, 2008 Quarterly Report

Attached please find the first quarter financial report for the quarter ending September 30, 2008.

Attachment
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OVERVIEW

GENERAL FUND BUDGET

REVENUES:

Tax Collections

The total collection rate through September 30, 2008 is 96.1% compared to 96.8% at September
30, 2007. Real estate collections, which account for approximately 85% of the levy, are 97.9%
as compared to 98.2% for the same period last year. Collections in motor vehicles are at 85.8%
as compared to 88.5% at September 30, 2007. We are running slightly behind last year’s
“collections. We will monitor this carefully as we move through the fiscal year.

Licenses and Permits

Conveyance taxes received for the 1% quarter were $3’4,223‘ or 22.8% of the annual budget.
Building permits received were $46,291 or 22% of the annual budget.

Federal Support for General CGovermment
. No change from the budget.

. State Support for Education

There has been no change in the ECS grant estimate from the State at this point. The current
budget is $10,070,680. The Transportation Grant is budgeted at $283,060 and the current State
estimate is $282,877 or $183 less than budgeted.

State Sup*pm“c for General Government

The pilot grant is by far the 1a1 gest single gremt within this category. The grant payment by the
State was $8,396,689 or $28,219 more than the budget of $8,368,470. -

Charpes for Services

Charges for services are primarily fixed by contract and will be received during the year. The
primary exceptions are: Recording, where we have received $15,236 to date or 30% of budget,
and Police Services which are based on expenditures.

Fines and Forfeitures

No major change expected from budget.
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Miscellaneous

This area is primarily interest income and the ielecommunications service payment. Total
Interest income through September 30, 2008 is $52,615 as compared to $145,830 for the same
period last year. STIF interest rate for September 2008 is 2.26% as compared to 2.30% in
September, 2007. However, inferest rates have continued to fall to a current rate of 1.8%.
Current estimates show that we could be short of budget by as much as $400,000, We have
planmed reductions for $250,000, leaving a current potential Shofiage of $150,000. The amount
of the telecommunications payment is not known yet.

GENERAL FUND BUDGET - EXPENDITURES

Town Expenditures

Inlight of the aﬁticipated revenue shortage, Town expenditures will need to be contained
wherever possible. A prorated share reduction between the Town & Board would mean an
- additional $56,400 cut in expenditures for the Town.

Board Expenditures

" The Board of Education budget currently reflects a savings in their salary accounts of
approximately $132,490, which more than covers their share of the revenue loss (93,600).
Special Education costs are currently projected to be under budget by $185,000, however it is
still very early in the school year to know how we will end the year.

DAY CARE FUND

The Day Care Fund ended the period with revenues exceeding expenditures by $62,600, Fund
balance at July 1, 2008 of $327,718 increased to $390,318 at September 30, 2008,

- CAFETERIA FUND

Revenues exceeded expenditures by $934 for the period. Fund balance at July 1, 2008 increased
from $122,483 fo $123,417 at September 30, 2008. A $20,000 ‘uansfer from the Board of
Education is included. :

”/ZU‘&[&/%ACC Cash C@/é(%fa/ﬁ ;}@é/g

RECREATION PROGRAM FUND

The Recreation Program Fund ended the period with revenues exceeding expenditures by
$166,762. Fund Balance increased from ($13,848) to $152,914.  This includes the Town

—g 8-



subsidy for Bicentennial Pond of $25,000, the Teen Center of $25,000, and overall conumunity
services of $75,000. Fund balance will be drawn down as utilities and other seasonal
expenditures are paid. '

CAPITAT NONRECURRING FUND

The Pequot/Mohegan Grant was budgeted at $385,000. Current estimates is $352,485 however
this is still subject to change. Discussions continue with our State Representative with the hope
of changes to the grant formula. ;

DEBT SERVICE FUND

Fund Balance increased from (20,229) on July 1, 2008 to 129,771 at September 30, 2008. This
will be drawn down as debt service payments are made in December & June. Based upon our
current debt plan, debt service contributions from the General Fund will rise to $740,000 in FY
2012/2013 and the CNR Fund will contribute another $400,000 through FY 2011/2012. The
plan does not take into consideration any additional debt offerings. Because of the dramatic
decreases in Pequot funding, the additional funds for debt service from the CNR Fund should be
revisited.

ENTERPRISE/INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

Solid Waste Fund

Retained Earnings increased from $149,859 at July 1, 2008 to $170,381 at September 30, 2008,

Health Insurance Fund

Expenditures were less than revenues for the period by $74,885. Retained Earnings increased
from $281,735 at July 1, 2008 to $356,620 at September 30, 2008. Our claim’s experience for
the past three mouths is an average of $499,872 per month, as compared to $471,953 over the
same period last year. Claims for calendar year 2008 are running 3.2% over 2007.

Worker’s Compensation Fund

Operating revenues exceeded expenditures by $378,050 through the first quarter, Retained
Earnings increased from $33,914 to $411,964 at September 30, 2008. This will be drawn down
as current year premiums and audit adjustments for fiscal year 06/07 are paid. Additional
funding may be necessary in 09/10 for 07/08 audit adjustments. '

'K‘ 4/’3 (a5 iﬁ%fthmmmc
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Management Services Fund

Management Services Fund revenues through September 30, 2008 exceeded expenditures by
$2,192,960. Fund Balance increased from $1,092,842 at July 1, 2008 to $3,285,802 at
September 30, 2008. However it is important fo note that this balance will be drawn down as

energy payments are made during the year. The remaining fund balance is invested in ﬂxed
assets.

CEMETERY FUND

Retained earnings in the Cemetery Fund increased from $366,677 at July 1, 2008 to $376,871 at
September 30, 2008. The major costs for this fund are mowing and cemetery maintenance.

LONG TERM INVESTMENT POOL

The pool experienced an $11,378 decrease in the market value of its portfoiio for the period July
1, 2008 to September 30, 2008. Fidelity investments accounted for a loss of $14,083 and was
offset by earnings in other investments.

'EASTERN HIGHLANDS HEALTH DISTRICT

‘Operating revenues exceeded expenditures by $144,673 and Pund Balance increased from
$210,703 to $355,376 due to receipt of the ghie per Capita grant. However, other service
revenues are projected by Health Director to be short of budget by as much as $75 330.
Expenditure reductions will be implemented to offset the loss in revenue.

MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP

Operating revenues exceeded expenditures by $87l015 through September 30, 2008, and Fund

Balance increased from $98 059 to $185,074. Fund balance is ekpected to decrease as expenses
are met.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
TRIAL BALANCE - GAAP BASIS
September 30, 2008

GENERALFUND
Cash Equivalent Investments
Workipg Cash Fund
Accounts Receivable
Taxes Receivable - Current
Taxes Receivable - Delinquent
Due from Other Funds
Accounts and Other Payables
Refundable Deposits
Due to Other Funds
Deferred Revenuc_e - Taxes
Taxes Collécted in Advance/Overcollected
Encumbrances Payable - Prior Year
Liquidation - Prior Year Encumbrances
Furid Balance - Undesignated
Actual Expenditures

Actual Revenues

-9f~

DEBIT ~  CREDIT

$ 8,631,839

4,150
11,678
16,7_54,556
486,700
24,790
114,975
332,760
266,707
11112259
i57,3i7
57,510
1,830,203
6,718,634
12,875,676

§ 26689957 § 26689957




DAYCARE COMBINED PROGRAM

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES

AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE

FOR THE PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
{with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

REVENUES:

intergovernmental - Nat'l. School Lunch
intergovernmental - Day Care Grant

School Readiness Program
UConn -

Fees

Subsidies

Total Revenues
EXPENDITURES:

Administrative
Direct Program

Purchased Property Services

Repairs & Maintenance
Insurance ‘
Other Purchased Services
Food Service Supplies
Energy

Supplies & Miscellaneous

Equipment

TotaE Expenditures

EXCESS/(DEFICIENCY)

FUND BALANCE, JULY 1

FUND BALANCE, END OF PERIOD

BUDGET

September 30,
2008/09 2008 2007

$  27.000 $ 11,787 $ 10,026
319,120 82,021 28,961 .
59,700 8,100 9,050

78,500 78,750
740,750 175,443 157,513
22 000 6,804 0,603
1,247,070 362,005 216,053
229.030 51,610 51,814
895,770 202,349 190,583
16,250 o7 10,390
6,500 498 552
15,200 932 (3,093)
10,000 593 7,115
32,900 8,650 7.932

28 500 28 500
19,850 6,615 3,318

1,000 - 551
1,245,000 300,395 268,616
2,070 62.600 (52,563)
327,718 . 279,086,
$ 2070 % 390,318 § 227,423
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MANSFIELD BOARD OF EDUCATION
CAFETERIA FUND
BALANCE SHEET
AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,
2008 2007
Assels ‘
Cash $ 09,234 % 47,981
Inventory . : 32,872 13,572
Total Assets $ 132,108 % 61,553 -
Liabilities and Fund Balances
Liabilities :
Due to Other Funds - $ 8,689 $ 8,271
Total Liabilities | , 8,688 8,271
Fund Balance
Fund Balance: | ' ‘
Unreserved, undesignated ' 123,417 93,282
Total Fund Balance ‘ 123,417 53,282
Total Liabilities and Fund Balance '$ 132,108 $ 61,553
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MANSFIELD BOARD OF EDUCATION
CAFETERIA FUND .
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT.OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES
_ AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE ,
-FOR THE PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,
2008 2007
Operating Revenues:
Intergovernmental , $ - 8 -
Sales of Food 107,576 94912
Other ‘ : 5,157 100
Total Operating Revenues 112,733 95012
Gther Financing:
- Transfers In - General Fund Board 20,000 20,000
Total Revenues & Other Financing - 132,733 115,012
Operating Expenditures: _
Salaries & Benefits : 93,986 102,469
Food & Supplies 35,043 35,966
Professional and Technical 2,500 2,500
Equipment Repairs & Contracts 270 1,011
Total Operating Expenditures . 131,799 141,946
Excess/(Deficiency) 934 (26,934)
Fund Balance, Juty 1 122,483 __B0,218

Fund Balance, End of Period 3 123,417 § 53,282
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Mansfield Parks and Recreation
Balance Sheet
As of September 30, 2008
(with comparative fotals for September 30, 2007)

Septamber 30,
2008 2007
Assets
Cash ‘ ' $ 159,897 3 - (104,892)
Accounts Receivable ‘ . 21,500
Total Assets $ 150,597 $.  (83,392)
Liabilities and Fund Balances
Accounts Payable : $ 0,883 3 6,683
Total Liabilities _ 6,683 6,683
Fund Balance
Fund Balance: '
Unreserved, undesignated : 152,914 {80,075)
Total Fund Balance - -- : 152,014 (90,075)
Total Liabilities and Fund Balance $ 159,587 § (83,382)
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_ Statement of Revenues and Expenditures

Mansfield Parks and Recreation

Actual as of September 30, 2008

Revenues Expenditures. (Incl, Encumbrances) Net
Indirect/Swim  Total " Indirect/Swim Total Income
Description Revenues  Allocglion Revenues | Expend, Allocation Expenditures (Loss)
Overall Indirect 85,747 (65,747) -| 205664 (205,664) . ' .
Member Services: -
indirect (Alloc @ 59.707%) 189,368 33,338 222,697 48,093 104,286 150,379 72,318
Child Care 2,792 2,792 9,176 9,176 (6,384)
Fitness 33,817 33,817 38,786 38,786 (5,269)
Personal Training 12,289 12,280 | 5,761 5,761 £8,538
Mermber Swim @ 59.09% - 44,004 44,094 (44,004)
Member Events - 3,627 3,827 (3,827}
Sub-total Member Services 237,967 33,338 271,305 103,443 148,380 251,823 16,482
Cormmunity Services:
Indirect {Alloc @ 49.283%) 75,000 32,409 107,409 101,378 101,378 6,031
Aguatics 59,174 59,174 74,622 {44,084) 30,528 28,646
Youth Programs 0,674 0,674 5,080 5,060 4614
Nuteracker 9,099 9,089 62 62 8,037
Teen Center 25,000 25,000 1,742 1,742 23,258
Youth Sports 7,938 7,938 . 7,938
" Day Camp/Vacation Camp’ 139,155 138,155 88,825 88,825 50,230
Sport & Specialty Camp 35,588 35,508 21,018 21,018 14,580
Trips 2,769 2,769 312 312 2457
Special Events 2,828 2,829 3,360 3,360 {531)
Adult ?’rograms 12,106 12,105 11,085 11,085 1,020
Sub-total Community' Services 378,341 32,409 410,750 | 206,186 57,284 263,470 147,280
Total Parks & Recreation 682,055 - 682,085 | 515,283 - 515,293 166,762
L.ocal support included in revenues above: ) Budget YTD 08/30
Cverall Indirect - Administrative Gen. Fund  $ 250,660 . 64,915
Community Services: : ‘
Overall Support Gen. Fund 75,000 75,000
Teen Cenier CNR Fund 25,000 25,000
Aguatics {Bi-Cent. Pond) CNR Fund 25,000 25,000
Total Local Support $ 384,660 % 189,918
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BOURGES:

Ravenies:
General Fund Contribution
Properly Tax Relief
Energy Assistance Program
State Revanua Sharing:

Slate Depl. of Edutalion - MMS IRCIMMS Drylnags |

Rural D i Sranl- 0

Ambulance Usar Fees

Landill Closing Grant - lnkind Reimbursement
insurante Selliement

Interest Income

Oher

Sewer Assassmenis

Pequot Funds

Tolal Sources

UsEs:
Cparating Transfars Out:

‘Gensrat Fund - Ona Time CostsfFund Balanse #lan
Genaral Fund - State Revsnue Sharing
Communiy Evenls .
Mpnagement Serviees Fund
Drabt Service Sinking Fund
Helirs Debl for Fire Truck
New [Firancial Reperiing Model (Stalement 34)
Propeity Tax Revaiuation Fung
Capilal Fund
Dy Care Pension
Tevm Manager Search
B v Sarvices Adi
Communlly Cenfer Opareting Subsldy
Parks & Regrealion Opsraling Subakly
Heallh Insurance Fund
Relires Medisal Insurange Fund
Campansaled Absences Fund
Downlown Pasnership
Shared Projecis with UConn

Toldl Uses

ExcossiDaliciency)
Furd Ralaneaf{Dalitll) Jufy 1

Fund Balanze, june 30

TOYM OF MANSFIELD
CAPITAL AND NONRECURRING RESERVE FUND BUDGET
ESTIMATED REVENUES, SXPENDITURES AND CHANGES IN #UND BALANCE

‘' FISCAL YEAR 2008/08
Adapted
 Actuat Aclual . Actual Actzal Actusf Budgel Actual Actual Atlual Actual Acheal Budgel Eslimaled | Projected Prejacted Projacied Projected
28/5e 89100 ool * ooz 02/03 0304 paid 04105 05/05 0s07 - D708 0888 08/03 ETAL] iss3 1142 12033
00,000 644,060 25,000 25,000
A 353,404
£472,523 .
120,728 24,570
35,000 .
253,312 235000 178,387 216,712 222,724 181,045 289,864 225,000 225,000 225,800 225,800 225800 225000
108,470 )
109,524
237050 286043 398,171 100,000 108080 100,000 26,600 [ 26,000 20,800 0,000 20,400
73,466 380 5,945 .

2,800 3,600 4880 8,059 4208 30008 4000 - 4400 5,500 14,400 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,060 3,000 3,000
2,509,805 2,929,286  2.850.637 3075000 2128664 1.361.183 1714079 1330206 1.435767 612,932 389,462 385,000 352485 385,080 385,000 385,060 85300
3049,765 3218839 4453332 2679078 250700 1583183 1957455 {780,788 1,768,031 1,354430  1,337.746 658,000 505,485 523000 £33.000 633,000 §33,666

61,100 47,500 400,000 350,000 350000 250,000 150,000
472,526 .
. 12,500
205000 160000 200,000 200000  20GG0D 212000 242,000 208000 225000 200,000 200,000 150,600 150,000 200,000 200,800 260,000 200,060
180,000 500,060 355,000 250,000 235000 235000 295000 250000 215000 208,560 75000 75,000 150,600 150,008 100,000
. 10,000 70,008 70,000 80,006 B0O,600
25009 25,000
251100 25,000 25,060 25,608 25,000 25,880 25,060 25,6000 25,060 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000
3,501,529 3,289,200 2572660 3,161,582 1,488,916 560,650 &£18,084 782,137 1,046,108 1,058,534 468,300 273,088 275026 1 LE7RR0G  2B7REDD 239,800 1885300
. 20,000 15,000 15,000 10,000 5,000
: 21,474
25070 75000 75000
85000 119,025 119,130 86,000 40,000
40,000 251,538 50,000 50,090
200,000
50,000 50,000 50,000 100,000 105,000 100,089 t0B,000
50,000 40,000 44,800 140,000 100,000 100,080 HIRG00
63,500

33,580 180,000 23000
4,066,029 3,574,200 33837650 3,783,182 2855005 1591775 1640164 1957,137 1811308 15347058 1,367,838 553,0185 665,026 | 2331800 4534300 20i16.H00  2.110,360
{t.036,274) (355,271}  B9.572 (210.104) (455,005 7,408 309,291 (87,349; (43,3 (170,275}  (30,082) (5.085)  (58.541)| (1.698800) (2,801,000} (2,283,600) {1,4¥7,300)
1065616 BS0,348 B850 844643 ASd =30 3488) 304835 207476 164458 5811} (35,609) __ {35.908) 5450) {1,794.250) (4,696.160) (6.879.950
£950.342 3595&’1 5684543 3454 539 153,468} §7.408 S}Od.ﬁﬁﬁ ST 475 8184458 (§5.817}  {$35,909) gdﬂ.ﬂgé} (595545@ !§1!7§4 250 !S4 Eﬂs.iSﬂ; {58, 979.9502 (S8:457.250

* Compensaled Absences needs to be funded for approximately $420.000




DEBT SERVICE FUND
BALANCE SHEET
AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,
2008 2007
Assets:

Cash and cash equivalents $ 129,771 § 600,059
Total Assets $ 129,771 $ 600,059

Fund Balance:

Unreserved: ~

- Undesignated $ 129,771 § 600,059
~ Total Fund Balance ) $ 129771 $ 600,059
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DEBT SERVICE FUND
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND
CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,

2008 2007

Revenues:
Intergovernmental A - g o

" Total Revenues 4 - "

' Other Financing
_Operating TransfersIn: ‘
CNR Fund : . 715,000 200,000

Management Services Fund . 75000 . 400,000 -
Total Revenues and Other _ _ '
Financing Sources - . 150,000 600,000

'_ Expenditures: |

Principal Payments : - oo
Interest Payments ‘ - -
Financial Services . e | .

- Total expenditures” . : - -

Excess of revenues and
other financing sources _
over expenditures 150,000 600,000

Fund balance, July 1 ' - , C(20,229) 59

Fund balance, End of Period $ 129771 $ 600,059
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TOWHN OF MANSFIELD
DEBT SERVICE FUND
ESTIMATED REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE

GG/01 i) {42/03 03/04 a4/05 05/06 06/07 - Q708 08/09 G9/10 W/ki
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL “ ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL PROJECTED  PROJECTED  PROJECTED
REVENUES: .
Intergovernmental . $460,924 $440,66% $420,364 3385,697 £366,387 $330,378 $295,462 $180,794 $105,218
State Revenue Sharing . 472,523
Interest on Unspent Balance
Other 9,402 37 . 87,850
TOTAL REVENUES : 942 849 440,785 420,364 . 473,547 366,387 330,378 295462 180,794 105,218
Operating Transfers In - General Fund ) 797,000 500,000 400,000 4b0,000 400,000 440,000 380,000 400,000 415,000 550,000 590,000
Operating Trapsfers In - CNR Fund 500,000 355,000 250,000 235,000 295,000 250,000 - 235,000 260,000 75,600 150,00¢ 150,000
Operating Transfers I - MS Fund ) 73,000 -
TOTAL REVENUES AND . : :
OPERATING TRANSFERS IN 2,239,349 1,293,705 1,070,364 .- 1,108,547 1,661,387 980,378 910,402 780,794 676,218 740,000 745,000
EXPENDITURES: -
Principnl Retirement 880,689 863,000 950,000 1,065,000 980,660 830,000 805,800 664,000 530,000 455,000 495000
Imterest 392,723 447,352 398,975 284,440 261,506 216,239 176,482 136,082 104,262 167,533 141,014
_L Lease Purchase - Yoof Covers/Co-Gen ’ 78,142 78,142 78,142
= Fipanciai 26,475 £5.428 - 8,000 5,000
¢n “rofessional/Technival 19,282 311 ' 79,497 4,300
" FOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,319,169 1,328,091 1,348,975 1436937 1246306 - 1046739 981 482 501,082 712,344 640,695 714,156
REVENUES AND OTHER
FINANCING SOURCES OVER/ ) )
(UNDER) EXPENDITURES 920,680 (32,386} £278,611) {328,390} (134,919) {65,861} {71,020) (20,288) . (42,126) 59,305 25,844
FUND BALANCE, JULY 1 40,566 961,246 | 928 860 650,249 321,859 136,940 - L TL079 39 (26,229 {62,355} __(3.053)
FUND BALANCE, FUNE 30 $961,246 $923,360 $650,249 $321,359 $136,940 71079 £59 (520,229) {862,355 {83,050) 522,794

Tioter Tncludes estimated debt service payments on the approved, but unissued MMS Meating Upgrade and Open Spsce bond issues.
Dues not ihelude 2008/09 proposed bonding or lesse purchases,



TOWN OF MANS. LD
DEBT SERVICE FUND
ESTIMATED REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE

1112 12113 13/14 14/15 15416 14115 15116 w817 - 17/18 18/19 15720 20421
PROJECIED _ PROJECTED  PROJECTED  PROIECTED PROIECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROFECYED PROIECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental
State Revenue Sharing
Interest on Unspent Balance

Other
TOTAL REVENUES - -
Operating Transfers In - General Fund 640,000 740,000 330,000 246,563 104,875 - 196,000 185,000 180,000 175,000 170,000 ©R70,000 163,000
Operating Transfers In - CNI Fund 100,000
Operating Transfers In - MS Fund
TOTAL REVENUES AND ) : :
OPERATING TRANSFERS IN 740,060 740,000 330,000 240,563 104,875 190,000 185,000 180,000 175,000 170,000 170,000 165,000
EXPENDITURES: . .
Principal Retirement 540,000 540,000 225,000 . 225,000 160,000 - 166,000 105,000 105,000 105,000 105,000 105,000 115000
Interest 144,906 - 124,150 96,470 15,563 4,875 87,250 82,250 77,000 71,750 66,500 61,250 56,000
i;ease Purcliase - Pool Covers/Co-Gen 78,142 78,142 :
_Financial
o Yessional/Technical
(o] ' : .
| OTAL EXPENDITURES 763,048 739,202 321,476 240,563 104,875 187,250 187,250 182,000 176,750 171,500 166,250 171,000,
REVENUES AND OTHER
FINANCING SOURCES OVER/ . .
(UMDER) EXPENDITURES (23,048) 708 8,530 - . 2,750 (2,250) (2,000) {1,750} {1,500} 3,750 (6,000}
FUND BALANCE, TULY | 22,794 {254) 454 8,984 8.984 8,984 11,734 5,484 7484 5,734 4,234 7984
FUND BALANCE, JUNE 30 {3254) $454 58,984 % 8584 § 8,984 311,734 $9.484 $7.484 $5.734 $4,234 . 37984 $1,984

Note: Includes estimated debt service payr
Troes not include 2008/09 proposed t



-L01-

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
7 DEBT SERVICE FUND'
ESTIMATED REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE

21122 22/23 2324 24425 25126 26/27 27128 2829 29/30

REVENUES;
Intergovernmental
State Revenue Sharing
Inferest on Unspent Balance
Other

PROJECTED PROJECTED PROIECTED PROIECIED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROIECTED TPROJECTED

TOTAL REVENUES

Operating Transfers In - General Fund 165,000 160,600 155,000 154,000 150,000 148,000 135,000 130,000 60,060
Operating Trausfers In - CNR Furd ’ . .
Opersting Transfers In - MS Fund
TOTAL REVENUES AND -
OPERATING TRANSFERS 1IN 163,000 60,000 - §55,040 150,_999 150,600 140,090 135,000 130,060 60,000
EXPENDITURES:
Principal Retirement 115,060 i 15,000 115,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 60,000
Interest 56,250 44,500 38,750 33,860 297,000 21,000 15,600 9,000 3,000
Lease Purchase - Pool Covers/Co~Gen
Financial
ProfessionalfTechnical
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 165,230 159,500 153,750 153,000 E47,000 141,000 135,000 129 000 63,000
REVENUES AND OTHER
FINANCING SOURCES OVER/
{UNDER) EXPENDITURES (250) 500 1,250 (3,000} 3,008 (1,000) ) 1,000 {(3,000)
FUND BALANCE, JULY 1 1,984 - 1,734 2,234 3,484 484 3,484 2,484 2,484 3,434
FUND BALANCE, JUNE 30 51,734 32,234 $3,484 5484 33,484 52,484 32,484 $3,484 2484

MNote: Includes estimated debt service payr
Does not isclude 2008/09 proposed



SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FUND
BALANCE SHEET
AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,
2008 2007
CURRENT ASSETS
Cash $ 234933 $ 83,228
Accounts Receivabie (net of aliow. for uncoliactable accts) 34,601 33,560
Total Current Assets o 269,534 116,788
FIXED ASSETS | |
Land ' ' 8,500 8,500
Buildings & Equipment ‘ _ 540,857 540,857
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (436,872) {(413,491) -
Total Fixed Assets | 112,485 135,866
TOTAL ASSETS n $ | 382,019 $ 252654
LIABILITIES AND FUND EQUITY
: cUéRENT LIABILITIES
Accounts Payable | $ 72018 $ 43890
Accrued Compensated Absences : 17,261 12,924
Refundable Deposits 14,361 13,125
Total Current Liabilities 103,638 69,939
LONG-TERM LIABILITIES
Landfil Postclqsuée Costs : ' 108,000 116,000
Total Long-Term Liabilities | ' 108,000 116,000
TOTAL LIABILITIES | \ 211,638 185,939
FUND EQUITY
Retained Eamings | | 170381 66715
Total Fund Equity ' | 170,381 66,715

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND FUND EQUITY $ 382019 8§ 252654
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SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FUND
COMPARATIVE STATEMENTS OF REVENUES, EXPEND!TURES
: AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,
2008 2007
Operating Revenues:
Tipping Fees $ - $ 4,583
Transfer Station Fees 24 442 23,592
Garbage Collection Fees 200,631 199,751
Sale of Recyclables 21,585 11,415
Other Revenues 745 808
Total Opefating Revenues 256,403 240,149
Operating Expenses: :
Hauler's Tipping Fees 41,136 46,145
Mansfield Tipping Fees : 15,310 14,560
Wage & Fringe Benefits _ 55,547 57,180
Computer Software : 360 3,360
Trucking Fee” 6,481 3,548
Recycling Cost 18,911 21,679
Contract Pickup ' 77,164 78,241
Supplies and Services 2,461 " 6,420
~ Depreciation Expense 8,000 8,000
Equipment Parts/Other 511 875
LAN/WAN Expenditures ' - 10,000 10,000
thai Operating Expenses 235,881 . 250,018
NET INCOME (LOSS) 20,522 (9,869)
- Retained Eamings, July 1 | 149,859 76,584
Retained Earnings, End of Period $ 170,381 & 66,715

-1 0'9'.“



HEALTH INSURANCE FUND
BALANCE SHEET
September 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,
2008 . 2007
Assets
Cash and cash equivalents $ 478,954 $§ 936,573
Accounts Receivable 142,950 141,606
Due from Other Funds , 285,797 281,760
Total Assets $ 007,700 $ 1,359,939
Liability and Fund Balance
Liabilities:
~ Accrued Medical Claims ' $ 526,290 § 480,000
Due to General Fund : ' : 24,790 338,436
Total Liabilities 551,080 81 8-,436
Retained Earfﬁngs: :
Net Contributed Capital ' 400,000 400,000
Retained Earmngs . _ (43,380) 141,503
Total Retained Earnings o 356,620 541,503
Total Liabilities and
Retained Earnings $

907,700 $ 1,359,939

¥ Reserve for maximum claim liability corridor is estimated to be $500,000.
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- HEALTH INSURANCE FUND _
COMPARATIVE STATEMENTS OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES
AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE

| September 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,

-111~-

2008 2007
Revenues:
Premium income $ 1,744,950 § 1,451,278
~ Interest income 3,722 6,109
Total Revenues 1,748,672 1,457,387
Expenditures:
Payroll 47,675 16,409
Adminisirative expenses 131,471 110,717
Medical claims o 1,456,189 1,434,117
Employee Wellness Program 6,668 4,364
Medical Supplies 31,783 28,217
LAN/WAN Expenditures 10,000
Total Expenditures 1,673,787 1,603,824
Revenues and Other

Financing Sources Over/

(Under) Expenditures 74,885 (146,437)
Contributed Capital 400,000 400,000
Retained Earnings, July 1 (118,265) 287,940
Retained Eanli11gs, End of Period $ 356,620 § 541,503
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ANTHEM BLUE CROSo MONTHLY CLAIMS
FISCAL YEAR BASIS

MONTH g7/98 98795 99[60 00701 ‘ FY 0t/02 FY 02103 FY 03/04 FY 04105 FY 0506 £Y 06/07 FY 07/08 FY0B/09

JULY 181,392 186,650 170,996 216,792 216,195 231,239 353,025 332,653 368,941 400,635 430,780 493,801

AUGUST 953,700 | 179,486 | 146,139 | 215,571 | 047,118 | 247,238 | 096,808 | 327.5B4 | 323,401 | 400,754 | 554,171 567 129

SEPTEMBER 230,426 148,168 140,741 264,603 230,526 257,491 323,867 302,389 298,440 415,053 430,908 438,485

OCTOBER 208,526 161,036 108,729 180,875 240,856 262,401 312,245 275,610 351,888 370,845 384,033

NOVEMBER GBESPRE T 150,824 | 125620 | 203813 | 208,715| 217,831 | 342,691 | 448,834 | 299882 | 370,405 | 489,535

DECEMBER 150,578 174,472 181,592 185,278 256,252 184,532 415,554 358,577 343,209 427 447 436 589

JANUARY 171,863 200,640 | 204,232 200,762 251,886 333,923 342,476 358,256 354,891 364,331 508,001

FEBRUARY 277,147 233,203 194,441 180,679 2687 614 331,286 - 340,298 305,259 492 485 527,867 629,924

MARCH 145687 | © 234,516 211,189 200,818 237,003 358,881 386,649 409,245 392,138 482,188 309,055

APRIL 138,179 | 181,703 206,143 342,562 259,835 402,093 443,382 321,869 484,465 476,056

MAY 112,941 215754 244 270 276,117 387,515 391,287 387,104 383,605 562,876 516,518

JUNE 172,778 193,549 251,842 251,747 347,080 357,517 399,827 386,641 606,023 4257253

ANNUAL "

TOTAL 20528911 2186855 | 2074,584 ! 2,561,446 | 3,026,831 | 3,425,231 | 4,264,309 | 4348731 | 4,319,388 | 5520987 | 5680,824 | 1,499616

MONTHLY )

AVEG 171,074 182,238 172,882 212,620 252,236 285,436 355,355 362,304 359,049 460,082 473,402 499,872

Y% OF

INCREASE 8.2% 6.5% -5.1% 23.0% 18.6%] 13.2% 24.5% 2.0% -0,7% 27.8% 2.9% 5.6%
Worksheat in September 2008.0bd 18 11/19/2008
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ANTHEM BLUE CROSS MONTHLY CLAIMS

ANNUAL BASIS
MONTH 1997 1998 1899 2600 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
JANUARY 149,225 171,963 209,640 - 204,232 200,762 251,986 333,023 342,478 358,258 356;391 364,331 508,001
FEBRUARY 164,050 277,147 733,203 194,411 180,679 357,814 331,286 340,298 305,259 492,485 527 867 620,924
MARCH 151,871 145 687 234,515 211,199 200,818 237,003 358,881 356,649 409,245 392,138 482 188 398,055
APRIL 169,594 138,179 175,326 181,703 ‘ 206,143 342,562 258,535 402,093 443 382 321,969 484,485 476,056
MAY 147,178 112,941 134,607 215,754 244,270 278,117 367,515 | 391,087 387,104 383,505 562,876 518,518
JUNE 216,457 1%2,773 198,997 193,546 251,842 | 281,747 347,060 357,517 399,827 388,841 606,023 435,253
JULY 181,302 186,650 170,907 216,782 216,195 224,239 - 353,025 | - 332,653 368,941 409,635 430,780 493,991
AUGUST %53,709 179,486 148,139 215,571 247,118 247,238 296,808 327,584 323,401 499,754 554 171 567,129
SEPTEMBER 230,426 148, 168 140,741 264,603 230,526 257,451 323,667 302,299 298,440 415,053 430,908 438,495
OCTOBER 209,526 161,038 108,729 | 180,875 240,996 262,401 312,245 275,610 | 351,888 370;945 384,033
NOVEMBER 108,575 150,824 | 125,628 203,813 208,715 217,831 342,691 448,834 259,882 370,405 489,535
DECEMBER 150,578 174,472 181,592 185,278 256,252 190,532 415 554 358,577 343,208 477,447 436,580
ANNUAL .
TOTAL 2,082,573 | 2,019,327 | 2,069,957 | 2,467,777 | 2,684,315 | 3,033,761 | 4,062,490 | 4,265,977 | 4,288,835 | 4,826,866 | 5,753,767 | 4,464,423
TACONTHLY
AVG 169,381 168,277 171,663 205,848 223,693 282,813 338,541 355,498 357,403 402,239 479,481 494,938
% OF :
INCREASE - 7.87% -0.65% 2.01% 19.80% B8.77% | 13.02% 33.91% 5.01% 0.54% 12.54% 19.20% 3.22%

AnthemMenthlyClaims. Xis




NETWORK ACCESS FEE
ANNUAL BASIS

2008
NETWORK

MONTH DISCOUNT ACCESS FEE  SAVINGS
JANUARY | 298,609 59,746 238,863
FEBRUARY 405,425 68,135 337,290
MARCH 257,065 34,395 . 222,670
'APRIL .‘ | 368,2681. - 368,268
MAY | 401,654 . 401,654
‘JUNE - 312,739 - 312,739
JuLy - 406,270 . 406,270
AUGUST 350,064 - 350,064
SEPTEMBER 108624 - 198,624
OCTOBER - -

NOVEMBER : ' ' - .

DECEMBER | | . )

ANNUAL TOTAL 2,993,#19 162,276 2,836,442
MONTHLY AVERAGE 333,191 13,523 236,370
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WORKERS' COMPENSATION FUND
BALANCE SHEET
SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,
2008 ‘ 2007
ASSETS
Current Assets: _ ‘
Cash and Cash Equivalents $ 411,964 § = 325,689
Total Assets O 411964 $ 325,689
LIABILITIES & FUND BALANCE
Liabilities:
Due to General Fund ' $ - 8 1,596
Total Liabilities - 1,596
Equity: - -
Retained Earnings . 411,964 - 324,093

Total Liabilities and Equity $ 411964 § 325,689
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WORKERS' COMPENSATION FUND-
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES
AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
- SEPTEMBER 30, 2008

(with comparative fotals for September 30,2007)

September 30,
2008 2007
REVENUES:
Premium Income $ 491500 $ 421310

Total Revenues : 491,500 . 421310
OPERATING EXPENSES:

Workers' Compensation Insurance 113,450 95,621
Total Operating Expenses 113,450 95,621
NET INCOME (LOSS) - 378,050 325,689
Fund Balance, July 1 : 33,914 -~ (1,596)
Fund Balance, End of Petiod $ 411,964 $ 324093
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MANAGEMENT SERVICES FUND
ESTIMATED BALANCE SHEET
AT SEPTEMBER 30, 2008

ASSETS

Curent Assels:
Cash and Cash Equivalents
Accounts Recelvable
Inventory

Total Current Assets

Fixed Assets, —
Consfruction in Progress
Land
Buildings
Office Equipment
Accum. Depraciation

Net Fixed Assets
Total Assets

LIABILITIES AND EQUITY

Liabilities:
Accounts Payable
Due tp the General Fund
Due to Internal Service Fund

Total Liabilities
Equity:

Contributed Capital
Retained Earnings

Total Equity -

Total Liabilities and Equity

ci\mydocumentsiwork\Worksheet in September 2008.0bd
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Actual

June 30, 2008

Actual

Sept. 30, 2008

| 2,138,392

$ - 5
8,195 8,773
30,400 30,400
28,595 2,175,565
145,649 145,649
178,016 178,016
2,864,268 2,864,268
(1,769,071) (1,769,071) .
1,418,862 1418862
% 1457457 % 3,504,427
$ 178,307 % 308,712
184,305 -
1,913 1,913
364,815 308,625
146,000 146,000
045,842 3,139,802
1,002,842 3,285,802
$ 1457457 $ 3,504,427

11/21/2008 10:51 AM



MANAGEMENT SERVICES FUND
ESTIMATED STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
SEPTEMBER 30, 2008

Actual Actual
June 30, 2008 Sept. 30, 2008

CASH FROM OPERATING ACTIVITES:
Operating income : $ (440,878) § 2,192,060

ADJUSTMENTS TO RECONCILE OPERATING INCOME
TO NET CASH PROVIDED BY OPERATING

- ACTIVITIES:
Depreciation Expense : ' 184,908 ‘ -
(Increase) decrease in: - _
Other Receivables (2,333) 1,422
inventory (839) -
Increase (decrease) in: ’ ‘
Accounts payable 138,604 128,405
" Due to other funds 184,305 (184,395)
NET CASH PROVIDED BY OPERATING ACTIVITIES 63,859 2,138,382

CASH FLOWS USED IN CAPITAL AND RELATED
FINANCING ACTIVITIES: ' :
Purchase of fixed asssts {363,216) -

NET INCREASE IN CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS (299,357) 2,138,392
CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS - JULY 1 299,357 -

CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS - End of Period ' 3 - $ 2,138,392

c:_\mydocuments\work\Wbrkshee_t in September 2008,_ob& 4
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MANAGEMENT SERVICES FUND ]
ESTIMATED STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES
AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2008

TOTAL MANAGEMENT SERVICES FUND.

Variance
Budget Actual Favorable
2008/09 2008/08 (Unfavarable)
REVENUES: ‘ .
Mansfieid Board of Education $ 97,230 & - ©7,230 % -
" Region 19 92,360 82,360
Town of Mansfieid 84,700 64,700
Communication Service Fees 214,830 214,630
Copier Service Fees ‘ 225,740 221,881 (3,850)
Energy Service Fees 2,068,430 1,976,810 (91,620}
Rent : 74,620 24150 {50,470}
Rent - Telecom Tower ‘ 108,000 32,029 (75,971)
Sale of Supplies . 36,050 (36,050}
CNR Fund 150,000 150,000
Health Insurance Fund ' 10,000 10,000
Solid Waste Fund 10,000 10,000
Sewer Operating Fund 3,000 3,000
Local Support 8,000 906 {5,084)
Postal Charges ' 87,570 89,820 2,250
Universal Services Fund 25,170 {28,170)
Total Revenues 3,277,500 2,987 518 (2B5,984)
EXPENDITURES:
Salaries & Benefits 375,278 76,465 . 288,813
Training . . 5,800 478 5322
Repuairs & Maintenance . 16,200 g.a72 7,228
Professional & Technical ‘ 138,720 31,361 104,359 -
Systern.Support 116,680 147 532 {30,852}
Copler Maintenance Fees : ~ B4,000 9524 74,476
Communications 182,362 100,963 01,399
Supplies and Software Licensing 37,000 10,547 26,453
Equipment 170,000 48,175 121,828
Postage 88,800 50,205 38,504
Energy . . 1,088,460 260 251 1,687,209
Equipment Rental/Cost of Sales 45450 11,082 34,368
Biemen's Project
Total Expenditures : 3,253,750 794,556 2,459 194
Add: )
Depreciation 209,860 209,860
Less: ‘
Equipmant Capitalized (170,000} {170,000)
Operating Expenditures 3,203,610 794 556 2,486,054
Net Income (Loss} . (16,110} 2,192,960 2,200,070
Total Equity & Contributed Capital, July 1 1,092 842 1,092,842

Total Equity & Contributed Capital, End of Period  § 1,076,732 $ 3285802 § 2200070,

c\mydocuments\workWorksheet in September 2008.0bd 4
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CEMETERY FUND
BALANCE SHEET
SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

September 30,

2008 2007
ASSETS
Cash and cash equivalents b 24452 % 14,081
Investments : | 352,419 ‘ 329,700
Total Assets - | | $ 376871 $ 343,781
Fund Balance
Fund Balance
Reserved for perpetual care ' b 477,424 % 459,732
Reserved for nopexpendable trust 1,200 - 1,200
Unreserved, undesignated . ' ' (101,753) (117,151)
Total Fund Balance | | $ 376,871 $ 343,781
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CEMETERY FUND
COMPARATIVE STATEMENTS OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES
AND CHANGES iN FUND BALANCE
SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
{with comparative totals for September 30 2007)

Sepntember 30,

2008 2007

Operating Revenues: :

Contributions ' $ 17,718 & -

Sale of Plots 900 2,700

Total Operating Revenues 18,618 - 2,700
Operating Expenses: o :

Salaries” . 577 ‘ 577
. Mowing Service : 7,847 4,034

Total Operating Expenses ' 8,424 4,611
Operating Income/{Loss) 10,194 {1,811)
Retained Earnings, July T , _ : 366,67?" 345,692
Retained Eamings, End of Period 3 376,871 § 343 781
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
INVESTMENT POOL
AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008

MARKET - MARKET FISCAL 08109‘
VALUE VALUE CHANGE
JUL 01, 2008  SEP 30, 2008 INVALUE

STOCK FUNDS:
FIDELITY INVESTMENTS:

SELECT UTILITIES GROWTH 53,866.10 38,782.84 (14,083.26)
BANK OF AMERICA
COLUMBIA LG CAP INDEX FUND 14,512.71 13,284.09 (1,.218.62)
COLUMBIA MULTI-ADVISOR INTL EQUIT' 3.616.58 2,803.35 ‘ {713.23)
COLUMBIA MID CAP INDEX FUND 1,808.48 o 1.811.52 {196.87)
COLUMBIA SMALL CAP INDEX FUND 817.88 612.50" {6.30)
SUB-TOTAL BANK OF AMERICA 20,555.67 "18,421.55 {2,134.12)
TOTAL STOCK FUNDS ' 74,421.77 58,204.39 {16,217.38)
BOND FUNDS:
WELLS FARGO ADVANTAGE : )
WELLS FARGO INCOME PLUS-INV 50,836.58 50,302.50 (534.08)
1. ROWE PRICE .
U.8. TREASURY LONG 55,520.25 56,852.99 1,323.74

U.8. SECURITIES

11.5. TREASURY NOTES 66,499.59 66,584.60 85.01
BANK OF AMERICA |

COLUMBIA INTERM CORE BOND FUND 673768 6,586.79 (170.90)

COLUMBIA INTERM BOND FUND 11,562.76 10,804.54 . (758.22)

SUB-TOTAL BANK OF AMERICA 18,300.45 17,371.33 (929.12)

VANGUARD INVESTMENTS

GNMA FUND 26925522  273,855.58 4,600.36
TOTAL BOND FUNDS 460,421.09 484,987.00 4,545.91
CASH:
BANK OF AMERICA :
COLUMBIA MONEY MARKET FUND - 8.610.66 8,904.31 ' 293.65
TOTAL CASH ‘ 8,610.66 8,904.31 293.65
TOTAL INVESTMENTS | 543,453.52 §32,075.70 {11,377.82)
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Town of Mansfield
investment Pool
As of September 30, 2008

~123~

Equity Equity Equity Total
Percentage In Investments In Cash Equiv. Equity
Cemetery Fund 55.050% 340,322.89 579225 324681158.24
School Nen-Expendable Trust Fund 0.092% 481,32 8.19 488,51
Compensated Absences Fund 34,858% 182,387.08 3,103.86 18547095
Total Equity by Fund 100.060% 523,171.39 890431 53207570
Market
Investments Value
Stock Funds;
F‘idei‘ttyr- Select Utilities Growth 38,782.84
Bank of America - Colombia Lg Cap Indax 13,294.00
Bank of America - Columibia Mulii-Adv ind 2,503.35
Bank of America - Columbia Mid Cap Indsx 1,611.82
Bank of America - Columbia Small Cap Index 612,59
Sub-Total Stock Funds 58,204.38
Bond Funds: o
Wells Fargo Advantage Funds-Corp Bond inv 50,302,50
T. Rowe Price - U. 8, Treasury Long-Term 56,852.98
People's Securities, Inc, - 1.8, Treasury Notes 66,584,680
Bank of America-Colurmbiz Intertim Core Bond 8,566.79
Bank of America-Columbiz Interm Bond 10,804.54
Vanguard - GNMA Fund 273,85558
Sub-Total Bond Funds 464 967 00
Cagh Eguivalents:
Coiumbia Money Market Fund - Trust 8,804,341
Total Investments 53207570
Allocation - Amount Percentage
Stocks 58,204,335 10.84%
Bonds 454 967 .00 87.39%
Cash Equivalents 8,904,231 167%
Total Investments 532,075.70 100.00%
Prepared by: C. Trahan 1111912 . 5 AM Worksheet in Septernber 2008.0bd 8



EASTERN HIGHLANDS HEALTH DISTRICT
' BALANCE SHEET
AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
{with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

Assets
Cash and cash equivalents

Total Assets

Liabhilities and Fund Balance
Liabilities

Accounts Payable

Total Liabilities

Fund Balance
Fund Balance: _
Reserved for Prior Year Encumbrances
Unreserved, undesignated

Total Fund Balance

Total Liabilities & Fund Balance

September 30,

2008 2007
$ 363916 § 427614
$ 363916 $ 427,614
$ 839 $ 6553
8,390 6,553
150 150
355,376 420,911
355 526 421,061
$ 363,916

~124-
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EASTERN HIGHLANDS HEALTH DISTRICT
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES
AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

Adopted ‘
Budget September 30,
2008/09 2008 2007,
Operating Revenues: |
Member Town Contributions § 362,240 $ 90,612 $ 91,169
State Grants 171,230 171,188 172,905
Septic Permits 48,520 8,160 11,325
Well Permits 27,190 4,565 - 7,010
Soil Testing Service 58,480 . 9,125 12,755
Food Protection Service 38,780 3,195 803
B100a Reviews - 27,760 8,245 6,760
Septic Plan Review. 39,270 6,455 6,390
Other Health Services 17,840 1,150 7.552.
Total Operating Revenues 791,310 302,695 316,669
Operating Expenditures:
Salaries & Wages 536,470 107,244 108,790
Benefits 177,000 42,042 39,293
Miscellaneous Bengﬁts ‘ 5,240 1,641 1,004
Insurance : : . 14,900 3,809 6,898
Professional & Technical Services 18,100 1,500 03,280
Other Purchased Services _ 27,640 789 5,600
Other Supplies ‘ 8,500 413 687
Equipment - Minor | . 2,460 584 © 300
Total Operating Expenditures 790,310 158,022 . 165,852
Transfers Out: :
Transfers to CNR : _ 1,000 : - 2,000
Total Operating Expenditures & Transfers Out ' 791,310 158,022 167,852
Operating Income/(Loss) ‘ ‘ - 144,673 148,817
Fund Balance, July 1 ' 210,703 210,703 272,094
Fund Balance, End of Period : $ 210,703 § 355376 $§ 420,911
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EASTERN HIGHLANDS HEALTH DISTRICT
CAPITAL NONRECURRING FUND BALANCE SHEET

AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008

(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

Assets

Cash and cash equivalents

Total Assets

Fund Balance

Fund Balance:

Unreserved, undesignated

Total Fund Balance

-126-

September 30,

2008 2007

95,688 § 78218

95,688 § 78,218

95,688 § 78,218

95,688 § 78,218




EASTERN HIGHLANDS HEALTH DISTRICT
CAPITAL NONRECURRING FUND -
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES
AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
{(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007)

Operating Revenues:
State Grants
Transfers In-G/F

Total Operating Revenues

Operating Expenditures:
Computer Equipment

Total Operating Expenditures
Operating Income/(Loss)
Fund Balance, July 1

Fund Balance, End of Period

September 30,

2008

2007

$ 2,000

. 2,000

2280

95,688

2,280
(280)

78,498

$ 95,688

$ 78,218
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MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP
BALANCE SHEET
AS OF SEPTEMBER 39, 2008
(with comparative totals for September 30, 2007

September 30,
2608 2007
ASSETS
Cash & Cash Equivalents $ 184,553 § 105,071
Accounts Receivable - 900 900
Total Assets '$ 185,453 § 105,971
LIABILITIES
Accounts Payable $ 379 § 353
Total Liabilities S 379 353
FUND BALANCE
Fund Balance, Unreserved 185,074 105,618
Total Fund Balance _ 1_85 074 105,618
Total Liabilities and Fund Balance $ 185,453 $ 105,971

~128-



Revenues:
Intergovernmentak

MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSFIP

STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND
. CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE

Mengsfield General Fund/ONR $32,500  $20,000

Uconn
Mansfield Capital Projects *
Leyland Share - Relocation
Membership Fees
Local Support
State Support
Contributions/Other

Total Revenues

Operating Expenditures:
Salaries and Benefits
Professional & Technical
Relocation Costs
Office Rental
Insurance
Purchased Services
Supplies & Services
Contingency

Totai Operating Expenditures
Operating Income/(Loss)
Fund Balence, July 1

Fund Balance, End of Period

Contribuiion Recap;
Mansfield
Mansfield Capital Projects
UCONN
Total Contributions

Actual  Actual  Actual  Actual  Actual Actual Actual Actual | Amended Actual
2000/01  2001/02 2002/03 2083/04  2004/05  2005/06  2006/07  2007/08 | 2008/409 Sept. 30
$30,000 $41,500 § 50,000 § 62,000 § 62,000 $125,000{ $125,000 §125,600
32,500 45,000 46,500 60,000 62,000 62,000  125,000! 125000 -
60,000
30,210 )
10,040 13,085 17,355 20,282 19,215 21,820 19,000 1,220
1,560 1,500 s
4,993
200 2,165 (165) 50
32',500 52,500 83,040 102585 129055 211440 143030 @ 302.030| 209000 126,270
15,531 71,378 73,007 83,974 92,800 107,140 121,544 136430 28,566
930 9,519 7,386 5,406 8,397 63,068 44967 31,8171 135,000 3,067
. 20,000 40,420 )
3,600 11,000 11,800 13,181 13,775 16,451 17,565 18,400 6,189
1,650 1,760 1,764 1,772 1,702 1,704 2,060 558
: 8,029 5,005 6,092 9,065 7,092 7,003 6,950 333
3,980 4,704 2,837 2,463 4,075 2,035 2,733 2,850 542
' ' 25,000 -
930 32,630 104,147 998135 11587} 184,355 199407 222786 326,790 39,253
31,576 19,870 (19,107 2,770 13,184 26,885 (56,357)  79,244] (57,790) 87,015
31,570 51440 32,333 35,103 48,287 75,172 18,815 98,059 98,059
$31,570 $51,440. $32,333 §35,103 § 48287 § 75172 § 18815 § 98,0591 % 40269 5185074
Actual  Actual  Actual  Actual  Actual Aétual Actual  Actual  DBadget
2000/01  2000L/02  2002/03  2003/04 2004/05  2005/06  2006/07  2007/08 200849
$32,500 $20,000 $30,000 $41,500 § 50,000 § 62,000 $ 62000 $125,000 $123,0600
' 60,000
32,500 45,000 46,500 60,000 62,000 62,000 125000 125000
532,500 352,500 $75,000 583000 §110,000 $184,000 §124,000 $250,000 $250,000
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
DOWNTOWN REVITALIZATION & ENHANCEMENT PROJECT
ESTIMATED STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND

CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2008
Project Length
Budget Actual
Operating Revenues:
Intergovernmental Revenues -
USDA Rural Development Grant $ 140,000 3 140,000
DECD STEAP Grant 1,000,000 489,232
Urban Action Grant 2,500,000
Leyland Share-MDP Design 9,000
Total Operating Revenues 3,640,000 638,232
Operating Expenditures: _
Downtown Revitalization & Enbancement:
Legal Services _ 179,729 177,045
Legal Services - DECD Contract 12,442 2,441
Architects & Engineers 338,000 229,916
Construction Costs - 495,000 |
Construction - Storrs Road 2,3 92,5_ 58
Construction - Walkway 222,271 222,271
Total Operating Expenditures 3,640,000 631,673
Operating Income/(Loss) 6,559
Fund Balance, July 1
Fund Balance, End of Period s - § 6,559
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD

DOWNTOWN REVITALIZATION & ENHANCEMENT PROJECT

USDA Grant#1.
USDA Grant #2
STEAP Grant #1
STEAP Grant #2
Urban Action

Total Funding

Expenditure Budget tem

$ 90,000
50,000
500,000
500,000
2,500,000
$ 3,640,000

BUDGET BREAKDOWN BY GRANT

- Complete
- Compiete

Legal

Legatl - Reserved for DECD

Salaries {Town Staff)

Architects

Construction Cosis

Construction - Storrs Road

Construction - Walkway
Total

Funding Source Total

USDA #1 USDA #2 STEAP #1 STEAP #2 Urban Action® Budget
3 - 3 - $ 179,729 § - $ 179,729
5,000 5,000 2,442 12,442
90,000 50,000 93,000 105,000 338,000
495,000 495,000
: 2,392,568 2,392,558
) 222,271 . 222,271
$ 90,000 $ 50,0000 $ 500,000 % 500,000 5 2,500,000 $ 3,640,000

* Irnprovements {o Storrs Road 03/30/07 - 12/31/2009
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Mansfield Downtown Revitalization Project

Project Descriptions

Project # Description Amount Status
84120 Mansfield Downtown Revitalization & Enhancement .
. USDA Rural Development (Munic. Development Proj Pian) $ 90,000 Complete
USDA Rural Development (Munic. Development Proj Plan} 50,000 Complete
DECD STEAP # 1 500,000 Substantially.complete
DECD STEAP # 2 500,000 Project Open
Project Budget 1,140,000
84121 USDA Rural Development (Storrs Ctr Economic Study) 35,000 Complete
84122 . Improvements to Storrs Road {DECD_!Urban Action) 2,500,000 Project Open
84123 Improvements to Storrs Road (DOT/"Coventry $") 2,500,000
84124 Improvements td Storrs Road (DOTILieberman) 2.50{_),000 '
84125 Parking Garage (DOT) - 490,000
84126 Parking Garage (DECD/Urban Action/Gov. Rell) 10,000,000
Total Budgets $ 18,165,000




SCHOOLS AND TOWN
September 30, 2008

Balance at July 1, 2008

Issued During Period

Retired During Period

Balance at 5/30/08

Schools Town Total
$655000  $1,850,000  $2,505,000
$665000  $1.850000  $2.505,000

CHANGES IN BOND AND NOTES QUTSTANDING

Promissory

Serial
Bonds BAN's - Note Total
Balance at July 1, 2008 $2,505,000 $2.505,000
Debt Issued
Debt Retired
Balance at 9/30/08 $2,505,000 $2,505,000
Original' Payment Date ‘ Pramiszory
Pescription Amount P&l i Bonds BAN's Note Total
1989 General Obligation 5,000,000 615 125 50,000 50,000
1980 General Obligation 2,525000 8M5  12M5 100,000 100,000
2004 Town Taxable Gen. Obligation Bond 2,580,000 601 12104 1,465,000 1,455,000
2004 School Genaral Obligation Bond 940,000 601  12/01 505,000 505,000
2004 Town General Obligation Bond 725,000 6/01 1201 .395,000 395,000
$11,780,000 $2,505,000 $2,505,000
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DETAIL OF DEBT OUTSTANDING
SCHOOLS AND TOWNS
September 30, 2008

Schools

Consists of -

1988 General Obligation Bonds:
Window Project/Sheds
Asbestos Removal
Code Compliance
Expansion & Renovation

1990 General Obligation Bonds:
Schools Expansion

2004 General Obligation Bonds:
MMS IRC

Town

Consists of -
1989 General Obligation Bonds:
' Route 275 Sidewalk
2004 Taxable GOB - Community Center
2004 General Obligation - Library

Tota! Debt Outstanding
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Original Balance
Amount 9/30/08
250,000
666,000 12,312
729,000 14,845
3,130,000 22,843
2,525,000 100,000
840,000 505,000
$8,240,000 $655,000
$225,000
2,590,000 1,455,000
725,000 395,000
$3,540,000 $1,850,000
$11,780,000 $2 505,000




TOWN OF MANSFIELD
SUMMARY OF INVESTMENTS

September 30, 2008

ALL OTHER FUNDS:
‘ Accrued
Rate of Date of Date of Interest
Institution Principal Interest Purchase Maturity @ 9/30/08
State Treasurer 18,418,700 2.265 Narious Various
Total Acorued Interest @ 8/30/08
tnterest Received 7/1/08 - 8/30/08
Total Interast, General Fund, 9/30/08
CAPITAL FUND:
Accrued
Rate of Date of Date of Interest
Institution Principai interest Pu;chase -Maturity @ 8/30/08
State Treasurer’ 140,020 2285 Various Various
Total Accrued Interest @ 9/30/08
Interest Received 7/1/08 - 9/30/08
Total Interest, Capital Fund @ 9/30/08
HEALTH INSURANCE FUND:
Accrueéﬂ .
Rate of Date of Date of Interest
institution Principal Interest Purchase  Maturlly @ 98/30/08
MBIA - Class 1,058,408 i Various Various
State Treasurer 128,624 2.265 Various Varlous

Total Accrued Interest @ 9/30/08
Interest Received 7/1/08 - 8/30/08

Total Interest, Health Irisurance Fund @ 9/30/08
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- 52615
52 615

3,722
3,722



Town of Mansfield

Memo
DATE October 3, 2008
To: Mait Hart, Town Manager
. Jeffrey Smith, Director of Finance
From: Christine Gamache, Collector of Revenue
SBubject: Amounts and % of Collections for 7/1/08 to 8/30/08 comparable to 7/1/07 to 9130107
GRAND LST ADJUSTED DELINQUENT
2007 ADJUSTMENTS LiST PAID % PAID BALANCE % DEL
RE 1st 10,206,106 (2,430) 10,293,676 - 10,073,168 97.9% 220,511 2.1%
PER 1st 443,771 (1,832} 441,940 418,170 94.8% 22,770 5.2%
MV 1,741 ,QQS (33,530) 1,708,376 1,466,243 85.8% 242,433 14.2%
Due 7/1/08 12,481,784 (37,792) 12,443,992 11,958,578 ‘ 96.1% 485414 3.9%
RE 2nd 10,283,840 18,501 ‘!0;312.341 354,619 34%. . 9957722 96.6%
PER 2nd "’ 438,045 (4,743 434,303 122,783 28.3% 311,820 T1.7%
Due 1/1/09 10,732,885 13,759 10,746,644 477,402 4.4% 10,268,242 95.6% _
l TOTAL 23,214,669 (24,033) 23,190,636 12,435,980 53.6% 10,754,656 46.4%
PRIOR YEARS COLLECTION
July 1, 2008 to September 30, 2008
Suspense Collections 38,426.55 Suspense Interest Less Fees §2,500.94
Prior Years Taxes 81,123.45 Interest and Lien Fees B0,378.75
149,550,01 o 122,879.69
GRAND LST ADJUSTED DELINQUENT
2006 ADJUSTMENTS LIST PAID °% PAID  BALANCE % BEL
RE 1st 9,564,198 24,740 9,588,936 9,413,945 98.2% 174,981 1.8%
PER 1st 403,041 (1,070) 401,972 392,480 97.6% 0,491 2.4%
MV 1,856,385 (36,711} 1,619,674 1,433,801 88.5_% 185,873 11.5%
Due 71107 11,623,622 {13,040) 11,610,582 11,240,227 96.8% 370,355 3.2%
RE 2nd 9,561,280 22,744 9,584,024 342 432 3.6% 9,241,802 96.4%
PER 2nd 398,0{%9 {1,004} 397,044 92,470 23.3% 304,574 78.7% -
Due 1/1/08 9,859,328 21,740 9,981,068 434,902 © 4.4% 9,548,166 95.6% :
TOTAL 21,582,850 8,700 21,591,650 11,675,129 54.1% . 9,916,521 45.8%
~ PRIOR YEARS COLLECTION
July 1, 2007 to September 30, 2007
Suspense Collections 4,731,112 Suspense interest Less Feas 3,458.18
Prior Years Taxes 120,147.38 Interest and Lien Fees 42.467.82
124,878.47 45,826.11
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
- BOARD OF EDUCATION

RECAP lOF SPECIAL EDUCATION REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES

As of September 30, 2008

REVENUE:
TUITION REVENUE:
RECEIVED TO DATE
OUTSTANDING RECEIVABLE
TOTAL TUITION REVENUE

EXCESS COST & STATE AGENCY GRANT
SERVICES FOR THE BLIND _
MEDICAID REIMBURSEMENT PROGRAM

TOTAL REVENUES

EXPENDITURES:
TUITION PAYMENTS (BALANCE):
PUBLIC
PRIVATE
- STATE AGENCY/PUBLIC
- STATE AGENCY/PRIVATE

'TOTAL TUITION PAYMENTS UNDER (OVER) BUDGET

TUITION COST OF REGULAR EDUCATION STUDENT PLACED
BY THE STATE (none at this time)

OCCUPATIONAL & PHYS THERAPY - UNDER (OVER) BUDGET
(AJC 112-62104-XXXXX-52) :

* TRANSPORTATION UNDER (OVER) BUDGET
“TOTAL EXPENDITURES BALANGE - UNDER (OVER)

TOTAL BALANCE UNDER (OVER) BUDGET
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18,890.50

__ 42153.50
- '81,044.00

0.00
0.00
213125

125,000.00
(142,746.96)

40,000.00 -

50,000.00
72,253.04

0.00

6,479.13

43,292.86

63,175.25

122,025.03



CAPITAL PROJECTS « OPEN EPACE
STATUS REFORT THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 2008

TAT - HINSR008 1123 AM

Expendad Current Estimated
Total Theu Yeor Urexpended Anlicipated
Acreane Budget 5M0/2008  Expendilures  Balance Grants
$4,286,B55
Expenditurss Prior to 82183 130,780
LINALLOGATED COSTS:
Appralsal Fees - Vatisus 17,765
Financial F pes 8,975
Legal Fess 10,710
Survey & Inspsclions 5475
Quideer Maintenance 8,240 {12}
Major Additions - Improvements 3,000
Misceifaneous Costs 2,827
Forest Stewardship-80° Ciitf Preserve 3,852
Parks Crordinaior 103,664
PROPERTY PURCHASES:
Bassetls Bridge Rd Lals 1,2,3 8.23 128,439
Baxter Property 2580 T 463,330
Bodwell Praperty 650 42,703
Buettiger, O, Parish Properly 108.00 301,579
Dorwart Propery . 5,750 800
Dunnack Properly 3200 35,151
- Eaton Properly 8.60 162,236
Fergusan Propedy 118 31,492
Fesik Proparly 7.40 7638
Hatch/Skinner Properly 3538 281,780
Heiinke Propisriy. 18.60 62,578
Larkin Properiy 1.7¢ ' 24202
McGregor Propery 210 8,804
MeShea Fropeny ) 1,500
* Meprow Meadew Park Develop. 15,00 )
Mameau Proparty 4,210
Muliane Property (Joshuats Trust) 17.00 10,000
Cisen Properly 58.75 104,132
Porler Property B.70 138,468
Reed Proparty 2370 88,527 )
Rich Proparly 102.80 283,322
Sibtey FProperty . 5057 W74
'Swanson Property [Browns-Rd) 28,00 64,425
Thompsor/Swanay Prop. {Bone Mill) 1,500
Torray Property 28,50 91,792
Vernon Properly 3,00 31,732
Estate of vernon - Propaity 6B8.41 257 886
Warren Properly 6.80 24,638
Watts Properly 2350 92,458
634,35 $4,2565,855 2,626,556 $488  $1,628511 50
Protost Name Braakdown of Expenditures of Prior tg B2/53
85105 - Local Funds 94/85 ' $230,000 1While Cadar Swamp » Purchase $50,000
85108 - Logal Funds 80791 227,855 [Appraisal Fees . 250
85105 - L.ocal Funds §7/93 280,000 {Financial Fees 5457
85105 - Local Funds 98/93 250,000 [Miscefianacus Costs 805
B5105 - Local Funds 89/05 . 250,000 |Unidentifiable (Prior 85/9D) 74478 1
85105 - Local Funds 00101 250,600
85105 - Local Support June 15, 2001 5,000 $130.790
85105 - Locat Funds 0102 250,000 '
86108 - Local Funds 02/03 . 75,000
85105 - Locs) Punds 03104 100,000
85105 - State Support - Rish Property 80,000
85108 - Btate Support - Halch/Skinner Propedy 126,000
85105 « State Support - Olsen Property 50,000
85105 - State Support - Verman Property 113,000 .
YET0Y - Autharized {Unissued) Bonding - 0587 1,000,000
B5114 - Bonded Funds _1,000.000 |
$4,250 856

*The Merrow Meadow Park properly was danated o us. Funds were expendsd io improve the proparty,
supporied parlially by a State grant In the amaount of 553,600,

oG M. Hart . . &, Padick

J. Smith J. Kaufman
C. Vincente .
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Deferred Maintenance Project #84260

Date

Project Description

Siatus

Estimated
Cost

Paid/EnC.,

Actual Balance

07/08
07/08
08/09

6/30/2008 Ending Balance

Year-end Board Funding
Captial Funding
Budget Appropriations

' Cham Link Fence Station 307 (Arrow

3 4,966
110,000
30,000

25,000

T

Community Center - Co-gen Project
(Fuss & O'Neill)

Completed

1 Fence) ‘ 2,500 188 966
. Completed

2 Repair vent system - MCC (Trane) 8,700 6,802 | 163,157
Radon Testfing at MCC Completed

3 {Brooks Environmental} 80T - 125 163,032
- JMaintenance Truck Completed

4 {Northwest Hills Dealership-10212)  j12/07 24,120 23,119 139,813

Baonner Electric - Emergency Service [Completed '
5 at Town Hall 10/07 4 500 2,857 137,066

"130 758

lnstall 3 Fire Statsons Completed ,

7 (Sonitrot} C 5,025 125,731
Install of Alarm at Dog Pound Completed ‘

8 (Sonitral) 1,014 124,717

Stockade Fence for Compactor ‘
Goodwirn Schoo! Completed

9 {Arrow Fence) 12167 2,500 2,790 121,927
Booster Heater, Kitchen at MMS = |Completed :

10 {Major Electric) ' ‘ 3,500 3,200 118,728
Repair folding partsilons at MMS Correct

11 1{CRF, inc) Coding o712 118,728

B 400-86274:55204:00 -

Renovaie LT, Offices - Town Hall Completed’ .

12 (T. Ward Builders) 11/07 2,634 116,094
Cleaning of Ol Tank, Goodwin School{Completed

13 (Kropp Environmental 11107 1,347 114,747
install Redon Gas Exhaust System; 1
roam at MMS Completed .

14 {Atlantic Ventilating) 1,485 113,252
Plow for Mainienance Truck Completed

15 (W.H, Rose) 4,300 4,243 109,009
Stockade fence for Generator Screen
at Southeast School Completed

16 4Arrow Fence), 2,229 108,008
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Deferred Maintenance Project #84280

Center)

Cap for ruck :

TCompleted |

Estimated
Data Project Description Status Cost Paid/EnC. | Actual Balance
Project Alferations to Town Hall - Prof. :
Services ‘ Compieted
17 Lawrence Associates) ' 10,086 08,924
Charge Def. Maint. A/C
(Parking Lot Lighting - Communlty Completsd

L ENBG

Repasr on Masnténance Truck

Completed |

19 (JP Morgar) 2/08 1,224 91,265
Trailer for Emergency Generator Completed

20 (WH Rose - 10423) 3/08 1,055 1,955 89,310
New Transmission for Kubota Tractor jCompleted

.21 {Kahn Tractor Sales) 2/08 1,823 87,487

Rebuitd Emergency Generator {Compieted

22 {Bigelow Electric - 10560) 3/08 4,372 83,114
Man Lit for Lights (Repairs) Completed ‘

23 (Rosal's Rentals - 10561) 6/08 517 82,697
Heating System at Community Center |Completed

24 (Trane) 6/08 5,000 5,000 77,587
AJC for IT office at Town Hall Completed

25 {Johnstone Supply - 10424) 6/08 4,857 4,057 72,640
IT office Work Stations Cormpleted .

26 (Wyndham Interiors - 7471} 6/08 958 71,672

Completed '

27 Sonitrol Communications 1/08 1,014 70,658
Parts for A/C Repair Completed

28 {JP Morgan) 2/08 1,061 69,508
Parts for Maintenance Repairs

29 {JP Morgan) 404 69,183
Control Board for Community Center |Completed ‘

30 (T rane & .}ohnstone Supply) /08 1,315 67 878

e ARl

31 {Chris’ Automotive) 4108 1,461 66,417

32 Fuss & O'Neill Project ' 5010 61,407

33 Fuss & O'Neill Project 3,429 . 62,588
Watt Meters for measuring Completed

34 {Major Electric) - 8/08 770 65,647
New Panel at Southeast Schodl Completed

35 (Sonitrol Communications) 6/08 1,229 64,419 |
Safety Shirts Completed

36 |(4imprint - 67111) 6/08 647 63,772
Permit Fees - MMS Heating Project :

37 |(State Educational Fees) Applied 6/08 508 83,164
Fire Alarm Parts Compieted

38 (JP Morgan) 6/08 1,130 62,033

. |Emeargency Generator Parls Compleied’
39 [(Major Electric) 8/08 475 61,558

~140-



Deferred Maintenance Project #54280

Estimated
Date Project Description Status Cost Paid/EnC. ! Actual Balance
Evaluation of Siemen's Projest Completed :
40 {Fuss & O'Nelll - 7464) 8/08 1,200 80,358
Fire Alarm Parts -
Town Buildings and Schools Completed
41 - {Johnsione Supply - 10424) 9/08 768 59,589
Variable Speed Drive for MCC Heat jCompleted
42 {Trane - 10564) 9/08 3,727 55,862
' Heating at MCC Completed
43 (Major Eleciric - 10840) 9/08 295 55,587
" 1Parts for MCC Repairs Completed
44 (Allston Supoply - 108110) 9/08 313 55,254
- IMaintenance Equipment Completed
45 {(Allston Supply - 108111} 10/08 1,112 54,142
A/C at Town Hall Completed '
48 (Johnstone - 10573) 9/08 7,200 7,068 47073
MCC Heating System Completed
47 {Automated Building Systems) 9/08 1,102 45,871
Public Works Garage Door Repair Completed .
- 48 (NE Overhead Door - 10635) /08 2,721 43,250
Compost Bins Pads - Schools Completed
49 (OL Willizrd) : 10/08 373 42,877
Compost Bins Pads - Schools Completed :
50 {Mansfield Supply) 10/08 112 | 42,765
AJC at Town Hail Server Room Completed
51 {JP Morgan) 16/08 348 42,417
- 52 Industrigl Construction : 2,742 38,675
Parts for New Greenhouses -
‘ . |Elementary Schools ) Completed
53 (WH Milikowski - 108101) 10/08 1,158 38,517
Furndce at Fire Station #207 Completed
54 (Johnstone Supply - 108114) 10/08 3,000 35,517
Computer Monitors - Faciiities
Management Dept. Completed
55 {CDW Government - 108100) 106/08 640 34,877
Door Lock Repaor for Security .
Systems Completed
58 {Professional Lock) 10/08 1,972 32905
Fence for Compactor at Southeast Complated .
57 (Arrow Fence) 10/08 7475 25,428
Doors at MMS Completed
58 (NE Door Closer) 110/08 1,637 23,792
Concrete Pads for Southeast
Compactor
(Jd Mottes Co.) Cormpleted :
59 10/08 911 22,881
Bollards for Senior Center Parking Completed
80 (Arrow Fence - 108113) 10/08 3,520 19,361
Parts for Pad at Southeast Completed
61 (OL Willard) |10/08 301 19,060

~141-



11/8/2r 532 PM

AWARD OF CONTRACTS BY OTHER THAN
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capital projectsfbids/Worksheet in September 2008.0bd 29

FORMAL COMPETITIVE BID
FISCAL YEAR 08/09
: Other
Contract Contract Solicited Reason for not using
Contracior _ Project Date Amount Vendors Formal Bid Procedure
- Bata Group, Inc. : - 7 Gurleyville Road Bridge Eng. Svcé 8/26/2008 29,800.00 9 Proposals RFP
W h Preuss & Sons : ) Mower w/Diesel Engine © 9/23/2008 12,879.00 NA State Bid
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Town of Mansfield

: Monthly Revenue Summary by Source
Fiscal Year: 2009 for the Periocds from 07312008 to 08302008

L L e Y

Account Description

Taxes and Related Items

40101
40162
40103
40104
40105
40106
40108

Total Taxes and

Current Year

Levy

Prior Year Levy

Interest & Li
Motor Vehicle
Susp. Coll. T

Susp. Coll. Int.

Motor Vehicle

Related Items

Licenses and Permits

40201
40202
40203
46204
40210
40211
40212
40214
40223
40224
40230
40231
40232
44233
40234

Misc Licenses

en Fees
Supplement
axeg - Trnsc.
- Trnsc.
Penalty

& Permits

Sport Licenses

Dog Licenses

Conveyance Tax

Trailer & Sub
Zoning Permit

divigion Pexrmits
8

Zba Bpplications

Iwa Permits
Sewar Permits
Road Permits
Building Perm

its

Adm Cost Reimb-permits
Housing Code. Permits
Housing Code Penalties

Landlord Regi

Total Licenses and Permits

Fed. Support Gov
40352 Payment In Lieu Of Taxes
40357 Social Serv Block Grant

Total Fed. Support Gov

State Support Bducation
40401 Education Assistance
40402 School Transportation

Total State Support Education

State Support Gov

40451
40454
40455
404586
40457
40458

Pilot -~ State
Circuit Crt-p

strations

Property
arking Fines

Circuit Breaker
Tax Relief ¥or Elderly
Library - Comnecticard/ill

Libraxy - Bas

ig Grant

Estimated
Revenues

22,888,695.00
200,000.00
125,000.00
175,000.00
6,000.00
4,000.00

.00

23,398,685.00

2,100.00

. 700.00
7,500.00
154,000,060
8,000.00
20,000.00
2,000.00
5,000.00

- 50.00
1,500.00
210, 000,00
100.00
84,900.00
100.09
1,000.00

492,950,00

1,850.00
3,650.00

5,500.00

10,070,680.00
2B3,060.00

10,353,740.00

8,368,470.00
.00

38, 800.00
2,000.00
14,000.00
2,500.00

Page 1
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08312008 Current Current Remaining
Revenue Debits Credits Balance
12,220,865.49 5,182.75 216,452.44 10,456,559.82
97,368.20 1,455.53 41,902.70 62,184 .63
31,558.08 1,136.12 17,304.09 77,272.958
107.46 107.46 .00 175,000.00
11,781.70 .00 2.280.86 -8,072.56.
16,520.43 .00 3,510.57 ~16,031.00
197.58 .00 30.00 ~227.58
12,378,409.94 7,881.86 281,480 .66 10,746,686.26
479 .00 .00 2312.00 1,408.00
30.50 . G0 19,9060 . 650.50
2,648.00 .00 407 .60 4,444 .40
28,963.83 .00 5,2532.50 115,776.61
.00 .00 .00 B,000.00
5,360.00 L0 600.00 14,040.00
1,600.00 .80 .00 480,00
1,725.00 .00 Z250.00 3,025,00
.00 .00 .00 50.00
450,00 .00 50.00 1,000.00
33,316.00 .00 12,975.00 163 ,7092.00
. 62,00 .00 2.00 36.00
16,500.00 0o 4,530.00 63,870.00
.80 .00 00 100,00
150.06 .00 75.00 775.00
81,290.39 A28} 24,374.10 377,285.51
.0g .00 Qo 1,85¢.00
.00 .00 .00 3,650.00
134] a0 .00 5,500.00
.00 .00 .00 10,070,680.00
.00 .00 .00 283,060.00
00 .00 .00 10,3853,740.0G0
06 .00 Q0 8,368,470.00
1,140.00 i .00 ~1,3140.00
.00 .00 .00 38,800.00
.00 .00 2,000.00 .00
.00 .00 .00 14,000.00
.00 .00 .00 2,580.00
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Town of Mansfield
Monthly Revenue Summary- by Source
Fiseal Year: 2009 for the Periods from $7312008 to 02302008

Current

Pa

Eatimated 48312008
Account Descrlptxon Revenues Revenue
40459 Tax Credit New Mfg Equipment : 3,5800.00 .00
40460 Boalt Reimbursement . : 2,500.00 .00
40462 Disability Exempt Reimb 800.00 .00
P 40465 Emerg Mgmt Performance Grant 7,000.00 .00
40469 Veterans Reimb ) 6,900.00 .00
40494 Judicial Revenue Distribution 3,000.00 2,040.00
40498 Pilot-holinko Estates 13,500.00 .00
Total State Support Gov 8,463,370.00 3,180.00
Charge for Services
40604 Data Process Serv- reg 19 10,700.00 -0
40605 Region 19 Financial Serv : 75,110.00 .00
40606 Health District Services . - 14,860,00 .00
40610 Recording 50,000.00 11,739.00
40611 Copies Of Recgords 18,450.00 1,945.40
40612 Vital Statistics 5,000.00 1,212.00
40613 Sale Of Maps/regs 100,00 4.00
1 40620 Police Service 25,000.00 ~699.00
. 40622 Redemption/Release Fees 3,000.00 736.00
Y 40625 Animal Adoption Fees 1,600.00 155.00
I 40628 Redempbion Fees-Hampton/Scot 400.00 .00
40629 Adoption Fees-Hampton Scotland 20.00 .00
40641 Postage On Overdue Books 17,000.00 2,937.6%
40650 Blue Prints . L0G.00 $.00
40656 Reg Dist 19 Grnds Mntnce 75,830.00 .00
40663 Zoning Regulations 250.00 30.00
40671 Day Care Grounds Maintenance . 10,700,00 .00
40674 Charge for Bervices : 2,000.00 .00
40678 Celeron 5S4 Assoc Bikepath Main 2,700.00 .00
Total Charge for Services 312,820.00 18,069.05
Fines and Forfeitures
40702 Parking Tickets - Town 4,500.00 240.00
40710 Building Fines 250,00 30.00
40711 Landlord Registration Penalty 90,680 .00
Total Fines and Forfeitures 4,840.00 270.00
Miscellanecus )
4C801 Rent ) 5,590.00 1,482.00
40804 Rent -~ Historical Soc . : 2,000.00 950.00
40807 Rent - Town Hall 500.00 .00
40808 Rent - Seniocr Center -100.00 .00
40813 General Assistance - Indiv. .00 3,121.49
40817 Telecom Sexrvices Payment 100,000.00 .00
40820 Interest Income 550,000.00 - 31,324.84
40825 Eent - R19 Maintenance 2,780.00 .00
40890 Other 2,750.00 30.30

Current Remaining
Credits Balance

.0o 3,900.00

.00 2,500.00

.00 B0O.0OO
7,658.66 -658.66
06 6,900.00

00 960.00

.Q0 13,500.G0
9,658.66 8,450,531.34
.06 10,700.00

.00 75,110.00

.00 14,860,00
3,497.00 34,764 .00
681.90 15,822.70
584.00 3,204.00
.00 96.00
2,840.00 22,8559.00
361.60 1,903.00
75.600 1,370.00
.00 400.00

.00 20,00
1,233.30 12,829,05
.00 91,00

.00 75,830.00

.00 ‘220.00

.00 10,700.00

.00 Z,000.00
2,700.00 .00
11,572.20 282,778.75
320.00 3,940.00
50.00 170.00
.00 90.00
370.00 4,200.00
6 4,108.00
350,00 700.00
100.00 400.00
.00 100,00

274 .54 -3,3586.03

) .00 i00,000.00
21,290.17 497,384.99
.00 2,780.00
5,585%.59 -2,839.88
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Town of Mansfield
Monthly Revenue Summary by Source
Fiscal Year: 2009 for the Periods £rom 07312008 to (2302008

Estimated 08312008 Curxent Current Remaining

Account Description Revenues Revenue Debits " Credits Balance
Total Miscellaneous . 563,730.00 35,908.63 N 27,574.30 59%,247.07

Operating Transfers In

- 40928 School Cafeteria ’ 2,500.00 0o a9 .00 2,500.00
Tokal Operating Transfers In 2,500.00 . G0 a0 Qo 3,500.00
Total 111 General Fund - Town ' 43,698,145.00 12,528,128.01 . 7,88L.86 355,422.92 30,822,468.93
Fkkkk GRAND TOTARL +**x+w : _ 43,698,145.00 12,528,128.01 7,881.86 355,429.,92 30,822,468.93

—————— SELECTION LEGEND -=-w--
Accpunt Type: R
Fugg: 111 TO 111

I
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Fiscal Year: 2009 for the Periods from 07312008 to 09302008

cat 13:11:34 by CTRAHAN

. Town of Mansfield
Monthly Expenditure Summary by Activity

Acoe

ount Pescription

111 General Fund - Town
General Governmenit

~9yL-

11100
12100
12200
131006
13200
14200
‘35100
15200
16100
16200
16300
16402
16510
16511
16600
30800

Legiglative

Municipal Management
Human Resources

Town Attorney

Probate

Registrars

Town Clerk

General Elections
Finance Administration
hAroeocounting & Disbursements
Revenue Collections
Properiy Assessment
Central Copying
Central Services
Information Technology
Facilities Management -

Total G@nera1 Government

Public Safety
212480
21300
22101
22155
22160
23100

Police Services

Aniwmal Control

Fire Marshal

Fire & Emerg Services Admin
Fire & Emergency Services
BEmergency Management

Total Public Safety

Public Works
30100
30200
30300
30400
30600
. 30700

Public Works Administration
Supervision & Operations
Road Services

Grounds Maintenance
Equipment Maintehance
Engineering

Total Public Works

Community*Services

423100
42202
42204
42210
42300
43100
45000

Human Services Administration
Mansfield Challenge - Winter
¥Youth Employment - Middle Sch
Youth Services

Senior Services

Library Services Admin
Contributions To Area Agency

Appropriated

74,235.00
185,720.00
96,420.00
20,000.00
2,1.20.00
62,560.00
182,440.00
17, 550.00
71,160.00
261,050.00
149,820.00
198,510.00
39,000.00
33,500.00
64,700.00
839,370.00

2,298,155.00

930,750.00
85,740.00
119, 870.60

- 205,970.00
1,354,330.00

'35,140.00

28, 080.00

87, 080.00
T55,07%.00
329,730.00
‘544,110.00
183,400.00

1,927,470.00

277,430.00
2,650.00
4,000.00

125,870.00

217,000.00

598,220.00

315,780.00

Balance

Current
Pre-Encum

18,506.46
30,578.21
5,725 .34
.00

.00
2,322.33
33,642.40
1,420.15
15,182.48
51,821.00
3%,648.75
29,223 .40
.00
1,716.22
4,015.86
77,272 .05

307,074.65

45,123.,07
13,660.,33
32,279.06
20,476.01

311,868.86

6,503.01

2,731,840.00

429,910.34

29,202.21
16,100.24
130,031.69
57,655.37
38,5855.57
32,937.9%96

304,883.04

31,085.62

60.73 -

~600.00
22,278.25
35,886.35
103,750.43
192,280.87

28,344 .24
1,080.60
.00
11,854.11
.00
 53,701.38
.00
66,636.09
.00
661.00
.00
.00
330.17
293.80
1,284.97
.00
oo
.00
.00
.ao0
7.,975.58
108,800.00

Pay

L

Current Current Remaining
Encumbrance Expenses Balance
.00 55,432.66 18,802.34
.00 44,592.57 14%,127.43
.00 14,200.60 82,219.40
00 .00 20,000.00
. Do 8.97 2,111.03
.ao 6,446 .35 56,113.65
.00 41,733.04 135,451.860
.00 1,4$8.59 16,081.4%
.00 22,070.50 49,089.50
00 74,474,776 186,575.24
00 34,237.06 115,258.42
.00 42,982 .35 155,280.41
.00 .00 35%,000.00
.00 3,008.0% 30,264.73
.00 4,015.86 60,684.14
.00 86,107.61 730,872.33
R HH 430G,778.93 1,839,031.83
.00 59,606.59 870,102.81
.00 21,068.32 64,671.68
D0 30,930.97 TF,084.92
.00 32,002.40 173,967.60
.00 376,338,863 924 ,285.99
.00 9,069.43 26,070.57

.60 529,016.34 2,136,187.57

40,333.34
22,380.37
180,313.68
86,076.94
72,392.94
45,851.76

45,309.29
§7.62
~600.00
32,484.05
52,394 .86
147,744 .24
63,480.87

~12,253.34
64,038.63
574,7756.32
243,653 .06
471,386.80.
137,254.44

447,349.03 1,478,836.00

232,120.71
2,582.38
4,600.00

93,385.95

164,605.14

447,499.48

143,489.13
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i Town of Mansfield
Monthly Expenditure Summary by bdetivity
Figcal Year: 2009 for the Periods from 07312008 to 02302008

} . Current Current Current Remaining
Account Description Appropriated Balance Pre-Encum Encumbrance Expenses Balance
Total Commmity Services 1,540,953.00 364,752.32 116,775.58' 00 340,881.63 1,083,282.79
Community Development .
: : 30800 Building Inspection 160,490.00 21,932,22 .40 00 31,238.08 129,280,982
30810 Housing Inspectlon 127,610.00 21,378.44 .00 iy 331,713.85 - 95,896,155
51100 Planning Administration 230,160.00 36,283.95 .00 .00 53,974.89 176,185,131 -
52100 Planning/Zoning Inland/Wetlind 24,050.00 594.58 . .00 .00 1,195.78 22,854 .22
58000 Boards and Commissions §,500.00 90.00 165.08 ) .00 374.57 5,960.35
Total Community Development 548, 810.00 BO,279.%16 165.08 00 118,498 .17 430,146.75
Town-Wide Expenditures -
71000 Bmployee Behefit 2,385,750.00 387,542.81 .00 .00 563,480.96 1,822,269.04
72000 Insurance 118,330.00 113,230.20 81,087.00 .00 32,943.20 4,299.8¢
73000 Contingency 143,675.00 .00 .00 .00 .60 143,675.00
1 Total Town-Wide Expenditures 2,647,755.00 500,773.01L  91,087.00 .00 596,424.16 1,970,243.84
f: Othexr Financing :
1 92000 Other Financing Uses 954, 560.00 .60 .00 .00 .00 954,660.00
Total Other Financing 954,660.00 00 -0o .00 .00 954,660..00
Total 111 General Fund - Town 12,645,640.0 1,987,672.52 494,2Z92.9% .00 2,462,9348.26 9,892,398.78

*¥#%% GRAND TOTAL #*k¥s

== =ome mmmsmmmar  morstrromSioT Stamshamat

SELECTION LEGEND
Account Type: B
Fund: 111 TO 111
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Mansfield Board of Educabion

Monthly Expenditure Summary by Activity
Fiscal Year: 2009 for the Periods from 07312008 to 08302008

Pa

-8 1~

61101
61102
61104
61105
61106
61107
61108
513109
61110
6111l
61115
61122
61123
61201
61202
61204
61310
61400
61600
61200
62102
62103
62104
62105
62106
62108
62201
62202
62302
62310
62401
62402
62404
62520
62521
62523
62601
62710
62801
62802
63430
63440
68000
69000

Reqular Instruction
English

World Languages

Health & Safety

Physical Education

Axrt

Mathematics

Music

Science

Social Studies

“Information Technology
Family & Consumeyr Science
Technology Education
Special Ed Instruction
Enrichment

Preschool

Remedial Education

Summer School

Tuition Payments .
Central Service-Instr Suppl.
Guidance Services

Health Services
Occupational & Phys. Therapy
Speech And Hearing Services
Pupil Services - Testing
Pgsycheological Services
Curriculum Pevelopment
Professional Development
Media Services '

Library

Board Of Education
Superintendent's Office
Special Education Admin
Principals' Office Services
Support Services - Central
Field Studies

Business Management .
Plant Operations - Building
Regular Transporitation
Spec Ed Trangportation
After School Program '
Athletic Program

Employee Benefits
Transfers Out To Other Funds

Total 112 General Fund - Board

20,930,860.0 Z2,253,647.79 1,304,835.5

.00 3,532,202.65 16,093,761.8

Current Current Current Remaining

Appropriated Balance Pre-HEncum Encumbrance Expenges | Balance
7,247,820.00 331,412.83 .00 .00 921,952.31 6,325,867.69
. 54,160.08 17,645 .58 3,103.78 .00 18,885.82 32,170.33
10,740.00 1,511.60 816.38 GO 1,260.12 8,663.50
8,870.00 1,068.48 84.00 6o 1,310.32 7,475.68
14,750.00 9,460.48 5,411.66 .00 5,585.98 3,752.36
15,130.40 9,123.73 4,/851.17 .00 3,B62.63 6,416.20
30,200.00 8,708.70 2,835.74 .00 B,224.16 19,1406.10
19,800.00 6,359.81 1,311.22 .00 7,196.82 11,281.96
31,280.00 10,323.40 2,438.06 .00 8,588.73 20,253.21°
24,210.00 5,552.00 1,521.48 .00 4,611.24 18,077.28
286,000.006 . 173,857.97 29,555.42 .00 155,807.34 100,637.24
©10,1756.00 6,584,05 6,298.97 .00 959,93 2,911.10
11,580.00 3,355.8¢6 304.57 .00 3,732.37 7,543.06
1,438,850.00 55,291.73 1,772.50 .00 184,854.85 1,252,322.61
398,380.00 17,.617.03 3,450.30 .00 45,323.72 350,605.98
305,900.00 15,048.15 508.74 .00 44,8892.38 264,50%.88
363,280.00 20,721.30 198.10 .80 55,572.88 307,518.02
36,000.00 39%,905.97 .00 00 39,989.13 -3,985.13
310,000.00 8,300.00 . 95,3%0.00 .00 14,215.00 200,415.00
245,440,080 94,3585.63 5,861.30 .00 97,728.77 141,849,983
124,460.00 9,626.75 563,03 .00 17,587.80 106,2589.17
1%8,340.00- - 13,582.16 - 192.51 .00 32,921.74 165,225,785
2311,000.00 20,240.00 B1,688.00 .00 13,054.32 116,256 .68
170,530.00 13,427.51 367.15 .00 38,1589.01 131,963.84
11,570.00 .00 .00 .00 .00 11,5%0.00
328,400.00 12,369.81 626.87 .00 33,454.73 294,318.40
273,580.00 48,775.65 2,441.26 .00 56,457.18 214,691.56
38,830.00 1,700.79 4, 629.00 .00 4,562.56 29,738.44
63,550.,00 22,685.95 15,069.24 .00 12,675.22 35,801.54
-274,080.00 14,749.48 2,055.33 .00 45,702.04 226,325.63
431,240.00 1%3,630.01 891,95 00 204,153,458 226,194.60
363,060.00 42,797.59 670.00 00 66,026.43 -2896,363.57
263,630,00 46,645 .46 .0e 00 67,105.06 196,524 .94
822,180.00 167,455.45 2,548.73 .00 234,111.19 685,520.08
32,620.00 5,307,118 740:77 .00 5,241.45 26,637.78
13,500.00 .00 - .06 .00 700.00 12,800.00
331,190.00 79,305.46 43,662.00 00 44,778.03 242,749.97
1,786,410.00 192,131.44 23,315.99 .00 248,487.36 1,514,606.65
720,8006.00 8,527.53 B79,210.67 .00 6,337.60 -164,748.27
162,000.00 15,170.40 77,859.18 .00 20,570.40 63,570.42
4G,330.00 .00 o0 .00 .00 40,330.00
32,120.00 ~894,36 2,608.48 .00 -894 .36 30,405.88
3,212,740.00 510,067.23 .00 .00 760,398.83 2,452,341.17
60,850.00 .00 .00 .00 - .00 60,850.00
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Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council

From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager ﬂ’ﬁ’»‘d//

cc: Maria Capriola, Assistant o Town Manager
Date: December 8, 2008

Re: Registrar and Deputy Registrar Compensation

Subject Matter/Background

Currently the Town of Mansfield has two Registrars. Regzstrars are elected by the

public and serve for two- -year terms. Mansfield’s upcoming Registrars’ term begins
January 1, 2009 and expires December 31, 2010. Mansfield also has two Deputy

Registrars whom are appointed by and serve at the will of the Registrars.

Registrars and Deputy Registrars work part-time and hours fluctuate based on.
elections, primaries, and referendums. The current hourly rate of pay for the Registrars
is $20.02/hour and the Deputy Registrars current hourly rate of pay is $15.02/hour. Itis
important to note that the Registrars do not receive any benefits or compensatson
outside of their hourly rate.

At the December 3, 2008 meeting, the Personnel Commitiee reviewed and discussed
options regarding the compensation for Registrars and Deputy Registrars. The
Committee endorsed a two-percent increase for the 2009-2010 term, which would result
in a wage of $20.42/hour for the Registrars and $15.32/hour for Deputy Registrars.

- Because by law the Registrars cannot receive a wage adjustment mid-term, the
proposed adjustment would be a one time increase effective January 1, 2009.

Financial Impact

In non-presidential election years, total hours worked for Registrars has often been
equivalent to 15-20 hours worked per week per Registrar. At fifteen hours per week for
both Registrars, the impact on calendar year 2009 would be an additional $626; at
twenty hours per week, the impact on calendar year 2009 would be an additional $835.
Since Registrars cannot receive an increase in compensation mid-term, there would be
no increase for calendar year 2010. Based on the budgeted amount of salaries for
Deputy Registrars, their hourly rate increase would be expected to have less than a $25
impact on the budget.

Legal Review |
An opinion from former Town Attorney Daniel Lamont provides that the Reglstrars as

elected officials, cannot receive raise(s) mid-term pursuant to the State Constitution,
Article XIX. As a result, if Mansfield’s Registrars are to receive a wage increase for the
current term, now would be an appropriate time to act on this matter.

~148-



Recommendation
The Personnel Committee recommends that the Town Council establish a wage of

$20.42 per hour for the Registrars, and a wage of $15.32 per hour for the Deputy
Registrars.

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

Move, effective January 1, 2009, to set the pay rate for the Registrars at $20.42 per
hour, and the pay rate for Deputy Registrars at $15.32 per hour.

~-150~




Item #11

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

- To: Town Council
From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager Mﬂv/‘/
CcC: Mansfield Department Heads
Date: December 8, 2008
Re: Town Manager's Goals and Objectives for FY 2008/09

Subject Matter/Background ,

Attached please find my suggested goals for the current rating period. | reviewed a
draft set of goals with the Personnel Committee, and have made revisions based upon
the committee’s suggestions. |

| wish to emphasize a few key points. One, | have intentionally linked the goals and
objectives to Mansfield 2020: A Unified Vision, in order to emphasize the importance of
the plan as a policy document. The only exception to this rule is the section on General
- Government and Finance, this section is largely compatible with the vision point on
sustainability. Second, please riote that many of the goals and objectives are longer
term in nature, extending over a period of years.

Rec'o'mmengation

| wish to solicit any commentis or questions that the Town Council may have regarding
the recommended goals and objectives, and would appreciate your endorsement of the
same.

If the Town Council supports this request, the following motion would be in order:

Move, effective December 8, 2008, to endorse the Town Manager's Goals and
Objectives for FY 2008/09.

Attachments
1) Town Manager's Goals and Objectives for FY 2008/09

-151-



Town of Mansfield
Town Manager's Goals
FY 2008/09

Vision Point: General Government and Finance

Action ilern: General Government and Finance - Engage and lead Mansfield's management leam fo ensure that Town staffing, organizational and financial structure is appropriate 10 meet present
and future challenges, and take advantage of apportunities presenfed by digital technology. Serve as effective and responsible steward of municipal finances and assets. Promote pubiic
participation and efficiency in town government and the public education of town residents. ) '

Assigned
No. Task Objective Staff/Other Manager's Role
. - Negotiate successor agreements with firefighter/EMT, professional & technical, M. Capriola Negotiation and coordination; analysis,
1 Coliective Bargaining - ; ; o Lo ; .
and public works unions /Labor Counsel {editing and drafling; public preseniations
. Prepare and submit proposed FY 2009/10 Budget and Capital Improvement . e . -
2 ETPZGOQH 0 Operating Budget and Program to Town Councit and the community. Enhance policy focus and Budget Team g; de t:;gg;nar.!d sggéda?:stg:{aﬁgigsxs, editing
. discussion as part of the preparation of these imporiant financial plans, 9.p P
3 FY 2007/08 CAFR Prepar.e and submit FY 2007/08 Cqmprehenszve Annual Financial Report to Town |J. Smith/C. Oversight
Council Trahan
Human Resource Management Prepare proposed ordinance concerning various human resource management . Oversight and coordination; analysis, editing
4 X L . - M. Capricla N N .
Practices and Policles practices and policies and drafting; public presentations
Present plan to Town Councll at 9/8/08 mesting. Assist Town Council with review Strateqic Oversiaht and coordination: analvsie. editin
] 5 Mansfield 2020 A Unified Vision and prioritization of strategic plan. Make plan widely available, particularly through - g . " - analysis, 9
o planning team  |and drafting; public presentations
et wab applications. . .
bsl
N
I Develop vision point and action plan focused on governmental organization, with a
particular focus on promoting sustainability; leadership; personal and professional . _
Mansfield 2020 - Government vision [accountability; citizen communications and service; and successor planning and . Oversight and coordination; analysis, editing
8 ] . IR Leadership team N . ]
point professional development for staff. Include components in the pian to develop and drafting; public presentations
performance measures and a system of program evaluation that is sultable for an
organization of Mansfield’s size and resources. Also include steps in the action
plan to promote additional efficiencies and service delivery partnerships.
7 {Personnel Rules Complete revisicn to Personnel Rules M. Capriola Oversrgh‘t az?d co?rdlnation; apatysns, editing
and drafting; public presentations
. . . . Professional reading; attend seminars and
Professional Development Continue professional development activities . conferences
Town Council Media Project Seek grant funding for Town Council media project J. Russelt Oversight :
10 [Town Manager's report Enhance organization and content of report ) SA Chaine g:gzs:g;itnznd coordination; analysis, editing
11 Website Upgrade Initiate website update project J. Russell Oversight

TMGoals-FYZ2008-09.xis




Vision Point: Sustainability and Planning

Town of Mansfield
Town Manager's Goals
FY 2008/09

h Mansfield’s plan of conservation and development and

Action item: Economic Development - Creale and implement policies and programs for economic development that are consistent wif

Storrs Center

related agresment

Assigned
No., Task Objective Staff/Other Manager's Role
. Complete review of financials related to Stoers Center project; assist Town Council . e L
12 Mansfield Dawntown Partnarship with negotiation of pofential deveiopment agreement with LeylandAlliance, or any  |J. Smith/ERA Nsgatiation and coordination; analysis,

editing and draffing; public presentations

Action itern. Environmental - Incorporale principles of sustainabilify info Mansfield's identity by creating and implementing poficies, praclices and programs.

%

Assigned
No. Task Objective StaffiOther Manager's Role
13 |Four Schaols Renovations Project Work to ensure application of alternate and clean energy sources as part of Fou Schooi. Building Overmgh} ar_td coc_ardmatmn; gnaiys;s, editing
Schoals project : Commitiee and drafting; public presentations
Mansfield Community Center . . . . ) . J. Smith/w. ;
14 Cogeneration Unit Compilete installation of cogeneration unit at Mansfleld Community Center Hammon Oversight
Mansfield Middle School Fuel . . . _ - S ] J. Smith/W, . e :
. 15 Conversion Project Bid fuel conversion project; seek state funding for gas line; initiate construction Hammon Oversight and coordination; analysis
6 Pur'ci-)asmg procedure'_s and Financial {Assist Finance Ce‘mmﬂh‘eg aFd Town Council with review of purchasm_g procedures & Smith Oversight and coordination; analysis
Policies and related financial policies; prepare proposed ordinance as appropriate
] iu " Staif
bt 17 [Sustainability Audit Conduct sustainability audit of municipal operations, practices and programs Sustainability Oversight and coordination; analysis
- ' Commitiee
H

Action itemn: Sewer/Waler - Establish and implement a comprehensive poitcy for sustainabie water and sewer service that address Mansfleld’s short term and fong term needs.

Assigned
No. Task Objective Staff/Other Manager's Role
’ i Hultgren/Four
18  {Four Comers Sewer project \;\g?]rrkg)i iﬁ:g‘iifgfgg;:gee and staff to develop proposed financing plan for E;)\rl?se;fys‘ewer Oversight and coordination; analysis ‘
Committee
Action item: Transportation - Creale/implement sustainabie fransportation systems,
: Assigned
No. Task Obiective Staff/Other Manager's Role
Hunting Lodge Road : :
18 |Sidewsli/Bikeway Initiate and make substaniial prograss on construction of sidewali/bikeway L. Hultgren Oversight

TviGoals-FY2008-09.xls




Town of Mansfield
Town Manager's Goals
FY 2008/08

* Vision Polnt: Historic and Rural Character, Open Space and Working Farms

Action item: Preservation - Preserve existing farms and open space in Mansfieid while increasing the number of farms and farming opportunifies.

Assigned
No, Task Objective Staff!Other Manager's Role
Jd.
- . ‘ i . Kaufman/Open . N N
20 armiand and Open Space Continue to pursue acquisition of key farmiand and open space parcels, in Space |Oversight and coordination; analysis, editing
. |Preservation furtherance of plan of conservation and development . and drafting; public presentations
Preservation
Committes
Vision Point: Housing
Action item: Promoting neighborhcod cohesion; 'prevenﬁng blight problems; and reduction in property mainfenance problems. .
Assigned
No. Task Objective StaffflOther Manager's Role
Support and facilitate work of committee to review potential enhancements to the )
* |Committee on Community Quality of Mal.—'s'ﬁe{d !—_iousmg Code and e?ﬂsﬂﬂg pupilxc safety'and nuisance abate_ment M. Ninteau/G. Oversight and coordination; analysis, editing
21 . ordinances; consider the adoption of additional ordinances and regulations . L . ]
Life . i ) . L Padick and drafting; public presentations
designed to promote and protect community quality of life, and assist with other i
aspects of committee's charge.
I . . Participate in housing autherity study of additional affordable and workforce I _—
:-; 22 |Mansfield Housing Authority housing opportunities K. Grunwald Coordination
N
I
Vision Point: K-12 Education and Early Childhood
Action item: Infrastruciure - Mainfain and enhance infrastructure deigned lo promote sustainabilify and holistic education.
Assigned
No, Task Objective iStafffOther Manager's Role
. J. Smith/W. :
. . As member of school building committee, develop proposed school renovation Hammon/School [Oversight and coordination; analysis, editing
23 |Four Schaols Renovation Project project for submission to Town Council and Board of Education Building and drafting; public presentiations
Commitiee
Visicn Point: Public Safety . .
Action item: Police - Ensure efficient and effeclive deployment of resources fto meet community demands and needs.
Assigned
No. Task Objective Staff/Other Manager's Role
24 |Police Service Delivery Analysis Review and analyze police service delivery system, with respect to present and M. Capriola Cversight and coordination; analysis, editing

future needs, resource allocation and potential partnerships.

and drafting; public presentations

TMGoals-FY2z008-09 xls




Town of Mansfleid
Town Manager's Goals
FY 2008/09

Vision Point: Recreation, Health and Weilness

althy recreational activity.

Action flem: Communily Cenfer - Ensure the development and mainfenance of activities, programs and facilifios designed to foster he

Assigned
No. Task Objective - StaffiOther Manager's Role
26 |Aquatics : rS;:gg(; Ze{:smshty of extending aquatics services and programs to nen-member C. Vincente Oversight and coordination: analysis
. implement various recommendations from Community Cér:ier Management Study; |MCC Mgmt Oversight and coordination; analysis, editing
26 |Mansfield Community Center examine other means to enhance revenues and control expenditures, Team and drafting; public presentations
Vision Point: Regionalism
Action item: Economic Development - Create a structure to support regional development efforts.
. Assigned
No. Task Objective Staff/Other Manager's Role
WINCOG Regional Econemic Establish economic development program working in partnership with Mansfield . L .
27 Development Program Downtown Partnership and Windham Region Council of Governments WINCOGMDP  10versight and coordination; analysis
; Natchaug River Basin Community - : ; . . : G. Padick/M. L
28 Action Planning Participate as key stékehoﬁder in community action planning process Gapriola Coordination

I
Vision Point: Senior Services

]

drtion ifem. Assistedfindependent Living Project - Promote the development of an assisted/independent living faciiity to meet the needs of Mansfield seniors.

Assigned
No. Task Objective StafffOther WManager's Role
29  iAssisted/Independent Living Project  [Provide consultation and advice to Council's preferred developer K. Grunwald Qversight and coordination; analysis
. . Present architectural study to Town Councit and discuss options and potentiai - N N .
30 {Senior Center Architectural Study grant opportunities ) K. Grunwald QOversight and cocrémagon, analysis
Vision Point: Town/University Relations
Action itern: Community/Campus Relations - Improve relations between students and town residents.
: Assigned
No. Task Objective Staff/Other Manager's Role
3 Spring Weekend Participate in university review of spring weekend planning, coordination and 4. Jackman/D.  jOversight and coordination; analysis, edmng.

preblem solving

Dagon/J. Kodzis

and drafting; public presentations

TMGoals-FY2008-09.xls
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ltem #12

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council

From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager M it

CC: Mansfield Department Heads

Date: December 8, 2008

Re: Cancellation of December 22, 2008 Town Council Meeting

Subiect IViatterIBacquound

With the holiday season, the Town Council has customarily cancelled its second regular
meeting in December. :

Recommendation

If the Town Council wishes to cancel the December 22™ meeting, the following motion
is in order:

Move, effectrve December 8, 2008, fo cancel the December 22, 2008 requiar meeting of
the Mansfield Town Council.
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MINUTES
MANSFIELD ADVOCATES FOR CHILDREN
Wednesday, November 5, 2008

6:30-8:30 PM
Council Chambers- Town Hal!

PRESENT: K. Grunwald (staff), S. Baxter (staff), A. Biaden (Chair), N. Hovorka,
Amy Lapsis (guest), J. Higham, J. Goldman, J. Sfoughton (staff), R. Leclerc
(staff), 8. Daley, MJ Newman, C. Guerreri
REGRETS: D. McLaughlin, B. Lehmann

ITEM

DISCUSSION

OUTCOME

Open

-Welcome: members introduced themselves to
new potential member, Amy Lapsis.

-Vote to adopt 10/01/08 MAC Minutes: note that
Kim Russo was in attendance.

-Announcements: new calendar distributed; first
Wed. of each month through June 2009; second
Wed. starting in Sept. 2009. _
Still have 2 full-time school readiness slots open
at Willow House.

Mobile Dental Clinic: MJ Newman not present
for discussion.

-Update from Leadership Work Group: S. Baxter
reported on the Results Statement that has been
developed: “All Mansfield children birth-8 are
healthy, successful learners, and connected to
the community.” The group has begun to
identify indicators for each of these results.
How do we affect the indicators in a positive
way? At the next meeting experts in each of
these areas will be invited to provide feedback
on the indicators. The group is working on
communication, and needs to identify how to
best get feedback on the work out to the
community at large as it progresses.

-Update from Parent Committee on 1-1
interviews: J. Higham reports that the group is
still at 27 interviews. The group looked at how

Minutes approved
with that correction.

R. Lecierc will
identify contact
information for the
clinic, Contact is:
chanel@mobiledenti
sis.com

Sandy will email the
statement and the
indicators that have
been developed.
Please email
feedhack/questions
to Sandy on the
Resiults Statement
and indicators that
have been
developed.
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Vernon and Torrington presented the
information from their interviews. J. Higham is
in the process of developing a presentation of
the resuits. The group would like to partner with
the Leadership Work Group in formal
presentations to community groups {Town

.Council, Board of Ed, etc.}. J. Goldman pointed

out that it is important to go back to the
interviewees to get feedback on how the
information they presented has been reported.
This is a way to validate the information that has
been collected before presenting it to the fuli
community.

Finalize presentation
and explore
partnering with LWG
to do community
presentations at their
meeting on Nov. 12.
The group will report
back at our next
meeting.

Small Groups

Individuais split up into small groups:
Infant/Toddler group, MAC Parents group and
New Member Recruitment group

Report Out

Report out from each group and review next
steps:

Parents committee: J. Higham reported that they
learned about Parent Voices and Action
framework from C. Guerreri. The
recommendation is to get parents to each take

| one of the 6 cells in the honeycomb framework

and identify strategies or next steps to
accomplish those tasks.

Infant/Toddler ad hoc committee: MJ Newman
reported that the task of the group is to come up
with a Scope Statement for a feasibility study.
The group identified questions that need to be

| answered to complete this assignment. The

group designed a Web of actions for their
process. This is a framework often used to
identify ways to approach children’s learning.

Use the Parent Voice
and Action
Framework resource.
guide to collect
feedback from
parents.

The Parent
Committee will be
taking on the task of
compiling the Family
Information Packet in
the future. Formerly
this task was ably led
by Becky Lehmann.
Thank you Becky!
They will also be
looking at
developing a
resource guide for
parenis and what
form that will take.

IIT Group will be
meeting on Nov. 20
to finalize the Scope
Statement. They will
contact Coventry to
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find out about a
Scope Statement and
feasibility study that
New Members committee: N. Hovorka reported were developed

that this group is working on packets for there.

potential members and also for individuals who
are more interested. This will include a timeline, | Please respond to D,
MAC organizational chart, accomplishments, McLaughiin’s email
checklist for interest areas, and glossary of to provide

terms. The group is still looking for input from | information.
members. J. Higham asked that the list include
pictures and background information on
members; suggestion for name cards/tags.

Presentation “Parent Voices and Action” Presentation and Completed in the

and . Discussion MAC Parents small

Discussion group with Cindy
Guerreri,

Next Agenda Topics for Next Meeting Coritinue small

group format and
provide updates fo
the larger group re:
the work that is
being done.

Adjournment/ Meeting adjourned at 7:58 PM; next meeting
Next Meeting Dec. 3, 2008 Town Hall, Council Chambers

Respectiully submitted,

Kevin Grunwald
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APPROVED MINUTES
Communications Advisory Committee
Minutes for November 3rd, 2008, 7:00 pm

Audrey Beck Building, Conference Room B

|. Cali to order;

Attending: Toni Moran, Leila Fecho, Aline Booth, Richard Pelegrine,
Patrick McGlamery (recording).

Absent: Bill Powers, Joyce Crepeau

{1. Approval of Minutes of October 20th:
Leila Fecho asked that clarifications or item changes be reflected in
~amended minutes. '
Aline Booth asked for clarification of "Regular” and "Special Meeting".
Chair Moran suggested that all meetings are "regular’ unless stated otherwise.
Aline Booth asked that annual listing of meetings be labeled "Regular”.
Chair Moran reminded the Committee that all auxiliary materials should be
appended to the Minutes by Recorder.
Aline Booth moved Minutes be accepted. So moved.

. "L Public Comment;
No Public in attendance.

V. Old Business:

A. Mission _
- Leila Fecho presented the Mission Statement.

Richard Pelegrine moved to adopt Mission Statement; so moved.

Leila Fecho presented Values Statement. After brief discussion,
sequence of values was determined.

Richard Pelegrine moved to adopt Values; so moved.

Aline Booth will bring Town and Region #19 Budget calendars for
nest meeting.

Leila Fecho will reformat Goals for next meeting.

B. Comparable towns and programs
Mike Johnson of the Council of Municipal Governments will provide
Chair Moran with information on software some towns in Connecticut are using
for communication.
Richard Pelegrine provided copy of letter he sent out to various
towns. No responses yet.
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V. New Business:
No New Business

VI Reports:
~ No Reports/

VIl. Communications

VIil. Adjournment: |
Richard Pelegrine moved to adjourn, so moved at 8:53

Respectfully submitted,; Patrick MecGlamery
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APPROVED MINUTES

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
COMMUNICATIONS COMMITTEE
NOVEMBER 17, 2008
CONFERENCE ROOM C

Members present: Aline Booth, Leila Fecho, Toni Moran, Richard Pellegrine
Staff present: Jamie Russell
Members absent: Joyce Crepeau, Patrick McGlamery and Bill Powers

Approval of minutes: Minutes of November 3 meeting were not available to be
approved.

Public comment: No public, no comment

Chairmen’s report: The chair informed the committee that she had conversations with
Joyce Crepeau and that Joyce had been ill and thus could not attend the Nov. 3
meeting. She also indicated that she would be attending the Nov. 17 mesting between
the Council and Board of Education. She would bring a report to the next
Communications committee meeting about her experience at the joint meeting. The
Chair also reported that she would be having conversations with Bill Powers.

Comparable towns: The Chair had a response from Windsor, CT. It was reported that
Windsor has a full time Communications Director and their program costs are about
$240,000. They have a full time television function in that town that not only broadcasts
meetings, but also hosts a call-in program, highlights special events, etc. The original
installation of this program was about $20,000. The Windsor director will be sending
materials to the committee to look over. Windsor's top town officials compose their
communications committee, and they are able to coordinate town programs with the
view of establishing priorities for their town. The Windsor program director also
reported that there was good cooperation between the business community and local
government. A highlight of the Windsor program was their “Citizen’s Academy” which
invites community members to attend to learn information about their town.

Old Business: Aline Booth brought copies of the Town council's Budget Calendar from
last year. It was discovered that there are many steps in the budget process that starts
with retreats held by the Council, a presentation of the Town Manager's budget, and
numerous committee hearings with town agencies. Communications will have an
opportunity in the coming meetings to suggest ways to make the process, either in
segments or as a whole, more accessible to the public. At its December meeting our
Town Manager will be present to discuss the budget.

New Business: Jamie Russell presented a proposed meeting calendar for next year. It
will be an agenda item at our next meeting.
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it was decided to set the agenda for the next meeting at the end of each meeting. The
proposed agenda for our December meeting is:
Callto Order - -
Approval of minutes (Two sets)
Public Comment
Old Business:
Town Manager
Calendar for 2009
New Business
Discussion of Windsor material
Agenda for Next Meeting
Meeting adjourned at 8:35 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Richard Pellegrine, Secretary pro tem
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HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE TOWN OF MANSFIELD
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
Housing Authority Office
October 15, 2008
8:00 a.m.

Attendance: Mr. Long, Chairperson; Mr. Simonsen, Vice Chairperson; Mr. Eddy,
Secretary and Treasurer, Ms Hall, Assistant Treasurer; Ms Christison-Lagay
Commissioner; and Ms Fields, Executive Director.

The meeting was called to order at 8:08 a.m. by the Chairperson.

MINUTES |
A motion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by Mr. Eddy to accept the
minutes of the September 18, 2008, Annual Meeting. Motion approved
unanimously.

CONMUNICATIONS
None

REPORTS OF THE DIRECTOR
Bills \
A motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Mr. Simonsen to
accept the September 2008 Bills. Motion approved unanimously.

Financial Reports —A (General)
A motion was made by Mr. Simonsen and seconded by Ms Hall to accept
the August 2008 Financial Reports. Motion approved unanimously.

Financial Report-B (Section 8 Statistical Report)

. A motion was made by Mr. Simonsen and seconded by Mr. Eddy to
accept the August 2008 Section 8 Statistical Report. Motion approved
unanimously. .

REPORT FROM TENANT REPRESENTATIVE
Mr. Eddy suggested and it was agreed that the mailboxes that are going to
~ be replaced be sold at a tag sale to benefit Wright's Village.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
Report of the Financial Advisory Committee '

The visit from Jack Sullivan, the MHA’s accountant, was informative and
productive. A method of cash accounting was. agreed upon for the purpose of
improving the accuracy of the monthly variance reports. Ms Fields and Ms Piette
will prepare a 12 month spreadsheet of estimated cash expenditures to be used
by the accountant with the 2009 budget. Mr. Suliivan will also begin fo provide
monthly balance sheets for MHA staff and Board to review.
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Outside Lighting at Wright’s Village

Ms Fields contacted three solar providers, Soiar\Nrights Inc., Solar
Works, Inc., and Sunlight Solar Energy, Inc. Ms Fields is waiting for a proposal
from Sunh’ght Solar Energy. An approximately cost of $106,000 with a cost o the-
Housing Authority after rebate of $53,200. Ms Fields will contact the other two
companies and inquire about solar paneis tied directly into the exterior lighting
meter rather than on each light.

Ms. Fields will contact Maria Capriola regarding the possibility of receiving
any small cities grant monies to help defray the cost.

NEW BUSINESS
Public Act No, 08-167 — New Policy

Ms Fields informed the Board that a new policy would have to be created
to address Public Act 08-167 which requires securing the privacy of social
security. numbers, In response, new locks have been placed on ali file cabinets
that contain personal information. Ms Fields suggested the Board review all
policies at this time. Ms Fields will create a schedule of policies for review over
the next few months.

Liberty Bank — Qualified Public Dep031tory :

Ms Fields will investigate splitting the monies lnvested by the Housing
Authority into separate banks {o betier protect the assets. sterty Bank is
currently a five star superior rated bank.

Final HUD 2008 Payment Standard

HUD released the final payment standards which did not change from the
proposed payment standards. The payment standards were increased between
3.6 and 3.8 percent over last year's payment standards. They became effeciive
on October 1, 2008. The Housing Authority continues to use 110% of the
payment standard to allow participants to lease up in our jurisdiction.

Opening Section 8 Waiting List.

The section 8 waiting list will be advertised beginning on October 20, 2008
and applications will be accepted with postmarks between November 3, 2008
and November 5, %008.

OTHER BUSINESS
Minutes to Board Meetings

A letter was received from the Town Clerk stating minutes to the board
meetings must be received and posted on the Town website no later than seven
(7) days after the meeting. Draft meeting minutes are acceptable until final
minutes are accepted by the Board. The Board agreed to comply with this
request.

2009 PHA Plan
Ms Fields filed the PHA Plan with HUD on October 1, 2008.

ADJOURNMENT
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The Chairperson declared the mesting adjourned at 9:30 a.m.

Dexter Eddy, Secretary

Approved:

Richard Long, Chairperson
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Sara-Ann Chainé

From: webmaster@mansfieldct.org

Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2008 9:02 AM
To: Sara-Ann Chainé

Subject: 11-3-08 IWA approved minutes

MINUTES
MANSFIELD INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY
Regular Meeting
Monday, November 3, 2008
Coungcil Chémbers, Audrey P. Béck Municipal Building
Members present: R. Favretti (Chairman), B. Gardner (7: 10) J. Goodwin, R, Hall, K. Hol, B.
Pociask,
B. Ryan
Members absent: P. Kochenburger, P. Plante
Alternates present: G. Lewis
Alternates absent: M. Beal, L.. Lombard

Staff present: G. Meitzler (Wetlands Agent)

Chairman Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:02 p.m. Alternate Lewis was appointed to
act.

inutes:
10-6-08 Regular Meeting - Hall MOVED, Pociask seconded, to approve the 10-06-08 regular

meeting minutes as written. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. Favretti noted that he
listened to the tapes.

10-15-08 Field Trip - Holt MOVED, Ryan seconded, to approve the 10-15-08 field trip minutes
as written. MOTION PASSED with Favretti, Hall, Ryan and Holt in favor, and all others
disqualified.

Communications:
The Wetland Agent's Monthly Business report and the minutes of the 10- 16-08 Conservation
Commission meeting were both noted.

Outstanding Enforcement Action;

-169-
12/70008



W1400 - Glode - Stafford Rd near Mansfield City Rd
Wetland Agent Meitzler noted that the Town Attorney is communicatmg with the property
owner regarding the violation. ‘

Old Business:

W1415 - Madrid Corporation - Crane Hill Rd - 1 lot resubdivision

Hall disqualified himself. Mark Peterson, of Gardner & Peterson Associates, represented the
applicant and submitted neighborhood notification receipts for the record. Peterson reviewed
the 10-07-08 revised plans, highlighting the significant changes. Favretti noted no further
questions or comments from the applicant, public or the Commission.

Holt MOVED, Ryan seconded, to grant an Inland Wetlands License under Section 5 of the
Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Mansfield to Madrid Corporation (file
no. W1415), for approval of a building lot for a single-family house on property owned by the
applicant, located on Crane Hill Road, as shown on a map dated 8/8/2008 revised through
10/7/2008, and as described in other application submissions. This action is based on a finding
of no anticipated impact on the wetlands, and is conditioned upon the following provisions
being met:

1. 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.

This approval is valid for a period of five years (until November 3, 2013), unless additional time
is requested by the applicant and granted by the Inland Wetlands Agency. The applicant shall
notify the Wetiands Agent before any work begins, and all work shall be compieted within one
year. Any extension of the activity period shall come before this Agency for further review and
comment. MOTION PASSED with all in favor, except Hall who disqualified himself.
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W1417‘- Pbpeieski - Bassetts Bridge & S. Bedlam Rd - 3 Lot s.ubdivision

. Favretti read a letter submitted this evening by the applicant requesting a 65-day extension.
Holt MOVED, Gardner seconded, to approve the 65-day extension requested by the applicant.
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

New Business:

W1418 - Town of Mansfield - gas main for Middle School fuel conversion

Goodwin MOVED, Holt seconded, to receive the application submitted by the Town of
Mansfield (File W1418) under Section 5 of the Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations of the
Town of Mansfield for a fuel conversion project at Mansfield Middle School and a gas line on
Maple, Davis and Spring Hill Roads, on property owned by the applicant, as shown on a map
dated 11/3/08, 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.

Mr. Laufer, 57 Davis Road, questioned why he was mailed information for tonight's meeting

when no discussion was going to take place. Padick explained the notification process and -

asked Mr. Laufer if he would like to express his questions/concerns on tonight's record. Mr.

Laufer asked about the time frame for the project, if there will be any traffic obstruction on

Davis Road, and will residents nearby be able to connect to the gas line. He also had safety
concerns.

Reports of Officers and Committees:

None noted.

Other Communications and Bills:
Noted.

* Adiournmentz
The meeting was adjoumed at 7.22 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary

Click bﬂére o ynsubscribe | Powered by QNotify & product of QScend Technologies, Inc.
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MINUTES
Mansfield Advisory Committee
on Persons with Disabilities
Regular Meeting - Tuesday October 28, 2008
2:30 PM - Conference Room B - Audrey P. Beck Building

. Recording Attendance: K. Grunwald (staff), W. Gibbs,
J. Blanshard, K.A. Easley (staff), Curt Vincente
(guest), C. Colon-Semenza, J. Sidney, J. Tanner, J.

Kelleher.

l. Approval of the Minutes for the Meeting, September
23, 2008: J. Sidney suggested changing the term |
*handicap” to accessible in reference to pérking.
Also, correct the spelling of “Clemenza”. Minutes

accept'ed with those corrections.

lIl. New Business (other added by majority vote)

a. Welcome new member: Jacqui Kelleher
- introduced herself {o committee members and
stated that she is excited to be a part of this
“committee.
b. Welcome Sgt. James Kodzis, Resident State
Trooper: not present
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Discussion re: accessible parking violators: K.
Grunwald shared Sgt. Kodzis' concerns about
citizen enforcement. There was a discussion
regarding strategies to address the issue of
violators, including posting fines on signs. A
question was raised regarding changing signage
- to include the fines; who would assume the cost?
C. Vincente suggested checking w/Planning and
Zoning re: signage requirements. A question
~ was also raised about why accessible spaces are
not closest to the Community Center: C. Vincente
explained that this was a Planning and Zoning
decision. K. Grunwald will contact Greg Padick
on behalf of this committee re: the possibility of
changing the location of those spaces. He will be
invited to the next meeting along with someone
from Planning & Zoning Commission.
Post Office accessibility issues (J. Tanner): both
Storrs and Mansfield Center Post Offices have
multiple doors and obstacles to accessibility.
Some questions were raised about ADA
requirements. J. Kelleher indicated that there are
funds available to improve access o public
buildings. She also indicated that if a complaint
is filed they would have to pursue this. The
complaint goes to Boston as a civil rights
complaint; also the Office of Protection and
Advocacy. She will provide more information
about this process.
Medical office accessibility issues (J. Sidney):
she was surprised when she saw someone at a
medical office at Ledgebrook Drive and
discovered that she could not get upstairs for her
appointment. She also finds that some of the
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accessible parking in that complex is not van
accessible. Agreement that we should start with
Planning:and Zoning to determine what role they
- are playing.
f.  “Other”: zequest Bill Hammon will be invited to

- attend the next meeting to discuss placement of
the ememgency pull cord in the Community
Center taaﬁlroom.

V. Old Busmess

a. Eiechon of Committee Chair: J Sidney and J.
Blanshard have been suggested as Co-Chairs of
~ this commiiitee; they declined. Wade Gibbs was
- ncminateeﬁi.ahd.seoonded as Chair; voted in
unanimousiy.
b. Discussiamre: a web page for this committee (W.
Gibbs): V. 6ibbs has contacted Jaime Russell re:
- ideas for fhe page. He and K. Grunwald will
- pursue thiswith the IT Department.
C. Status of issues raised at the last meeting:
e« Kayaks: They are currently stored at the
- Commmnity Center. The Health District is
lookimg into purchasing a two-person kayak.
Parks and Rec. staff are looking at having one
~or two events a year where the kayaks would
be tramsported.
o Critesia for admission to the pre-school
program. K. Grunwald discussed this with
Rachel Leclerc, who explained that the
- program is for children with a diagnosed
learming disability. J. Kelleher indicated that
theremay be regulations that address -
eligitstidy for children with other disabilities
She wall follow- u§)4w1th Christine.




e Parking at River Park: C. Vincente stated that
the location of the accessible spaces was
mandated by Planning and Zoning. He has
added increased marking for the spots.

o Use of the accessible dressing room at the
Community Center: C. Vincente explained
that keying the dressing room raises logistical
issues around return of the key, staffing, etc.
We have been looking for grant opportunities
to improve another dressing room. The
Community Center will put signage in the
dressing room as well. This committee will
have an article in the next newsletter on
accessibility issues at the Community Center.

d. Funding opportunities for accessibility
improvements: no new information on this; M.
Capriola is pursuing this.

e. Status of accessnblhty issues prev10us|y ;dentlfted
no discussion.

V. Adjournment: meeting adjourned at 3:37 PM.

Respectfully submitted,
Kevin Grunwald
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Sara-Ann Chainé

From: webmaster@mansfieldct.org

Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2008 9:01 AM
To: Bara-Ann Chainé

Subject: 11-17-08 PZC approved minutes

MINUTES
MANSFIELD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Regular Meeting, Monday, November 17, 2008
Counc;ii Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

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

Alternates present: M. Beal, G. Lewis, L. Lombard
Staff present: G. Padick, Director of Planning and C. Hirsch, Zoning Agent

Chairman: Favretti called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. If needed, alternates will be
appointed to act in the following order: Lombard, Beal and Lewis.

Minutes:
11/3/08- Hall MOVED, Gardner seconded, to abprove the 11/3/08 minutes as written. MOTION

PASSED with all in favor except Kochenburger, Beal and Plante who disqualified themselves.
Lombard noted that he listened to the tapes.

Zoning Agent's Report:
ltems A-C were noted.

» Hirsch stated that Edward Hall called in regards to the enforcement letter. A response letter from Hall
is expected this week.

* Chairman Favretti and Hirsch signed off on a modification application at Mansfield Family Practice for
solar panels.

Old Business:

1. Subdivision Application, Malek Manor, Lot 4, Crane Hill, File # 548-2
Hall disqualified himself and Favretti appointed Lombard to act,

Gardner MOVED, Holt seconded, to approve with conditions the subdivision application (File #548-2),
of Madrid Corporation, for Malek Manor-Lot 4, on property owned by the applicant, located on Crane
Hill Road, in a RAR-90 zone, as submitted to the Commission and shown on plans dated August 8,
2008 as revised to October 7, 2008.
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This approval is granted because the application, as hereby approved, is considered fo be in
compliance with the Mansfield Subdivision Regulations. Approval is granted with the following
conditions: .

1. Final plans shall be signed and sealed by the responsible surveyor, engineer, and soil scientist.

2. Pursuant to subdivision regulations, particularly Sections 7.5 and 7.6, this action specifically
approves the depicted Building Area and Development Area Envelopes. Unless the Commission
specifically authorizes revisions, the approved envelopes shall serve as the setback lines for all future
structures and site improvements, pursuant to Article VIl of the Zoning Regulations. This condition
shall be specifically noticed on the Land Records and the deed for the subject property.

3. This approval accepts the applicant's proposed conservation easement. Subject to placing Town
Open Space markers every 50 {o 100 feet along the southwestern property line that abuts the Nipmuck
Trail property, this dedication addresses the open space requirements of Section 13 for the subject
subdivision. A conservation easement document shall be approved by the Director of Planning and
Town Attorney and filed on the Land Records in association with final plans. The easement shall utilize
the Town's mode! format.

4, The approved plans include specific notes regarding stone wall preservation and, pursuant to
Section 7.7, no existing stone walls shall be altered except for site work depicted on the approved
plans. No stones from existing walls shall be removed from the site. Except for the approved driveway
woik, all specimen frees along Crane Hill Road shall remain undisturbed. In conjunction with the filing
of final maps, notice of this condition shall be filed on the L.and Records and referenced in the deed of
the subject lot. ' '

5. At the request of the applicant and pursuant to the provisions of Section 6.5.b, this approval waives

. the requirement to tie the survey to the Connecticut Plane Coordinate System. The waiver is authorized
because adjacent properties, including earlier lots in the Malek Manor Subdivision, are not tied into this
system and there are no nearby control points.

6. The Commission, for good cause, shall have the right to declare this approval nuil and void if the
following deadlines are not met {unless a ninety (80) or one hundred and eighty (180) day filing
extension has been granted):

A. All final maps, including submittal in digital format, a right-of-way deed along Crane Hill Road, a
conservation easement and a Notice on the Land Records to address conditions 2 and 4 (with any
associated morigage releases) shall be submitted to the Planning Office no later than fifteen days afier
the appeal period provided for in Section 8-8 of the State Statutes, or, in the case of an appeal, no later
than fifteen days of any judgment in favor of the applicant;

B. All monumentation (including delineation of the conservation easement and the southwesterly
property line that abuts the Nipmuck trail parcel with iron pins and Town's official markers every 50-100
feet on perimeter trees or on cedar posts), with Surveyor's Certificate, shall be completed or bonded
pursuant to the Commission's approval action and Section 14 or the Subdivision Regulations no later
than fifteen days after the appeal period provided for in Section 8-8 of the State Statutes, or, in the case
of an appeal, no later than fifteen days, of any judgment in favor of the applicant.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

2. Special Permit Application, Conversion of 1-Family to 2-Family Residence, 1620 Storrs Rd.,
Y. Ghiaei, ofa File #1276 '

Hall MOVED, Gardner seconded, to deny the special permit application (file #1276) of Y. Ghiaei for
converting a single-family home to a 2-family dwelling at 1620 Storrs Road, in a RAR-90 zone, as
shown on submitted plans and described in other application submissions and as presented at Public
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Hearings on 10/6/08, 10/20/08 and 11/3/08. This denial action is taken for the following reasons:

1. Conversions to 2-family dwellings are not permitted by right and require Special Permit approval (see
Article VI, Section G.17 and Article X, Section J). Accordingly, to approve this application, the
Commission must determine that all applicable regulations have been met for this intended occupancy.

After considering all applicant submissions and testimony, staff reports and Public Hearing testimony,
the Commission has determined that many provisions of Mansfield's Zoning Regulations have not been
met and that the proposal would result in health, safety, and welfare problems. The proposal does not
comply with many provisions of Article X, Section J, the special permit approval criteria of Article V,
Sections A.5 and B.5 and many provisions of Article 1.

2. Article X, Sections J.7 and J.9 establish, as prerequisites for potential conversions, specific setbacks
from front and side property lines. These setbacks were designed to protect the public’s health, welfare
and safety. Although the regulations authorize the PZC to reduce these setbacks, due to the significant
degree of waiver required (see reports from Director of Planning) and the lack of an adequate year
round buffer, the PZC does not authorize the necessary waiver of these important prerequisite
setbacks. -

3. Zoning Regulations necessitate that an applicant make adequate provisions for parking in order to
address vehicular and pedestrian safety and neighborhood impact approval criteria. Acceptable parking
spaces must be adequately sized and appropriately located. In the subject situation, the Commission
has determined that the proposed seven spaces (including one garage space) are not adequate to
address approval requirements. No specific provisions have been proposed to delineate individual
spaces and it is anticipated that spaces will not be used as depicted and that individuals will park in
unauthorized areas resulting in unsafe backing up movements. Furthermore, based on existing and
anticipated student occupancy, the number of spaces is considered inadequate for all residents and
guests. The proposal is not considered to be in compliance with Article |, Section B.5, Article V, Section
A.5.b, e and f, or Article X, Section J.6 and other sections of the Zoning Regulatlons related to parking .
and vehicular and pedestrlan safety.

4. The subject site is located along a very busy segment of Storrs Road and is in close proximity to a
number of single family homes. The proposed use is expected to result in inappropriate noise,
nuisance, lighting and traffic-safety problems for neighboring single family residences. The proposal is
not considered to be in compliance with Article V, Sections B.5.b, ¢ or d, or with Article V, Sections
ASe fgork

5. Article X, Section J.4 requires owner occupancy of one of the units in a conversion situation. In the
submitted Statement of Use, it was represented that "The owner is living at the second unit." However,
in the Fire Marshal's 11/3/08 report to the PZC, it is recorded that the applicant gave 286 Hanks Hill
Road as his place of residence. Furthermore, during the application review process, the applicant
represented that four students were residing in the larger unit. Yet, the Fire Marshal's report noted that
eight individuals resided on the site at the time of a 10/30/08 fire event. Based on conflicting information
received, the PZC cannot make the judgment that the provisions of Article X, Section J.4 have or will he
met or that zoning occupancy requirements have or will be met. it also is noted that the subject dwelling
units already exist in violation of zoning requirements which aiso indicates a credibility issue.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY,

7. Verbal Update from Director of Planning Re: Pronosed Environmental Review Team Study of
Ponde Place project

Padick updated the Commission and the public that the application for an Environmental Review Team
study has been submitted and approved by the Eastern CT Review District. Padick is awaiting a
meeting with the District Coordinator adding that a tentative field trip to the site with the ERT, property

owners and staff is scheduled for either December 15t or 1810,
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New Business:

3. Proposed Karate School, Uriel Lodge 24, 1534 Stafford Road _

Scoit Bates, applicant, stated that the proposal is o hold karate classes at the hall during weekdays
from 4:30 p.m. {o 8:45 pm and from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. on Saturdays. Bates stated that the hall
capacity is 212 people and there are 2 parking lots on either side of the building with 2 overhead lights.
He estimated that the 50-60 parking spaces will make ample parking. Karate instructor Dan stated that
there will be 15 minutes between classes, and class sizes are 10-15 students, and no student is
allowed to leave the building without an adult. Hall volunteered to work with staff to draft 2 motion for
the next meeting.

Old Business, continued:

3. 3-Lot Subdivision Application, Bassetis Bridge & South Bediam Rds, Mansfield Hollow
Estates, '

File # 1278

Tabled-awaiting revised plans.

4. Request to Review Property on South Bedlam Road and the Existing Policy that Considers a
Town Line to be a Lot Line '

Holt MOVED, Hall seconded, that the Planning and Zoning Commission revise its April 3, 2006 action
regarding a parcel of land on S. Bedlam Road, owned by Ross 1., J and G, LLC,, that is situated in both
Chaplin and Mansfieid as follows:

A. Based on current Connecticut Case law and Mansfield's definition of "Lot", and subject to the Town
Attorney's agreement that additional subdivision approval is not required, the subject 2.07 acre merged
parcel may be considered a Mansfield lot and the Mansfield portion of the property can be used for
residential structures and accessory uses subject to obtaining Zoning Permit approval.

A. The subject property shall not be altered in area or frontage without subsequent approval by the
Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission.

B. Prior to the issuance of a Zoning Permit, a new map and deed that documents these revisions shall
be filed on the Land Records as replacements for previously recorded documents. The subject deed
and map shall be reviewed and found acceptable by the Director of Planning and Town Attorney prior
to filing. ‘ o : ' o

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

5. Proposed CL&P "interstate Reiiability Project’

Padick briefed the Commission on the Special Meeting with the Town Council, adding that the Town
Council is prepared to send a letter to the CL&P and the Connecticut Siting Council stating that
Mansfield does not support the CL&P's proposal. The consensus of the Commission was that the PZC
Chairman, with staff assistance, should draft a letler, to be sent to the Siting Council with a copy to the
Town Council, supporting the decision of the Town Council and also addressing specific fand use
issues.

6. Discussion regarding Zoning of Land on Pleasant Valley Road and Mansfield Avenue.
Tabled, meeting with B. & F. Hussey scheduled for 12/15/08.

New Business, continued:

1. Town Council Referral: Proposed Sustainability Committee
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Padick briefed the commission and is expecting more information for the next meeting.

2. Discussion Re: Potential Zoning and Regulation Revisions and Regulatory Review Committee
Referrals '

It was agreed that a Regulatory Review Commitiee meeting should be scheduled. Gardner, Holt, Hall,
Plante, Favretti, Beal and Lombard agreed to attend. The next meeting will be held on Monday,
November 24h at 1:.00 p.m.

Reports df Officers_and Committees:

None noted.

Communications and Bills:
Nene noted,

Adjournment:

Favretti declared the meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Katherine K. Holt, Secretary

Click here 1o unsubscribe | Powered by ONoiify a product of QScend Technologies, Inc.
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. Gouncill
to review
progress,

By ZACHARY JANOWSKI
Chronicle Staff Writer - _

MANSFIELD -~ The. town
council will conduct a work ses-
sion Monday to discuss recent

- progress made on the Storrs Center
project, including estimates that

* the $220 ‘million deveiopmf:nt
could generate $2.6 m1lhon in net
new faxes.

~“The special meetmg of the town
Qeunml will start at 6.p.m. in the
‘council chambers at the Audrey B
Beck Municipal Building.

*Town consultants from Econo-
;ﬂhics Research Associates of New
“York reviewed an analysis of the
project’s fiscal impact prepared by
the developer, Leyland Ailiance 6f
Tuxedo, N.Y..to determine what
kind of public investment in the

;;)ro_]ect would be prudent.

{Council, Page 6)

Council to review Center project

(Continued from Page 1)

In a report issued last week,
ERA. confirmed the estimate by
“the . developer- that the project
© would generate about $4.3 mil-
Tion in new taxes and $1.7 million
in niew costs to the town.

_Town officials plan to use the
analysis to negotiate an agreement
with Leyland Alliance potentially
to fund the construction of the
project’s second parking garage.

According to towa officials,
these pegotiations are nearing
completion,

The ERA report did pomt ont
the estimates could fall apart if
real estate values are lower than
anticipated or if the number of
school children per home fum out
10 be higher than estimated.

The counci} will algo discuss the

progress made on other aspects of

- The

the pro;ect
state 'Department of
Environthental Protection and the
Army Corps of Engineers recently
granted the wetland permits riec-
essary for the project to proceed,
The ' partnership. still awaits
approvals from the State Traffic
Commission for- the improve-
ments to Storrs Road (Route 195)
related to ‘the project. Leyland
also azmounced that Cushman &
Wakefield would market proper-
ties in the new development.
Leyland Executive Vice Presi-
dent Howard. Kaufman seid the
company has modified ifs plans
for the first parking garage i
erder to pay for it with the $10.5
million in federal and state funds
currently available. Previously,
Ieyland had indicated its desire
for tfown support to complete the
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garage for $14 million, as origi-
nally planned.
The new plan also calls for sur-

* face parking north of Dog Lane:
" to comperisate for- the smailer.

garage.

Kaufihan szid the plans for a
building dedicated to displaced
tenants of existing University
of Connecticut buildings, often
called Dog Lane I, have also
changed.

The pew plan, he said, is to
move the tenants into part of a
much larger building to make the
rents more affordable for them.

According to Kaufman, con-
struction is scheduled to begin n
aall 2009 on the north side of Dog
Lane. Once completed, he said,
tenants on the south side could
relocate and demolition would
begin.
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Council updated on
Storrs Center plan.

By ZACHARY JANOWSKI
Chronicle Staff Writer
MANSFIELD — The develop-
. er of the proposed $220 million
Storzs Center projéct presented
new details fo the town council
Monday, including 2 construction
timeline and the name of at least
one potential financing partner.
Representatives of Leyland Al-
liance, based in Tuxedo, N.Y., said
comstruction of the first part of the
first phase, located north of Dog
Lane along Storrs Road, could
begin by the end of 2009,
Improvements to Storrs Road

{Route 195), funded with state

and federal grants, could begin by
mid-year. ,

After receiving the final envi-
ronmental permits in the past
month, the project is only await-
ing approval from the state traf-
fic commission, expected in early
2009.

Leyland Executive Vice Pre-
sident Howard Kaufmen said
Citizens Bank, headquartered in
Providence, R.I, is interested in
financing consiructmn of the first
phase.

Kanfman said the current finan-
cial crisis factors into the project’s
planning, but it has primarily hurt
large banks that dealt I more
exotic financial products.

“The regional banks and the

local banks are acteally doing
quite weil,” he explained.
Kaufinan said phase 1A, ag its
first part is calied, would include
about 115 residential units and
20,000 square feet of retail space.
He said Leyland would rent the
residential units rather than sell

them as condos because of weak-

ness in the for-sale market.

Leyland has “dozens” of con-
versations with potential fenants
ongoing, according to Kaufiman,
but could finance the phase with-
out g retail Jeage signed based on
the strength of the rental market.

The fown is negotiating an ag-
reement with Leyland that will
outline:

¢ Financing for the second pmk—

ing garage, slated for construp-

tion In a few years, including a
potential town contribution from
the net tax revenue generated' by
earlier stages of the project. Town
consultants have estimated a $2.6
million dnnual tax benefit from
the completed project, )
¢ The management and main-
tenance of the garages — most

_lzkefy by the town - using park-

ing revenue to fund operations,
¢ Additional details about fund-

. ing relocation costs for displaced

businesses. Leyland and town
officials have already agreed to
split the costs evenly, estimated at
$356,000 each for a total cost of
$760,000.

¢ The division of responsibili-

-ties for the town green, market

square, sidewalks and other public

" infrastructure within the project

after construction.

Town Manager Matthew Hart
said Leyland had sought an add;-
tional $4 million from the town
for the first garage and $4 mitlion
from the town to subsidize the

so-called Dog Lane 1 building for.

dislocated tenants.

Hart said the town was “polite,
but fiem™ abowut its capabilities.

He said the town worked with
Leyland, the Mansfield Downtown
Partnership and the University of
Commecticut to develop alterna-
tives that eliminated the need for
that money.

Now Leyland is looking to bujid
a smaller first garage, eliminating
an entire deck, to complete it with
the $10.5 million already avail-
able in grant funding,

The revised concept mcludes
additional surface parking, includ-
ing temporary spaces until the
second garage is built, to com-
pensate.

To eliminate the need for subsi-
dized rents for relocated tenants,
Leyland has redesigned its build-
ing as part of a larger development
to increase efficiencies and add
more potential sites for tenants.
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Chronicle
Lucy B. Crosbie Kevin Crosbie Charles C. Ryan
President Publisher Editor
Edlto"'a‘ I

We

Threads to the Town of Mansfield and University

of Connecticut for allowing local residents and stu-
“dents to ride the Windham Region Transit District’s
city bus. The town and university have supported the
$34,000 price tag in recent years as a way of limit-
mg cars on the road and providing access to East
Brook Mall and Willimantic to those without a means
of transportation. Some day, we hope the Town of
Windham will able be offer its citizens a similar free
service.
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By ZACHARY JANOWSKI. “/&0(
Chronicle Staff Writer: . .-

three open space purchases totaling almost 200 acres
for $450,000.

The aim is to improve access to other opei spacé -
: "$100 000. -

properties and ensure the permanent preservation of
a stretch of the Nipmnck Trail. '

On Monday, the council referred the three pro-
posed purchases to the planning and zonmg comimis-
sion for approval.

The eouncil also scheduled a public heanng for
the Dec. 8 council meeting. at 7:30 p.m. in the
councii chambers of the Aadrey P Beck Mummpal
Building,

The town has apprommately $630 000 in its open
space acquisition fund, eneugh :
purchases. \

Council mémber Gen

in open spa

uyii

Mayor Elizabeth “Betsy” Paterson said the town

Lo - often énly has one oppommty to purchase open
MANSFIELD — The town council } 1s 'considéring :

space propﬂrtzes
The Connectmut Forest and Parks Association

- is offering the ' 135-acre Albert E. Moss- Forest,
“Wildflower and Wildlife Sanctuary to the town for

CFPA is organizing a group of land transactions
to permanently preserve 253 acres in Mansfield and
Willington, as well as 3 miles of the Nipmuck Trail.

CFPA also plans to preserve 300 additional acres -
for 50 years,

The University of Connecticut Board of Trustees
created the Moss Forest Sanctuary in 1989, but there
are no restrictions on the deed that would prevent
fiutre development on the property,

The. M ingfield:assessor values the Albert E. Moss

except For an estimated $218,600 to repair the 19th

century: stone dam on the property

ficials'plan to apply for a state Department

of Environmental Protechon granit to cover two-thirds

of the 'costand o furid the rest 'with funds remain-
SRR A (M:mst“ eld Pagé-4) ’

more open space -

(Continued frt_)m Page 1)
ing in the open space acquisition
* fund. ) )

The most expensive proposed
purchase - known ag the Dorwart
property — would cost the town
$325,000 for 55.2 acres. ,

The Dorwart site is bordered by
four other preserved properties,
the tewn-leased Mansfield Lions
Club Memorial Park,- Mansfield
Hollow State Park, Mansfield’s
Fifty-foot CIliff Preserve and
‘Coney Rock Preserve, owned
by the town and Joshua's Tract
Conservation and Historic Trust.

The town has a DEP grant for
5112,500 of the Dorwart proper-
ty’s cost.

Joshua's Trust is also asking thé
town to pay half the cost for it o
acquire the 5.9-acre Luce proper-
ty, for a total cost of $25,000. The
town’s share would be $12,500. * -

The town and Joshua’s Truss
have a history of collaborating on
open space purchases, including

" a trust contribution 1o the town’
purchase of Coney Rock Preserve
in 2001 and a town contribution
to the trust’s purchase of Proposal
Rock. i
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Ponde Place plan to goy,
for envuronmentai review

By ZACHARY JANOWSK]
Chronicle Staff Wﬂter e

~ MANSFIELD — The proposed

site for the Ponde Place. devel-<.
opmnent ~— . désigned to- house.
more than 600 -students' — will .
imndergo an third party Feview . of i
" ased the BRT in the past decade,
L _:-but has had success. w1th the pro-

the intended site to detemnne 1ts
envuonmeptai‘smtabﬂ:jcy‘ ;

The Keystone' Céﬂipamss of
Avon submitted anapplication « ©

for a Zong change and wetlands
license in Aungust 2007, but with-

drew the application ' the nekt™
mbnth to address concerns: ralsed o
- will ‘inclade a rieeting - between
According toM:" f1eldD1rector -
Padiqi;,,Keyw '
icated they |
hicatl%on L

by nearby residents. A

‘of Planning Gteé;
:stone officials ha\ff:
ipldn to resub:mt the:lr a

!w1t}1 an Ons?é lc I‘frl%nﬁ‘l}l

systein instead of tapping mto"tl;i, - "
Umversﬁy of: Connecticut ‘water

supply, - .o Lo
UGorm dfficiailéioffeged a he
up pnor to Keystong’s first app

cation, ‘but hesitdted to confnm,_,.

that recormnendatmn

Instead, a umverszty ovemght.
commmee said it wouldn’t make - R
‘a decision either way until com- .
pletion of the Willimantic River .
Study -~ not expec:ted for at least-;,
_‘ask that you join ps. in requesting

another year.

"However, before Keystone sub~'-
mits an application based on its -

revised plan, a group of experts
drawn from a number of state and

federal agencies will review the .

site for the benefit of the %own and
the company.

“the

Padick iast m.
;the pr;acess )
" %We are e;xcz’ied af the pzospect
‘of] havmg snch a: w;ail—regardeci and

The stafe’s .. two ‘ “Resource

L Conservatmn an{i Development

Areas”” run the Envxronmental

Review Team program to help
'mumclpahtles ‘make.. good 1and—

uge: decisions. -
Padick: said Mansflefd has not

cess o
- Planning and zonmg commis-
sion chairmean Rudy Favrett said
he served on the teams ‘when he
Ywds.a UComn professor.
- According to Pad‘xck, the process

town: oﬁ""ma!s, thé -developér and
few tear;’ followed by a
site visit.

saidhe h0ped the team would
a‘fepor’c %a‘rff ih 2009, !
“U’s'a nice’ feutral. startmg
ot Padic ekplained.

ofie Managmg Duector |
oy, G:orglo enif a’ Ietter to
bhsen’cmg to

w of

thorough mdepandeni 1e

oﬂr—;pro; ect for'its Potential ifpact” -
“pn  the, ne:ghborhooﬁ,” Giorgio

said i hls letter. “Additionally, we

that the! ERT contipué to monitor
the-project; after it is approved, to
further show how an environmen-
tally conscious, low-water usage
student housing project like Ponde
Place can work effectively and be

a thodel for future-projects.”
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By ZACHARY Janowski 1/ &O
Chronicle Staff Writer

. STORRS — University of Commecticut officials

are continuing o braindtorm ways to change Spring

Weckend from a “drunken orgy” to a celebration of

academic achievement and university tradition.

The UConn Board of Trustees has charged s

Stadent Life Committee to lead the way.

“Here she is, Louise Bailey, the womdan who is
going to fix Spring Weckend,” said board chairman
John Rowe, mtroducing the chairman of the com-
mittee at Tuesday’s trustee meeting.

The comumittes, which includes student trustees
Ross Gionfriddo and Richard Colon Jr., has heard
raore than 12 hours of testimony on Spring Weekend
from a variety of perspectives.

Bailey said she was surprised to learn many stu-

Hem #18

. dents consider Spring Weekend to be 2 tradition

and an opportunity to relax. *T consider it a drunken
orgy,” she said.

Gionfriddo said the “average Joe Student” thinks
the university wants to end Spring Weekend, :

“The administraiion is trying to get iavolved. They -
must want to shut it down,” he said, paraphrasing
what he hears from the student body.

Colon said the problem with Spring Weekend
stems from the “drinking culture” on campus. He
said many students believe there isn’t anything else

« 1o do.

He added students who have that belief come to
the conclusion “Spring Weekend is the one time you
would want to come to UConn because there’s actu-
ally something going on.”

{Trustees, Page 4)

| Trustees seek to cal

) {Con;tmued from Page 1} -

Trustee Michasl Martinez and others agreed
the committee should explain jtseif to stu-
dents. .

“We're not doing it because we want to be
~SOBs,” Martiriez. said.

He added UConn should maintain the week-
end as a tradition, but keep high school stu-
dents and other guests out.

“We're not trymg to change it. We're frying
to improve it,” Bailey said.

* Trustee Philip Barry said students should
give up the ability to have guests, profes-
sors should offer classes and give exams on

Fridays, the Town of Mansfield should pro-

vide support services for events in the town’s

jurisdiction, the pohce should secure UCotin -

parking lots to “keep outside people out” and

trustees should attend at least one mght of

Spring Weekend sach year. .
Barry said police and volunteers could watch

* over the lots and the university couId have tow

trucks present.

“One thing about kids, you have to prove zt,”
Trustee Linda Gatling said. “If you go'back to
X Lot and have no car, they would think ‘U'm
not going next year.'”

“l like the towing idea;” said Dean of -

Students Lee Williams. ‘
She said the “image of tow trucks driving up
(Interstate) 847 would be a deterrent.
“Especially if they borrow their parent’s car,”
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. Gatlmgadded Lo e D "

Gatling ' said parents should not let hlgh
school students leave the house that weekend
and’ suggested a television’ comrmerdial to warm
parents about Spnng Weekend.

UConn che Preszdent for Student Affaxrs

" Johnt Saddlﬁmlre said the bbard of trustees

could increase the ‘penalties'for high school
students who attend Spring Weekend.

Currently, high school students. who aze
arrested are automatically demed adm:ssmn 0
the- umvermty

Sadcilennre said the umvezs;ty could expand
it so any high school students identified at
Spring Weekend would not be admitted.
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COMNECTICUT 90D Chapel St, oth A
CONFERENCE OF Phone (203) 498-30C
MUNICIPALITIES

November 25, 2008

TO: CCM-member Mayors, First Selectmen & Town/City Managers
FROM: Jim Finley, Executive Director and CEQ .

T Q f wE ' A ‘v .
RE: CCM efforts sustain critical local revenues, RECD N@V 26 -
avoid cost of major mandate for FY 2008-09 & FY 2009-10

During the 2008 General Assembly session, CCM’s efforts protected revenues critical to your municipal government.

CCM led the fight that successfully preserved the present ratfes of your municipal real estate convevance tax
for FY 2008-09 and FY 2009-10,

The amount of vyour town's CCM dues, which entitles vour municipal government to a wide range of services,

is much, much less than the conveyance tax funding that CCM delivered for vour community. A strong and

committed membership ensures that CCM has the necessary resources to win these crucial battles:

And remember, CCM also led the charge last session that successfully and significantly narrowed a budget-
busting unfunded mandate on towns and cities -- a proposed new workers’ compensation presumption for police
officers and firefighters for infectious diseases, cancer, and heart disease. The compromise legisiation only provides
for a rebuttable presumption of job-relatedness for heart attacks suffered in training or on the job. The law does not

grant special benefits for other types of heart disease nor types of cancer and infectious diseases that were included in

the original bill. CCM's compromise victory against this potential mesa-mandate freed up millions of dollars

for towns for FY 2008-09 and FY 2009-10 that would otherwise have been naid out for new workers’

compensation claims.

One CCM-member CEO said, “even if CCM did nothing else for my municipality and property taxpayers, which is
the furthest thing from the truth, the results of these two efforts alone more than pézy Jor the cost of our dues for

2

years and years to come.

In this tough economy, it is more important than ever that every town and cify stick together through CCM to advance

and defend the common interests of municipal governments and their property taxpayers.

Thank you for your loyalty to CCM.

cc: Local Legislators ~-193-
Board of Finance members
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CONNECTICUT 800 Chapel St., G4

CONFERENCE OF . Phone (203) 498-3

MUNICIPALITIES

November 19, 2008

TO: CCM-Member Mayors, First Selectmen & Town/City Managers

From: James J. Finley, Ir, CCM Executive Director and CEO
RE: CCM member dues for FY 2009-10

There will be no increase in your CCM dues for next fiscal year. For budgetary purposes, vou can plug it in

right now — a zero percent increase.

CCM’s Board of Directors approved my recommendation today for a freeze in member dues for next year. CCM
understands the fiscal stress faced by its member municipalities during these difficult economic times. We know

everyone is being called on to do more with less, including us.

But remember, when times are tough, towns and cities need CCM even more. CCM membership is one of the few

things left to give you a guaranteed return on investment.

Your continued support strengthens the most valuable collective resource in our state for Connecticut town and
city governments. CCM services -- from our effective advocacy and valuable research and information
services, to fraining, energy saving, responsive risk management and much more -- ensure a return on your

investment that far and away exceeds your member dues. You have my personal assurance on thaf.

That is why 142 communities in every corner of the state are members of the statewide association of towns and
cities. CCM looks forward to working harder than ever before on your behalf in 2009 to protect the interests of

vour hometown and property taxpayers,

In this tough economy, it is even more important that every fown and city stick together to advance the common
interests of municipal governments. As Benjamin Franklin said, “We must all hang together or surely we will all

hang separately.”

Thank you for your continued membership in CCM. CCM exists because of you and our exclusive mission is
to serve our member towns and cities in the best way possible. Please contact me at (203) 498-3020 or

inlev@cem-ct.org at any time with questions, suggestions or concerns.

CC: Finance Directors
Councilmembers
Board of Finance Members
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Item #21

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF THE TOWN COUNCIL
ELIZABETH C. PATERSON, Mayor AUDREY P, BECK BUILDING
_ - : FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2399
(360) 429-3336

Fax: (860) 429-6863

Deceﬁber 1,2008

Anthony P. Mele

Northeast Utilities - Transmission Project Manager
107 Selden Street ‘
Berlin, CT 06037

RE: CL&P Interstate Relinbility Project

Dear Mz Melé:

Mansfield's Town Council and staff greatly appreciate the significant effort that has been made
by CL&P to provide information and to addreéss questions raised about the proposed Interstate
Reliability Project. CL&P's pre-application process, including the open house in Mansfield,
attendance at a Town Council special mesting and direct contacts with neighboring property
owners, has promoted public understanding and participation and a beneficial discussion -
regarding the proposed project and Connecticut's future energy policies. As part of this on-going
process it is respectfully requested that the comments and recommendations presented in this
letter be carefully considered and incorporated into your planned Connecticut Siting Council
submission. - '

1) After reviewing information and comments presented to the Town Council regarding
CL&P's proposed Interstate Reliability Project, Mansfield's Town Council has determined -
that the need for this project has not been demonstrated and therefore, the Town Council
does not support the proposed construction of additional transmission lines through
eastern Connecticut.

Mansfield's Town Council recommends that CL&P and the Connecticut Siting Council
focus their collective efforts to:

A. Promote energy conservation & a reduction of existing and future energy
demand;

B. Promote energy storage within the generation/iransmission system and at
individual consumption sites in order to reduce peak demand impacts;

C. Promote alternative sources of energy generation that do not necessitate
increasing transmission line capacity;
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- 3)

4)

5)

D. Encourage economic development and new energy demands in areas that have
existing energy capacity and infrastructure.

A majority of the proposed Eastern. Connecticut route passes through areas that are
classified as "Preservation Area”, "Conservation Area" or "Rural Lands" in Connecticut's
2005-2010 Policies Plan for Conservation and Development. Many area Towns and
public agencies are working to preserve the rural and historic character of eastern
Connecticut and a need for more transmission capacity is not anticipated in this area.
This proposed route is not consistent with the State's overall land use plan and if the need
for transmission capacity increases can be justified, alternative routes consistent with the
State plan should be considered to effectively link areas of existing and proposed
development. This project has regional significance and comments from all regional
organizations, including the Windham Region Council of Governments, should be
obtained.

The Mansfield portion of the proposed transmission line project will detrimentally impact
a number of statutorily identified facilities including three schools or child-care centers, a
patk/playground (Mansfield Hollow State Park) and residential houses, particularly on
Bassetts Bridge Road, Highland Road, Stone Ridge Lane and Hawthorne Lane. Section
16-50 p (i) specifies that "there shall be a presumption” than dny overhead transmission
lines adjacent to statutory facilities "is inconsistent with the purposes of this chapter” and
should only be authorized if it is demonstrated "that it will be technologically infeasible
to bury the facility." CL.&P has not submitted documentation adequate to support
overhead lines adjacent to statutory facilities in Mansfield. If the Connecticut Siting
Council determines that there is a need for additional transimission lines in eastern
Connecticut, underground lines should be strongly considered for not only statutory
facilities but the entire route through rural eastern Connecticut.

In addition to affecting statutory facilities, the proposed route includes or abuts existing
farmland, interior forest areas and prime-farmland soils which would be impacted. In the

“event the Connecticut Siting Council determines adequate need for more transmission

lines, alternative routes that will not impact Mansfield and other rural eastern Connecticut
Towns should be comprehensively considered. In particular, routes "C-1 and C-2", which
would utilize existing transportation corridors, should be thoroughly studied. The -
attached report from Mansfield's Conservation Commission provides more information
on alternative routes that need further review.

In the event a transmission line expansion through Mansfield is determined to be
necessary by the Connecticut Siting Council, it is respectfully requested that CL&P
representatives continue to work with affected property owners and Mansfield officials to
mitigate impacts, Mitigation measures that should be considered include: the purchase
of adjacent school properties, installation of underground lines, relocation of existing and
proposed structures, use of alternative structures that would support existing and
proposed transmission lines and reduce vegetative clearing, creation of new visual buffers
and compensation for lost agricultural use. Shorter term construction impacts also would
need to be addressed (see attached letters from Mansfield property owners and interested
organizations).

-198-




Thank you for affording Mansfield representatives an opportunity to comment prior to CL&P's
submission of a Siting Council application. Please contact Mansfield's Town Manager, Matthew
Hart (860-429-3336) or Mansfield's Director of Planning, Gregory J. Padick (860-429-3330) if
you have any questions regarding this letter.

Very truly vours,

é%ﬁ/éé% Peat e sen
Elizdbeth Paterson, Mayor
Town of Mansfield

ce: S. Derek Phelps, Executive Director, Connecticut Siting Council
State Senator Donald Williams
State Representative Denise Merrill
United States Representative Joseph Courtney
Mark Paguette, Executive Director, Windham Region Council of Governments
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TO: MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL

FROM: - MANSFIELD CONSERVATION COMMISSION -
SUBIECT:  NEEWS/CL&P MUNICIPAL CONSULTATION FILING
cc: GREG PADICK |

DATE: ~ OCTOBER 16, 2008, REVISED OCTOBER23, 2008

The Mansfield Conservation Commission has reviewed the NEEWS/CL&P Municipal Consultation Filing
Concernmg the Connecticut Portion of the Interstate Reliability Project, Volumes 1-5, dated Auguist,
2008. We recommend that the Town of Mansfield support either Option-C-1 or C-2, as opposed tothe
Option A, which would pass through the Town of Mansfield. If appropriate, we suggest that the Town of

_ Mansf" eld apply for intervener status on this CL&P appli rcatlon Our reasons are as follows:

1. The project appears to hoid little beneﬁt for Mansfield or NE Connecticut, much ofMansﬁetd s power-

" originates from the Millstone Point plants to the south of Mansfield. A second line might increase the

reliability of the service in northeast {NE} CT; however, the additiofal capacity the proposed new hnes
will provide is mostly destined for areas west of Mansfield, mdud:ng Fairfield County.

2. The CL&P présentations for NE CT show in great and extensive detail the route chasen by the utilities
in 2006. As the title of the document suggests, the “Connecticut Portion" is heavily emphasized. Itis
only when you get to the 25 document in Volume 4 {Supplemental Documerits by Other Agencies), _
$D.25, "Solution Report for the Interstate Reliability Project," that Option A, passing through Mansfleld,
had sagmﬁcant competition. One, apparently paralleling the Mass. Pike before heading in the southerly

direction (Option C-2) is equivalent, or better, in many respects. One has to sort through approxxmateiy
18 inches of paper to discover this. :

3. The two alternate routes, C-1and C-2, would avoid Mansfield and the resulting damage to our
residential and public recreation areas, forests, and farmlands. The initial costs for these C-routes are
comparable to Option A, through Mansfield. in the long term, they might be less expensive for CL&P:
their proximity to interstate highways might provide for easier, and less damaging access to the linesfor
mamtenance after the lines are in place. The report does describe CT and MA DOT policies that
dlscourage the placement of lines along interstate hlghWays, however, no mention is made of any
serious efforts the utilities might have made toward the accommodation of the utilities needs with the

‘DOTs. The CCsuspects that it is simply easier for them to do their construction through the Iargeiy

unprotected "Qmet Corner" of Conn ecticut.

4, Besides the apparent targeting of Option A, the analogous criticism may be made of the overall
presentation: the five NE CT options are considered without describing the full integration of this project
with neighbéring projects. There are broad brush presentations of NY- New England needs, but na
analysis of how the efficiencies and costs of these other projects might affect the costs and efficiendies
of options presented in the report. Specifically, the benefits and costs of the proposed Springfield
reliability project and how it might benefit from the -2 Option are not detailed. It would appear that
the C-2 option, tentatively rejected by the report, would bring additional power toward central
Massachusetts before routing it towards Connecticut's Fairfield County. This might significantly improve:
the rehab;!:ty and lower the combined costs of hath the C-2 Option and'the pending Springfield project..
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The Mansfield Conservation Commission would like make the Féilowing comments on the report. this is

followed by a listing of comments and concerns presented during the "Oppo:‘cumty for Public Comment”
at a recent CC meetmg

A. The estimated mmal costs of Options A, C-1and C- 2, respectively, are $400M, $400M, and $4SOM
{Fig. 2-1 in the solutions Report), These costs don't appear to reflect future maintenance costs, which
may be higher in remote sections of NE Connecticut, Nor do the costs reflect the savings and bengfits

that might be realized in conjunction with efforts not descrabed in detail in this filing {e.g., the commg
zmprovem ents for the Sprmgf'eid area).

B.: Page 2-3 in the Solutions Report states “Ultimately, a comparative analysis of Option A and Optton C-
2 showed that, although both potential solutions had merit, Option A performed better, cost less, and

had fewer environmental and social impacts." Again, we feel this may reflect an atfitude that the "Quiet
Corner" will be less of a problem for CL&P to deal with!

C. Certain "Statutory Facilities" are of special regu!atory concern, These inciude daycare facilities
" {Mount Hope Montessori Schoal), residential areas (Highland Road?), and public playgrounds. CL&P .
claims that the CT ROW has.no public playgrounds adjacent to it. it is not clear whether the Mansfield
Hollow Park-and picnic area should not have been considered a statutory facility under their guidelines;
however, at their Mansfield presentation CL&P's Derrick Bradstreet stated clearly that ball fields would -

fallinto the “statutory facility" category. The CC feels tHat the cleared recreation areas and the bali fleld -
in ’che Mansﬁeld Holiow Dam Recreation area were overlooked by the report.

o

D ln the past, CL&P has utllized toxic cherﬁi'c‘éls to reduce the growth of trees and brush and the

protection of poles from rot'and insect damage. There-are a number of areas where this should not be -
' permitted, e.g., near aquifers, on farmland, and public recreation areas. We note tha’c the Mansfield .

Hollow area bisected by the existing i:ne is'a part of a major aquifer system and sits in the middle of a

public water Supply watershed. Not even swimmingis permrt’ted in “the water impounded behind the
- dam. - -

E. In the event the Army Core of Engineers refuses the increased ROW requested by CL&P, CL&P will
have to use the more expensive Willimantic bypass route. This would avoid the Mansfield Hollow area.
If after all considerations are taken into account, and Option A SIgmﬁcantiy exceeds Opticn C-2 in Cost,
CLE&P might evern be convinced to go with Option C-2 and avoad NE CT.

E. Page V-2, under Avoidance or Minimization of Impacts to ,EnVIronmen’cél Resources, states "In
accordance with federal, state, and municipal environmental protection policies, the avoidance or
minimization of new or expanded corridors through sensitive environmental resource areas such as
- parks, wildlife areas, and wetlands is desired." The Mansfield Conservation Commission feels strongly
that not enough weight was given to this guideline with regard to the pristine nature of NE Connecticut,
otherwise they would not be considering a route requiring an expanded ROW through Mansfield Hollow
Park and the numerous wildlife areas in NE Connecticut, Instead, the report makes vague claims. about
the comparative acreage that would be affected in a comparison of Options A and C-2. Just as not all
wetlands are of equivalent importance, the same may be said of open space (including forests) and
farmland. Northeastern Connecticut is a unique area, remaining surprisingly” unspoiled in the
Washmg‘ton 'D.C. - Boston corridor. This should be taken into account, not taken advantage of.

F. Portions of the %ep_ort's "Options Analysis” seem n slanted to justify the 2006 choice of Option A. One
example of this may be fotind in Table 2-4 in the Solutions Report. This table provides a comparison of
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the various options. Undef the category of CT import N-1-1 (MW) Option A is ranked 1% {2,783 MW)
when Option Cis nearly equivalent (2,727 MW) approximately a 2% difference. -Further down the table
when Option A ranks 37, approximately 4% lower than Option C, the difference is remarked upon as

“not significant.” In another category Option Cis nearly 20% better than A, but this is not remarked
upon. These points, by themselves, do not.seem significant; however, they give weight to our |
conclusion that this document was written more to confirm the choice made by the utilities in 2006 than
to provide a balgnced and unbiased comparison of the options.

IN CONCLUSION, THE MANSFIELD CONSERVATION COMMISSION RECOMMENDS THAT THE
TOWN OF MANSFIELD TAKE A STAND AGAINST OPTION A AND REQUEST THAT THE NEEWS GROUP -
MAKE A SIMILAR, IN DEPTH STUDY OF OPTION C-2 BEFORE CONCLUDING THAT THEIR PROPOSED ROUTE
THROQUGH THE FORESTS FARMS,AND PARKS OF NE CONNECTECUT IS THE BEST OPTION. WE FURTHER
RECOMMEND THAT THE OFFICES OF DENISE MERRILL BE ENLISTED IN THIS EFFORT.

Atthe Séptembéf 2008 Conservation Commission meeting a number of concerns were presented
during our "Opportunity-for Public Comment," should Option A prove to be the best option and the

current ROW become more fully utilized. The Consenlat;on Comm:ssxon recommends the Town Councﬂ
address these concerns. They include: '

1. ‘At the Chaplin CL&P mformationa! sessidn one of the CL&P. represen{atives' apparently stated thatan.

important purpose of the proposed line thmugh NE CT was to prowde Falrﬁeid Count with addlticma{ .
power. o

2. The effect of the project {tree cutl:mg, addittonal poles etc. ) on Mansﬁeld s resmfentsai areas, for
example, in the Hzghiand Road area. ‘

. .
3. will llghtﬁ he requ:red on poles in the \ncmity of the Wmdham A;rpart? How will these po[es and .
add;tsonal tree c:uttmg affect the Mansﬁeld Hoi!ow park area?

4 In the past ATVS have utihzed the ROWs to the detnment of stab1hty of some soils and ’che neighbor 5
peace- of—mmd Barriers to ATV's must be placed where necessary.

5. Reports of earlier construction by CL&P indicate that the spreading of subsails on the surface
sometimes resulted in dead areas —-they should be reqiftred to dispose of subsoils properly.

6. Agrlcultura! lands shou!d be restored and there should be compensatlon for any lost crops.

. It was pointed out that the 1956 easement to CL&P mciudes the right of access through adjoining

propertles Accass roads through such properties should be miﬁ[leEd and the areas shouid be restored :
after the construction is ccmpfeted L . . '
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Solutions Report

Purposé uf Thig Solufion Report

Connecticut, and Comnecticut as a wholé are primary areas of concern in this study with
-respect to the ability of the e:ustmg transmission and peneration systems to rehably serve
Proj jected Ioaci requrrements in these areas. :

Figure 1-1; Southern New England Load Concentrations®

Southern New Engiand accounts for approximately 80% of the New England load. The 345
kV bulk transmission network is the key infrastructure that integrates the region’s supply -
resources, with load centers. The major southern New Engiand generation resources, as weil
i as the supply provided via ties from northern New England, Hydro-Québec, and New York,
: ' primarily rely on the 345 kV transmission system for delivery of power to the area’s load
‘ centets. This network provides significant bulk power supply to Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, and Connecticut and is integral to the supply of the Vermont load in northwestern

New England. The SNE area has experienced significant load growth, numerous resource
changes, and changes in inter-area transfers.

The east-west transmission interface facilities divide New England roughly in half.
: Vermont, southwestern New Hampshire, western Massachusetis, and Conpecticut are
located to the west of this interface; while Maine, eastern New Hampshire, eastern
Massachusetts, and Rhode Isiand are to the east. The primary east—west transmission tinks

® Source: Needs Analysis Figure 1-1,

The Irterstate Reliability Project -2U03~ : ‘ as of August 8, 2008
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Rhocﬁe 1sland were not simply local issues, but also affected interstate transfer capabilities. In addition,
the Working Group identified consfraints in tansfar;:ing power generated in — or imported into ~ eastern
‘Connecticut across central Connecticut to the concentrated load in SIWCjT. A comprehensive plan to
address all of these ir.atgetrelat_ed problems was then developed, including the identification of the fo ur
corpponents of the NEEWS_ Plan described above, aloﬁg rwith other systeni improvements {o address local
reliability issues. ' A

Figure ES-4 provides a conceptual illustration of the four elements of NEEWS.

Figure ES-4: NEEWS Project Elements -
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How w:ll the propased Project lmprovements affect electric transmtssmn service in
Connectlcut’-’

The proposed Project will i mprove the reizablhty of Connecticut’s elestnc service by reducing constraints
on the existing transmission system over which power is m:xported into Connegticut from Rhode Island
and southeast Massachusetts. This improvement will both increase the reliability of el‘ectnc supply to -
Connecticut cuétomers, and provide them with better access to lower-cost, low-emission, and renes;v'able
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 Comnecticut |
trénsmisgicn system to import power and to move it across the state. The flow of elacﬁric pOWer over
eieic.}tric transmission systcmis is not Mted 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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Summary Compe‘:rispn: Top Interstate Reliability Options®
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Municipal Consuitation Flling identifying the Best Transmission Solution

Figure IV-4: Interstate Figure IV-5: Interstate Figure IV-8: Interstate
' OptionA Option B. Option C-1
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The Solution Report in Volume 4 of this filing provides a detailed description of the axaalyéis by which the
TO’s selected Option A, as their preferred solution. A compressed summary of this analysis is provided

here,

The technical and cost characteristics of each of the options were evaluated first, and then their potential

environmental and social impacts.

Winnowing down the options did not require the development of equally detailed routing and
environmental information for all options. Where technical and/or cost analyses were sufficient to

gliminate an option, a full environmental analysis was not required.

nne
&
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
- TOWN OF MANSFIELD

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR 5OUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONMECTICUT 04268
(860) 419-3330

To:  Mansfield Town Council _ | ; /)

From: Rudy Favretti, Chairman, Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission
Date:  Thursday, November 20, 2008 . - '
Re: CL&P Interstate Reliability Project

“After discussing the proposed CL&P Interstate Reliability Project and potential land use impacts for Mansfield and
other Eastern Connecticut municipalities, Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission instructed me to report the
Commiission's opposition to the proposed project. Our opposition is based on. an inadeguate consideration of
aliernatives to this proposed project and expected detrimental land use impacts for properties in Mansfield and
ofher eastern Connecticut Towns. In Mansfield, it is ‘expected that the proj ect will detrimentaily impact property
values for abvttmg schools and childcare centers and for neighboring residences. Furthermore, the project is
expecied to redice the functional value of existing and potential farmland and the recreational value of Marnsfield
Hollow State Park. In general, the proposed route through eastern Connecticut will detrimentally affect the rural

* character of the area without any compensating economic benefit.

It is respectfuily Lequested that the Town Council communicate to CL&P and the Connecticut Siting Council

Mansfield's opposition to this proposed project including the reasons cited above by the Pl:mmng and Zgning
Commuss;ou
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My request is as follows and is subject to change.

To the best of my understandmg I'm requestmcv with the existing transmission Tines that

the MG (milligauss) Jevel be calculated and verified at the edge of the CL&P R.O.W. and
at my. house

I'm also quuestmg for underground power lines while still maintaining the largest
possible tree line to protect niy home from property devaluation.

I'm also requestmg that the new underground fines be engmeered so the MG level does
not increase at the CL&P R.O.W. and at my house which includes all future loads.

| I\/thael Nf‘@/&

138 Highland Rd
Manisfield CT 06250
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October 27, 2008

Town Council
Town of Mansfield

We are residents of Mansfield whose house is adjacent 16 the CL&P right-of-way in
which the expansion of capacity for transmission of eiectncal power is proposed. We
oppose this expansion for the following reasons:

1. Blasting for installation of new towers may damage our well water supply;
+ 2. Anadditional set of power lines will lead to extensive environmental damage
© from tree removaly :
3. Asthetics degradatton due to construction will icad to reduction in ploperty
values;
4. The damage to Mansfield is not compeusated by any beneﬁt to Mansﬁeld
since the lines are only for delivery to distant locales; ,
5. Building two lines adjacent to each other to satisfy regulatlons for redundancy
* fails the purpose of those regulations since the sources of such potent1al
' damage would impact both transmission lines.

We therefore ask that the Town of Mansfield oppose this exp ansion .

Sincereiy'yours,

{_,f v ’f wd / é/ W Z
Atlene Albert - f’hil}p/ Ye{gle
466 Bassetis Bridge Road
Mansfield Center, CT 06250
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To: Tony Mele, Project Manager, CL&P © 10/26/08
Mr. Mele,

. We have concerns about the East/West Solution proposal in my neighborhood

(Hawthomne Lane, Mansfield) and wish to suggest a modification, Since the added lines

would mainly benefit the southwest end of the state, I hope you w111 consider the issues
my neighbors and T have. -

Four years ago, I built a home for myself, my wife and three children, and my mother on
25 Hawthorne Lane. We did so only after much research on electromagnetic fields,

- concluding that 300 feet was, by most standards, a safe distance from high- voltage lines
(250-400 feet, according to most sources).

My home, curréntly occupied by my wife and me, my mother, and my three children, is
sited about 300 feet from the closest line. At the CL&P presentation in Mansfield A
~(10/22/08) aNU representative and I looked at the path of the additional lines. Using the

- Google Earth measurement tool, he determmed that the new lines would put my home
. 200 feet from the closest line. It would also put my closest neighbors on Hawthorne
Lane 180, 220, and 275 feet from the line——a distance that increases our health risks,
accordmg to many sources, mcludmg the EPA.

Of course we é:e also upset about aesthetics and property values. My neighbors and I
have front-yard septic fields. Mine extends 120 feet into the front yard, which means no
trees in that area. With power lmes 200 feet from my house (and the tree-cut line even
closer), there would be little or no room for trees between me and the lines. (And an
effective buffer would need to be as tall as the power lines.) With the existing plan, I
would have six high-voltage power lines in front of me when I walked out my front
doorm——as would my neighbors.

We at 25 Hawthomc Lane strangly urge CL&P to look at ways to alter the proposed
route in our neighborhood. If you can, bury the lines or carry them on a single pole in a
straighter line (over the Hawthome Lane cui de-sac). Either of these changes would
sa’asfy OUT CONCErns.

R. Scott Welden
Christine Welden
Carmen Welden

~210~




10-25-08

Tony Mele
Project Team :
CL & P East-West Solution Project

This 1eﬁe1 is intended to reinforce our discussions-and site visit regarding the Hawihorne
Lane newhborhood We currently own property on both sides of the transmission lines in the
neighborhood and although a guarantee of no change would be favorable it does not appear that this
" is an-option. Short of this guarantee our goal at this time is to work with CL & P upfront and prior to
filing of the East West solution to the siting council.

Our concerns are as follows, any actions on the part of CL & P that would raise EMF levels
in the area of the existing homes would be detrimental to the health and wellbeing to the residents of
Hawthome Lane. Any action on the part of CL. & P that would remove trees in the existing buffer
zone that would result in a decrease of property value to the existing neighborhood homes.

After meeting with John Case from CL & P we feel confident that a slight shift of the transmission
tines would create less negative impact on the neighborhood and no adverse impact to CL & P. We
- were pleased to have a site visit from state representative Denise Memi who shared our same views
on protecting the neighborhood. :

. In conclusion we feel hopeful after discussion Wlth Denise Merrill and town manager Matt
Hart and his staff that we can resolve these issues prior to the filing. We appreciate your attention,

consideration and look forward to a tuneiy resolution for all mvoived in ’{be: Hawthome Lane
neighborhood ' S ‘

Sincerely, S 5 ‘ B

_ Ryan and Patricia Hawthome

' /WM //M%M
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Tony Mele
Project Team
N.E. Utilities East-West Solution Project

- We would like to thank the Project Team for providing such a very informative open house in
Mansfield for those who will be affected by the project proposal. Our first reaction was one of
shock! We understood our property was subject to permanent easement rights obtained many
years ago by North East Utilities. However, we never considered or imagined the possibility of -

the transmission lines being doubled. This new proposal would have many negative effects on
our neighborhood.

As ’homeownefs our biggest concern is how this proposal will affect our property aesthetically. -
The transmission lines currently are unobtrusive due to a large tree lined buffer zone. This new
proposal will completely remove the neighborhood buffer zone exposing the power lines
completely. The properties were purchased knowing the power linés exists but were placed far
enough away so.we were still able tg enjoy our privacy and the wiidlife that currently exist. Not

ouly will the new proposal be unsightly it will aiso greatly effect the property. values of this
' remdentxal neighborhood.

The nezghborhood’s other qoﬁcefn is the ramifications of the EMF’s transmitted and it’s effect :
on the residents. The new proposal will bring the transmission lines. within 180°- 200" from our

homes, without the benefit of a tree line. This i8 a concern for us as our grandchildren visit Eli}d
‘play in this area often.

A viable so!utién for Hawthome Lane and Bassets Bridge Road has been proposed to the
project team. This would involve 1. Converting transmission tines to single poles and
- redirecting the alignment of the existing linies. 2. - Exchanging right of way land which is now

owned by existing property owners, thus elumnatmg the need to clear cut the current buffer
zone to the neighborhood at a minimal cost to Northeast Utilities.

In closing, our Hope is that you would consider our proposal and adopt it prior to the final
submission of the East- West Solution to the siting council.

Sincerely,

e & Chris Hawt orr ‘
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Tracy and Brando"a I“Imwt?m:m ‘
147 Batsatis Bridge Ropd
Mﬁﬂaﬂ&l& E‘e.«m*rar, o aaied
P hone: 8BGO~ ‘fl,!.a 5@}3
R o/o N Ews b ' '
. P Box 270 ,
"'-r{m._rmrd o*romm ozm -

- fro-\f\[}_iomiit Ma'y‘ Cor{r_:ern: '

o As restdents of Mansf eld, specrf‘ cally Bassetts Brrdge Road/Hawthome Lane, we have many CORCETTS -
.regardmg the hew proposed set. of power !mes through aur communlty We have- hved ln dur home, for
 over 7 years and wh:le the power [tnes are certamly visible they ‘have’ been ina reasonable drstance and
' have been reiatzveiy canoealed By. the trees. around our’ property T " T

S The propoSed pian for movmg and addzng addltionai hnes wouid srgm’r‘canﬂylmpact not only- the .

‘L aesthetacs of ¢ our home but would certamiy morease our exposure to electromagnetlc fi elds As it stands
now; we are already wrthln the EPA racommended safe dtstance of 300 feet Addmg or movrng hnes
-‘would mcrease nsk to our heaith and we!l bemg

':".-We ask that Northeast Utilmes senousiy consrders alternatlve meaﬂs to addmg poias and c!earmg

o addmonaE trees lWé Would strongiy favor underground fines or ssngies poies tha'c would not reqmre
' l.:,addltlonal tred clearmg ‘We. wouid be more than happy to answer any questions or oﬁer more
j‘mformatson about our concerns Piease contact us.at any time’ at the above number We Iook forward to
. a safe and exped:tlous resolutron for our: commumty

Regards Nl e
x%//éf ‘ KC“"’*_Q S

Lracy GH, gra ﬂ“sdz}rs:, Hawthorne
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To: CL&P (Attn: Tony Mele & Associates) 10/26/08

The purpose of this letter is to express our concerns about the Northeast
Reliability project as it’s currently proposed. We appreciate you coming out to
the Hawthorne Lane neighborhood to discuss our issues, but more importantly
that you walked through to physically see (to get a clearer picture) the negative
impact this project would have on our neighborhood.You have to admit,
looking at a map with multi colored survey lines on it, is quite a bit different
than walking the grounds of this charming neighborhood.

My wife Pam, son Gabriel, and I have lived at 27 Hawthorne Lane for 3 Ya
years and have been very fortunate to reside in such a beautiful neighborhood.
Part of the charm and reasons that attracted us to our heme (other than the
terrific school system Mansﬁeld has) was to enjoy the privacy, wild life, rich
vegetation and close proximity to the Mansfield State Park it offers. Our son
Gabe has 23 cousins as well as several classmates who quite often come over to
- -play in our open and expansive front yard. o -

+ One of our concerns with this project are the increased EMF levels that would
be created by the new transmssmn lines if installed closer to our home. This
would cause irreparable harm to not only my family and fr1ends but to our
neighborhood as a whole. |
- The other concern we have is that t]:us prc)Ject would all but ehmmate the
large tree line which presenﬂy serve as a lush, and full canopy of plant growth
- which covers the existing transmission lines. Having these massive new utility
poles installed closer to all our homes would negatively impact the pmperty

- values of all the homes in the Hawthorne Lane neighborhood.

. It’s vital and of the utmost importance to'my family (and our neighborhood) .
- that these new transmission lines not be installed any closer to our homes. As
we discussed with you, there is a safer and healthier alternative. We're
confident that as you and other Mansfield town officials come out to see how
this current plan truly impacts our neighborhood, that you will agree that
slightly redirecting the new transmission line and utlhzmg a smgle pole system
is the right choice. - -

Thank You. | Wﬂ/
Tom Mindel P |

Palmira Mindek | -214~
Gabriel Mindek



Gregory J Padzck

Tl 1 S AR

From: Matthew W. Hart

Sent: Frlday, October 24, 2008 8:43 AM

To: = Gregory J. Padick

Subject: FW: CL&P Lines in Mansfield should be underground

Greg - see below.

Also should we emall our adwsory committees letting them know that we plan to debrief the open house on
Monday‘?

Matt

From: martinfox [mailto:.foxmartindale@charter.net]
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2008 8:27 AM
To: Matthew W. Hart

Subject: CLRP Lines in Mansfield should be underground -

Dear Maii,

| attendad the CL&P Interstate Reliability Project preseniation last night at the Mansﬁeid Community -
cenier.

They want to run new 345 Kilovolt fines through the téwn.  This is the time to insist that all of these highly
' dangerous fines be routed undarground Below | will bneﬂy state why thls is s0,

z’—'lrst, high voltage lines pose a Slg nificant health risk. While CL&P is offi cially in complete daniél on this -
point, | have no doubt that they are hazardous as evidenced by the extensive study cited below.

A 2005 study, a collaboration between the Childhood Cancer Research Group at the University of Oxford
and National Grid owners, Transco —looked at cancer data in England and Wales betweer 1962 and 1995, for
children aged up to 15 years old. They were able to map how far 2ach child lived from a high voltage overhead
power line. Comparmg the children who.had cancer with a control group of 29,000 children without cancer but
who lived in comparable districts, they found that children whose birth address was within 200 metres of an
overhead power line had a 70% increased risk of leukemia. Children living 200 to 600 m away from power lines
had a 20% increased risk.  <http://www.newsciertist.com/article.ns?id=dn7460>  The article goes on to suggest that it
rnight not just be the electric and magnetic fields caused by the power lines but the ionization of the air and of
poliutants in the air that causes the health effects and that the leukemia observed may just be the “tip of the
iceberg”. Note that this large study not only reveals a significant increased risk of leukemia, but shows a
dose response effect; the risk is lower at greater distance from the lines.

* Second, ovarhead power lines cause fires. Power §mes are suspected of igniting a : number of the ‘
~ dangerous wildfires that swept through California last year, and will subject us to the same risk, espema[]y if we
have dry, hot Summer and Fall weather. As described in the linked article, this hazard has not been studied

“much. The solution is well known use underground hnes <htip:/fwww, S}QHDDSERUIEGC} cam/news{metmfzomllll 2999~
101 Tiines. biml>

Third, the lines run through an environmentally sensitive region of the tewn and render that jand

- unusable for other purposes. The attached legal brief from the town of Woodbridge against CL&P, the State of
Connecticut and the Connecticut Siting Council outiinés the arguments that can be marshaled against overhead '
transmission lines. While the utility may argue that underground lines are technically infeasible [see the brief],
their real concern is reducing their cost. The factis thal brderground cables are significantly more reliable than



averhead lines, not being exposed to the elements. New trenching technotogies and cable materials
are reducing costs.

Finally, itis not dear to me that the approximately Biflion doliar expenditure for transmission lines is
really the best way to improve electrical reliability in Connecticut. For that kind of money, we could mount a
serious effort to instali solar PV and solar thermal on every rooftop, and to revive hydro capacity in our state
including pump storage, and tidal generation. Due to the way the power mdustry was segmented in
deregulation, CL&P makes its money almost entirely from transmission ‘of power, and does not nacessarily [ook
at the larger picture in terms of the effects of local generation on power reliability.

Distributed generation {ibcating smaller generation facilities nearer to foads] provides greater reliability
and more focal control. Local generation would complement our efforts to become an electric energy
aggregator and uittmately a'municipal utility.

~This is the time to insist that if the utility wants to ex_pand their transmission grid through our town that
it be done in the safest, most reliahle and most environmentally sensitive way, which means using underground
lines for all sensitive areas. Power lines can last over 100 years. Doing it right now will be the best policy for all

concerned in the long run. Please do not hesitate to contact me by eman or cell [860 428 0436] fyou need -
more information.

Sincerely,

Martin

Martin,D. Fox, M..D.,. Ph.D. -

Professor

. University of Conpecticut

Department of Electrical and Computer Eng.
371 Fairfield Road, Unit 1157

Storrs, Ct. 06269-1157

Ph {Lab]l. 860 486-2228

OFfc. 860 486-3454

Fax B60 486-2447

Martin D. Fox, M.D., Ph.D.

Frofessor

University of Connectlcut

Department of Electrical and Computer Eng.

371 Fairfield Road, Unit 1157 . .
Storrs, Ct. 0626%-1157 v
Ph [Lab).. 860 4B6-2228 ‘

Ofc. 860 486-3434

Fax §60 '486-2447
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

THE CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER : DOCKET NO. 272
COMPANY AND THE. UNITED : :
ILLUMINATING COMPANY APPLICATION

FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL

COMPATIBILITY AND PUBLIC NEED FOR

THE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW 345-KV

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION LINE AND

ASSOCIATED FACILITES BETWEEN THE -

SCOVILLE ROCK SWITCHING STATIONIN  :

MIDDLETOWN AND THE NORWALK |

~ SUBSTATION IN NORWALK, INCLUDING

THE RECONSTRUCTION OF PORTIONS

_OF EXISTING 115-KV AND 345 KV ELECTRIC :

~ TRANSMISSION LINES, THE CONSTRUCTION:

OF BESECK SWITCHING STATION IN

WALLINFORD, EAST DEVON SUBSTATION

IN MILFORD, AND SINGER SUBSTATIONIN :

BRIDGEPORT, MODIFICATIONS AT .

SCOVILL ROCK SWITCHING STATION AND

NORWALK SUBSTATION, AND THE ) o
RECONFIGURATION OF CERTATN R S
INTERCONNECTIONS , S MARCH 16, 2005

TOWN OF WOODBRIDGE POST-HEARING BRIEF

The Town of Woodbridge ("Town'") subrmits this Post-Hearing Brief to address
Woodbndge-specific issues. In addition, Lhé Town adopts aﬂd incdrpera‘tes.by 're_ference
herein the Joint Brief on Selected Issues filed on this date by the Towns of Cheshire,
- Durham, Wallingford and Woodbridge. and the.‘Ciiy of Milférd {the "Towns' Joint |
Bref"). |

For the reasons set forth in this brief, the Town urges tﬁe Siting Council to bury
the new 'tr'c';nsmjss.ion line in Wpodbt‘gdge, 10 protect th{: .Tow_n's précieus institut_i‘ons and -
homeé from the enormous impact and health risk of a 345.—_1(‘\1 overhead transnﬁssic;n line,

and to avoid the cther environmental impacts that would result from a new overhead line.
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1. A 3.4 mile porpoise in Woodbridge is technologically feasible

Un@er Section 7 of P.A. 04-246, Conn. Gea. Staf. §16-50p was amended as

follows:

For a facility described in subdivision (1) of subsection (a)
of section 16-501, as amended, with a capacity of three hundred -
forty-five kilovolts or greater, there shall be a presumption that 2
proposal to place the overhead portions, if any, of such facility
adjacent to residential areas, private or public schools, licensed
child day care facilities, licensed youth camps or public
playgrounds is inconsistent with the purposes of this chapter. An
applicant may rebut this presumption by demonstrating to the
council that it will be technologically infeasible to bury the facility.
[n determining such infeasibility, the council shall consider the
effect of buryinig the facility on the reliability of the electric -
transmission system of the state. ' )

I the Town of _Wocdbridge, iﬁ addition to thé muititude of homes that abut {h_e
ﬁgﬁt of way, -ziller.e are bwo ;ignfﬁcam facilities Whéré children qeﬁgregaié: B f\lai
}acc.)t_}/Ezfa'Acadeﬁly and the Jewish Community ééﬁter. These i‘nst_,i“‘iutions (‘:émpris'e the ~
| most ,;igniﬁcant of the stau;tofy faci]i_ties along th_e p}opoéﬁd overhead portim} of t.he
trarismission line, in light of the number of children who spend significant hours per day
atthem. Under P.A. 04-246, there is a pf_esﬁmption that the new transmission line will be
buried to avoid these facilities. |

The Town takes no position on where the line should be buried along the 69 mile
route. Indeed, ‘thalt isapolicy dete;mination for the Siting Council.in connection with its
obligation to maximize undergrounding. The Town believes that the record suppoﬁs
burying _more"than}ust the ?.ée.mﬁe's initially proiaosed in Segments 3 and 4. Under any
cércﬁms:ﬁﬁce, compliance with P.A. 04—246 reQuires that.t%ie line be bured in
Woodbridge to avoid the devastating impact of an overhead line oﬁ the statutory faci}ities

in Woodbﬁdge, includipg B' Nai Jacob/Ezra Academy and the Jewish Communitjf Center.
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A. . The underground route identified by the Town is constructible.

The Town submitted to the‘Applicanm a specific undergrou'nd route, b.enléath.
public roads, including locations for two transition stations in the Town to enable the line
to be porpoised. See, letter from David Ball to Anthony Fitzge;ald and Linda Randell
dated May 25, 2004, which has i;eap admitted into the ré;oré as a supplement to the
Town' s municipai consuhat‘ion comments. The route which the Town identified would |

result in 3.4 miles of undergrounding within Woodbridge. Tr. 6-15-04 @ 789. The first

| transit_ioa station would bé focated on the 180 acres of property c#rrén_tiy owned by the -

Regional Water Authority in Southern Woodbridge, which the. T(_w;fn isin the process .LI)f

" p\‘m:hasing,.2 ."Fhis property Has been design_atéd ag Class [H property; it is nota part of

| the RWA watershed, is consideréd excess land and is noi needed for the pubkic water -

. supply ‘From this pomt the underground route could traverse Nor{heﬂy from Johnso'n
Road to Pease Road then East on Route 114 across Route 63 North or; Cedar Road or
Route 63, until reaching CL&P" s property near tht; intersection aof Route 63 gnd Clark

" Road, where a second transition station could'be é_onstructed. See, letter from David Ball
1o Anthony Fitzgerald and Linda Randell dated May 25, 2004.

| If this cbnﬁg’ura_tion,is gpi}foved by the Councﬂ, it will avoid overhead lines at-
B' Nai Jacob/Ezra Academy and the J ewish Community Center, as well as residential
areas protecied by P.A. 04- 246 Tr. 6-15-04 @ 191; Woodbridge Exhzbzz enter‘ed
into Record on 1/20/05. See Tr. 120005 @ [3-16. It would also avoid environmental
impacts to some of the most serisitive wetlands identified in this docket, including |

Wetland 133, as designaied by Land Tech. /d.

'A cepy of this letter is attached 1o this memorandum as Exhibit A for the convenience of the, Council,
2 The Town expects to close on its purchase within the next few weeks.
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" The _Abplicants conceded that this route could be constructed. /d. Further, the
‘Applicants testified that it would b-erpossi.b%e to use XLPE cables for the 3.4 miles of - -
underground lines, which carry less capacitance than HPFF cables. I&, @/ 5;1 -92.
Finally, the Appli“c’{_\-llts testified that it would be possible to bury both the new 345KV
line and the existing 115-kV iipe beneath‘ the roads identified for this 'rqute, ntwo .

separate trenches. /d. @ 192.

B. The Applicants have not proven that the porpoise configuration
~ " inthe Town of Woodbrides is technologically infeasible.

In light of the Applicants’ testimony that the 3.4 mile underground reute identified
by the Town can be constructéd, the Council should apprové this configuration because
the Apélicarits have not‘mgt‘ their new, statutorj burden of establishing that the route is

technologically infeasible.

1 | The October 18, 2004 KEMA Report

Although the ROC Group rgfuses to consider another in.c?; .béyond the 24 .
underground miles that the Applicants ;mitially proposed,- the recer& suggests that at least '
an a‘dditi_onai 5 miles of underground lines can be aclhieved. IIn ';ts initial Harmonicl
Impeciancé Study for Séuthwe:st Cénnecticut Phase I1 Aitemative;s dated October 18,
_ 2(504 (the "KEMA Report"), KEMA éoncludeci that by employing C—Ty'p_e Filters as a
mitigation dgvice, an additional 20 nﬁiés of underground Iines would be tec‘hnicaily
feasible. Tr. 12-14-04 @ &6. |

KEMA also dentified other rﬁitigation devices that should have been studied, hut

were not. The existence of capacitor banks on the system contributes to the harmonics
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problem by iﬁcmasing thé amount of capacitance in the system. Tr. /2-14-04 @ 87,
KEMA testified that in order to thorougﬁly research the issue of the rﬁaxim.um améunt of
underground miles, a study should be conducted modeling tﬁe removal of capacitor banks
from the system. Tr. 12-1 404 @ 89-90. KEMA Speciﬁcally stated that by rem.ov_‘i_ng |
c#pacitcfr Eanks,_from th.e system, it 15 possible that the end result w;m]d- be_ that even more
‘ undergrounding could be achieved. Tr. 2-14-04 @ 90.
. KEMA also identified STATCOMs ds a potential device to maximize
: underérouﬁdi;ng. E{EMA described a STAT_COM ﬁs .pmv-i'd.i'ng voltage su;l)palrt, like a
capacitor, but without the capaci‘tzince of a capacitor. Tr. 12-14-04 @ 90-9). KEMA
concluded that "{é] combined mjtiglation solution, ﬁsing one ér two S’I‘ATCOM"S,‘
together with a number of C-Type Fiite'rs‘in Qa_ce of most 1arge.‘capaciior banks'shoulld ‘
‘-add excellent harmonic an.d d_y'ﬁamic‘ vpl_tag_e performance to.the ‘system.’: KEMA Rep.oﬂ
@ p. 69. | | |

'-Altﬁough the ROC Group concluded that the addition of four STATCOMS to tkl’lﬁ
system would not be a fgasibie mitigation dgvicé ciue to the operational complexity of this.'
many S']}‘ATCOMSV(CHSE 7),_ it made no such conclusio:is about the addition of 1;2
_STATCC‘JMS.' as racommer;ded' by @MA Further, KEMA testified that the operz;ﬂonai
| complexity of just 1-2 STATCOMs would be "'greatly reduced.” Tr. J2-14-04 @ 4. '
The‘ benefit of an additional STATCOM is in providing voltage support. Tr. /2-]14-04 @
96. |

The Applicants also concede that STATCOMSs provide voltage support, and,
éi‘gniﬁcgatly, Mr. Zaklukiewicz acimitted that édcling STATCOMs fo the system could |

- have a positive effect on the temporary overvoltage problem. Tr. 1-13-05 @ 120. M.
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Zaldukiewicz also admitted that tha Apphcants did not run any studies assummg the

qnstaliatl on of C«Type Filters and one additional STATCOM. Id

‘2) ' KEMA' s opinion of the ROC Final Reg rt
Followm gthe subrmssmn of the ROC Final Report on December 20, 2004,
KEMA prepared a "white paper“ containing #s critique O,f the ROC Final Report, entitled
"Observations on the Reliability and Opérabiiity Committee' s Final Report” dated
January .1l8., 2005 (t%)e "KEMA White Paper"). In the ROC Final Report, the ROC Group
' identifi_ed temporary overvollages ("TOV"s) és-a jaoteﬁ-tial obstacle to the ability to add
underground miles. Aware of the TOV issue idéntiﬁed by }he ROC G-roﬁp, ﬁMA
continued to advocale C~Typ.e Filters as a key mitigation device. In the White Paper,
KEMA cajied for‘fuﬂher studies which incluaed Optiﬂiized CdType Filters to add:esé the
issues razsed in the ROC Final Report KEMA Wh.:ze Pczper@ p. 5 Fuither, KEMA

A defended C—Type Filters as a miti gatmn device:

It should be noted that t_he appl;cation of C-Type Filters is.not a
novel concept. In the UK, Europe, South Africa, USA, Canada,
and others, these C-Type designs are. the preferred design in AC

* gystems 1o minimize harmonic resonance tmpacts and to add
system damping for new capacitor bank mstallat:ons

i@ p. 6. |

In the White Pﬁper, KEMA concluded that the ROC Group' s studies daiot justify
the conclusion that adailitiona] undergrounding beyondb the base 24 miles is not
technologically feasiblc, and that the resu]its_ actually support KEMA' s prior conclusion
that an additioﬁal 10 to 20 miles of uqdergrounding would be technjcally feasible. /d. @

p. 7.
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3) KEMA' s Eebma_rv 17, 2005 opinion

At j:hé fast heaﬁng on Febn.;uary 17, 2005, KEMA was no longer willing to sapport‘
the notion of aﬁ additional 10-20 miles of un@crgrounding, presumably because it now
had access to the ROC Group® s daté and had changed its Opinions;

However, the récord continﬁes ta-support-a conclusion that an édciitional five
miles can be buried. For mcmths KEMA advocated C- Type Filters as a technique to
miti gate harmomcs issues and TOVS Yet at the e[eventh hour, without any rational
‘sxP!an'ation, KEMA suddenly backed down on its prior support of C-Type Filters as a
mitigétiﬁn solution. Atthe same time as it withdrew its‘.éuppoﬁ for CI‘Type, Fiiters,
KEMA admitted tha£ if the Filters were employed, an additional five miles cci'uld be
_ buned The Town subrmts that this convoluted record supports the use of C- Type Filters,
thét at least five rﬁore Hni;s can be bunea ‘and that the Apphcants have not met their
statutory bur;ian of prcvmg Otherw{se | |

© At the February 14, 2005 technical session, KEMA stated that an additional five
nﬁles of undergrounding was probablﬂy technically féasible. 7r. 2-17-05 @ 25. Again at
the February 17, 2005 evidentiary heari'ng, KEMA testified that "an additional five miles
of uﬁdergrounding may be techhicai}'y féasibie using C-Type Filtérs:" I Further, _
KEMA agreed that if C-Type Filters were employed as a mi*‘ii gation devic:é, there is no

Questioﬁ that they would elxpect improved resuits with TOVs. Tr. 2-f7-05 @ 33.
| However, KEMA now was unwilling to siaﬁd behind C-Type Filters because,

aithough C-Type Filters have been used in the industry for several years, there was a latk

of “actual industry practice” in using C-Type Filters specifically to mitigate TOVs,
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Under this novel definition.of technological f&gsibilit}',z KEMA felt that for a large scale
}ﬁroject é,u{:h as this, C-Type Filterls_ should not be usgd. Tr. 2-17-05 @ 22. KEMA '
testified t.hat utilizing four to seven C-Type Rilters is considered “large scale.” Tr‘ 2-17-
“05 @ 34. Instead, KEMA testified that C-Type Filters should be tested on a smaller scale
in selected locations in the system. Tr. 2-]7-05 @ 17-]4. .
S;gmﬁcanti Y, KEMA testlfied that for a shorter length of undergrounding than

five miles, fewer than four C-Type I zliers wou d probab ybe reqmred Tr.2-17-05 @ 40 ‘
. Thus, notwnhsmndmg KEMA' s concems about using C Type Filters for a large scale
application, it wouid seem fuily appropriate to.use a smailer number of C-Type Filters to
Initigate _TOVS. n connection with zlm additionai 3.4 miles of undergrounding -i'n
Woodiaﬁdge. |

In addressiag the feasibi_l'zty of porp;)%sing, KEMA testified thata porpoise
conﬁéura_ﬁion does not weaket; the syétem. Tr. 2-17-03 @ 29. Although it may be
preferéblé to égtegd undergroundir%g froma s@staﬁon from an Qperati-oual point of view, -
KEMA tes.tiﬁéd that from a resénar;ce and TOV point of view, it woﬁld be better to -
porpoise the line té add underground miles. Tr. 2-17-05 @ 4_]1.' Aithéugh KEMA stated
thaé there is some sk in porpoising, it also testified that a pqxpoisé is pot in and of gtself

technologically infeasible. Tr. 2-17-05 @ 31.%

_ ? Indesd, if “lack of industry practice” were the standard, no technological advances could ever be
employed. With this definition, Docket 217's transition stations and extensive undergrounding could not
have been approved. In this Docket, extensive use of XLPE cables could not even be considered. Of
course, this cannot be the standard,

“There are no less than 4 transitions from overhead to und&z‘ground in the porpoise conﬁguranon approved
by the Couancil in Dcx;i:et 17
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) The Applicants have not met their burden of provin‘g
‘that the Town" s proposed 3.4 mile pOI‘pOlSt’:’: is
tecbnologicallv infeasibie.

In iight of the testimony cited above, the T_civ\;'n urges the Council to approve the
3.4 mule porpoise route.in Woodb'ridge; to protect the Town' s ;.)reci'tius statutor;i facilities.
The Council ‘has stated repeatedly that it will maximize undergr:ounding in tlhié Docket in
accordance with P.A. 04-246. For a number of reasons, the Appiicants have not met their
statu‘tory. burden of proving technologicia’l infeasibility with fespéc‘; to additional
Lizidergroundi;ig in Woodbﬁdge. |

Firét, although the Applicants are adept at identifying i?urdles to L_md‘er_grounding,
they-have not done enough to eipiore mitigation that would maximize uﬁdergréunding;
‘KEMA pri)vided a portfolio of m;'tig;dtion GptiOBS;-includin : removing i:apacitér bimké
_‘from the system adding a STATCOM and empioymg C- ’pre leters The Apphcants |
~ hever modeied studies assuming the addition of one STATCOM with C-Type Filters in
place of most of the Iarge gapac1;or banks on the system. Thg Apphcants also admitted
~ that adding a STATCOM Couid iprove the TOV problem. In refusiné to model
mitigation techiiiques which they concede wo‘uid imlirévé the TOV probiem, -- and
therefore add underground miles — the Applicants have wii_lflﬂl'y ignosi:(i their 'burde.n.
Additionéily, even though the Town proposed the 3.4 r_nilie poi-poisia route on May 25,
2004, and the ‘Appiicants conc;eéi:d that it was constructible, the Appiiéants have
intention’éiiy chosen never to study this confi gurzition. By failing to modei.potenﬂal
mitigation options, and by ignonng the Town 5 prcposed porpoise routs, the Applicants
have failed to meet- 1h31r burden of demonstratmg that the undergrounci route within the |

Town of Woodbridge is technologically infeasible.
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Secozad., KEMA testified Ihét to ;ach%fgvg less than five additional undergrouhd
miles, fewer than Four C-Type Filters would prlobably ‘be required. Even if the Council
accepts KEMA' s reluctance to employ C-Type Filters on a "large scale”, it should accept
the use of the smaller number of Filters that woul d be needed for a smaller scale
application -- such as 2 3.4 mile porpoise in W.oodbridge..

Third, KEMA has left no daubt that an additional five miles of und;ar'groumciing
wﬁulé.be technologically feasible if‘ C~Typé Filters were used on a larger scale. KEMA

‘was well aware of the ROC Fi.nal Re:port when it issued its White Paper calling for C- |
Type Filters as a means to mitigate the TOV problem. Absolutely nothmg has changedin
the interim to explain why KEMA will no Ionger support C -Type Filters, and KEMA has
not presented any factual basis for its changed opmxon The Towa submits that thﬁ

' rat:onaie for using C—Type Filters is every bit as strong today ag it was when WMA filed

-

the Whne Papeér.
Fur;her, asa .x‘natte;" of policy, KEMA" s new defin”ztion of technological feasibility

as requiting "actual industry practgcg“ shouid be rejécted. If the Council approves a
conti milous_route of 24 miles of XLPE cables —-.even though t:here is linﬁtf;d actual
industry e;gpen’eqce of this cable Iehgih at 345-kV-- then it must also empioy the safne
staridard in‘eyaluatin g C-ijc Filters as a mitigation option. The record demonstrates

. that afthough C-Type Filters have .n_ot b;:e_n used for the specific purpose of zrijtigati;:g
Tsz, they have been used in the industry wpr]d—widg, with.sﬁccess. Further, the stuidies
that have been run ia this docket using C-Type Filters have in fact confirmed that Filters

will be successful in mitigating TOVs. T 2-J 7.05 @ J6-17. There is moré than enough
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cvid_engg in the record for the Council to require the use of C;Type Filters so that the
maximuﬁl number of undergrouﬁd miles can be achieved.

P.A. (4-246 imposes oﬁ the Applicaﬁts the burden of éwercomitzg the
prgsumptibn of undergrounding. Since the statute requ;lr'és the Council to maximizé
uﬁdergmundin g, and the Ag)p.iicants have ﬁot proven that an additional ﬁ\lfe miles of

' ugd‘ergrouﬁd lines is technologically infeasible, the Council must épprgve_ this extended
u.ndér'ground%ng. ‘The Town of Woodbridge has proposed a 3.4 mile porpoisé
conﬁg‘urati‘on thch"the Applicants concede can be céns&uoted, and- which will preserve

the Wogﬁdbr}d ge instﬂations as Q@!i as other statutory facilities. To comply with P.A. 04-
246, the Council shqui'd certif;v this porpoise confi guration. : |

II. The3.4 mile i}érpbise will avoid unacceptable EMF exposure levels for
children at B'Nai Jacob/Ezra Academy and the J_ewisi_l Community Center

-

Within the Town of Woodbridge are B' NaiJ écob/Ezrg A_cadér{iy and the jé;xfish
Community Center. These institutions céntajn a school, a day camp, ci;ay cafg cen_tefs,
and playgrounds. In light of the number of chiidrgn who spend é'igniﬁcan'z héu%s per day
at these facilities, they are the most signiﬁcant_of the statutory faf-:é[i.ties in ;ﬁis Docket.
The construction of the propoéed line will expose the child_reﬁ who speﬁd time at these
institutions to unacceptabie levels of EMF; i.c., le\}els above background based on the _
27.7 GW case’ Thé solution is to porpoise the line so ;as' to avoid these important

mnstitutions.

* The Town of Woodbridge refers the Council to the Towns' Joint Brief @ pp. 22-33 for a detailed
discussion on EMF exposure levels and the appropriate “case” for consideration.
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A B’ Nai Jacob/Ezra Academy

The Town is highly skeptical pf the EMP calculations provided by the Ap;;licants.
The calculations are sui)ject toa great deal of van'a'tioﬁ depending upon the agsumptions
that are modeled, and there ée significant quéstieps as to whether split phase design wiil
work as represented ®

-' ﬁewaver, even if the Council accepts the Applécanfsf EMF modeling and‘t_hat split

phasing wili work tp mitigate EMFs, the predicted EMF exposure levels at B' Nai
Jacob/Eara Aca&em y woﬁlé still be too high. As;salming spléf phasing works as _
rapresér;te:j and rscores of 135 towers are constructed (the Applieatién calls for 85"
tqﬁ:ers), the EMF exposure levels at Ezra Academy within fhe right of way (;' ROW“) are

predicted to be as high as 21.5mG.’

*

Atthe edges of the ROW, the EMF exposure levels are predicted to be 6.0mG and

>

i0.4mG. )
AtEzra Académy’s building, thé EMF exposure level is iaredicted to be 4.6mG. |
30" from the southeasi corner of the ROW, w'hi(ih would p;ace one inside the school
itself, the EMF exposure I;-v.'el is predicted to be 3.6mG. In fact, itis nﬁt u:lztii one
proceeds 45’ from the edge of the: ROW (deeper into the school buiiding) thata
ca'iculation beie:w 3.DmG is predicted, énd itis not until one is 75" from the ROW that an
EMF caicﬁlatlon below imG is prédié_ted.
These exposure levels are ﬂﬁaccept.abie, and contrary to the intent of P.A. 04-246.

See Towns’ Jojnt Brief @ pb. 18-33.

§ The Town of Woodbrid ge refers the Council to the Towns’ Joint Brief @ pp 34 36 for a detailed
discussion as to why split-phasing should not be relied spon.

? The EMF predictions are based on the 27.7G'W case. For compelling reasons presented in the Tawns’
Joint Brief @ pp. 28-33, the 15GW case” should be ignored,

-228-



B. Jeyvish Commﬁnity Center

Similarly, éyen if the Cqu‘ﬁcil accepts the Applicants'’ EMF 'n{odeling and the
hypothesis that split phasing will work to mitigate EMFS; the piedicted EME exposure
levels at the Jewish Cbmmunity Center would still be 100 high.. Assuming split phasing
works as represented and scores of 135 téwers an% constructed, the EMF expdsura levels
within the ROW are predicted to be as highas 17.3mG. With respect to the JCC,
children walk under the ling to get to the Saiiﬁeld and daycamp and back to the iCC |
building or bus area. Cars park.'undeg the line as well.

At the edges of the ROW, the EMF exposure levels are predicted to be 3.8.mG

and 10.3 mG.

It is not until one proceeds 90’ from the northwest édge of the ROW thata
caiculation below 3.0mG is predir-:ted,_and it 1s not until one‘fis I3Sflfr0rri,the northwest
edge of the ROW that an EMF caiculation below 2mG is prg:dictéd. Frofa the soﬁtheast
edge of the ROW, a i:redicted 'EMP calculation below 3mG is r%:aLched 30" from the _‘
ROW, and bf:]_():\’\«' .ZmG is reached 60".away. | | |

The JCC uses both sides.of the ROW, however,' as well as the ROW '1tse1f. As.

with B' Nai Jacob/Ezra Academy, these levels of exposure are ﬁnacceptable and cémtrary

to the intent of P.A. 04-246.

C.  Residential Areas
An appropriate buffer zone based an the 27.7°GW case and a threshold EMF
exposure level of 3mG would significantly impact 24 reéidéntiai_pmperties. Woodbridge

Exhibit __ entered into Record on 1/20/05. See Tr. 1/20/05 @ 13-16..
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The Applicapts represented that only 5 p?ope;ﬁes would be impacted, but only
counted structures, without takﬁng jn‘zé account béck;yards and other usabie portions of
pedp}es_‘ properties. As argued in the 'i'owns' Joint Brief @ pp. 57-60, the Legis}ature
adopted the language "residential areas”, m.akjng clear that the entirety of a residential
parcel must be protect_jc_d. .Ef the Legislature intended for the definition io be limited to
- residential "dwe!iings" of "structures”, it ﬁrou[d have-said 50.

Significantly, the Applicants have not challenged or in any way refuted the
Town' s -correction which conélusively'sbows that with an appropriate buffer zone based
on the 27.7 GW case and a predicted EMF cxPc;sﬁra evel of 3mG, Zéfesidenﬁal
properﬁes would be impacted.. Woodbridge Exhibit ___, entered into Record on ]./20/05. ‘
See Ir. 1220/05 @ 13-16:‘ Takings on this.scale would vic;iate the letter and spmt of PA. -
04-246. | o

IO, The 3.4 mile porpmse configurahon will minimize xmpacts to sensitive
- enwromnenta! resources

'Thlt_a 3.4 mile porpoise configuration will minimnize impac-ts to sensitive
en-vironmental relsources '&n Wcodbridge by'.aVOiciin g Wetland 133 4 vemﬁl pools, and an
eastern box turtle habitat. The underground route proposed for the porpoise by

Woodbridge is also out51de of the RWA’s watershed area. Tr. 6-3-04 @ /42.
Woodbridge retained Land-”}[ech Consultant, Inc. (“Land-Tech”), an
* environmental lconsuiting firm, to e.vé,‘iuate the environmental Tesources in the ROW, and
to evaluate the potentiral impacts to .ihe‘se resourceé. .
Land-Tech determined that of the 6.2 mile length of ROW in Woodbridge, -'

approximately 2.7 miles of the length of the ROW has wetlands. Tr. 6-3-04 @ 230.
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With respect to the entire 6.2 mile Ieﬁgth of the ROW, Land-Tech identified several
signiﬁcant natural Fesource areas:
¢ Wedand 133. This ﬁletiand is the iéfgest wetlarid within the RQW
in Wéodbﬁdge. The wetland extends for 87/ 10 mile along the
- ROW. Tr. 6-3&0_4 @ 227. The wetland system contains Race
: Bfook which is a DEP stocked trout stream, pci;ss&sses"a large flood -
plain area ca.pab‘le».of atténﬁating storm flows from Race Brook,
and cortains a large diverse mosaic of vegetative conﬁmunity types
.and wiidlift; habitat. Woodbridge Exhibit 6.
A' * .Wetland 133 also contains two vernal pools, in whicﬁ wood frog
, egg‘ Masses were iaenﬁﬁed. !d . | |
= . Three otherg vémal pools are located in wetlands 5'21%, 130, and 1?38, -
. fespecti\'rely'. In addition, an ;mehibian breeding _pboi.is located in
wetland 122. Id. |
* Two bolx tuﬂle.hﬁbiﬁﬁts. Id.
% The Glen Dam Reservoir is part of a pu‘blic water supply and the‘
.associated area support the State Species of Special Concém R;ad-
_ "shouidered hawk. 1d. | |
Land-’rcch opined that “sigmficant 10an and short term impacts to sensitive
natural resources will occur,” if the project were constructed. Woodbridge Eihibit 6,

Executive Summary. Land-Tech determined that the project could resuit in

'ap'proximate!y 7.3 acres of temporary wetland disturbance and 4.3 acres of wetland fill in
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“Woodbridge alone. I4. The 3.4 mile porpoise would minlmé'ze .impacté £§ tﬁese..
resources by avoiding Wetland 133, 4 vernal pools, and an eastemn box turtle habitat.
Of course, these opinions with respect to wetland i.mpacts are based on the
information provided with the Application, including the size of the foundations for the
towers and the temporary work areas. Now that the Appiicants ér0pose higher iowers_ in
‘an effort to nﬁiti\gate EMFs, the Applicants recqgniz& that the higher towers will require
larger foundations, more fill, and other construction reiatgd impacts. . See Letter from
Arzomeyr F a:tzgerala' to Sizi;vzg Council a'are.ld‘F;bruczry 1, 2003, Incre&ibly, in this
Feiaruary 1, 2005 letter, ﬁle'Applicﬂnts admit that Iﬁey have no intention of providing
‘ updated énvironmeﬁ_téi infc')r,matjg‘n in the recard, but ingtead intend to wait uﬁﬂl’ the
D&M stage. Ho'w-.ever‘,. contrary to the Applicants’ pOsitie.n, deferring assessment of

' euvironhm;ntg] impacts is f:atal to the application, gé Conn. Gen: Stat. § 16—_501_)(@(2)

. -

prahibifs the Council frem'is§uing a Certificate unless it finds and determines the nature
. of the “probaﬁle environmental impact” of a proéééed faciiity, and balanéz;:_s that impact
' agéinst the publ.ic- ‘need for the facility. The Applicants’ .position i‘s also coﬁtrary to the
hew Application Guidelines addpted by the Council in Dockét 259, as recommended by |
tﬁe_f‘;\Norkjag Group” estab[;shed by the Legislature. |

As a result of t};e potential impacts', ihciuding an estimated 7.3 acres of wetland
disturbanice, Land-Tech opined that from an environmental perspective, axll_ underground .
route is prefe;red. The installgtion of an underground 1ine.is ﬁot expected to significantly
impact wildiife along the route, as minimal ai.ieration to vegetaﬁon is reqﬁiged.a Access |

roads and pole installations, the major cause for concern 1n Woodbridge, would not be

¥ The Applicants’ environmental witness, Louise Mango, agreed that an underground route in the existing
road would avoid mest natusal resource impacts. Tr. 6-1-04 @ 73. ’
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required. The only iﬁpact (o the environment would be a narrow trenéﬁ that will be -
placed ben_egt}_; the existing roagié. Woodbridgg Exhibit 6, page 12.

Moreover, while the height of the Towerls have growﬁ from no more than 85 feet
in the Application to 1335 feét in the course of this Df_mket, the Applicants have not; -
provided a viewshed analysis. Molre than 100 towers will now be sigrificantly above the
treeline, while the original proposal had them at or just aS@ve the treeline. The
Appiicaﬂ{s have also fatled to provide an updated' culturéi resources assessment as a
rés‘gi; of .the impact of the taller towers on the historic resources én'WQodbridga,
incmding the Thonas Dartin g House, the New England Cement Co. Kiln and Quarry,
and the wan Ci‘anter.,..known as t.he Woodbridge Green Historic Districtg_ all of which are
listed on the Natural Register of E"ﬁs'toﬁc Places.: Moreover, the n%:co;d is devoid o.f any
comunents _f;‘om'ﬂ}e Conneéﬁcp{ Histoz\ica@l Commiss,iol} concerning the much taller
towers. As aresi}lt,‘thc record dées not permit the Councii to méké any .ﬁndingé
cﬁﬁceming the potential imﬁ’a,c.t of the taller iowers c;n the Town’s sceﬁic and historic
TESOUrces as re'qu‘ired by PUESA

The 3.4 mile pofpoise route proposed by the Town minimizes irﬁpacts 1o
Woodbridge's sensitive resources by avozzding‘lw'e{land 133, 4 vernal pools, an eastern

box turtle habitat, and scenic resources, and would effectuate the baiancihg required by

Conn. Gen. Stat, §16-50g.
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Conclusion

If the Councirl certifies a new 345-kV ine in this Docket, it will impact the Town
of Woodbridge for generations. In order for the Councii to a;lhare to Public Act 04_—246,
it must find a way to bury the new line in qudbﬂdge to preserve its statutorily protected
facilities, including B' Nai Jacob/Fzra A;:ademy and the Jewish Communﬁy Cenltler. The.
record supports a conclusion that an additional five miles of underground ca_t?les is
féasib!a, and the Town has preseated a porpoiéé configuration which the Applic.ants aéree
- €2l bé coﬁémcted. R |

Cor;vlgrseiy, if the Cou‘.ncii orders .a new 345-kV overhead line through-ihc Town,
there is a real likelihood that B' Nai Jacob/Ezza Académy and the Jewish Cor'nm.un_ity
Center will not survive. .This unacceptable result would be devastating to the Town, and
would violate P.A. 0;1«2_46. Ba’s;ed on the ar‘gume.n.ts in this brief, and those asserted in |
the Towns' “Ioint.Bdeil’, the Téwu s'ubmits tﬁaﬁ p.nless the new line is buried within

Woodbridge to achieve compliance with P.A. 04-246, the Applicatior; must be denied.

Resbectf’ully submitted,

' TOWN OF WOODBRIDGE

By:_

David A. Ball, Esq.
Monte E. Frank, Esq.
Cohen and Wolf, P.C.
1115 Broad Street .
Bridgeport, CT 06604
(203) 368-0211
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Mount Hope Montessori School
48 Bassells Bridge Road PO Box 267
Mansfield Center, CT 06250
{860] 423-1070
rn’rho;aemon’ressorl@sne’r net
Web Site: mfhopemonfesson com

October 28‘ 2008

Ehzabeth C. Paterson, Mayox‘
Mansfield Town Council

Audreéy P. Beck Municipal Building
4 South Eagleville Road
Ma.nsﬁeld, CT 06268

I am W:rl‘s:mg on behalf of Mt. Hope Montessort School and its Boaxd of Dn:ectols As you koow,
 CL&P is proposing to build a second set of high voltage lines through the Town. A half-mile

"section of these lines will be within 215 feet of Mount Hope’s front door. At this time, I ask that
you consider the potentlal mzp yact this project cnuld have on the well bemg of the Sc:haol

Many of you are aware of Mt E[ope s history in the Mansﬁeld commumty Currently, we are
enjoying-our 484 year of continuous operation, malnng us one of the oldest Montessori schools in
the country. In 1874 the school established itself in its current location on Bassetfs Bridge Road. -

Many, many children have started their education here, and itis our expectamon that we wﬂi
contmue to do so for Futivre generatlons

Our behef is that should CL&;P proceed with the currently pmpose& route, it will be ex.‘hremely
difficult, if not mmp_ass;ble, to remain the desirable institution we have become. It is hard to
imagine progpective families choosing to-send their children ta our school when a large scale, high-

_ Voltage, electrical construction project is takmg place mght outside our door. We wﬂ], in the spau
" of cme short year, ceage to’ emst

We z:eahze CL&.P has the nght to proceed with this project as pla,uned. We are aisu ‘aware that
opposing it raises other disquieting concerns. The Board and Staff of Mt. Eopea while not wantiag
to relocate, are willing to explore that possibility. We realize that may be the only viable option for
our aontmued existence. We are willing fo work with CL&P fo achieve a desirable outcome for all,
and wWe resp ecifu]ly request the Town’s support as we move forwa.rd.

'If it is not possible to oppose the pm}ect outright, then, we ask that the Town Council make it clear
to CL&P Project Managers that Mount Hope matters. They need to know that we are an, integral .

part of Mansﬁeld s excellent early childhood educational offerings and we ask that every eﬁc;rt be.
made to ensure our continued success. Thank you.

s , )
' o s T
Smcer.ely,/:1 j},‘ i o ;’! | /
L N . B YR .
. A (e K_.{,—{_.Lir-b‘ \.
K(;thge« Kré&“wi - i
Director : I o

. ‘Mcsunt Hope Montessord School s a non-discriminatory and“ﬁga%éﬁt Ofgamzanoa Oar chsral ElNis ?3 7050693; or State Dis
0057501; Our State License No is 12892,



.MANGSFIELD AGRICULTURE COMM ITTEE.
September 3, 2008

To: Mansfield Town Council, Town Manager, Town Plafmer
Re: CL&P Proposal- Interstate Raiiébﬂit‘y Proj¢ct

At their September 3, 2008, meeting, the committee discussed CL&P’s proposal to construct a
second power line next to existing power lines in the souther part of Mansfield. The committee is
concerned about potenﬁal impacts of construction activities on prime farmland and on farming operations.
Two farming areas are of particular concemn. Fields on the north and south sides of Bassetts Bridge Road
in Mansfield Center contain some of the best farmland in Mansfield. They are leased by two local farms
for alfaifa productmn The field on the south side of this road i is protected by an agricnltural-use-only
easement. The Town owns a portion of this farmland an the north side of the road adjacert to the pawer

tines. The second area of concern is cropland on the Steams farm (Mountain Dairy). The committee’s
COLCEmS and recommendauons ' '

L. Protection of prime agncultural soils dunug 3xcavatwn of deep holes for pole foundations. The
committes recommends suitable controls to restore prime agricultural soil as closeto its original condition
as possible. The topsoil should be placed in @ saparate pile and replaced after construction is completed -

- without compactmg these soils.. The large amount of subsgil to be removed from the holes should not be

piled an top of the farmiand during or aﬂer congtructiont, but should be placed directly in trucks fcr
removal to a non—farm_{and area.

2. Protection of prime farmland sofls from construction trafic. Acéass roads for vehiclé‘s and
equipment should be along the edge of the farmiand 50 that the vehmles compaction will affect the 1east

area and will not cut across cultivated fields.

3. Alternaﬁve routes fer the Bassetts Bridge Road area (Mt. Hope Variations). The Mt. Hope
Montesson School is close to the proposed additional line, so CL&P has offered alternative routes for the
this new line. The comittee is concermied that these pr0posals would disturb more farmland then the
original proposal and would require excessive funds (311.6 million or $93.4 millicn). The committee
recommends that the school be purchased by CL&P at a price that would allow the school to be relocated.
This would cost less than the alten;.at:‘ive routes and allow the proposed line to be constructed as planned.

~ 4. Proposed pole design. The committee recommends that monopoles be used in prime farmland areas
to minimize the number of excavations needed (and thus minimize the disturbance of farm soils). The
monopoles would also reduce the number of obstacles to operating farm machinery in these fields.

5. Protection of Town-owned farmiand. The town owns firmiand on the north side of Bassett’s Bridge
Road that abuts the power line area. Both parcels are farmed as one large field. The committee -
recornmends that the boundary between the Town portion and power line pomon be ciearl marked
during constmcuon to avoid disturbance of the Town’ s farmland.
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Friends of Mansfield Hollow
5 C Sycarnore Drive
“Storrs, CT 06268,
August 30, 2008

. Matthew Hart, Town Manager
‘Town of Mansfield
‘S. Eaglevillé Road, Stors, CT-

Dear Mr. Hart

We, the members of the Exectitive Board of Friends of Mansfield Hollow have reviewed
- the proposal for increased construction in our area by. the CL&P We considered the -
ovem/helmmgly negative effects such a proposal would havé to the entire flood control
acreage in our town. The acreage includes a large area set aside as a State Par}c and an
even larger area deslgnated a Wildlife Management Area_

We therefore wish to convey to you our 0pp031’£10n to routing ftie project through
Mansfield Hollow;

Flrst there is the impact that the actual construction would have upon both
wildlife and recreational activities in our “big back yard”

Second, raising the towers to the projected height of 200 additional féet Weuld
require drastic wideninig of the right of way; this would take away much scenit beauty,
adversely affect the environment, ' and result in a significantly negative impact on the

recreational activities in the entire area. Many trails pass under these lines, and the’
vibration is often felt by hikers below!

Thank you for your consideraﬁo’n:

Betty Robinson, President, FMH
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From; Micheal D Nicolas [mailto:mdnken@charter.net)

. Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 9:32 PM )

. To: Jeff Buckley; Elise Kranich; Tony Mele; Town Mngr
Suhject: Fw: CL&P/Burns and Mcdonnell

To whom it may cencern. Our property which is on 138 Hightand road Mansfield CT As noted
earlier to our emafi to Matthew Hart, Town Manager of Mansfield CT.

Here is our concers that we would like answered no later than the open heuse at the Mansﬁeld
7 Commumty Center this coming 10-22-08.

To the "best of our understanding” when we had Burns and Mcdonﬂeii out &t our house this pasi
March or Aprif the proposed H Style 345 kv transmission poles wouid be some whers around 50

from our roof fine. This is not acceptable. Again as emailed earlier We are supportmg First,
underground power lines Second, Vertical or Delfta Transmission po!es

Because of the Dlose proximity 1o our house we feei a need for a "direct contaci with some one.
invalved with the Decision Making and not just a spokes person.

We need to know where the actual placement of these underground Imesfpoles a{e going to
- be and the actual distances from our house.

Also we need to know this as soon as posmbie S0 we can make dacnsaons an what fo do and not
find out when it's to late.

- Weplan on aﬁen&mg the opén house at the Mansfield Community Center this coming 10-22-08
- and were requesting to know at the open house if there is go:ng to be a reasonable chance that
any of our requests will be look«a’t senously hefore the final request goes to the mghhng counml

_ Thank you
- Mike Nicolas

— Original Message —
From: Matthew W, Har
To: Micheal D Nicolas
Ce: Malthew W, Hart -
| Sent: Friday, May 23, 2008 1:26 PM -
Subject: RE: CL&PBurns and Medonnell

Mike — | will ook into what you have recormmended. Assdmiﬁg that this is feasible, we will
| incorporate this ranking (underground preferred, then vertical) in our comenents to CL&P.

Have a good holiday weekend.

Matt
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== Original Message —

From: Micheal D Nicolas

To: townmar@mansfield.org

Sent: Sunday,; May 11, 2008 10:26 AM-
Subject: CL&P/Bums and Mcdonnell 238~
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M\y\m\‘é Conneclicul NEE‘NS

%i\“ Lig*lt &I’ower intal;;tu;e

“The Northeast Utilites System Raliability Project

November 25, 2008

RECD DEC ¢ -
The Honorable Elizabeth Paterson EC O 1
Mayor of Mansfield '
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

4 South Eagleville Road

Storrs-Mansfield, CT 06268

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 Mayor Paterson:

On behalf of myself and our Project Manager, Mr. Anthony Mele, thank you for your support of the
recent open houses for communicating the Interstate Reliability Project to residents of your town. We hope
you were satisfied with the information and approach we put together.

CL&P conducted open houses on September 24, 2008 in Brookiyn, September 30, 2008 in
Willimantic, October 22, 2008 in Mansfield, and November 5, 2008 in Danielson, and citizens of your town
may have attended one or more of these open houses. At each open house, we provided a form for attendees
to leave us their written comments, or to subsequently send comments by mail. As part of the siting process,
you have an opportunity to send written comments on CL&P’s Municipal Consultation Filing on behalf of
your town. To assist you in that effort, we are hereby forwarding to you copies of the comment forms we
have received to date from residents of your town. If we receive more comment forms in the coming weeks,
I'will forward copies of those to you as well.

We are looking forward to receiving your comments and recommendations before the upcoming
filing of a CL&P application to the Connecticut Siting Council, and of course, CL&P will share your
response with the Council once it has submitted its application. Please let me or Mr. Mele know when or if
you plan to send comments. Whether or not your town chooses next o directly participate in the subsequent
Council process on CL&P’s application, your comments and recommendations will be “on the record” and
will no doubt be addressed in questioning and testimony during the Council’s public hearings,

Very truly yours,
-t ‘
s o

Robert E. Carberry, Project Manager
NEEWS Siting and Permitting

Ce: Matthew Hart, Town Manager

NEW ENGLAND Novthenst Utilities System
EAST: —-}W EST P.O. Box 270 )
“SOLUTION ~939- Hastford, CT 06141-0270



THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING. Please use this sheet to provide your corments. You can deposit it at one
of the Comment stations or fill it out and mail it after you get home. We will convey your comments to
your municipal official and state siting authority.

f4
In what town do you reside? f’:’(é’f éf%{ff/

Your Comments:

e —

tﬂsm A fmigf/fﬁ/'lﬂi/ﬂé{ fﬁ/ﬁw&
w/_-—-%—«

1f you have a concern specific to your property, please provide us with your name and address.

Mame: zﬁl’ l‘{?ﬂﬁ{fb&///
‘Address: &j 5?(7/}’)1” /Zﬂ\fé@(’ (Iﬁ/}"}’;‘e"! %A@Mﬁ‘ﬁ“?@//@

ThankYou. b of4 56 - >29¢

o, o, P
% Connectiout 5 ‘Western Massachusetés NEEW“
Light & Power Bﬁ Electric W o F
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‘IEANK YOU FOR ATTEMDING. Please use this sheet to provide your comments. You can deposit it at one
of the Comment stations or fill it out and mail it after you get home. We will convay your comments to
your municipal official and state siting authority.

In what town do you reside? ;/77/{%/_% ff/ f ( D

Your Comments:

_EXTEIL (s CRoowp VAUATIow Fhom L 195

70 [INCITY _2lE %90 (s @’&M‘F }Uumﬁzf/a")

/%Z ENSon)s .

D Spfey - bt 240 44Y

2) CLEMS Commeny [esioevtin. ARed

If you have a concern specific to your property, please provide us with your name and address,

Name: //f(j?)/( /)...“//%

Address: 422( ) 154, qécl/ﬂ( . ﬁﬂ M/%US//?&,D

Thank You,
S, o, A
2 0y QO ticut Western Massachuseits
QU St G Tt Ngwjf'ﬁ
v iy
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The Northeast Utilities System ' over ~

o b 4 e AT AT



THANK Y0U FOR AYTENDING. Please use this sheet to provide your comments. You can deposit it at one
of the Comment stations or fll it out and mail it after you get home. We will convey your comments to
your runicipal official and state siting authority.

In what town do you reside? Man g \Qt‘ eld

Your Comments:

1 owwst o lwe? w‘:\m‘?\%\f& EME purress o 18 ow =

g{)ﬂfoef*\‘"‘f M T ook e e U‘j\'\ﬂj‘— *M CM? D“Okﬁchawh

eere el e A }1\9)\/\&;“&" \1\\(1%,2 rci-"‘f&»r‘

If you have a concern specific to your property, please provide us with your name and address.

Name: SU&om O ‘\\éee*{ﬁa

Address: _> | O\/\» ’ :\‘p Dot R S , Ol D

Thank You. h of ¢ 297

Connecticnt "% Western Massachusetts 5 sr-‘. S
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d you find helpful about the open house

7

i

What d

the open house?
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How might we
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THANK YOU POR ATTENDING. Please use this sheet to provide your comments. You can deposit it at one
of the Comment stations or fill it out and mail it after you get home. We will convey your comments to
youyr raunicipal official and state siting authority.

In what town do you reside?

Your Comments:

. KMIC/JWJM_{_DE M\NMWW /é’?/—”{/ ')(-
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If you have a concern specific to your property, please provide us with your name and address.
‘ N pr——— T= .
Name: LT UF,}A_@M N0

Address: {\/j ] 0 1 5'91 @f?a@ﬁaﬁm——*l u

Thank Ydu. Bw CZ;

P ey Connecticut § Western Massachusetis i\:ifEEW%
% Light & Power @. Flectric S S
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Hem #22
Connecticut Council of Small Towns

1245 Farmington Avenue, 101 » West Hartford, Connecticut 06167
Phone (860) 676-0770 » Fax: (860} 676-2662 » E-Mail: info@ctcost.org

November 24, 2008 ‘ REG’D N O V 2 6

Matthew Hart, Town Manager
Town of Mansfield

4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Matt:

As you know, the State of Connecticut and its towns (indeed the entire nation) face unprecedented financial
challenges. By the time you receive this letter the General Assembly will have met in the Special Session to
consider an important municipal relief proposal made recently by Governor Rell. This initiative is intended to
respond to the current fiscal year deficit we face.

800-Pound Gorilla: $6 Billion Budget Deficit

Going forward, however, we face an even bigger challenge. Cornwall First Selectman Gordon Ridgway calls it
the 800-pound gorilla. “It” is the SIX BILLION DOLLAR deficit facing decision-makers as they struggle with
the development of the state’s 2009-2011 biennial budget. At stake for towns is hundreds of millions of dollars
in state aid to help pay the cost of K-12 education and essential municipal services.

As Governor Rell and legislative leaders take action on extremely important fiscal policy measures, they will
need to hear your views about the impact their plans will have on munjcipalities. They will also need your input
on ways to strengthen governance and improve the delivery of essential public services in Connecticut.

Make Your Voice Count at Connecticut’s Town Meeting 2009

One excellent way to express your views and advocate policies beneficial to towns is fo participate in COST's
annual conference, Connecticut's Town Meeting. There are plenty of good reasons to attend this event, but
chief among them is this: Connecticut's Town Meeting is the largest and single-most important annual
opportunity for first selectman, mayors and managers from smaller communities throughout the state to network
and decide on their highest-priority legislative concerns.

Invite Your Legislators To Attend...to Strengthen Your Voice at the Capital

What makes the COST annual meeting especially unique is that an increasingly large number of state
representatives and state senators attend the event. They listen to the concerns being expressed by town leaders
and provide feedback on how you and other town leaders can support their efforts to advocate the legislative
priorities established during Connecticut’s Town Meeting.

This forum provides an excellent opportunity to help bridge the gap between Town Hall and the State Capital.

But, we need your help to make this happen. A special, complimentary sign-up form for state legislators
accompanies this letter. Please send it with a letter, or fax it with a note, to your legislators urging them to
register for this major annual event.
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If you haven't already registered for the event, please make plans to attend Connecticut’s Town Meeting

2009 on Wednesday, January 2 1* from 8:00 AM to 1:45 PM at the Crowne Plaza Hotel & Conference Center in
Cromwell. Sign-up today to ensure your spot at Connecticut’s Town Meeting 2009. Space is limited and
registrations will be processed on 2 first-come, first-served basis. Accompanying this letter is a registration form
for COST's Connecticut’s Town Meeting 2009 as well as directions to the conference. Please complete the
registration form (make copies for others attending from your town) and fax it to COST as soon as possible.
Don’t forget: the early-bird registration deadline is December 19*,

Receive Your Copy of COST's 2009 Connecticut Municipal Leaders’ Manual ‘

Partictpants in Connecticut’s Town Meeting will receive a newly revised and expanded edition of The
Connecticut Municipal Leaders' Manual. This guidebook is intended to help make local government
policymakers aware of state laws governing towns and cities in Connecticut. Veteran municipal officials will
find The Connecticut Municipal Leaders’ Manual to be a helpful reference guide, while newly elected officials
will be able to use it to develop a basic understanding of their responsibilities under the law. The Manual reflects
changes in the statutes through the 2008 regular session of the legislature.

New for You: The Survival Guide for Municipal Leaders

A new feature contained in the 2009 edition of the Manual is The Survival Guide for Municipal Leaders:

- essential skills and resources for town officials. This publication offers immediate, practical approaches that
lead to the better management of local government services. Topics addressed by the Survival Guide include:
productive meetings; personnel management; media relations; budgeting and accounting; use of volunteers; and
finding sources of outside financing and other assistance.

COST Membership Dues Advisory: 2009-10

We know this is budget-planning season and that you will be making important expenditure decisions for the
2009-10 fiscal year. We hope membership in COST receives your town’s favorable decision, COST
membership provides you and your town with many benefits but this is probably the most important reason to
join: COST is the state’s only organization dedicated to advocating exclusively for the interests of Connecticut’s
smaller towns and their municipal leaders. A true grassroots organization, COST marshals the collective talent,
experience and vision of its members; provides a forum for discussing challenges and soluttons and, mobt lizes
members to actiont in the public-policy arena.

Enclosed is a COST membership dues advisory for the next fiscal year. Please remember that this is only an
advisory notice. PLEASE DO NOT PROCESS IT. COST will send you next year’s membership registration
form during May 2009 (Note: COST membership dues have not increased in over 15 vears.)

Thanks again for all your great support and best wishes for a wonderful Thanksgiving holiday!

Sincerely,

Dbkt

B3art Russell
Executive Director -
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Connecttcut Councel of Smali Towns
1245 Farmlngton Avenue 101 West Hartford CT 068107
Phone: (860) 676—0770 Fax (860) 6?6 2662 Emali Info@ctcost org

Please Bav‘_ ”‘"9““'”““:; Pl araBR
according ta_._:' . 5001t010, 000 ..........Pay ... $825
the following 10,001 to 15 ooo..;;'......’..‘r'_véy i $925

duesschedule: 155011020000 Pay......$1,025

.. 20,001t025,000.........Pay.... $1,125
25,001 t0 30,000 ...........Pay .........$1,225

200100 astRY

d u'hng May" 2609 8

Of the 169 focal govemments in the State of Conneci:cut 1 39 are suburban and mra! ]UﬂSd!Cf!OnS under
30,000 in population. Small towns are home to over a million state citizens and taxpayers. . :
The Connecticut Council of Small Towns was founded in the belief that local govemment leaders -~
from these smafler towns — and their residents - needed a strong voice within the fegzsiat:ve _
and regulatory decision-making arenas, both i in Hartford and in Washmgton D.C.
Smce its estabf;shment in 1975, COST has prowded that vo:ce e

Thanks for yoqf st?p,r_ng support of COST, éméll_ t_oifps'and"c_bnnéctic:txi’s grassroots gc'i\_remr_nentsf2
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Connecticut Town Meeting 2009

Wednesday, January 21, 2009
Crowne Plaza Hotel and Conference Center
~ Cromwell, Connecticut

WHO: Local & state government leaders (and others with a stake in the future of Conneéticut;s smaller communities)

WHAT' Vote on COST’s 2009 Legislative Platform (special emphasis on the 2009-2011 biennial budget and its impact on towns,

unfunded mandates and more); Top state leaders are being invited to discuss education and mumcapal funding po!;mes
Tour the Exhibitors' Fair, enjoy the awards banquet! '

WHEN: January 21¢ - 8:00 AM to 1:45 PM (Tentative storm make-up date: (2/25/09) A

COST: Early-Bird Registration received by 12/19: $65.00 ($85.00 for non-members)
‘ Additional registrants received by 12/19: $45.00 (365 for non-members)

Registrations received after 12/19: $85.00 {$105.00 non-members)
Additional registrants received after 12/19: $65.00 ($85 for non-members)

NOTE: Registration Kiosk and the Town Hall Exhibitors’ Fair open at 8:00 AM

------------------------------------------------------------------ L Ny P Y TN TN Y

Name of Town/City/Agency:

Attendes Name:

Title:
Address:
Town: | State: Zip:
Phone: . Fax:
Emait: Wab address:

Please mail or fax your registration form{s) to COST as soon as possible!
Your registration check must be received no later than January 4t

Mail to: COST, 1245 Farmington Avenue, 101, West Hartford, CT Q6107 ool

Phone: (860) 676-3068 + Fax: (860) 676-2662
Questions: Email Kathrirh@he kdube@cteost.org




Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

Planning Office, Municipal Building

4 South Eagleville Road

Storrs, Connecticut 06268 Ttem #23
2 December 2008

Mr. Matt Hart, Town Manager ‘ REC'D DEC 0 P4

Mansfield Municipal Building
4 South Eagleville Road
Storrs, Connecticut 06268

Dear Matt,

During the past year, the PZC has become concerned with what it believes to be a critical issue.
At our meeting on December 1, the Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission, by unanimous
vote, instructed me to inform you of this situation and to ask your assistance in its resolution,

A large portion of the Director of Planning’s time has been taken on issues that are not directly
related to the work of the Planning and Zoning Commission and the Inland Wetlands Agency.
Our Commission is particularly concerned about the Director’s new committee assignments
including the Four Comers Sewer Committee, the Sustainability Committee, the Community
Quality of Life Committee, and potentially the Economic Development Committee. It is
understood that as Director of Planning he will and must be consulted on all issues related to
planning and development; however, his having to serve many hours at committee meetings
usurps time that is needed by our Commission if it is to serve the citizens of Mansfield in a
professional and timely manner as mandated by state law. '

We are one of four elected town bodies. We have a statutory obligation to serve Mansfield’s
citizens with an up-to-date Plan of Conservation and Development and the Zoning, Subdivision,
and Inland Wetlands Regulations to implement it. During the past nine months, we have fallen
behind in this work because the Director of Planning’s attention has become fractured with new
assignments, and this is of great concern to us. It is not a simple process to fulfil! our statutory
obligations. The planning and regulatory review process requires many hours of staff time.

This letter is in no way critical of the Director of Planning’s professionalism or expertise. Simply
stated, there are just so many working hours in a day, and when many of them are diverted to
other ancillary causes, he cannot devote the time required to complete our work. Please address
this issue with the Council. We look forward to your response.

Sincerely, M

Rudy J. Favretti, Chai
Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

Copies: Mansfield Town Council
Director of Planning
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To:

From:

Item #24

TOWN OF MANSFIELD
POLICY MEMORANDUM

All Town Employees
Matthew W, Hart, Town Manager

Prepared by: Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager and Mary Stanton, Town

Clerk
Date: Jatwuary 1, 2009
Subject: Freedom of Information Policy
1. Purpose

I%.

The putpose of this policy is to provide clatification and guidance regarding
Freedom of Information requests from members of the public. Except as otherwise
provided by federal law or by state statute, the Freedom of Information Act,
Connecticut General Statues Chapter 14, guarantees public access to all public
records matntained or kept on file by the municipality.

Policy

The goal of the Town of Mansfield is to coutteously and promptly provide requested
mformation in compliance with the law, Public tecords maintained in the office of
the Town Clerk are available for public inspection duting regular business houts.
Certain records such as payroll records, employment records, vital statistics and
other documents that contain confidential and personal information, including Social
Security numbets and personal bank account information, are not open for public
mspection. Full or limited access to these tecords may be available in accordance
with the disclosure requirements established in the statates. Any concetn regarding
whether a particular item may be disclosed should be promptly addressed to the
Office of the Town Manager, and possibly then referred to the town attorney.
Payment for copies of documents may be made as itemized on the Freedom of
Informaton fee schedule of the Town of Mansfield.

The Town of Mansfield’s Freedom of Information Request Form should be
completed for any document not readily available for public inspection in the office
of the Towa Clerk. These forms are available in the offices of the T'own Clerk and
the Town Manager. Cormpleted F.O.1 requests will be promptly forwarded to the
appropriate department(s). The appropriate department will respond to the requester
within four business days either by providing the material, denying the request,
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asking for clatification of the request if needed, or if the requested materal is

voluminous or other difficulty is encountered, by establishing a reasonable date upon
which the documents will be made available.

When copies are not requested, individual departments may arrange (with the
applicant) for public inspection of requested information subject to disclosure per
statute. Public inspection of documents may be viewed in the Town Cletk’s Office.
Copies of requested information shall be forwarded to the Town Clerk’s Office.
Payment must be received in the Town Clerk’s Office prior to the release of the
documents. Fees will be watved if the applicant is receiving public assistance or can
show an inability to pay due to indigence.

The Town of Mansfield has no legal obligation to, and will not perform analytical
work, studies, investigations, calculations or program reviews, ot create any
document in response to a Freedom of Information request. If the requested
information exists in the form of a document and is not in draft form, it will be
provided, but docunents exempted by law from release or availability to the public
per, for example, C.G. 8. § 1-210(b), will not be released or made available. Again, in
questionable instances, consultation should be made with the Town Manager, who
may refer the matter to the town attorney.

Process

{1 Freedom of Information Request forms may be filed in the office of the
Town Clerk or the Town Manager.

2} These offices will promptly disserninate requests to the appropriate
department(s).

(3) Any questions regarding the legality of disclosure must be promptly
addressed to the Town Manager for possible consultation with the town
attorney. : _

(4) . Withia four business days the department shall provide the information,
issue a letter to the requestor denying the request, ask for further clarification
ot inform the requestor of a reasonable date when the information will be
available.

(5) If no copy is requested, records subject to disclosure requirements as
established in the statutes may be inspected at the Town Clerk’s Office.

(6) If hard copies are requested they will be forwarded to the office of the Town
Clerk for release, upon payment ot waiver of the legally required fees.
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUESTS

SUMMARY OF CHARGES
A. 1 To review existing records no charge
B. | To discuss existing records . no charge
C. | A copy of an existing record, non-certified page [CGS§1-212(2)] $.50
‘ Two sided documents are two pages

D. To certify a document [CGS§1-212(e)] $2.00

E. | Maps, survéys, or records [CGS§1-212(b)(2)(3)]
1. A copy of plans or a Mylar® not recorded per sheet [CGS§1-12(2)] $.50
2. A copy from a recorded Mylar® per sheet [C(GS§7-34a(a)] $1.00
3. A photo copy or reproducible copy of a document by an outside vendor ~actual cost
F. | Arecord or report from a computer run — per page (existing memu report) $.50
Computer formaiting and/or programming to produce a specialized report actual salary
[CGS§1-212(b)(1)] of staff, plus

$.50 per page

H. | Computerized information stored with our outside vendors which we would actual cost of
have to pay for, if obtained to honor the request outside

. vendor

1. | Copies of tapes, disks, or other electronic media [CGS§1-212(b)(3)] actual cost
J. | Board and Commission Members requesting copies of documents specifically no charge-

relevant to the current activities of the Board or Commission for the purpose of
working in conjunction on the same issue

K. | Public request for Board and Commission agendas, minutes, and packets b

actual cost to

mail . mail and $.50
per page
L. | Emails of agendas and minutes no charge

The fees are in accordance with CGS§1-212. FOI charges will not supersede those fees established in

statutes such as fees for vital records.

Effective January 1, 1009
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268
www.mansfielct.org

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT REQUEST

Date:
Name (optional):
Address (optional):

Phone # (optional):
Email (optional):

Please describe with specificity the document(s) you are requesting. If you are not sufficiently
specific, we may not be able to identify the document(s) you request which may delay our
response to your request: ‘

I want to (please check one):

Review Records at Town Hall (vault in Town Clerk’s Office)

Receive Hard Copies of Requested Documents

Other (please specify):

I agree to pay such fees and costs noted in the Town of Mansfield FOI Fee Schedule prior to the
release of documents to me. [ understand that materials may be picked up and payment made at
the Town Clerk’s Office. I understand that the fees may be waived if I, the requester, am
receiving public assistance or can demonstrate other facts showing my inability to pay due to
indigence. ’ '

Signature of Requester:

OOOOOOOO0COO0OOLO0OOOCOGEOPOOLLOCLOHOOCOEOOREOOROOVOLOVOOCOOOOOCOO00

Department use only

Date Request Received: Date Picked-Up:
# of Pages: Cost:
Notes:
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participate in the program each yea
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2007 Results * Annual Report for Fiscal Periods Beginning 2006

CALIFORNIA continued
# Los Angeles [10 years]
# Los Angeles County Community
Development Commission
{13 years]
# Los Angcles County Mctropolitan
Transit Authority {10 years]
# Los Angeles Unified School District
{1 year]
# Los Gatos [9 years]
# Manhattan Beach [11 years]
# Martinez [2 years}*
# Milpitas {11 years]
# Mission Viejo [16 years}¥
# Monterey Park [16 years]
# Morgan Hill [4 years]
# Mountain View [14 years}
Murrieta [3 years]
North San Diego County Transit
District [6 years]
Novato {9 years]
# Oakland [22 years]*
# Olivenhain Municipal Water
District [6 years]
# Ontario [8 years]
# Orange [10 years]
# Orange County Fire Authority
{8 years}*
# Orange County Sanitation District
[11 years]*
# Otay Water District [3-yea.rs}
# Palmdale [16 years]
# Palo Alto [7 years]*
# Petaluma [5 years]
# Pomona [5 years)
Port of Gaklaad [} year]
# Rancho Mirage {9 years]*
# Redding {17 years}*
# Redondo. Beach [20 years]
Richmond {1 year]
# Riverside [4 years]* .
# Riverside County Transportation
Commission [11 years]
# Sacramento County |5 years]
# Sacramento Regional Transportation
District [1 year]
San Bernardino Associated
_ Governments [10 years]
# San Bernardino County [1 year]
# San Clemente {15 years]
# San Diego County [5 years}
# San Diego County Regional Airport
Aathority {2 years]

# San Diego County Water Authority
[12 years]*
# San Francisco, City & County
i yeaf}
# San Jose {17 years]
# San Luis Obispo [21 years]*
# Sen Mateo County [3 years]
San Rafael {3 years}
# Santa Ana [21 years]
# Santa Barbara [? years]*
# Santa Barbara County {10 years]
# Santa Clara Valley Water District
{12 years]
# Santa Maria [9 years]*
# Santa Monica {3 years]
# Santa Rosa {2 years]
# Sonoma County [12 years]

# Southern California Metropolitan
Water District {3 years]
Southgate Recreation & Park

District {1 year]
# Stanton [11 ycars]*
Stanislaus County [4 years]
# Sunnyvale {18 years]
# Temecula [16 years]
# Thousand Oaks [2 years]*
# Tracy [18 years)
Ventura [1 year}
# Victor Valley Water District [1 year]
# Visalia {1 year]
# Walnut [17 years]
# Watsonville {13 years}*
# West Covina [21 years]
# West Hollywood [15 years]*
# Westminster [12 years]*
# Winters [4 years]
# Yuba City {9 years]

COLORADO
# Adams 12 Five Star Schools
{2 years]
# Adams County [17 years]
£ Arapahoe County {20 years]
Arapahioe County Water &
Wastewater Authority [1 year]
# Arapahoe Library District [7 years]
# Arvada [16 years[*
# Aurora [8 years]
# Boulder [8 years]*
# Boulder County [18 years)
# Boulder Vailey School District
[7 years]

# Broomfield, City & County
{13 years]
# Cherry Creck School District 5
[13 years]
# Colorado Springs [16 years]
# Denver, City & County [20 years]
# Denver Housing Authority
' {18 years]
Denver Metropolitan Wastewater
Reclamation District {12 yéars]
# Denver Water [15 years]
# Douglas County School District
{3 years]
# El Paso County [5 years]
# Englewood [5 years)
# Erie [3 years]
Evans [2 years]
# Fort Collins [23 years]*
Fort Lupton {7 years]
# Golden [11 years]®
# Grand Junction {16 years]*
# Greceley {16 years)*
# Jefferson County [13 years)
# Jefferson County School District
No. R-1 {2 ycars] '
# La Plata County [8 years]
# Lafayette {15 years]
# Lakewood {7 years]

" # Longmont [16 years]

# Louisville [17 years]
# Loveland [23 years]
# Mesa County [14 years]
# Montrose [15 years]¥
Parker Fire Protection District
{5 years]
Poudre Fire Authority [7 years}
# Regional Transportation District
{22 years]
# Silverthorne [11 years]*
Snowmass Viilage [7 years]
# Supcrior {5 years]
# Thornton [15 years}

 # Weld County [24 years]

Windsor [2 years]

CONNECTICUY
# Avon [22 years]
# Bristol [7 years]
# Cheshire [8 years]
# Danbury {3 years]
# Glastonbury [11 years]
# Groton [13 years]
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CONNECTICUT continued
# Hartford {16 years]
# Manchester [1 year]
# Mansfield [13 years]
# Norwalk [6 years]
# Norwich [7 years]
# Plainville [7 years]
# West Hartford [18 years]
# Woodbridge [1 year]

DELAWARE
# Dover [18 years]
# New Castle County [17 years]
# Wilmington {17 years]

DISTRICT
OF COLUMBIA )
# District of Columbia Government
[6 years]
# District of Columbia Water &
Sewer Authority [5 years]
# Metropolitan Washington Airports
Authority [4 years]

FLORIDA
Alachua {2 years]
# Alachua County [18 years]*
# Apopka[1 year]
# Bay County [17 years]
# Belleair [3 years]
# Boca Raton [24 years]
# Brevard County [13 years]
Broward County Aviation
Department [5 years]
# Broward County School Board
[10 years]
# Broward County Sheriff’s Office
[6 yoars]
Bunnell [1 year]
# Cape Coral {16 years]
# Cassclberry {2 years)
# Charlotte County [15 years]
# Citrus County Board of County
Comumissioners {2 years]
# Clearwater [21 years]
# Cocoa Beach [7 years]
# Coconut Creek [7 years]
# Collier County [21 years]
Collier County Clerk of the Courts
[5 years]
# Coral Gables {17 years)
# Coral Springs [16 years]

# Deerfield Beach [11 years]

# Deland [4 years]

# Declray Beach [21 years]

# Deltona [5 years]

# Doral [3 years)

Duncdin {5 ycars]

# Escambia County [12 years]

# Fort Lauderdale [22 years]

# Fort Myers [16 years]

# Fort Pierce Utilities Authority

{11 years]

# FortWalton Beach [11 years]

# Gainesville [23 years}*

# Greenacres [14 years]

# Gulfport [3 years]

# Hallandale Beach {20 years]

# Hernando County [5 years]

# Highlands County {7 years]

# Hillsborough County {21 years]*

# Holly Hill {19 years]

# Hollywood [11 years]

# Indian River County [16 ycars]

# Jacksonville [21 years]

# Jacksonville Beach [13 years]

# Key West Utility Board {4 years]
Lake County Clerk of the Courts

{15 years]
Largo {20 years]*

# Lauderdale-By-The-Sea [10 years]

# Lee County [23 years]

# Lee County School District

[3 years]

# Leesburg [9 years]

# Leon County {17 years]

# Maitland [11 years]

# Manatee County [21 years]
Manatee County School Board

{3 years]

# Martin County [9 years}

# Miami [8 years]

# Miami Beach {5 ycars]

# Miami-Dade County [5 years]
Miani Gardens [3 years]
Miami Springs [3 years]

# Miramar [16 years)

# Monroe County [2 years)

# Naples [2 years]

# North Lauderdale {13 years]

# Oakland Park [3 years]

" # Ocala [20 years]
# Opa-Locka [§ years]
# Orange County [21 years)*
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# Orlando [4 years]
# Ormond Beach [3 years]
# Osceola County [16 years]*
# Oviedo [2 years]
# Palm Bay {17 years]
# Palm Beach [15 years]
# Palm Beach County [21 years]
# Palm Beach County Health Care
District [11 years]
# Palm Beach County School District
{4 years]
# Palm Beack County Solid Waste
Authority [14 years]
# Palm Beach Gardens [10 years]
# Palm Coast [4 years]
# Palmetto Bay [2 years]
# Pembroke Pines {10 years]
Pembroke Pines Charter School
[3 years]
# Pensacola [17 years]
# Pinecrest {10 years]
# Pinncllas County [2 years]
# Pinnellas Park {5 years]
# Polk County {17 years]
Polk County School Board [4 ycars]
# Port Orange [19 years]
# Port St. Lucie {18 years)
# Punta Gorda [1 year]
# Royal Palm Beach {12 years]
Safety Harbor [13 years]
# Sanibel [12 years] -
# Sarasota {17 years]
# Sarasota County {12 years]
# Sebastian |3 years]
# Semincle County [15 years]*
# South Florida Water Management
District {14 years]
# St. Johns County [15 ycars]
# 5t. Johns River Water
Management District {1 year]
# St. Lucic County [9 ycars]
# St. Petersburg [14 years]
# Tallahassee [22 years]
# Tamarac [9 years]
# Tampa [22 years]
# Tarpon Springs [9 years]
# Temple Terrace [18 years]
# Titusville [1 year]
# Volusia County [12 years]
# Volusia County School District
[4 years]
# Wellington [11 years]




Ttem #26
98 Fern Road

Storrs, Ct 06268

m.:'C"D DEC O 3

December 1, 2008

Matt Hart, Town Manager
4 South Eagleville Road

Storrs, Ct 06268

Dear Matt,

I know that this is a difficult financial time for the town. Therefore | want to write in support of the
Mansfield Community Center. | am a member although the only service that | use is to take yoga classes
with Patricia Vinsonhaler, | have found that these classes and the Pilates classes at the Mansfield Senior
Center help me manage the pain from spinal stenosis. | only wish that there was continuous
programming so that 1 did not have breaks in this therapeutic exercise. Even though | do not use the
other parts of the MCC, | am glad that they are available. | wish that the Teen Center had been there
when my sons were at £.0. Smith. | know that the MCC adds a great deal to the quality of life in

Mansfield and i am pleased that my membership and my taxes help provide for the operation of the
Mcc.

t also want to bring to your attention the good work of the MCC staff in helping produce the Know Your
Towns Fair. In my ten years of co-directing this joint effort of the Mansfield League of Women Voters,
the town and UConn, the competent help of Curt Vincente and his staff has made this large project

" manageable. | know that the excellent job they do with this event is just one example of their good
work.

Sincerely,
* Ann Kouatly

cc: Mansfield Town Council, Curt Vincente
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Ttem #27

87 Cedar Swamp Rd.
Storrs, Ct. 06268
November 21, 2008

Dear Mayor Paterson and Town Council Members,

It was with great astonishment that I read in the
Chronicle about renovations/new school in the amounts
of $74-$94 million. In the present environment I can
not imagine such expensive expenditures would even be
considered. I think the schools, just like Mansfield
residents, have to live within their means and “make
do” for the next few years. -

 With the $2 billion anticipated state budget
shortfall any anticipated funds could be cancelled or

reduced at any time. Where would that leave Mansfield
residents?

I urge you to put off any upgrades, renovations and

new buildings until the financial climate improves.

Smcerely,
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Mansfield Today - The 'downtown' Storrs Center project now has two crucial wetlands permits

The 'do_Wntown' Storrs Center project now
has two crucial wetlands permits s

Brenda Sullivan | Editor . 24 November, 2008

In the Master Plan for Storrs Center,
LeylandAlliance promises to conserve 30 acres
of the overall site as wetlands and upland
forests.

Storrs Center, the "downtown" development
planned for Route 195 across from the University
of Connecticut, has received two of three crucial
permits for the project. |

The overall desigﬁ for Storrs Center. Hluslrati;)n courtesy of
Urban Design Associates/LeylandAlliance. The U.S. Army COI’pS of Engineers-New England

District has determined that site Work will have
"minimal” impact on local wetlands and water sources and has issued what's knownasa
Connecticut Programmatic General Permit with conditions, according to LeylandAlliance, the
Master Developer for Storrs Center.

The permit allow filling .29 acres of wetlands that have already been damaged by local activity and
are therefore considered "degraded.”

The project received a local permit from the town's Inland Wetlands Agency in October 2007.

In the Master Plan for Storrs Center, LeylandAlliance bromises to conserve 30 acres of the overall
site as wetlands and upland forests.

The Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection also has approved a 401 water quality
certification permit for Storrs Center. This authorizes the projected storm water discharges from the
project.

Still awaiting approval is a third important permit, this one from the Connecj:icﬁt State Traffic .
Commission for improvements to Route 195/Storrs Road. For more information about the Storrs
Center project, click here.

[Editor's note: There will be a special Town Council meefiﬁg on the marketing feasibility study for
—_ 2 6 3....
bt llmanafield hinn com/news/storrs center downtown _gets two_new permits_2008.htm]7print  11/24/2008



Mansfield Today - The 'downtown' Storrs Center project now has two crucial wetlands permits

~

Storrs Center on Monday, Nov. 24 at 6 p.m. in the council chambers of the Audrey P. Beck
Municipal Building, 4 South Eagleville Road.]

Posted Nov. 24, 2008

Center/downtown project - Nov. 2008, courtesy

of LeylandAlliance.

P tyofa
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Mansfield Today - Developers announce new strategies to make Storrs Center marketable

Ttem #29

Developers announce new strategies to
make Storrs Center marketable

Brenda Sullivan | Editor : Tuesday, November 25, 2008

The project's Master Developer Leyland
Alliance is looking for ways to work
within the current economic climate and
still keep Storrs Center to its original
timeline, with completion in 2016.

As the U.S. economy has ¢ontinued to
decline, many town residents have become

worried about the viability of the Storrs

Macon Toledano of Leyland Alliance tatked about taking on Center/downtown project.
"mite sized pieces" of the Storrs Center/downtown project at a
special meeting with the Town Council on Nov. 24, Photo by

Brenda Sullivan,

The most commonly voiced concerns are:

« "How are you going to market a huge
project like this?" and
+ "What is it going to cost Mansfield taxpayers?"

The project's developers, Leylan&Alliance, attempted to answer those two questions at a
special Town Council meeting held on Monday, Nov. 24.

Leyland Alliance Vice President for Planning and Development Macon Toledano - also Storrs
Center Project Manager - explained three key changes in strategy aimed at boosting the
marketability of the project:

« remapping the project’s phasing,
« increasing the size of the first building (DL1)
o and downsizing the first parking garage (eliminating at least one deck)

The development timeline now stretches from the latter half of 2009 through 20186,
beginning with improvements to Route 195/Storrs Road in the second half of 2009.

—265-

C 1t b mevre hmvtr obrataniac tn make storrs center marketable biml?p... 12/4/2008



Mansfield Today - Developers announce new strategies to make Storrs Center marketable

The subsequent phases overlap, beginning with development of the Town Square and Market
Square - basically, a residential/retail portion of the project - with the Town Square getting
underway at the end of 2009 and Market Square beginning at the end of 2010 [see photo of
phasing]. | '

The Village Street and Residential Neighborhood would be the final phases, completed by the
end of 2016.

The idea behind this timeline is to break the project into "bite sized pieces,” Toledano said.
"Economically, this puts us in much better stead... so we can adjust to the economy, market
and financing." ' '

"This is still in line with the original phasing, but now it is in more detail,” he said.

Making the first building a money-maker

The developers also have taken a different approach to the first building, which was originally
planned for construction on Dog Lane to accommodate relocation of existing businesses.
LeylandAlliance previously proposed that the town contribute $4 million to this part of the
project.

Now, the idea is to enlarge the building so that it can also provide space for new tenants and
therefore, more revenue. |

"It gives us more choices and more time... and allows us to delay tearing down some
buildings,” Toledano said.

Town loan idea scrapped

And in order to downsize the first parking garage, more parking lot areas or "surface parking”
will be used - on a temporary basis - mainly adding onto existing parking areas.

The developers have also been talking to the Windham Regional Transit District and the
University of Connecticut about ways to cut down on car use, from increasing bus service to
the area to promoting the use of Zip cars . '

Building a smaller-capacity garage keeps costs within the $10.5 million grant funding already
in place for this purpose. ' :
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Mansfield Today - Developers announce new strategies to make Storrs Center marketable

As originally designed, the garage would have 660 spaces and cost about $14 million. And
there was talk of asking the town for a $4 million loan to close the gap.

Given the country's current credit issues, "a loan is not an appropriate solution,” Toledano
said. '

However, getting this garage built makes marketing of the first phase (1A) possible, and by
using some temporary surface parking areas, this also takes pressure off building the second
garage until later along the development timeline, Toledano said.

Phase 1A/Town Square includes 115 residential units and 20,000 square feet of retail space.

"At the same time, there is the opportunity to take on bite-sized pieces of [other parts of] the
project,” Toledano said.

Town council member Helen Koehn asked whether the project would now need new permits
for stormwater management since it would be using more surface parking. Toledano said that
the plan is to use already developed parking areas and that systems would be installed that
aren't there now, that would actually improve the quality of stormwater runoff.

[Editor's note: This and other Town Council meetings are now taped and can be viewed on
cable Channel 13 at noon on Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays and Sundays, and at 7 p.m. on
Tuesdays, Thursdays and Saturdays. Questions and comments concerning the Storrs Center
project also may be sent to the Mansfield Downtown Partnership at P.O. Box 513, Mansfield,
CT 062268 or e-mailed to mdp@mansfieldct.org |

Posted Nov. 25, 2008
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Mansfield Today - Dollars and sense: Council calls meeting on fiscal impact of Storrs Center project 2

Item #30

Dollars and sense: Council calls meeting on
fiscal impact of Storrs Center project

Brenda Sullivan | Editor | 14 November, 2008

The town also has hired its own experts to
examine the study's findings.

Town Manager Matt Hart reported this week that a
Spec:1a1 Town Council Meeting will be held at 6
p.m. on Monday, Nov. 24 for an update on ‘the
Storrs Center/Downtown project. The meeting will
be held in the council chambers at the Audrey P.
Beck Municipal Building, 4 South Eagleville Road
(Rt. 275).

The Mansfield Downtown Parinership offices are located in

The meeting will including an overview of a fiscal

the lower level of Storrs Commons. Photo by Brenda Sullivan,

impact analysis of the downtown project.

"The principal focus of the fiscal impact analysis is to estimate projected tax revenue and town .
expenditures associated with the project,” Hart said.

The study was conducted for the project's principal developer, LeylandAlliance, by HR&A Advisors,
~ Inc. anational economic and real estate consulting firm.

Hart noted that the town also has hired its own experts, Economics Research Associates (ERA), an
international real estate consulting firm, "to provide an objectwe, professional assessment of the
study's methodolegy and findings."

The Storrs Center project recently received two critical approvals.

The State Department of Environmental Protection approved a water quality certification permit for
stormwater discharge from the project.

And the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers approved a wetlands permit that allows developers to fill
slightly more than a one-quarter acre of wetlands in the project area, after determining that this will
not have a major impact on the wetlands. The project received a local permit from the Mansfield

-269-
hittp://mansfield htnp.com/news/meeting_on_fiscal impact_of storrs center on nov_24 2008.ht... 11/17/2008



Mansfield Today - Dollars and sense: Council calls meeting on fiscal impact of Storrs Center project

Inland-Wetlands Agency for this activity, as well, in October 2007.

Posted Nov. 1','5, 2008
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Mansfield Today - Q& A: Responses to questions about the Four Sche Jtom #31
154

Q&A: Responses to questions about the
Four School Renovation Project.

Brenda Sullivan | Editor Tuesday, November 18, 2008

Questions raised at the September public
forum and/or at the Oct. 15, 2008 School
Building Committee meeting.

The following information was distributed
at the Monday, Nov. 17 joint workshop
with the Mansfield Town Council, School
Building Committee and Board of
Education. These questions were raised at
the September public forum and/or at the
Oct. 15, 2008 School Building Committee

meeting.

Q: Who pays for the cost overruns during the project, whichever option is
selected?

A: As with all similar municipal school building projects, the design team and construction
manager suggeét a contingency fund as a part of the total project cost. This is used for
unexpected cost changes found necessary during construction. This fund is anticipated to
cover increases in material costs and any such "overruns.”

Q: Does Option D include the land?
A: No cost has been included for the purchase of land, since no site was identified and each

site may vary significantly.

Q: How/why would the district propose one elementary school which would be
extremely large?
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Mansfield Today - Q& A: Responses to questions about the Four School Renovation Proje...

A: A single elementary school was listed as one of the options available for purposes of cost
comparison and inevitably would be raised as a possibility. This option appears to be the least
costly to the town of Mansfield, due to the current method of reimbursement by the State. A
single school would result in the elimination of many redundancies found in the three small
schools now in town, such as having 3 cafeterias, 3 nurses' offices, 3 gymnasiums, 3 libraries,
ete. There are many new schools that have been designed to provide a visual appearance of
small, identifiable 'pods' or wings, such that the overall appearance is not one of 'extremely
large.’

Q: The costs presented for each option cover what period of time?

A: These are all based on the current value of dollars and the anticipated time frame required
for design and construction.

Q: Have you calculated the time and property values in today's dollars or in
Juture dollars?

No, that has not beer done.

Q: What are the life cycle costs, including operations, for the various options?

A: Alife cycle cost analysis [LLCCA] will be a requirement of any option that is submitted to
the Bureau of School Facilities. At this stage of the project, and with so many variables,
preparing a LCCA will be a significant engineering undertaking and expense. Based on
previous, similar school construction projects, it an be estimated the energy costs for new
construction will be 20-25 percent lower than for renovation of existing buildings.

Q: Have you considered Option E - building three new schools adjacent to the
current schools? '

A: After making a cursory review of the three school sites, it appears that the most logical
poéition for any such construction would be on the current playgrounds. The schools would
then have no such playrfacilit'ies during the course of construction, and construction traffic
might present a significant hazard, to bring materials and equipment to those parts of the
site. '
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Septic systems in the vicinity of the playfields would become an issue, also. How will the
existing buildings be served while construction occurs?

Assuming the town would opt to build the three new schools at the maximum size eligible for
State reimbursement, the new schools would be smaller than the current ones.

That is because Goodwin is currently 7,830 square feet larger than the maximum, Vinton is
currently 2,032 square feet larger than the maximum, and Southeast is currently 4,585
square feet larger than the maximum.

Considering the Board of Education initiated this project to upgrade and enlarge the
Library/Media Centers in each school, the resulting new schools would be considerably
smaller than their existing counterparts. ' '

Other issues would require considerable engineering study - such as the recently drilled
wells, septic systems, etc. to determine if these would require removal and replacement or
demolition to make room for the new school.

- Q: What would the town do with the three eleﬁtentary school buildings?

A: This has not been determined at this time.

Q: Is there water and seplic available to support a single elementary school
site in the town of Mansfield?

A: These issues would have to be the subject of further studies.
Q: What is the time frame for deciding on a proposal and bringing it to the
voters? _

A: This will be subject to a decision by the Town Council in collaboration with the Board of
Education. It should be noted that the current cost estimates are based on the assumption
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Mansfield Today - Q&A: Responses to questions about the Four School Renovation Proje...

that a project will be approved by the town in sufficient time to make a submission to the
State Department of Education prior to June 20, 2009. '

Q: What energy savings would be provided from each of the options listed?

A: Similar to the LCCA noted above, this will take a considerable amount of engineering
effort to determine, unless a relative scale is used on a preliminary basis.

{

Q: What can be done to maintain the individual elementary school's pride, if
we consolidate elementary schools?

A: If designed with three "pods" or wings or houses, each could be identified using the
current building's name. And through the use of color, materials and graphics, there would be
an identifiable separation.

Q: What is the optimal elementary school building size, based on research?
One parent mentioned 500.

A: Some studies have suggested a range of 350-500 students. However, there are many
examples of larger schools that are designed with smaller "houses," wings or pods that
provide the appearance of small sechools interconnected to share common program facilities.

Q: What would a single elementary school look like in its architectural design
and layout of classrooms?

A: That will be responsive to the Board of Education’s educational specifications and the
concept arrived at by preparing a schematic design. Such services were not requested from
the design team when this study began.

Q: How would special subjects - art, music, physical education - and special
events be conducted in one consolidated school? ‘

A: These could be located in a central core and have spaces designed to fit the program needs
and numbers of students utilizing them. Designs could be included so the cafeteria is capable
of being divided into smaller spaces to maintain some intimacy and then opened up for larger
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groups.

Q: What is the cost of land if added to Plan D, and what size would it be? 16 |
acres was suggested as an approximate size.

A: This would vary with each individual parcel.

Q: Will there be a full accounting for all the costs, so that taxpayers are Sully
aware, prior to making a decision?

- A Yes, informational meetings will be held, descriptive brochures prepared and designs
posted on the town's Web site. |

Q: How will the committee balance education quality with pocketbook
expenses in making their recommendations?

" A: Mansfield has constructed its town buildings with economical materials that are easy to
maintain and buildings that are practical, efficient and without "frills.” The design team has
been selected knowing that a careful balance must be maintained between the cost of
construetion and quality of buﬂdmgs

Q: Are we addressing the human needs first?

A: The process the design team followed was one of inclusivity and they spent considerable
time in each building looking and listening to the staff. Furthermore, four community
workshops and meeting with each of the schools' PTOs were held. The design team is aware
of the issues and has considered the human needs throughout this study.

Posted Nov. 18, 2008
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Mansfield Today - Town Council officially opposes CL&P expansj ltom #32

Town Council officially opposes CL&P
expansion plan

Brenda Sullivan | Editor , Sunday, November 30, 2008

Council suggests Connecticut Siting
Council promote responsible
development and not encourage energy
gluttons at the expense of other parts of
the state.

Mansfield may be the lone voice in this
region opposing plans by CL&? to build
new power transmission lines that would

Project Manager Scott Newland of Burns & MeDonnell at the : .
Nov. 10 meeting with a slide of a transmission station in cut through several towns in northeast

Stamford area where the CT Citing Council OK'd underground | Connecticut.

transmission lines. Photo by Brenda Sullivan.

At its Nov. 24 meeting, the Town Council
voted to put its objections in writing, to be forwarded to the decision-making body, the
Connecticut Citing Council - but the council also learned that 12 other towns affected by the
project either are unconcerned or have yet to take a position for or against.

Council member Carl Schaefer suggested that Mansfield might inspire some of these towns to
think differently. "Maybe we take the initiative here," he said, "and pull these towns along."

Atits Nov. 10 meeting, the Town Council asked Town Manager Matt Hart to contact other
towns that will be affected by what's known as the Interstate Reliability Project, to explore
whether they might join in a collective effort to respond to the plan, possibly even to pool
resources to hire specialized legal counsel.

Hart reported that except for Lebanon - whose residents recently fended off CL&P's plans to
expand the Card Street substation - none of the other towns seem to feel the same concerns
as Mansfield.

"Based on responses received from other affected towns, there currently is no regional
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consensus about the proposal. Brooklyn, Coventry, Killingly, Pomfret and Windham have
indicated that the current plan is acceptable as proposed,” Hart said.

Chaplin, Columbia, Hampton, Putnam, Scotland and Thompson, "have either not taken a
position... or not yet responded,” Hart said.

He also noted that the Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission has now gone on record
as opposed to the project because of its "expected detrimental impacts to neighboring
schools, residences, parks (Mansfield Hollow) and farmland, and its overall impact on the
rural character in this part of the state. |

The Town Council's objections include many of these same concerns outlined in a letter sent
Northeast Utilities/CL&P, to be included in documents submitted by in an application
submitted to the Connecticut Siting Council by the end of November.

Instead of adding more transmission lines and more capacity, the letter states, CL&P and the
Connecticut Siting Council should focus on: | '

« promoting energy conservation
« promoting energy storage within the existing systems
promoting alternative sources of generating energy, and

making decisions that encourage new development - especially those with high energy
demands - to locate in areas where there already is sufficient infrastructure and

capacity.

The letter also stresses that the proposed transmission lines’' route passes through areas that
state statutes and long-range planning documents list as important to the region, such as
preservation and conservation areas and rural lands. -

And it references the fact that these lines are not intended to enhance service in northeast
Connecticut ; instead, they are in response to energy demands generated in the Stamford

area.

"Many area towns and public agencies are working to preserve the rural and historic
character of eastern Connecticut and a need for more transmission capacity is not anticipated
in this area,” the letter states. '

Should the Siting Council approve the currently proposed route, however, the letter asks that
CL&P work with Mansfield officials and property owners to mitigate the impact - for example
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buying the Mount Hope Montessori School property, installing underground lines, relocating
some structures and/or using alternative structures in order minimize tree-cutting, and
paying for damage to farmlands.

Posted Nov. 30, 2008

[Editor's Note: also see "Strength in numbers: Town Council fo explore joining with other
towns to put brakes on CL&P project,” "CL&P may be asked to buy Mount Hope Montessori

School," and "NU plans Mansfield meeting on $251M transmission project,” published in
Mansfield Today. ] ‘ : ,
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Tiem #33

STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION
24 WOLCOTT HILL ROAD
WETHERSFIELD, CONNECTICUT (6149

Theresa C. Lantz REGD DEC 03 Talmphone: 860-692-7482

Commissioner Fao 60-692-7483

November 24, 2008

The Honorable Matthew Hart
Town of Mansfield

4 South Eagleville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268

Dear Town Manager Hart:

Pursuant to Section 18-81j of the Connecticut General Statutes, the Department of Correction
is required to provide annual notification to each chief elected official wf 2 municipality in-
which a correctional facility is located with the actual capacity and inmmie population of the
facility at that time. The purpose of this correspondence is to notify yomof these population
COURS.

Although the Department does not utilize an overall capacity number, for purposes of
meeting the notice requirement, the current number of fized beds in cax;“a of the facilities in
your community is as follows:

Bergin Correctional Institution 962

The capacity of a correctional institution is a very fiuid number based mpon the: determined
needs of the Department. These needs are dictated by security issmes, population, court
decrees, legal mandates, staffing and physical plant areas or facilifies that are currently
serving other purposes. As such, the actual capacity of a facility is always subject to change.

The Public Safety Committees continue to do an outstanding job in addwessing the issues and

concerns at the local level. I am committed to maintaining a ‘good meighbors’ relationship
- and look forward to a continued open dialogue between thc Departmentatf Correction and the

Public Safety Committee in your community.

Please feel free_ to contact me directly if I can be of assistance to you.

Sincerely,

Commissioner
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Ttem #34

~——--0riginal Message-----

From: OSC WYMANews-owner@list.state.ct.us [mallto 08C_WYMANews-
cwner@list.state.ct.us} On Behalf Of Comptroller Nancy Wyman

Sent: Monday, December 01, 2008 2:25 PM

To: osc_wymanews

- Subject: [WYMAMNews] Wyman Says Budget Deficit Triples To $338 Million

Date: December 1, 2008

Contact: Steve Jensen: B860-702-3308/3301
E-mail: Steven.Jensen@po.state.ct.us
Cell: 860~539-9298

Wyman Says Budget Deficit Triples To $338 Million

State Compiroller Nancy Wyman today said the state's projected budget
deficit has more than tripled in the past month to $338 million, and is
expected to grow larger by the end of the fiscal year.

Wyman's estimate - which is about $50 million higher than that made by the
Governor's budget office - includes the $71.8 million in deficit-mitigation
cuts passed by the General Assembly late last month. Because the deficit

" estimate now éxceeds one percent of total General Fund appropriations for
fiscal 20609, oxr $177 million, the Governor is required to submlt a2 new
mitigation plan to the legislature within 30 days.

"I anticipate that as deteriorating economic conditions are further
reflected within actual revenue collections, my deficit estimate will rise,”
Wyman wrote  in her monthly report to the Governor.

The Comptroiler‘expects the income tax to bring in about $131 million less
than originally budgeted, while the sales tax is projected to drop by about
T %207 million, :

Connecticut has lost 7,100 jobs so far this fiscal year, about half in
October alone. Payroll withholding income tax receipts are down 2.8 percent
. from a year ago.. The state's unemployment rate of 6.5 percent is at a 15-
year high.

Advance retail sales are down 4.1 percent from last year and corporate
profits continue to show negative results Existing home sales are at a 12-
year low in the state

"Wyman again called on the Governor and the legislature to address not only
the current revenue shortfall, but an additional $500 million "structural
deficit™ that has peen created by using prior years' surplus funds to pay
for current expenses. If no plan is created to deal with the overall deficit
by the end of the fiscal year June 30, she said, state law requires that any
deficit be automabtically covered by the state's Rainy Day Fund, which now
stands at about $1.4 billion.

This message was gent to you by the Office of the State Comptroller Listserv
‘WYMANews'. If yeou would like to make a comment about this or any other
issue, please send an emall.to: comptroller.wyman@po.state.ct.us Please
visit rhe Comptreller's web site at: http://www.osc.state.ct.us/
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