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SPECIAL MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
May 4, 2009
DRAFT

Deputy Mayor Gregory Haddad called the special meeting of the Mansfield Town
Council to order at 6:17 p.m. in Conference Room B of the Audrey P. Beck Building

i1

IR

I1I.

CALL TO ORDER

Present: Clouette, Duffy, Haddad, Koehn, Nesbitt

OLD BUSINESS

1. Preparation for Town Meeting

Town Manager Matt Hart presented a draft copy of the Citizen’s Guide to
the Budget. The suggestion was that this mailing piece would be sent to all
residents in Town. By consensus the Council agreed {o endorse the
mailing of the Guide. Members also agreed to request that childcare be

-available until 10:00 p.m., reviewed the proposed set up of the stage,
clarified the informal discussion scheduled prior to the meeting and
endorsed the publicity plans as described by the Town Clerk.

Mzr. Clouette moved and Mr. Nesbitt seconded to recess the meeting and
move into executive session to review and discuss commercial and financial
information provided in confidence by Storrs Center Alliance in accordance
with CGS§§1-200(6), 1-210(b)(5)(B). Motion passed.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

2. Review and discussion of commercial and financial information provided
in confidence by Storrs Center Alliance in accordance with CGS§§1-
200(6), 1-210(b)(5)B).

Present: Clouette, Duffy, Haddad, Koehn, Nesbitt

Also included: Town Manager Matthew Hart, Director of Finance Jeffrey
Smith, Town Bond Counsel Douglas Gillette, Shuprotim Bhaumik of
Economic Resource Associates

ADJOURNMENT

The Council reconvened in public session.
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Mr. Nesbitt moved and Mr. Clouette seconded to adjourn the meeting.

Motion to adjourn passed unanimously.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor
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REGULAR MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
‘ May 11, 2009
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; Clouette, Duffy, Haddad, Koehn, Nesbitt, Paterson, Paulhus,

Schaefer

Il APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to approve the minutes of the
April 27, 2009 regular meeting. Motion passed with all in favor except Ms.
Duffy who abstained. Mr. Schaefer moved and Ms. Koehn seconded to
approve the minutes of the April 27, 2009 Special meeting. The motion

passed unanimously.

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Pauthus seconded to add.two items under New

Business: item 13a, a resolution to appoint the firm of Blum, Sh
Company, P.C. as the new auditors for the Town, and tem 13b,

apiro &
the

scheduling of a public hearing for the Fire Marshal fee ordinance. Both

motions passed unanimously.

ii. PUBLIC HEARING
1. Ordinance for Obtaining Goods and Services

Mayor Paterson calied the public hearing to order and asked the Town

Clerk to read the legal notice.

Betty Wassmundt, Old Turnpike Road, questioned the procedure asking
how the Council could hoid a public hearing on an ordinance to which

changes have been made.

Ric Hossack, Middle Turnpike, spoke in support of the ordinance

especially the inclusion of a current billing clause.

The hearing was close at 7:25 p.m.

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Clouette seconded a motion to move ltem 7,

Proclamation in Recognition of Emergency Services and Public

Safety

Personnel, as the next item of business. Motion passed unanimously.

V. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE COUNCIL

Ric Hossack, Middle Turnpike, questioned an advertisement he

received

which contained endorsements from Town and Board of Education staff

e

May 11, 2009



Vi

members. He also asked the status of union negotiations and asked the
Council to conduct a referendum or poli on the Storrs Center Project.

TOWN MANAGER'S REPORT

Report attached.

Town Manager Matt Hart asked for Council approval to distribute two surveys
at the town meeting. One survey was requested by Council and is in the
back of the abbreviated budget document. The other survey was drafted by
the Communication Advisory Committee and will be distributed by members
of that Committee.

Ms. Koehn moved and Ms. Duffy seconded to add the issue {o the agenda as
item 13c. Motion passed unanimously. '

Ms. Koehn requested additional information on the incident reported at the
April 27, 2009 meeting regarding a break in at a local home. Ms. Koehn
requested additional details on the communications between Troop C and the
resident state trooper. The Town Manager will report back.

OLD BUSINESS

2. Ordinance for Obtaining Goods and Services

Mr. Clouette, Chair of the Finance Committee, moved to recommit the
proposed Ordinance for Obtaining Goods and Services to the Finance
Committee for additional review. ‘

Mr. Nesbitt will submit his updated comments to members.

Motion passed unanimously.
3. Community/Campus Relations

Mayor Paterson reported that the Town/ University Relations Committee
has been charged with conducting a thorough review of Spring Weekend
and will report their findings to the UConn Board of Trustees.

Ms. Koehn reported the Community Quality of Life Committee continues
to review the material presented in the sustainability vision points of the
Strategic Plan and to discuss the communication difficulties between
Troop C and the state police assigned to Mansfield. Ms. Koehn also
reported that PZC representative Michael Beal has resigned from the
Commiitee. .

4, Community Water and Wastewater Issues
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Mr. Nesbitt announced the Four Corner Sewer Advisory Committee would
be holding its public information session on June 9. Mr. Nesbitt outlined
the publicity efforts being made to make sure citizens are aware of the
meeting.

5. Regionalism

Council members discussed how to best approach the idea of talking with
other policy makers regarding potential opportunities for regional
approaches fo issues such as economic development, public safety and
water supplies. The Town Manager is currently engaged in fhese
discussions with a number of entities. Members also discussed the
possibility of restructuring the charges to existing committees to include
issues of regionalization. Members raised concerns about staffing and
Council member’s availability for an additional commitiee. Members
agreed that any committee should be ad hoc and the discussions
informal.

Mr. Clouette moved and Ms. Koehn seconded to table the discussion in
order fo seek advice regarding the Freedom of Information requirements
of an ad hoc comrmittee consisting of the Town Manager and two Council
members.

Motion passed with all in favor except Mr. Schaefer,

6. WINCOG Regional Economic Development Plan

Mr. Nesbitt moved the Town Manager be directed to advise AKRF,
consultants for the WINCOG Regional Economic Development Plan, that
the focus of the marketing kit will be a general promotion of Mansfield
with a focus on all areas in the Plan of Conservation and Development
that are identified for economic developrnent.

Seconded by Mr. Schaefer the motion passed with Ms. Koehn abstaining.

Vi, NEW BUSINESS

7. Proclamation in Recognition of Emergency Services and Public Safety
Personnel

Mr. Clouette moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded, effective May 11, 2009,
to authorize the Mayor to issue the attached Proclamation in Recognition
of Emergency Services and Public Safety Personnel.

Motion passed unanimously.
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10.

Mayor Paterson and the Council were joined by Fire Marshal John
Jackman, Firefighter George Thompson ili, Chief Dave Dagon and
Deputy Chief William “Chip” Jordan who collectively accepted the
proctamation on behaif of the firefighters.

Financial Statements Dated March 31, 2009

Mr. Clouette moved, effective May 11, 2009, to accept the Financial
Statements Dated March 31, 2009.

Mr. Clouette commented that despite the loss in interest and permit
revenues, the spending freeze and not filling existing vacancies will allow
the Town to end the fiscal year on budget.

The motion passed unanimously.

Environmental impact Evaluation: Two Proposed UConn Academic
Buildings

Mr. Schaefer moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded, effective May 11, 2009,
to authorize the Mayor to co-endorse with the Planning and Zoning
Commission Chairman comments on the April 2009 draft Environmental
Impact Evaluation of two proposed UConn academic buildings. The
Town comments shall emphasize the need to implementation proposed
mitigation measures and restrict construction iraffic {o state roads.

Members discussed the importance of encouraging the use of
alternatives to reduce stormwater runoff from the buildings to the
Eagleville Brook and the importance of maintaining the stormwater
system. :

As a friendly amendment the Council agree to add, “...and as discussed
at the May 11, 2009 meeting,” to the motion.

Motion passed unanimously.
Assistance to Firefighters Grant

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Paulhus seconded to approve the following
motion:

Resolved, that Town Manager, Matthew W. Hart, be authorized to submit
an application to the U.S. Department of Homeland Security and to
execute any necessary agreements with that agency, to receive funding
to support the provision of fire protection and emergency services within
the Town of Mansfield.

Motion passed unanimously.
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11. Contract with Greater Hartford Transit District Contract for Design and
Engineering of Intermodal Center

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Schaefer seconded fo approve the following
resolution:

Resolved, that Matthew W. Hart, Town Manager, is hereby authorized to
execute the Assistance Agreement between the Greater Hartford Transit
District and the Town of Mansfield to provide grant administration
services for the Federal Transit Administration grant of $490,000 for the
Town of Mansfield for design and engmeermg of the Storrs Center
intermodal center.

Motion to approve passed unanimously.
12. Agreement with DECD for Parking Garage/Transit Hub

Mr. Haddad moved and Mr. Clouette seconded o approve the fotiowmg
resolution:

WHEREAS, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes Section 4-66 (c) of
the Connecticut Legislature, the Connecticut Department of Economic
and Community Development is authorized to extend financial assistance
for economic development projects; and

WHEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that the Town of
Mansfield make an application to the State for $10,000,000 in order to
undertake Parking Garage/Transit Hub and to execute an Assistance
Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOWN OF
MANSFIELD;

1. That it is cognizant of the conditions and prerequisites for state
assistance, as imposed by Section 4-66 (c) of the Connecticut
General Statutes;

2. That the filing of an application for State financial assistance by
the Town of Mansfield in an amount not fo exceed $10,000,000 is
hereby approved and that the Town Manager is directed to
execute and file such application with the Connecticut Department
of Economic and Community Development, to provide such
additional information, to execute such other documents as may
be required, to execute an Assistance Agreement with the State of
Connecticut for State financial assistance if such an agreement is
offered, to execute any amendments, decisions, and revisions
thereto, and to act as the authorized representative of the Town of .
Mansfield.

3. That it adopts or has adopted as its policy to support the following
nondiscrimination agreements and warranties provided in
subsection (a)(1) of Connecticut General Statutes sections 4a-60
and 4a-60a, respectively, as amended by Public Acts 07-142 and
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07-245, and for which purposes the “contractor” is the Town of
Mansfield and “contract” is said Assistance Agreement:

The contractor agrees and warrants that in the performance of the
contract will not discriminate or permit discrimination against any
person or group of persons on the grounds of race, color, religious
creed, age, marital status, national origin, ancestry, sex, mental
retardation or physical disability, including, but not limited to,
blindness, unless it is shown by such contractor that such
disability prevents performance of the work involved, in any
manner prohibited by the laws of the United States or of the state
of Connecticut. The contractor further agrees to take affirmative
action to insure that applicants with job-related qualifications are
employed and that employees are treated when employed without
regard to their race, color. Religious creed, age, marital status,
national origin, ancestry, sex, mental retardation, or physical
disability, including, but not limited to, blindness, unless it is shown
by such contractor that such disability prevents performance of the
work involved.

The contractor agrees and warrants that in the performance of the
contract such contractor will not discriminate or permit
discrimination against any person or group of persons on the
grounds of sexual orientation, in any manner prohibited by the
laws of the United States or of the state of Connecticut, and that
employees are treated when employed without regard to their
sexual orientation.

Motion passed unanimously.

13. Uniform Term of Service and Reorganization for Various Advisory
Committees .

Ms. Duffy, Chair of the Committee on Committees moved the following
resolutions: ‘

RESOLVED: The terms of office for the Agricultural Commitiee, the Arts
Advisory Committee, the CATV Advisory Committee, the Town Council
Sustainability Committee, the Mansfield Advocates for Children Council,
the University-Town Relations Committee and the Youth Advisory
Committee be established as three (3) year terms for all citizen members.
The Committee on Committees will establish the initial terms of 1,2 or 3
years for the current members of each Board, Council or Committee.
Subsequent appointments for ali citizen members will be three (3) year
terms. Members appointed by specificaily designated institutions and
Town Staff will be exempt from the term designations.

RESOLVED: The ADA Grievance Commitiee as established by the Town
Council on November 23, 1992 shall be dissolved, and further that
‘pursuant to the US Department Justice ADA Guidelines, the Advisory
‘Committee on Persons with Disabilities shall be designated as the ADA
Grievance Committee for the Town of Mansfield.
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RESOLVED: The Fire and Emergency Services Commitiee and the -
Weilness Center Advisory Board shall be dissolved effective immediately.
Motion passed unanimously. -

13a.Appointment of Auditors for the Town
Mr. Clouette moved, effective May 11, 2009, the appointment of Blum,
Shapiro & Company, P.C. as the auditors for the Town for Fiscal Year
2008/2009 as recommended by the Finance Committee.
Motion passed unanimously.

13b.Public Hearing Regarding An Ordinance Estéblishing Fee Schedule for
Fire Marshal Services

Mr. Clouette moved, effective May 11, 2009, o schedule a public hearing
on the proposed Ordinance Establishing Fee Schedule for Fire Marshal
Services for 7:30 p.m. at the May 26, 2009 Town Council meeting.
Motion passed unanimously.
13c.Burveys for Distribution at the Annual Town Meeting
By consensus the Council agreed to authorize the Town Manager to
inform the Communication Advisory Committee to proceed with the

survey at the annual town meeting.

Council members did note that this survey would only reflect the
opinions of those present at the meeting.

DEPARTMENTAL AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

No Reports

REPORTS OF COUNCIL COMMITTEES

Mr. Haddad reported the Personnel Committee would be meeting to begin
the process for the Town Manager’s evaluation. It was suggested that
Council members let the Committee know their opinions of the process.

Ms. Duffy reported the Committee on Committees would like to recommend
to the Council that new committees be invited to appear before the Council to
provide an update and opportunity for discussion. She suggested that the
Communication Advisory Committee be invited to a future Council meeting to
discuss their first year as a Committee.

REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS

No Reports
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XN,

X1,

PETITIONS, REQUEST AND COMMUNICATIONS

14. 8. Ciark re: Mansfield Town Library hours and staffing levels
15. Friends of the Mansfield Library re: Budget

16. Council Policy on Communicating of Mansfield Positions

17. M. Hart re: Appointment to Mansfield Library Board

18. Governor Rell: Army Corps to Invest $5.6 Million in Connecticut Flood
Control Projects

19. Chronicle “Letter to the Editor” — 04-22-09

20. Chronicle “Letter to the Editor” — 04-24-09

21. Chronicle “Letter to the Editor” ~ 04-30-09

22. Chronicle “Letters to the Editor” — 05-01-09

23. Chronicle “Letter to the Editor” ~ 05-04-09

24. Chronicle “Local lawmakers give state budget insight” — 04-29-09
25. Chronicle “Mansfield has a new finance head” ~ 04-28-09

26. Chronicle “Partnership confident Storrs Center can weather...” — 05-04-
09

27. Chronicle "Reduced town budget presented to voters” — 04-24-09
28. Chronicle “Town pleased after spring bash” — 04-28-09

29. Daily Campus “State media to blame for attracting outsiders,...” — 04-28-
09

30. Mansfield Today “Sewage leak at Goodwin School addressed...” — 04-
28-09

31. Mansfield Today “Troubled start for UConn Spring Weekend” —4-25-09

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TO ADPRESS THE COUNCIL.

Ric Hossack, Middle Turnpike, suggested the anticipated informational
session scheduled with Tom Hennick from the Freedom of Information
Commission be open to the public. ‘

Mike Sikoski, Wildwood Road, agreed with Mr. Hossack.

FUTURE AGENDAS

Mr. Schaefer requested the email from Martha Fraenkel regarding her
suggestions to deai with excessive trash left behind by students be referred
to the Town/University Relations Committee.

Ms. Koehn suggested a discussion on the Council Policy on Communicating
of Mansfield Positions and its inclusion in the Index of Council Policy
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XV,

Statements. She also suggested the Council discuss the role of the Mayor in
communicating the policies of the Councii

Mr. Haddad requesied an update from staff regarding their experiences with
the recently enacted Freedom of Information policy, including the amount of
revenue received, the fracking process and the numbers and nature of the
requests. ‘

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Not Required

ADJOURNMENT

Mr, Paulhus moved and Mr. Clouetie seconded to adjourn the meeting.

Motion passed by all.

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 Manager /. / 7
CC: &I/ﬁ/

Town Employees

Date:  May 11, 2009

Re:

Town Manager's Report

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

Budget and Finance

Annual Town Meeting for Budget Consideration — As you know, the Town Meetmg is scheduled for 7,00
PM on Tuesday, May 12" at the Mansfield Middie School Auditorium. The League of Women Voters
will be hosting a social hour and informal budget discussion at 6:00pm in the Mansfield Middle School
Cafeteria. | have asked Mary Stanton to coordinate our preparations for the meeting tomorrow night, and
she and staff have been very busy in that regard. We have advertised the meeting in a variety of media -
press releases, website and cable announcements, box ads in the Chronicle, sign boards placed at town
buildings and a direct mail piece {(Budget-in-Brief) mailed to every home. We will have a sign language
interpreter and childcare available. Also, the fuel conversion project is underway at the middle schoo! —the
work has occasionally fripped the fire alarm so we wili have a fire watch on duty tomorrow night fo address
this situation if needed. In addition, | have prepared the attached agenda for the Special Town Council
Meeting to follow the conclusion of tomorrow night's Town Meeting. The purpose of the meeting will
be to set the mill rate if the budget is approved and if the Council believes that it is appropriate to set
the mill rate at this time.

Council Questions and Reguests for Information

Communications Advisory Committee Recommendation — You will recall that the Communications
Advisory Committee sent a letter to the Town Council recommending that you “consider passing an
ordinance [pursuant to CGS §9-368b(d)] that allows for the creation of a commiittee to prepare ‘concise
summaries of arguments in favor of, and arguments opposed to, local proposals or questions approved for
submission to the electors.” Pursuant to the Town Counci's request, | have asked the Connecticut
Conference of Municipalities (CCM) to research this issue. As explained in the attached, CCM has not
identified any towns or cities in the state that have adopted such an ordinance. At your convenience,
please let me know what additional action, if any, you would like to take regarding this item.

Departmental/Division News

Energy Efficiency Conservation Block Grants — l am pleased to announce that Mansfield will be
receiving $97,000 under the Energy Efficiency Conservation Block Grant component of the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA). The state will make the application materials available in
August 2009. At this point, we believe that the purchase of an energy management system for the
Beck Municipal Building would be the most prudent use of this funding, but will also look at other
options.

Future Agenda ltems

| have the following items iisted for future agenda items:

» Discussion with Metro Hartford Alliance
» Review of advisory committees

cel 2
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Some additional old and new business items that | see for the near future include:
s Bond authorization for Storrs Road enhancement project
Budget debrief (Finance Commitiee)
+ Mansfield 2020 (Strategic Plan) — review feedback from advisory commlﬂees
» Parking steering committee for Storrs Center project

Major Projects and Inifiatives

» Ad hoc Regionalization Study Committee — The first meeting of the Ad hoc Regionalization Study
Commitiee will be held at 5:00 PM on Tuesday, May 26, 2009. The location will be the Library Media
Center at EO Smith High School. An agenda will be distributed shortly.

* Mansfield Downtown Partnership, Storrs Center Project — As discussed last week, we will meet at
7:00 PM next Monday, May 18, 2009, to continue our review of commercial and financial information
related to the Storrs Center project. | will distribute an agenda later this week.

» Sustainability Advisory Committee — With the exception of one additional Council member, we have

made all of the appointments for the new Sustainability Advisory Committee. Staff will now schedule
the first meeting of the committee.

Member Organizations

» Mansfield Downtown Partnership — The Annual Meeting for the Mansfield Downtown Partnership, Inc.
will be held on Tuesday, June 2 at 6 pm at the Greek Center on Dog Lane.

«  WINCOG ~ 1 attended the most recent meeting of the WINCOG Board of Directors. We had a
comprehensive presentation from Charlene Cutler, Executive Director of The Last Green Valley.
That organization is doing some interesting work fo promote agricultural sustainability — the Council
may wish to consider inviting Ms. Cutler to atfend a future meeting. Also at the WINCOG board
meeting we elected Mr. Clark Stearns, First Selectman of Scotland, to serve as our Chair next year.
Ms. Liz Woolf, Council Chair in Coventry, was elected Vice Chair.

Miscellaneous

* Mansfield Hollow to receive stimulus funds — As detailed in ifem 18 of tonight's packet, Mansfield
Hollow Lake is schedule to receive $664,000 for an archaeological evaluation and various repairs.
From my perspective, this is a wise investment on the part of the state and the Army Corps of
engineers as Mansfield Hollow is such an important asset for Connecficut, the region and our local
community .

s Tulip Garden — The pink ribbon tulip garden planted at the Town Hall in honor of those who have lost the
fight against cancer and those who continue fo fight came up in full bloom this year. The garden project,
spearheaded by Town of Mansfield employee Jessie Shea, was completed last fall by the Town of
Mansfield Relay for Life Team. Special thanks to everyone who helped create this beautiful garden for a
great cause, :

» Volunteer Recognition: Frank Perroffi - Youth Service Bureau Advssory Board member Francis "Frank”
Perrotti was recently honored by the Northeast Communities Against Substance Abuse (NECASA) as the
outstanding youth volunteer from the Town of Mansfield. This award recognizes an adult in the community
who exemplifies outstanding leadership qualities and willingly shares their time and talents with the youth
of their community. Mr. Perrofti has been a long time volunteer at the town of Mansfield and has worn
many hats in the past years. When he was the principal of Mansfield Middle School in the 1970s, he spent
many extra hours’ shepherding students in the "right” direction, especially those students with acadernic
challenges. In the 1980s he became the Superintendent of Mansfield Schools and never forgot about
those students in financial and emotional need. In the 90's he became active with the Mansfield Youth
Service Bureau and became the assistant chairperson of their Advisory Board and remains active fo this
day. He has been involved with the Grandparents Raising Grandchildren group since 1986 and mentors
youth baseball players of Mansfield along with the baseball team of Eastern Connecticut State University.
1 congratulate Frank on this well-deserved honor and thank him for his service to those in need.
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Upcoming Events

Festival on the Green Juried Art Show - The Mansfield Downtown Partnership's Festival on the
Green subcommittee is pleased to announce the fourth annual Juried Art Show as part of the
upcoming Festival on the Green. The Festival will be Sunday, September 13, from noon to 5:00 pm
in the parking lots of the Storrs Center commercial plazas. If it rains, the Festival wilt move inside
E.O. Smith High School. A Call to Artists and Prospectus is available for local artists who are
interested in submitting works for consideration. Interested artists may contact the Partnership office
at 860.429.2740 fo request these items or to receive additional information about this wonderful
community event.

Family Fun Nights — This summer the Parks and Recreation Department will be having family fun
nights on Wednesday evenings, July 1, 15, 29, and Aug. 12 from 6:30-9:00 PM. Family fun nights
are free for Community Center members and non-members just need to pay the daily fee.

Free Mansfield Days ~ On Sunday, June 14", noon-3:00 PM; Wednesday, July 15, 6:30-9:00 PM
(family fun night), and on Saturday, Aug. 8", noon-3:00 PM residents of Mansfield are invited to use
the Community Center free of charge. Proof of residency may be required. -

Garden Gate Plant Sale - The Garden Gate Plant Szales feature great prices and people o help you who
really know their plants! Everything from garden vegetables to house plants are usually for sale in this
annual fundraiser held at the Mansfield Public Library. The event will be held on May 16, 2009 from
10:30AM — 12:30PM in the Buchanan Auditorium.

Memoriaf Day -- Mansfield will observe Memorial Day on Monday, May 25, 2009. The parade will begin at
9:00 AM from the intersection of Rt. 195 and Bassetts Bridge Road in Mansfield Center, and will travel
North on 195, down Cemetery Road to the new Mansfield Center Cemetery. There will be a ceremony at
the cemetery including three volleys fired and taps sounded in honors for the fallen. Come and join us as
we honor our ancestors, family members, loved ones, neighbors and friends who have died in service to
our nation.

Summer Concerts ~ This year's free summer concerts will be held on the Community Center
"Green." The conceris will be held on Thursdays, July 9, 17, 23, and 30, 6:30-8:00 PM. The
conceris are held rain or shine and if the weather turns bad, we will move the concerts into the
Community Center gymnasium. We encourage people to come out and enjoy a fun summer evenlng
by bringing along a picnic dinner.

Upcoming Meetings

Annual Town Meeting, May 12, 2009, 7:00 PM, Mansfield Middle School Auditorium.

Youth Service Bureau Advisory Board, May 12, 2009, 11:30 AM, Conference Room B, Audrey P.
Beck Municipal Building

Regulatory Review Committee, May 12, 2009, 1:00 PM, Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck
Municipal Building

Historic District Commission, May 12, 2009, 8:00 PM, Conference Room C, Audrey P. Beck
Municipal Building

Ethics Board, May 14, 2009, 4:30 PM, Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building
Committee on Committees, May 18, 2009, 6:00 PM, Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Municipal
Building

" Town Council, May 18, 2009, 7:00 PM, location TBA

Planning and Zoning Commission, May 18, 2009, 7:00 PM, Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck
Municipal Building

Communications Advisory Committee, May 18, 2009, 7:00 PM, Conference Room C, Audrey P. Beck
Municipal Building

Open Space Preservation Committee, May 19, 2009, 7:00 PM, Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck
Municipal Building

Conservation Commission, May 20, 2009, 7:00 PM, Conference Room B, Audrey P. Beck Mun:cspai
Building
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= Mansfield Advisory Committee on the Needs of Persons with Disabilities, May 25, 2009 Conference
Room B, Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building

* Town Council, TUESDAY, May 26, 2009, 7:30PM, Council Chambers, Audrey P. Beck Municipal
Building .
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Town of Mansfield
Proclamation in Recognition of Emergency Services and Public Safety Personnel

Whereas, the University of Connecticut held its annual Spring Weekend event from
Thursday, April 23, 2009 through Sunday, April 25, 2009; and,

Whereas, emergency services and public safety personnel from the Town of Mansfield,
the State of Connecticut and area communities served the commmunity with compassion
and performed their duties with honor and distinction;

Whereas, these entities worked tirelessly and effectively throughout the weekend to
prepare for and respond to activities that are not sanctioned by the university or the
cornmunity and pose a threat to public safety; |

Whereas, the town has received numerous positive comments from students, the
university and the general public regarding the efforts of the emergency services and
public safety personnel who assisted the community during Spring Weekend 2009; and

Whereas, the Mansfield Town Council wishes to express its appreciation to the

Mansfield Fire Department, the Mansfield Resident Trooper’s Office and the Office of
Emergency Management, as well as all of the other state and area emergency services
and public safety departments that provided assistance during Spring Weekend 2009:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Mansfield Town Council, on behalf
of the community, does hereby express its gratitude to the members of the Mansfield
Fire Department, the Mansfield Resident Trooper’s Office and the Office of Emergency
Management, as well as all of the other responding state and area emergency services
and public safety departments for their assistance to the Town of Mansfield during
Spring Weekend 2009. ' |

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand and caused the seal of the Town of Mansfield to
be affixed on this 11* day of May in the year 2009.

Elizabeth C. Paterson
Mayor, Town of Mansfield
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
ANNUAL TOWN MEETING
MAY 12, 2009
MANSFIELD MIDDLE SCHOOL AUDITORIUM

Town Clerk Mary Stanton called the Annual Town Meeting for Budget
Consideration to order at 7:00 p.m. in the Mansfield Middie School Auditorium.
The Town Clerk read the Notice and Warning of the Meeting and explained who
would be eligible to vote. She then requested nominations for Moderator.

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson nominated Carol Pellegrine to serve as Moderator. A
motion to close nominations was made, seconded and approved. Motion to
approve Mrs. Pellegrine as Moderator passed unanimously.

Mrs. Pellegrine outlined the rules of debate for the meeting. Without objection
Town Clerk Mary Stanton was appointed secretary to the meeting and Town
Attorney Dennis O'Brien as parliamentarian. A motion to follow Roberts Rules of
Order was approved without objection. Mrs. Pellegrine requested that citizens
limit their comments to five minutes.

Mrs. Pellegrine recognized Mayor Elizabeth Paterson who described the
challenges faced this year by staff and Council members in an effort to craft a
conservative budget that protects the essential services and core vaiues of the
Town. The Mayor spoke to the collaborative efforts between the Town Council
and the Boards of Education and thanked the members for their efforts. Mayor
Paterson also thanked the Town Manager and his staff for their proactive efforts
to curb spending this year and develop a budget that supports the future of the
town and that reduces the town’s dependency on state revenues.

Mrs. Peilegrine recognized Mr. Clouette, Finance Committee Chair, who
presented an overview of the budget noting a decrease to the town’s budget of
1.26%, and a decrease 1o the Board of Education’s budget of 1.6%. Mansfield's
share of the Regional 19 budget has decreased by 1.8%. Combined, the overall
budget presents a $688,008 or 1.6% reduction from the current year. Mr.
Clouette explained the funding and purpose of the General Fund, the Capital
Fund and the Capital and Nonrecurring Fund. As proposed the projected
increase to the mill rate would be 1.8% or .47 mills, which would establish a tax
rate for Fiscal Year 2009-2010 of 25.71mills.

Mrs. Pellegrine recognized Mary Feathers, Chair of the Board of Education. Ms.
Feathers expressed thanks to Superintendent Fred Baruzzi and his staff for
presenting a conservative budget that preserves the depth and breath of the
programs offered to the Town’s children. Ms. Feathers commented that Special
Education programs would not be reduced in the budget.
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Mr. Clouette offered the following resolutions for consideration:

RESOLVED: That the proposed General Fund Budget for the Town of Mansfield
for fiscal year July 1, 2009 to June 30, 2010 in the amount of $33,085,320 which
proposed budget was adopted by the Council on April 20, 2009, be adopted and
that the sums estimated and set forth in said budget be appropriated for the
purpose indicated.

RESOLVED: That in accordance with Connecticut General Statutes Section 10-
51, the proportionate share for the Town of Mansfield of the annual budget for
Regional School District No. 19 shall be added to the General Fund Budget
appropriation for the Town of Mansfield for fiscal year July 1, 2008 to June 30,
2010 and said sums shall be paid by the Town to the Regional School District as
they become available. .

RESOLVED: That the proposed Capital Projects Budget for fiscal year July 1,
2009 to June 30, 2010 in the amount of $1,317,255 be adopted provided that the
portion proposed to be funded by bonds or notes shall, at the appropriate times,
be introduced for action by the Town Council as required by Section 407 of the
Town Charter.

RESOLVED: That the proposed Capital and Non-Recurring Reserve Fund
Budget for fiscal year July 1, 2009 to June 30, 2010 in the amount of $900,000
be adopted.

Moderator Carol Pellegrine requested comments.

David Freudmann, Eastwood Road, moved to reduce funding in the General
Fund for the Mansfield Downtown Parinership by the amount of $125,000,
Program 92000, and to reduce the Capital Fund by the amount of $50,000,
Program General Government. The motion was seconded.

Mr. Freudmann stated this is the last opportunity to stop the Storrs Center
Project. He expressed a fear that if it is not stopped the Town will be fiable for
two parking garages for the next 40-50 years.

Dee Goodrich, Westwood Road, spoke in opposition to the motion stating her
support of the Downtown Partnership and the need for the Mansfield to support
the project. Ms. Goodrich noted that the University also contributes $125,000 to
the Partnership.
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Steve Bacon, Wormwood Hill Road, spoke in opposition to the motion. Mr.
Bacon stated he is concerned that the Town is too dependent on state revenues
and views the Storrs Green Project as an opportunity to reduce that dependency.
He estimated the cost of support for the Partnership based on a $5000 tax bill is
about $20 per year. Mr. Bacon stated that net revenues are expected to be about
$2.6 million a year, at full build out.

Ric Hossack, Middle Turnpike, spoke in support of the motion stating that he
supports the Storrs Green Project but is not in favor of using Town money for the
project.

A.J. Pappanikou, Birchwood Heights, moved the previous guestion. Seconded,
the motion to close debate passed by the requisite 2/3 of those present.

The motion on the amendment failed.

William Jordan, South Eagleville Road, questioned whether or not the $30,000
reduction to the Fire and Emergency Budget was restored. Mr. Clouette
answered that it was not and asked the Town Manager for further clarification.
Town Manager Matt Hart stated that while the reduction remains in place all
parties involved are committed to working to maintain current staffing. Mr.
Jordan applauded the Council for the continuation of current levels of coverage.

Ric Hossack, Middle Turnpike, moved to reduce the Board of Education budget
by $150,000. The motion was seconded.

Mr. Hossack stated that since the Town employees have taken cuts in their
salary he would like the Board of Education employees to do the same. He also
would like Region 19 to follow suit.

Martin Sommer, Wa?renviile Road, spoke in opposition to the motion stating that
the education system sets Mansfield apart from other towns in the area and he
would not be in favor of reducmg the education budget.

Helen Koehn, Separatist Road, stated that although she is not in support of the
motion she does understand Mr. Hossack’'s concern. Ms. Koehn expressed
appreciation to Town employees who were willing to sacrifice in order o keep
Town services that a!! residents depend upon.

David Garvey, 104 Jonathan Lane, commented that even if the motion were
approved the Board of Education would not necessarily have to use it for
reductions in wages. He added i the unions were not willing to reopen
negotiations the Board would need to make the cuts elsewhere in the budget.

William Jordan, South Eagleville Road, spoke in opposition to the motion noting
that the education system in Mansfield is a credit to the tax payers.
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Ric Hossack, Middle Tumpike, stated the reason he made the motion was that
he believes that all employees including the Board of Education should share the
burden.

Cynara Stites, Hanks Hill Road, speaking against the motion commented that the
Board of Education couldn’t force the teacher’s union to reopen negotiations.

Ernerst Herrick, Ravine Road, spoke in opposition to the motion suggesting the
education budget be left alone.

Corine Norgaard, Wormwood Hill Road, moved to call the question. Seconded
the motion passed with the requisite 2/3 majority.

The vote on the motion to decrease the Board of Education budget by $150,000
failed. :

Richard Hiskes, Summit Road, moved to call the question on the budget.
Seconded the motion passed with the requisite 2/3 majority. '

Moderator Carol Pellegrine exptained‘ the procedure for the vote on the budget.
She explained that since no amendments had been agreed to the vote would be
on the budget as proposed by the Town Council.

The vote on the budget was as follows:

YES 463
NO 89

The motion to approve the budget; as presented, passed.

Without objection a motion to adjourn at 9:00 p.m. passed.

Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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SPECIAL MEETING-MANSFIELD TOWN COUNCIL
May 12, 2009
DRAFT

Mayor Elizabeth Paterson called the special meeting of the Mansfield Town Council to
order at 9:10 p.m. in the Auditorium of the Mansfield Middle School

L.

I1.

1.

CALL TO ORDER

Present: Clouette, Duffy, Haddad, Koehn, Nesbitt, Paterson, Paulthus,
Schaefer

BUSINESS

1. To set the mill rate for Fiscal Year 2009-2010

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

BE IT RESOLVED: That the Tax Rate For the Town of Mansfield for
Fiscal Year 2009-20010 be set at 25.71 mills, and the Collector of
Revenue be authorized and directed to prepare and mail to each taxpayer
taxbills in accordance with Connecticut General Statutes, as amended, and
than such taxes shall be due and payable July 1, 2009 and January 1, 2010.
Motion passed unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT

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

Motion to adjourn passed unanimously.

Elizabeth Paterson, Mayor Mary Stanton, Town Clerk

-9t May 12, 2009
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Item #1

LEGAL NOTICE _
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
PUBLIC HEARING May 26, 2009

The Mansfield Town Council will hold a public hearing at 7:30 PM at their regular
meeting on May 26, 2009 to solicit public commerit regarding An Ordinance Establishing
Fee Schedule for Fire Marshal Services.

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, CT 06268.

Dated at Mansfield Connecticut this 13th* day of May 2009

Mary Stanton
Town Clerk
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Ttem #2

Town of Mansfield
Agenda item Summary

To: Town Council
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager ° -’//l//f;/
CcC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager, John Jackman, Deputy

Chief/Fire Marshal; David Dagon, Fire Chief; Dennis O'Brien, Town Attorney
Date: May 26, 2009
Re: An Ordinance Establishing a Fee Schedule for Fire Prevention Services

Subject Matter/Background

At Monday's meeting, the Town Council will conduct a public hearing regarding the
adoption of the proposed Ordinance Establishing a Fee Schedule for Fire Prevention
Services. As you may recall, during the budget adoption process the Town Coungcil
resolved fo establish this fee schedule and budgeted $35,000 in new revenue from this
source.

[ do wish fo point out that the draft initially reviewed by the Council did not carry a fitle.
At the previous meeting, the Council referred to the draft as An Ordinance Establishing
a Fee Schedule for Fire Marshal Services. Staff believes the term “prevention” is
preferable, and has substituted that word in the title. The proposed ordinance provides
that the Town will assess fees for “new construction” only, and the requirements are
applicable to all new construction, additions, renovations, and modernizations to
buildings and structures that are regulated by the provisions of the Connecticut Fire
Safety Code. It should be noted that the Fire Safety Code does not apply to one and
two family dwellings, or accessory structures of one and two family dwellings.

The proposed ordinance has been reviewed and endorsed by the Finance Committee.
Financial Impact

The ordinance as proposed would provide a positive financial impact to the Town, with
an estimate of $35,000 in new revenue for next fiscal year.

Legal Review
The Town Attorney has reviewed this proposal and concluded that'it is legally sound
and may be enacted by the Council and implemented by Town staff.

Recommendation

Unless the public hearing raises any valid concerns that we have not considered, or if
the Town Council wishes to edit the proposed proposal, staff recommends that the
Council adopt the proposed Ordinance Estabisshmg a Fee Schedule for Fire Prevention
Services.
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If the Council supports this recommendation, the following motion is in order:

Move, to adopt An Ordinance Establishing a Fee Schedule for Fire Prevention Services,
which ordinance shall be effective 21 days after publication in a newspaper having
circulation within the Town of Mansfield.

Attachments
1) Proposed Ordinance Establishing a Fee Schedule for Fire Prevention Services
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Town of Mansfield
Code of Ordinances

“An Ordinance Establishing a Fee Schedule for Fire Prevention Services”
May 11, 2009 Draft

§ XXX-1 Legislative authority.

Pursuant to Chapters 541, 98 and 99 of the Connecticut General Statutes, as amended, the
following penalties and schedule of fees ate hereby established regarding the provisions of
the Connecticut Fire Safety Code, as amended. '

§ XXX-2. Schedule of fees.

A. The fee for plan reviews for new construction, renovations, additions or
modernization of buildings or structures shall be at the tate established in table 1,
below. The basis upon which the fee is calculated shall be developed by the Building
Department of the Town of Mansfield.

1) Additional plan review time required due to changes or revisions to
previously approved plans, or major redesigns after initial plan review shall
be billed on an actual cost basis, but shall not exceed an amount equal to the
otiginal plan review fee. '

B. Certificate of occupancy fees for new construction, renovations, additions or
modernization of buildings or structures are set forth in table 2, below.

C. All plan review permit and cettificate of occupancy fees for new construction,
renovations, additions or modernization of buildings or structures ate due and
payable when an application is submitted to the Office of the Fire Marshal.

D. Effective January 1, 2011 and January 1st of each year thereafter, certificate of
occupancy fees (Table 2) shall be adjusted annually. The annual fee adjustment shall
be revised and implemented on the first day of each year, beginning January 1, 2011,
by an amount equal to the percentage change in the Consumer Price Index for the
preceding year ending on June 30, as prepatred by the Department of Labor, Bureau
of Labor, or a teplacement index applicable to the Town of Mansfield. Each such
newly adjusted fee shall be rounded up to the next higher whole dollar amount.

§ XXX-3. Refunds.

A. When a permit or approval has been issued in accordance with the Connecticut Fire
Safety Code and the owner/applicant abandons or discontinues the building project,
or, if the permit is revoked by the Fire Marshal, the owner/applicant can make a
written request for a refund. The fee for that portion of the work actually completed
shall be computed and any excess fee shall be returned, except that 2 nonrefundable
plan review/administrative minimum fee of $40 or 15% of the cost of the permit,
whichever is greater, will be retained at least.
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B. When a permit or approval application submitted under this section has been denied
in accotdance with the Connecticut Fite Safety Code, the owner/applicant can make
a written request for a refund. Any excess fee shall be returned, less a nonrefundable
plan review/administrative toinimum fee of $40 or 15% of the cost of the permit,
whichever 1s greater.

C. The Fire Marshal will calculate the refund due to the ou}ner/ applicant and forward it
to the Finance Depastment for processing. :

§ XXX-4. Penalties for offenses.
A. Starting work prior to obtaining approval from the Fire Marshal.

1) A penalty of $250 will be added to a permit fee for starting work without a
petmit.

2) A penalty will not be assessed for emergency repair work.
§ XXX-5. Agencies exempt from fees; exception.

Agencies of the Town of Mansfield and the Mansfield Board of Education are required to
comply with the provisions of the Connecticut Fite Safety Code, as amended; but shall not
be required to pay any permit fees mandated by said Fire Safety Code, any amendment
thereto, or under any Town ordinance relating thereto.

§ XXX-6. Savings Clause.

Should any court of competent jurisdiction declare any section ot clause ot provision of this

Article to be illegal or unconstitutional, such decision shall affect only such section, clause ot
provision so declared illegal ot unconstitutional, and shall not affect any other section, clause
or provision of this Article.
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Table 1.

Plan Review Fees for new construction, renovations, additions or modetnization of
buildings or structuzes

Fite Plan Review 65% of the Building Permit Fee

(Not Inclading R-3 {(100% for "Fast Track" Review)

Occupancies)

Mechanical Plan Review 100% of Building Permit Fee

{Fire Protection Systems) {(135% for "Fast Track" Review)

Electrical Plan Review 35% of Building Permit Fee
(70% for "Fast Track" Review)

Note: Fast ttack is an expedited plan review, which will be completed in one week or less.

Table 2. - These fees apply to multi-family residential (Not Including R-3 Occupancies) and
commercial building permits for field inspections, apptoval and acceptance by the Office of
the Fire Marshal.

Certificate of Occupancy Fees for field inspections, approval and acceptance

Floor Area

0- $100.00
10,000 sq. ft.

10,001 - $200.00
25,000 sq. ft.

25,001 - $300.00
50,000 sq. ft.

50,001 - $500.00
100,000 sq. ft.

100,001 - $750.00
200,000 sq. ft.

Greatet than $1,000.00
200,001 sq. ft. .
Manufactured Structures | $25.00 per s'ection, with a minimum fee of $50.00 per
Set-Up Fee permit

- ? Qe
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ftem #3

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council

From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager /)ZWM

CcC: ~Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager
Date: May 26, 2009

Re: UConn Landfill, L.ong-term Monitoring Program

Subject Matter/Background
Altached please find information regarding the UConn Landfili. The Council is not
required to take any action on this item at this time.

- Attached

1) R. Miller re: UConn Landfill Long Term Monitoring Plan, Report dated March 2009
2) Haley & Aldrich, Long-term Monitoring Plan, January/February 2009 - Round #9
3) R. Miller re: CT DEP Quarterly Progress Report — January, February, March 2009
4) CT DEP Quarterly Progress Report — January, February, March 2009 (excerpts)
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Eastern High\lands Health District

4 South Eagleville Road ¢ Mansfield CT 06268 + Tel: (§60) 429-3325 + Fax: (860) 429-3321 » Web: www.EHHD.org

Memo

To: Matt Hart, Mansfield Town Manager e

From: Robert Miller, Director of Health T
Date: 5/8/2009
Re: UConn Landfilt Long Term Menitoring Plan, Report dated March 2009

Per your request, | have reviewed the above referenced report. The results reported do not suggest an
imminent or immediate risk to public health. No changes in the monitoring program were identified.
With the exception of an arsenic detection in ground water wells in proximity to the landfill, the results
are generally consistent with the historic body of data available for this project. This office will continue
fo monitor this situation. No action is recommended at this time.

Preventing Illness & Promoting Weliness for Communities In Eastern Connecticut
Andover » Ashford « Bolton « Chaplin » Columbia « Coventry « Mansfield « Scotland « Tolland « Willington
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HALEYRz
ALDRICH

Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

300 Connecticul Blwd,

Suite 100

Bast Hatford, CT 06108-7303

Tel:  860,282.9400
Fax: 86(.282.9500
HualeyAldsich.com

16 March 2009

Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection
Burean of Water Protection and L.and Reuse

79 Elm Street

Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127

Attention: Raymond L. Prigon, Ir.

Subject: Long Term Monitoring Plan
Tanuary/February 2009 Sampling Round #9
UConn Landfill

Storrs, Connecticut

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The following certification is being submitted to the Department of Environmental Protection in
accordance with the terms as delineated in the Consent Order No. SRD-101 issued 26 June 1998 for the
document specified below:

Y Long Term Monitoring Plan
January/February 2009 Sampling Round #9
UConn Landfill
Storrs, Connecticut

Ihave personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this document and al}
attachments and certify that based on reasonable investigation, including my inquiry of those individuals
responsible for obtaining the information, the submitted information is true, accurate and complete to the
best of my knowledge and belief, and [ understand that any false statement made in this document or its
attachments may be punishable as a criminal offense.

Agreéd and accepted as stated above:

RNl O At

Richard P. Standish, P. G., LEP Richard A. Miller
Senior Vice President ‘ Director,
Haley & Aldrich, Inc, Office of Environmental Policy

University of Connecticut

C: Barry Feldman, UConn

Giprof ECT5S 22 WCERTL.TR 54, doe
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1. INTRODUCTION

This Long Term Monitoring Plan (LTMP) was prepared pursuant to the Consent Order # SRD-
101 between the State of Connecticut and the University of Connecticut (UConn) regarding the
solid waste disposal area on North Eagleville Road (Landfill and Former Chemical Pits) and the
former disposal site in the vicinity of Parking Lot F (F Lot). An Interim Monitoring Program
(IMP) had been previously implemented in order to monitor shallow ground water, surface
‘water and bedrock groundwater quality in nearby domestic water supply wells until a LTMP
required pursudnt to paragraph B.4.e of the Consent Order was implemented. In Septemiber
2005, the University began transitioning from the IMP to the LTMP. As part of this process,
samples were collected from both the IMP and L'TMP locations for three sampling quarters.
These quarters, referred to as “transition rounds” were conducted in September and December
2005 and May 2006. Beginning with the October and November 2006 monitoring quarter,
samples were only collected from the LTMP locations.

The objectives of the LTMP are:

L To assess the effectiveness of the remediation
L To monitor groundwater and surface water quality and trends, and
n To act as sentinel wells to protect human health and the environment.

Groundwater, surface water and soil gas samples are being obtained to verify that the new
remediation systems are working as planned. The Plan is also designed to protect human health
and the environment by evaluating the concentrations of contaminants in groundwater and -
surface water over time. If increasing concentrations are observed, UConn and the Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protection (CTDEP) will reassess the remediation system design,
expand the monitoring program, and take additional measures to protect human health and the
environment.

The LTMP includes sampling of media at multiple locations: (1) six surface water locations; (2)
five shallow groundwater monitoring wells; (3} five bedrock monitoring wells; (4) six active
domestic wells; and (5) four soil gas monitoring locations. The locations are shown on Figure
1. The active domestic wells are located on Meadowood Road and Separatist Road.

Installation of the landfill cap and leachate interceptor trenches was complete in the spring of
2007. To date, significant changes to the gronndwater quality have not been observed. The
University proposes to switch from a quarterly groundwater program to a semi-annual
monitoring program beginning in the fall of 2009 if approved by the CTDEP. Analytical results
will continue to be evaluated and reported to the key parties and to the public.

This report documents the sampling round conducted in January and February 2009, also

referred to as Round #9. Subsequent sampling will be conducted on a quarterly basis until the
University receives approval from the CTDEP to change to a sermi-annual sampling schedule.

Y.
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2.

SCOPE OF PROGRAM

The objectives of the LTMP are:

To assess the effectiveness of the remedial actions.

To establish sampling points and analytical parameters to monitor groundwater and
surface water quality and trends and soil gas concentrations and trends, and

To establish a network of monitoring wells and active domestic wells to function as
sentinel wells to protect human health and the eavironment.

The LTMP is designed to monitor groundwater and surface water quality as well as soil gas in
the vicinity of the landfill, former chermical pits, and F Lot on a long-term basis. The program
consists of five sampling elemenis: shallow groundwater monitoring wells, deep (125 to 300 ft)
bedrock groundwater monitoring wells, surface water monitoring locations, active residentjal
water supply wells, and soil gas monitoring locations. All Jocations to be monitored under the
program are shown on Figure 1. The following paragraphs describe the rationale for each
proposed location based upon the conceptual model of the study area.

2.1

2.2

Shallow Groundwater Monitoring Wells

As part of the LTMP, three shallow wells [B401(MW), B403(MW) & B404(MW)]
were constructed in the overburden south, southeast and north of the landfill
respectively, and downgradient of the Leachate Inteceptor Trenches (LIT) in Febroary
and March 2007. These wells were installed to monitor shallow groundwater quality
migrating out of the landfill area and to assess the effectiveness of the landfill cover and
LITs.

Two previously existing shallow monitoring wells, MW-3 and MW-4, were reinstalled
in Aungust 2007 in the same general area however; they were offset several feet from
their original locations. They were installed to monitor shallow groundwater guality
downgradient of F Lot.

Deep Groundwater Monitoring Wells

Five bedrock (125 to 300 1) groundwater monitoring wells are included in the LTMP,
Three existing wells, MW-105R, B201R(MW), and B302R(MW) are located south and
west of the landfili and former chernical pits. These wells were selected because they
are situated in the direction of either suspected historical or known bedrock
groundwater flow. Two former residential water supply wells, located at 156 Hunting
Lodge Road and 202 North Bagleville Road, are also included in the LTMP because of
their locations and construction depths. The University has not yet received permission
to access the well at 156 Hunting Lodge Road therefore; it was not sampled as part of
this quarterly event.
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2.3

z4

2.5

Permanent systems that allow the monitoring of discrete fracture intervals have been
installed in two bedrock wells, B2OIR(MW) and MW-105R. Groundwater samples are
collected from two fracture zones in each monitoring well.

Surface Water Monitoring Locations

Six surface water-monitoring locations, designated SW-A through SW-F, are included
in the LTMP. These locations are strategically placed at the primary surface waters
north (wetland and Cedar Swamp Brook drainage) and south (western tributary of
Eagleville Brook drainage) of the landfill and former chemical pits area. A sixth
surface water monitoring location immediately downgradient of F Lot (SW-F) on an
eastern tributary to Eagleville Brook is also included. The surface water monitoring
locations have been selected to assess surface water quality migrating from the landfill,
former chemical pits, and F Lot areas.

Active Residential Water Supply Wells
Six active residential water supply wells are inciuded in the LTMP:

38 Meadowood Road
41 Meadowood Road
65 Meadowood Road
202 Separatist Road
206 Separatist Road
211 Separatist Road

These residential wells are the closest active bedrock wells to the landfill and former
chemical pits in the direction of sugpected historical and known groundwater migration
pathways in the fractured bedrock aqguifer. '

Soil Gas Monitoring Locations

Four soil gas-monitoring points B501(GW), B502(GW), B503(GW) and B504(GW)
were installed in the east, southeast, southwest and northwest quadrants of the landfill
immediately outside the cap perimeter to monitor for potential gas migration away from
the landfill. The monitoring points are 4-in. diameter PVC wells extending to depths
ranging between 7.5 and 9.5 ft bgs with a slotted screen interval from the surface seal
(approximately 2.5-ft bgs) to the depth of completion. The locations are lateral to the
leachate interceptor trenches (1.ITs) where the likelihood of soil gas migration is
presumed to be greatest.
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2.9

Sampling Parameters

During the course of the Hydrogeologic Investigation, a comprehensive suite of
analytical methods was selected to determine the nature of the contamination in the
Study Area. A wide range of methods were used to ensure that any potential
contaminant identified during review of historical records or interviews with
knowledgeable personnel would be detected if present. Multiple rounds of groundwater
and surface water sampling have shown that the contamination is confined to a few
classes of compounds. Furthermore, monitoring a select number of analytical methods
will accomplish the objectives of the LTMP, that is, to assess effectiveness of
remediation, monitor groundwater quality and trends and be protective of human health
and the environment. ‘

Groundwater and surface water sémpies were analyzed from the 21 groundwater and
surface water monitoring locations for the following parameters:

VOCs by EPA Method 524.2

Total metals by EPA Method 200 Series

Total mercury by EPA Method 7470/E245.1

Other Inorganic Parameters
ammonia, nitrate and nitrite, total phosphorus, total dissolved solids,
total suspended solids, alkalinity, hardness, chloride, sulfate, chemical
oxygen demand, total organic carbon, biological oxygen demand and
cyanide

Field Screening Data
turbidity, condnetivity, dissolved oxygen, ORP, pH, and temperature -

Soil gas monitering points were analyzed for methane and carbon dioxide using a
multiple gas detection meter.

Sampling Frequency

Installation of the landfill cap and leachate interceptor trenches was complete in the
spring of 2007. To date, significant changes to the groundwater quality have not been
observed. If approved by the CTDEP, the University proposes to switch froma
quarterly groundwater program to a semi-annual monitoring program beginning in the
fall of 2009. Analytical results will continue to be evaluated and reported to the key
parties and to the public.
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3.  SAMPLING PROCEDURES

Sampling procedures and analytical methods for the groundwater monitoring wells and surface
water samples were followed in accordance with the Comprehensive Hydrogeologic
Investigation and Remedial Action PEap, Addendum No. 2, dated Jualy 2004.

Sampling procedures for the residential water supply wells were conducted in accordance with
procedures previously established by CTDEP and the DPH for the health consultation study
completed in 1999. Samples were collected from the water supply system prior to treatment
after running the tap for approximately eight minutes.

Samples from the residential water supply wells were analyzed using EPA drinking water
methods as noted on the enclosed Table 1. '
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4. SUMMARY OF RESULTS

The analytical results from the January/Febroary 2009 LTMP round #9 sampling are
summarized in Table I. VOC Concentration and Conductivity vs. Time Plots for selected
bedrock wells [MW105R, B201R(MW), and B302R(MW)] and selected overburden wells
[B401(MW) and B403(MW)] are included in Appendix A. A discussion of the results below is
organized by general sample types and locations -~ shallow groundwater monitoring wells, deep
bedrock monitoring wells, surface water samples, active residential wells, and soil gas
monitoring.

Shallow Groundwater Monitoring Wells

Monitoring wells B401(MW), B403(MW) and B404(MW) were constructed in the overburden
south, southieast and north of the landfill downgradient of the Leachate Inteceptor Trenches
(LIT). These wells were installed to monitor shallow groundwater quality migrating out of the
landfill area. The LITs were in operation at the time of this sampling event however; the
electronic subrnersible pump in the northern LIT was not functioning properly during this
sampling event. Groundwater samples were collected to provide baseline data. Samples were
subnmitted to Phoenix. Environmental Laboratories, Manchester, Connecticut for analysis of
VOCs, total metals, and nutrients.

Several VOCs (including 1,2-dichlorobenzene, 1,4-dichlorobenze, chlorobenzene, sec-
butylbenzene, and tolnene) were detected in monitoring well B401{MW) located south of the
Iandfill and chlorobenzene was detected in monitoring well B403(MW) located southeast of the
landfill. VOCs were not detected in B404(MW) located north of the landfill. Arsenic was
detected in both B401(MW) and B403(MW) at concentrations (0.007 mg/L. and 0.006 mg/L,
respectively) above the surface water protection criteria (SWPC) of 0.004 mg/L. Arsenic has
not been detected at these locations in previous rounds. Al other metal concentrations were
below protective criteria. In general, concentrations of selected parameters and compounds
appear consistent with previous sampling rounds.

- Monitoning weﬂé MW-3 and MW-4 were re-installed to monitor shallow groundwater quality

downgradient of F Lot. VOCs were not detected in the samples collected from MW-3 or MW-
4. Metal concentrations at both locations were below protective criteria.

For quality control purposes, a duplicate sample was collected from B401(MW). Results were
in general agreement for all compounds.

Deep Bedrock Monitoring Wells

In August 2005, permanent systems were installed in LTMP bedrock groundwater monitoring
wells MW-105R and B201R(MW) which facilitate the collection of samples from two discrete
intervals within each well. Both wells are approximately 125 ft deep. Monitoring wells 202-
NERD (unused domestic well at 202 N. Eaglevilie Road) and B302R{MW), which range in
depths from 300 to 320 ft do not have a discrete sampling systems installed. Integrated samples
were collected from these locations. Samples were collected and submitted to Phoenix
Environmental Laboratories, Manchester, Connecticut for analysis of VOCs, total metals, and
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nuirients. Permission has not yet been obtained to access the well at 156 Huonting Lodge Road;
therefore it was not sampled as part of this guarterly event.

VOCs were detected in discrete samples collected from both fracture zones of MW-105R and
B201R(MW), which are located south of the landfill, within the Eagleville Brook drainage
basin. Concentrations of benzene and 1,2-dichloroethane exceeded the groundwater protection
criteria in samples from both MW105R and B201R(MW). Concentrations of trichloroethene
(TCE) and vinyi chloride exceeded the groundwater protection criteria in the deeper fracture
zone of MW105R. Asin the previous round, benzene was detected below groundwater
protection criteria in the sample collected from B302R(MW). VOCs were not detected above
laboratory detection limits in the sample collected from 202-NERD.

Arsenic was detected (0.006 mg/L) above the SWPC in the sample collected from B302R(MW)
however; metal and nutrient parameters were within typlcal groundwater water ranges for all
the other bedrock monitoring well samples. :

As part of the Remedial Action Plan and the Landfill closuore, two LITs were constructed; one at
the north end of the landfill November 2006) and one at the south end (December 2006). The
LITs were installed to intercept leachate-contaminated groundwater migrating north and south
from beneath the landfill and former chemical pits. Leachate recovered by the LITs 1s pumped
to the Water Pollution Control Facility (WPCF) for treatment and disposal. At the time of this
sampling event, the LITs were in operation however; the electronic submersible pump in the
northern LIT was not functioning properly. Groundwater quality at MW105R and B20IR(MW)
appeared to remain unaffected; analytical results were generally consistent with previous
sampling events.

Surface Water Samples

Surface water was present at all six of the monitoring locations during this sampling quarter.
The samples were submitted for analysis of VOCs, metals and nutrients. VOCs were not
detected at any of the locations. Metal and nutrient parameters were within typical surface
water ranges and congistent with previous sampling rounds.

For quality control purposes, a duplicate sample was collected at SW-F. Results were in
general agreement for all compounds.

Active Residential Domestic Wells

Six active domestic wells (38 Meadowood Road, 41 Meadowood Road, 65 Meadowood Road,
202 Separatist Road, 206 Separatist Road and 211 Separatist Road) were sampled as part of this
guarterly event. Four of the six wells did not contain VOCs above the method reporting limits.
Trace concentrations of chloroform were detected in the samples collected from 206 and 211
Separatist Road. These results are consistent with findings from previous sampling events. No
other VOCs were detected above method reporting limits at these locations. In the sample
collected from 65 Meadowood Road, copper was detected above surface water protection
criteria; however the concentration is below drinking water criteria and is consistent with
copper concentrations detected at this location in previous sampling rounds. Metal and nutrient
concentrations at all locations were within acceptable drinking water ranges.

_40.....




E——_ - ‘g._‘., ,' E_.M_u L — n—-—t—-‘ E—-——-‘" E-....v—u_l Lu—-l L——‘ ﬂ._,,_,,J mn———.,.‘ Mntomnrand

B

-

B

-

Soil Gas Monitoring

Landfill gas is the natural by-product of the decomposition of solid waste in landfills and is
comprised primarily of carbon dioxide and methane. A GEM2000 Landfill Gas Meter was used
to sample and analyze methane, carbon dioxide and oxygen content at soil gas monitoring
locations B501(GW), BS02(GW), B503(GW) and B504(GW). Oxygen concentraiions ranged
from 13.9% at B502(GW) to 18.3% at B503(GW). Carbon dioxide readings ranged from
0.02% at B504(GW) to 4.1% at BS02(GW). Methane gas readings were 0% at B501(GW) and
B503(GW), and-0.01% at B502(GW) and B504(GW), below the flammable range (5-15%) in
air. These results are consistent with previous monitoring events.
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' Eastern Higiiiands Health District

4 South Eagleville Road + Mansfield CT 06268 ¢+ Tel: (860) 429-3325 + Fax: (860) 429-3321 » Web: www EHHD. org

Memo :

To: Matt Hart, Town Manager W,;
From: Robert Miller, Director of Health iy

Date: 5/20/2009

Re: UConn Landfill Project Quarterly Progress Report — April 2009 .

Per your request, | have reviewed the above reference report. To the best of my knowledge and belief,
the information provided in the repori is representative of the ongoing activities associated with the
landfill project. No significant changes to the project direction were identified. The information reported
is consistent with the expectations of this office.

No action is recommended by the office at this time.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Preventing lliness & Promoting Wellness for Communities In Eastern Connecticut
Ardover » Ashford « Bolton « Chaplin » Columbia » Coventry « Mansfield « Scotland « Tolland « Willington
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fiice of Environmeital Policy

Richard A, Miller, Esq.
Director

4 Egual Opportunity Employer

31 LeDoyt Road Uhnit 3055
Storrs, Connecdeout 06269-3055

Telephone: (860} 486-8741
Fzcsimile: {860) 486-5477
+mail: rich.miller@uconn.edu

University of Connecticut

Office of the Vice President and
Chief Operating Officer RECD APR 30

Aprit 22, 2009

Raymond L. Frigon, Jr.

State of Connecticut, Depariment of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Water Protection and Land Reuse

79 Elm Sireet

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

RE: CONSENT ORDER #SRD 101
STATE OF CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (CTDEP)
QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT — JANUARY, FEBRUARY, MARCH 2009
REMEDIAL WORK PLAN IMPLEMENTATION - UCONN PROJECT BI-800748
UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT LANDFILL, STORRS, CT

Dear Mr, Frigon:

The University of Connecticut (UConn) issues this Quarterly Progress Report to the Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protection (CTDEP}.

In accordance with paragraph B.8. of Consent Order SRD-101, progress reports must continue
“until all actions required by this consent order have been completed as approved and to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner, Respondent shall submit a progress report to the
Commissioner describing the actions which Respondent has taken to comply with this consent
order to date.” i

SPECIAL NOTE: If any of those individuals copied on this Progress Repori no fonger wish to
receive these updates, they are welcome to contact Stephanie Marks, UConn Office of
Environmental Policy at Stephanie.marks@uconn.edu,

Progress reported during January, February and March 2009 include:

o Construction and Closeout Activities

e Permitting and MonHtoring Activities including Post Construction Remediation System
Inspections

¢ Photographs

e Long-Term Monitoring Plan (LTMP)

» Contact and project document information

» Project Website ‘ '

» Certification
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CTDEP Consent Order SRD101 Quarterly Progress Report - January, February, March 2009
April 22, 2009

Construction and Close-out Activities

Construction or Consultant Task Estimated Start Date! Estimatad Completion Date
ubmit as-built plans to Commissioner within August 26, 2008 Due by November 24, 2008%
inety (90) days of completion of the landfill Pending

losure — Construction Closure Report {CCR) as i
er CTDEP Approval dated November 22, 2004

Iperations and Maintenance Manual (OMM) —  [September 2008 Pending
ialey & Aldrich {H&A) deliverable
nvironmental Land Use Restriction {ELUR} Underway Following completion of CCR
and OMM, est. April/May
. 2009
us Shelter construction— Partial, Foundation July 25, 2008 TBD
eck, Overlook construction — Partial July 7, 2008 Materials on order, est.

completion Summer 2009

B H&A contacted CTDEP on November 6, 2008 requesting to exterid the deadline to submit the final reports due to the
:ontractor's delay in providing acceptable as-built drawings. We estimate that these drawings will be available shortly.

Jermitting and Monitoring Activities including Post Construction Remediation System Inspections

January 2009

L]

Mason & Asscciates, Inc. (Mason) continues to execute the approved June 2004 Wetlands Mitigation Plan.
Monthly inspection was conducted on January 21%. Mason prepared the Annual Wetlands Monitoring Report
for Army Corps of Engineers and CTDEP. ACOE approved extending the deadline from December 15, 2008 until
January 31, 2009 due to the lack of “as-built” drawings to be provided by the construction contractor.
Unfortunately, as stated above, the drawings are still pending finalization although the report was submitted.
UConn Water Pollution Control Facility (WPCF} personnel continue routine inspections of the compressor
stations and associated leachate recovery systems. Problems with the north trench electrical pump (RW-2) and
compressor continued. Due to the electrical pump issues, the north station’s compressor was overworked and
this caused the need to replace major compressor components prematurely. UConn contracted Scales, a ’
compressor maintenance and repair company, to perform needed repairs and replacement. Parts to repair the
electrical pump transducer were also ordered.

Tim Danaher of Haley & Aldrich conducted the monthly Remediation System Inspection on January 22M,
Notably, UConn properly managed large amounts of snowfall on the parking lot this month by both trucking
snow from the lot and placing snow piles in appropriate areas on the lot (Photo 1).

Due to above mentioned pump and compressor issues, average daily pumping rate in the north trench was
~2,800 gallons per day (GPD). The southern trench da;ly pumping rate :ncfeased from ~1,300 GPD in December
to ~5,800 GPD.

February 2009

-]

Mason’s staff conducted wetlands monitoring activities on February 12,2009 and despite lower than average
precipitation in January and February, snow melt contributed to overall increases in the water table. Various
wildlife tracks and signs were observed throughout the mitigation areas and as previously noted; deer and
rodent browse continues {o impact vegetation.

On February 19", contractors removed and repaired the RW-2 electrical pump. Compressor parts were ordered.
Tim Danaher of Haley & Aldrich conducted the monthly Remediation System Inspection on February 2™,

Again, due to above mentioned pump and compressor issues, average daily pumping rate in the north trenchin
February was still lower at ~6,200 GPD. The southern trench dailly pumped ~3,400 GPD.
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CTDEP Consent Order SRD101 Quarterly Progress Report ~ January, February, March 2009
April 22, 2003 '

March 2009 ‘
o Mason's staff conducted wetlands monitoring activities on March 13, 20 and 29, 2009. Verna! pool monitoring

began this month with notable amphibian and macroinvertebrate activity in most vernal pools {Photo 2).

e North compressor and filters were replaced an March 12, 2009.

» Tim Danaher of Haley & Aldrich conducted the monthly Remediation System Inspection on March 18" and
observed the north compressor station and pumps in working order.

o Daily pumping rates for the north station were calculated at ~13,400 GPD due to operational issues from
February 19 through March 18. The southern trench daily pumped ~4,400 GPD.

Photographs

Photo 1: Well managed snow pile on south side of Lot C - January 22, 2009

Photo 2: Wood Erog Egg Mass in Created Vernal Pool B - March 2009
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CTDEP Consent Order SRD101 Quarterly Progress Report ~ fanuary, Februaiy, March 2605
April 22, 2009

Long-Term Monitoring Plan (LTMP)
UConn and Haley & Aldrich submitted LTMP Report for Round #8 (October/November 2008 sampling} on February 2™,
Sampling for Round #9 took place in January and February with the final report distribution in March 2009,

Listing of Project Contacis and Project Documents
No change to previous report.

UConn Project Web Site
The site’s Internet address is http://landfillproject.uconn.edu/ and a subsection contains construction information
ttp://andfillproject.uconn.edu/updates/.

Certification:
As part of this submission, | am providing the following certification:

‘1 have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this document and all attachments and
-ertify that based on reasonable investigation, including my inquiry of those individuals responsible for obtaining the
nformation, the submitted information is true, accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and bellef, and |
inderstand that any false statement made in this document or its attachments may be punishable as a criminal
sffense.”

“or guestions, please contact James M. Pietrzak, P.E. at (860} 486-5836 or St.ephénie Marks at (860} 486-1031.

sincerely,

Vg he dhite

Richard A. Miller
director, Office of Environmental Pol:cy

ot

Zlectronic

iames Bradley
Seott Brohinsky
Zileen Brown
Thomas Callahan
Ann Denny

3arry Feldman
Viark Fitzgibbons
Yoger Gleason
3rian Gore
seorge Kraus
Dave Lotreck
stephanie Marks
Mike Pacholski
Mark Roy

Hardcopy »
Mansfield Public Library (UConn landfill file}

James Pietrzak {UConn project files} -

Karen Grava, UConn (file)

Traci lott, CTDEP '

Alice Kaufman, USEPA

Marion Cox, Resource Associates

Salvatore Giudiano, NU Rea! Estate

Peter Haeni, F.P. Haenl, LLC

Alfison Hilding, Mansfleld Resident

Ayla Kardestuncer, Mansfield Common Sense
Robert Miller, Eastern Highlands Health District

" Matthew Hart, Town Manager, Mansfield

Quentin‘!(essel, Chairman Mansfield Conservation Comm.

" Gregory Padick, Director of Planning, Mansfield
lohn Kastrinos, H&A T
Richard Standish, H&A
“hris Mason, Mason and Associates
Michael Triba, O&G
Zarole Johnson, USGS




Ttem #4

Town of Mansfield
Agenda item Summary
To: Town Council
From: Matt Hart, Town Manager/ﬂf"//
CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager; David Dagon, Fire Chief;
John Jackman, Director of Emergency Management; SGT James Kodzis,
Resident State Trooper Supervisor

Date: May 26, 2009
Re: Amendment to Special Police Services Ordinance

As you will recall, on March 23, 2009 the Town Council conducted a public hearing on
the proposed amendment fo the Special Police Services Ordinance (suggested o be re-
titted as “Fees for Special Public Safety Services”). Subsequently, the Council asked
staff to review the concerns expressed at the public hearing to determine whether any
further revision to the proposed amendment was warranted.

In consultation with the Town Attorney, staff has closely reviewed the issues presented
at the public hearing and recommends the foliowing additional changes to the draft:

* Revise 70-1 to add an additional statutory authorization reference

« Revise 70-2 to provide that a determination of disturbance, nuisance or serious
nuisance would be based on the totality of circumstances and that the absence
of personnel would create a risk to health and safety

+ Revise 70-3 to expand health and safety services to bystanders who may need
to pass the event; to clarify costs as those expenses incurred; to further clarify
the type of event focus of this ordinance and define what constitutes a nuisance
Of serious nuisance

» Revise 70-4 to clarify the conditions present in a dangerous situation

+ Revise 70-5 to include previous experience with a particular property, owner or
event organizer as a consideration for whether the situation is extensive enough
to warrant citation

Financial Impact

The ordinance as revised does not have a direct cost to the Town of Mansfield.
However, it will offset expenditures for public safety services that are over and above
those normally provided.

Recommendation

Because the revisions made to the draft amendment are extensive, staff recommends
that the Council schedule a second public hearing to solicit public comment regarding
the proposal.

.....47.....



If the Town Council coneurs with this suggestion, the following motion is in order:

Mave, to schedule a public hearing for 7:30 PM at the Town Council’s regular
meeting on June 22, 2009 to solicit public comment on the proposed
amendments to the Special FPolice Services Ordinance, Chapter 70 of the
Mansfield Code (fo be re-fitled Fees for Special Public Safety Services).

Attached
1) Amendments o Special Police Services Ordinance (proposed changes marked)

2) Amendments {o Special Police Services Ordinance (clean draft copy)
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Chapter 70: PUBLIC SAFETY

[HISTORY: Adopted by the Town Coungit of the Town of Mansfield: Art. 1, 3-27-1985, effective 4~
22-1995. Amendments noted where applicable.]

GENERAL REFERENCES

Emergency preparedness — See Ch. 21.
Code of Ethics — See Ch. 25,

Disposal of property - See Ch, 73,

Fire fanes -~ Sea Ch, 125,

Abandoned vehicles — See Ch. 179,
Vehicies and traffic — See Ch. 182,
Traffic regulations — See Ch, A198,

ARTICLE ] Special Public Safety Services [Adopted 3-27-1 995, effective 4-
22-1995}

§ 70-1. Title.

This Article shall be known and may be difed as the "Town of Mansfield Fees for Special Public'
Safety Services Ordinance.” This Asticle is authorized by C.G.8. §7-148{c){7}E), (H)(viil} and
{xii), (10} and (b){2), C.G.5. Bection 7-152¢, C.G.8. Section 47a-7{b), and by §C103 of the
Mansfield Town Charter.

§ 70-2. Purpose.

of the circumstances, that continued activity constituies or encompasses a "disturbance” as
defined herein, ‘nuisance” as defined in C.G.8. secfion 47a-32. "seriotts nuisance” as defined in
.58, section 47a-15, or a threat to the heaith, safety or general welfare of the public, or when
any such officer or officers are present at & location where such dangerous activity is ongoing,
reasonably determine(s) that the departure or absence of police, fire service or emergency
medical services from the site is afisk to health or safety or would constitute or resultina
disturbance, nuisance, or serious nuisance, and warns the event organizer or property owner or
their agent that the event must be controlled or ended and the participants dispersed within a
reasonable time,,

related activity is an unnecessary drain on personnel and resources, often leaving other areas of
the town without adequate levels of police, fire or emergency medical services protection, which

responsible person{s). Enforcement of this Arficle shall neither require nor prectude the
enforcement of any criminal faw.

§ 70-3. Definitions.

For the purpose of this Article, the following definftions shait apply:

| COSTS OF CONTINUED OR SUBSEQUENT RESPONSES — Police, fire of emergency

£
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services personne! having 1o stay at an event to discontinue, prevent or contain a distusbance.
nuisance of serious nuisance, ensure the health or safety of participants or bystanders, orto .. --{ Deleted: and ~ ]
protect the general public welfare, after reasonable written warning fo control or disperse the
event has been given without a sufficiently satisfactory respense shalt be considered a

Lontinued or subsequent response for the purposes of this article. Cosfs ofgontinged or .- { Deteted: second

subsequent responses include the reasonable costs for public safety personnel, vehigles and -‘""{n loted: cocond

"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" { Deleted: costs fo

- treatment o injured town or state employees, or emergency service personnel and the costof " { Deleted: of the police oificers,
repairing or replacing any damaged town equipment or property. : N | firefighters or emergency medical
*, | personnel to the

DISTURBANCE — Activity at an event which appears to constitute a nuisance or serious { Dalotad: the )
nuisance js a dangetonthreat to health, safety, of general welfare, or unreagsonably causes -
sianificant annoyance or discomfort to persons,notinvolved inthe event. e, { peteted: nthat it )
EVENT — Includes a gathering or party where a group of persons have assembled or are » \‘{De'emd" o )
assembling for a social occasion, party, or social activity whose primary purpoge and functionis ', {Beme‘ii .8 j
not religious, educational, of political in nature. { Deleted: serious )

) , e ' . '{_Deleted: those }
NUISANCE — As defined in C.G. 5, section 47a-32, “nuisance” shall be taken fo include, but

shall not be limited to, any conduct which inferferes substantially with the comfort or safety of
other tenants or occupanis of the same gr adiaceni buildings or structures,

RESPONSIBLE PERSON — The person or persons who.own the propertywhere the event .. -{ Deleted: or theis agent )
takes place or the apparent organizer of the event. If the responsible person is a minor, then
the minor's parents will also be responsible parties. Any liability under this Aricle shall be joint

and several,

SERIOUS NUISANCE — As defined in C.G.5. section 47a-15, “sefious nuisance” means, but
shall not be limited to, subsiantial and wiltful destruction of part of the dwelling unit or premises.
or conduct which presents an immediate and serious dangeér fo the safety of other tenants or

the tandlerd. ' 1| Deleted: a complaint of a
'.f' disturbance at .

§ 70-4. First response; notice and written warning. ( Deleted: the potential for danger
. ( Deleted: or
A. During a first response to,an event, if the responding palice officer determines, in the police /' /| Deteted: publc

officer's sole discretion, thaf,_based on the totality of the circumstances, the event presenis a

threat to health, safety or the general public welfare, or consfitutes an ongoing disturbance,,

________________________ “

{_ Deteted:
{_ Deleted: reasonably

e

bereon who the officer reasonably determines, (o be 3esbonsible peraon or to his or fier .| Deleted: appears
agent a "Notice of Violation and Writlen Warning: First Response” which shall contain a 2 ( Deleted: r

Deleteds event organizer or property

message substantially as follows:
‘l awner

.............................................................................

by the Town of Mansfield to a dangerous situation, disturbance nuisance or serious Ny {Dem&d: N

nuisance during an event organized by you or on your propetiy. You may be charged all NN

personnel and equipment and other costs incurred as a result of any continuedor (De‘ete"-' v

subsequent response by public safety personnel to this location, or if you are warned to f Deleted: of the peace or
disperse or otherwise reascnably contro! the event within a reasonable time and fait to ( Deleted: creation of a public
comply.” ™ -

{ Deleted: each wamed
{ Formatted: Centered
/[ Formatted: Font: 10 pt
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B. The notice may also contain such other information as deemed necessary by the police officer
at the scene of an event af which the officer determines that public safety personnel must
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Chapter 70: PUBLIC SAFETY

{HISTORY: Adopted by the Town Council of the Town of Mansfield: Art. |, 3-27-1995, effective 4-22-1995.
Amendments noted where applicable.]

GENERAL REFERENCES

Emergency preparedness - See Ch. 21,
Code of Ethics — See Ch. 25,

Disposal of property — See Ch. 73.

Fire lanes — See Ch. 125.

Abandoned vehiclas — See Ch. 179.
Vehicles and {raffic — See Ch. 182.
Traffic regulations - See Ch. A198.

ARTICLE | Special Public Safety Services [Adopted 3-27-1995, effective 4-22-1995]

§ 70-1. Title.

This Article shall be known and may be cited as the "Town of Mansfield Fees for Special Public Safety
Services Ordinance.” This Article is authorized by C.G.S. §7-148(c){7)(E), (H){vii) and {xiii), {10) and
(b}{(2), C.G.S. Section 7-152¢, C.G.S. Section 47a-7(b), and by §C103 of the Mansfield Town Charter..

§ 70-2. Purpose.,

it is the purpose of this Article to recover the town's costs, including costs incurred by the town for fire or
emergency medical services or local or State Police services, for continued or subsequent responses to
the scene of an event when the responding officer determines, based on the totality of the circumstances,
that continued activity constitutes or encompasses a “disturbance” as defined herein, “nuisance” as
defined in C.G.8. section 47a-32, “serious nuisance” as defined in C.G.S. section 47a-15, or a threat to
the health, safety or general welfare of the public, or when any such officer or officers are present at a
- location where such dangerous activity is ongoing, reasonably determine(s) that the departure or absence
of police, fire service or emergency medical services from the site is a risk to health or safety or would
constitute or result in a disturbance, nuisance, or serious nuisance, and warns the event organizer or
property owner or their agent that the event must be controlled or ended and the participants dispersed
within a reasonable time, : ‘

Having to remain at any such event to protect health and safety or the general public welfare, or making a
return visit to an event to disperse uncooperative pariicipants or to address other event-related activity is
an unnecessary drain on personnel and resources, often leaving other areas of the town without
adeguate levels of police, fire or emergency medical services protection, which creates a hazard to the
public, requires resources above and beyond the level of services normally provided and constitutes a
public nuisance, the costs of which should be paid by the responsible person(s). Enforcement of this
Avrticle shall neither require nor preclude the enforcement of any criminal law.

§ 70-3. Definitions.

For the purpose of this Article, the following definitions shall apply:

COSTS OF CONTINUED OR SUBSEQUENT RESPONSES — Police, fire or emergency services
personnel having to stay at an event to discontinue, prevent or contain a disturbance, nuisance or
serious nuisance, ensure the health or safety of participants or bystanders, or to protect the general
public welfare, after reasonable written warning to control or disperse the event has heen given without
a sufficiently satisfactory response shall be considered a continued or subsequent response for the
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purposes of this article. Costs of continued or subsequent responses include the reasonable costs for
public safety personnel; vehicies and other associated expenses incurred by the Town of Mansfield for
the time actually spent in responding to or necessarily remaining at any such event, plus the actual cost
of any medical treatment to injured town or state employees, or emergency service personnel and the
cost of repairing or replacing any damaged town equipment or property.

DISTURBANCE —— Activily at @n event which appears fo constitute a nuisance or serious nuisance, is a
danger or threat to health, safety, or general welfare, or unreasonably causes significant annoyance or
discomfort fo persons not involved in the event.

EVENT — Includes a gathering or party where a group of persons have assembled or are assembling
for a social occasion, party, or sociai activity whose primary purpose and function is not religious,
educational, or political in nature,

NUiSANCE As defined in C.G.S. section 47a-32, "nuisance” shall be taken fo include, but shall not be
limited fo, any conduct which interferes substantially with the comfort or safely of other tenants or
occupants of the same or adjacent buildings or structures.

RESPONSIBLE PERSON — The person or persons who own the property where the event takes place
or the apparent organizer of the event. if the responsible person is a minor, then the minor's parents will
also be responsible parties. Any liability under this Article shall be joint and several.

SERIOUS NUISANCE - As defined in C.G.S. section 47a-15, “serious nuisance” means, but shall not
be limited to, substantial and wiliful destruction of part of the dwelling unit or premises, or conduct which
presents an immediate and serious danger to the safety of other tenants or the landiord.

§ 70-4. First respense; notice and written warning.

A. During a first response 1o an event, if the responding pelice officer determines, in the police officer's
sole discretion, that, based on the fotality of the circumstances, the event presents a threat to health,
safety or the general public welfare, or constitutes an ongoing disturbance, nuisance or serious
nuisance, the responding officer may, among other things, deliver to any person who the officer
reasonably determines {o be a responsible person or to his or her agent a "Notice of Viclation and
Writtens Warning: First Response" which shall contain a message substantially as follows:

*This Nofice of Violation and Written Warning is given to you as a result of a first response by the
Town of Mansfield to a dangerous situation, disturbance, nuisance or serious nuisance during an
event organized by you or on your property. You may be charged all personnel and equipment and
other costs incurred as a result of any continued or subsequent response by public safety
personnel to this location, or if you are warned to dlsperse or otherwise reasonably control the
- event within a reasonable time and fail fo comply.”

B. The notice may also contain such other information as deemed necessary by the police officer at the
scene of an event at which the officer determines that public safety personnel must remain to address
a disturbance, nuisance or serious nuisance, or fo protect any person from injury, for example, an
order to the responsible property ownef or party organizer to end, disperse or otherwise control the
event, In order to accomplish the purposes of this section.

§ 70-5. Continued or subsequent response; preparation of bill.

if a continued or subsequent response has occurred due to an event and an officer has reasonably
determined that a further disturbance has ocourred, or if a property owner or event organizer o his or her
agent has been ordered to end, disperse or otherwise control an event and if is determined by the Town
Manager, based on the fotality of the circumstances, including but hot limited to past experience with the
same property and owner or event organizer, that any such person has failed o adequately do so, then a

5-18-2009
— 5 3 —



citation and bill for the costs incurred by the town for its continued or subsequent response due to any
stich fallure by such owner or organizer shall be prepared by the Town Manager or his agent or delegate
or police officer and promptly delivered to the responsible person by a Town of Mansfield or state police
officer designated by the municipality.

§ 70-6. Collection.

The Director of Finance is authorized to enforce any such citation and collect such bill and reasonable
costs of collection, including attomey s fees, by resort to the provisions of the Hearing Procedure for
Citations Ordinance, set forth in Sections 129-1 through 129-10, mcluswe of the Town of Mansfield Code
of Ordinances.

§ 76-7. Appeals Procedure.

Any person fined or assessed penalties, costs or fees pursuant to this Article may appeal any such fine or
assessment pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 129, Hearing Procedure for Citations.

§ 70-8. Savings Clause.

Should any court of competent jurisdiction declare any section or clause or provision of this Article to be
unconstitutional, such decision shall affect only such section, clause or provision so declared
" unconstitutional and shalil not affect any other section, clause or provision of this Article.
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Ttem #7

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council .

From: Matt Hart, Town Manager /%W H

CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager
Date: May 26, 2009

Re: Regionalism

Subject Matter/Background

At the last meeting, Council discussed how {o best approach the concept of pursuing
regionalization initiatives with area towns, councils of governments and other
organizations. One idea that was discussed was the establishment of an ad hoc
committee of council members who would be available fo join me in conversations with
potential service partiners.

Council also discussed the possibility of restructuring the missions of existing advisory
boards and committees to include issues related to regionalism. Council members did
raise concerns regarding staffing and ability of councilors to serve on an additional
committee. The consensus, therefore, appeared in favor of approaching the subject of
regionalism through current channels such as the council of governments and informal
means. The Council also asked staff fo research whether there are any Freedom of
Information Act implications for a small, informal committee.

Staff has reviewed this issue with the Freedom of information Commission. Arguably, if
the Council were to form a smali committee consisting of two councilors and me to
pursue regional initiatives, the committee meetings might constifute a “proceeding”
under Connecticut General Statues §1-200(2). In this scenario, to err on the side of
caution the commission would advise that we post agendas and take basic minutes for
any such committee. Establishing this committee and meeting these requirements is
easily accomplished. However, the work of the committee could potentially be siowed
by meeting notice and related requirements.

A less formal mechanism would be for one council member to accompany me in
conversations with other area organizations. In the absence of a committee, these
conversations arguably would not qualify as a proceeding under the act and would not
constitute a public meeting. Since the conversations are exploratory in nature, and are
not intended to yield specific results, but rather to inform the Council of potential
opportunities, this option may expedite the process.

Please let me know how you wish to proceed with this litem.
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Ttem #8

Town of Mansfield
Agenda item Summary

To: - Town Council

From:  Matit Hart, Town Manager /fﬂ//f

CC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager

Date: May 26, 2009

Re: . Appointment to Building Committee for Mansfield Public Schools

Subject Matter/Background -

Mansfield Public Schools Building Committee Member Anne Rash has resigned from
the Committee. The Town and the Board of Education are thankful for the effort she
has put into the work of this committee sincé June 2005. Her experience as a former
principal and community member proved most helpful to the committee and her
dedicated service is greatly appreciated.

The Board of Education has recommended the appointment of Marsha Withoit, a
Mansfield resident, to fill the vacancy on this committee. Ms. Wilhoit is Superintendent
of Schools in Hampton, Connecticut and has experienced a building project in her
district. :

Recommendation '
Staff feels Ms. Wilhoit would prove an asset {o the Mansfield Public Schools Building
Committee and recommends that the Town Council authorize her appointment.

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

Move, effective May 26, 20089, to appoint Marsha Wilhoit to the Mansfield Public
Schools Building Committee, for an indefinite term.
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Item #9

Town of Mansfield
Agenda ltem Summary

To: Town Council
From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager /47&'1 /]/
ccC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to the Town Manager; Cynthia van Zelm, Executive

Director, Mansfield Downtown Partnership; Jeffrey Smith, Director of Finance;
Cherie Trahan, Controller/Treasurer .

Date: May 286, 2009

Re: Bond Authorization for Mansfield Streetscape and Pedestrian Improvements

Subject Matter/Background
The adopted 2008/09 Capital Fund Budget includes $1 466,000 for the Mansfield
Streetscape and Pedestrian Improvements Project, to be funded as follows:

« $1,172,800 federal transportation enhancement grant revenues

« $293,200 Town share; funding identified as bonds

The resolution that adopts the Capital Fund Budget states that the portion proposed to
be funded by bonds shall be introduced for action pursuant to Section C407 of the Town
Charter. Section C407 provides that the issuance of bonds and the appropriation of the
proceeds thereof, in an amount not to exceed one percent of the annual budget, may be
authorized by the consecutive action of the Council and a Town Meeting. If the amount
is in excess of one percent of the annual budget the authorization would require
consecutive action of the Council and a Referendum. One percent of the FY 2008/09
Budget totals approximately $437,000. Therefore, this bond issuance can be
authorized by consecutive action of the Council and a Town Meeting. As a final step,
the Council would need to reapprove the appropriation authorized at Town Meeting.

The Town's Bond Counsel has prepared the resolutions needed to authorize this debt.
He has adjusted the appropriations to account for estimated issuance costs, and Town’s
share has no increased to $302,000.

Financial Impact :

The Town's local share of the streetscape project totails $302,000. If this bonding is not
authorized, another means of funding will need to be found, or we will lose the federal
transportation grant for this project. We do not have the available funds in the CNR
Fund for this project. if we do not authorize this bonding in FY 08/09, it will have to be
combined with other bonding from the 2009/10 Capital Fund budget. The bond
authorization would then exceed one percent of the annual budget and would require a
referendum..
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In order to minimize transaction costs, upon receiving authorization the Town would
fund the local share of the project by utilizing cash available in the Capital Fund and
would. not issue the debt until such time as it could be combined with other small issues.

Legal Review
As stated, the Town’s Bond Counsel has prepared the resolutions listed below that are
necessary to authorize the issuance of the debt.

Recommendation
The resolutions prepared by Bond Counsel are designed to accomplish the following:

« Appropriate the $1,173,000 in federal grant funding
e Appropriate the $302,000 local share
« Call and set the date for the Town Meeting

Staff recommends that the Council schedule the Town Meeting prior to the close of the
fiscal year (June 30, 2009). The Council may wish to schedule the Town Meeting on
the night of a regular meeting — the two regular meetings in June are June 8" and June
22™ The Councit Chambers does have fimited capacity - EO Smith might be a
preferable location to accommeodate the voters.

Staff recommends that the Council move the resolutions listed below:

- RESOLUTION APPROPRIATING $1,173,000 FOR COSTS WITH RESPECT TO
WALKWAY AND STREETSCAPE [IMPROVEMENTS ALONG STORRS ROAD
(CONN. ROUTE 195) AND FLAHERTY ROAD, TO BE FUNDED FROM
UNANTICIPATED FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT GRANT
REVENUES.

RESOLVED, That the Town of Mansfield appropriate ONE MILLION ONE
HUNDRED SEVENTY-THREE THOUSAND DOLLARS ($1,173,000) for costs with
respect to walkway and streetscape improvements along the western side of Storrs
Road (Conn. Route 195) approximately from its intersection with Bolton Road to the
Liberty Bank Plaza property, walkway and streetscape improvements along Fiaherty
Road approximately from its northern intersection with Storrs Road fo its intersection
with Storrs Height Road, and related work and improvements, to be funded from
Federal transportation enhancement grants to be received with respect o the project
and unanticipated in the budget for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2009. The
appropriation may be spent for design, acquisition, installation and construction costs,
equipment, materials, engineering and other consuliant fees, legal fees and other
expenses related to the project. The Town Manager is authorized to determine the
scope and particulars of the project and may reduce or modify the scope of the project;
and the entire appropriation may be spent on the project as so reduced or modified.

-0~




RESOLUTION APPROPRIATING $302,000 FOR COSTS WITH RESPECT TO
WALKWAY AND STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS ALONG STORRS ROAD
(CONN. ROUTE 195) AND FLAHERTY ROAD, AND AUTHORIZING THE ISSUE OF
BONDS AND NOTES IN THE SAME AMOUNT TO FINANCE THE APPROPRIATION.

RESOLVED,

(a) That the Town of Mansfield appropriate THREE HUNDRED TWO
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($302,000) for costs with respect to walkway and streetscape
improvemenis along the western side of Storrs Road (Conn. Route 195) approximately
from its intersection with Boiton Road to the Liberty Bank Plaza property, walkway and
streetscape improvements along Flaherty Road approximately from its northern
intersection with Storrs Road to its intersection with Storrs Height Road, and related
work and improvements. The appropriation may be spent for design, acquisition,
instaliation and construction costs, equipment, materials, engineering and other
consultant fees, legal fees, net temporary interest and other financing costs, and other
expenses related to the project. The Town Manager is authorized to determine the
scope and particulars of the project and may reduce or modify the scope of the project;
and the entire appropriation may be spent on the project as so reduced or modified.

(b)  That the Town issue its bonds or notes, in an amount not to exceed
THREE HUNDRED TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($302,000) to finance the
appropriation for the project. The bonds or notes shall be issued pursuant to Section 7-
369 of the General Statutes of Connecticut, Revision of 1958, as amended, and any
other enabling acts. The bonds or notes shall be general obligations of the Town
secured by the irrevocable pledge of the full faith and credit of the Town.

{c) That the Town issue and renew temporary notes from time fo time in
anticipation of the receipt of the proceeds from the sale of the bonds or notes for the
project for the project. The amount of the notes outstanding at any time shall not
exceed THREE HUNDRED TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($302,000). The notes shalil
be issued pursuant to Section 7-378 of the General Statutes of Connecticut, Revision of
1958, as amended. The notes shall be general obligations of the Town and shall be
- secured by the irrevocable pledge of the full faith and credii of the Town. The Town
shall comply with the provisions of Section 7-378a of the General Statutes with respect
to any notes that do not mature within the time permitted by said Section 7-378.

(dy  The Town Manager, the Director of Finance and the Treasurer, or any two
of them, shall sign any bonds, notes or temporary notes by their manual or facsimile
signatures. The iaw firm of Day Pitney LLP is designated as bond counse! to approve
the legality of the bonds, notes or temporary notes. The Town Manager, the Director of
Finance and the Treasurer, or any two of them, are authorized to determine the amount,
date, interest rates, maturities, redemption provisions, form and other details of the
bonds, notes or iemporary notes; to designate one or more banks or {frust companies to
be certifying bank, registrar, transfer agent and paying agent for the bonds, notes or
temporary notes to provide for the keeping of a record of the bonds, notes or temporary
notes; to designate a financial advisor to the Town in connection with the sale of the
bonds, notes or temporary notes; to sell the bonds, notes or temporary notes at public
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or private sale; to deliver the bonds, notes or temporary notes; and to perform ail other
acts which are necessary or appropriate to issue the bonds, notes or temporary notes.

(&)  That the Town hereby declares its official intent under Federal income Tax
Regulation Section 1.150-2 that project costs may be paid from temporary advances of
available funds and that (except to the extent reimbursed from grant moneys) the Town
reasonably expects to reimburse any such advances from the proceeds of borrowings in
an aggregate principal amount not in excess of the amount of borrowing authorized
above for the project. The Town Manager, the Director of Finance and the Treasurer, or
any two of them, are authorized to amend such declaration of official intent as they
- deem necessary or advisable and to bind the Town pursuant to such representations
and covenants as they deem necessary or advisable in order to maintain the continued
exemption from federal income taxation of interest on the bonds, notes or temporary
notes authorized by this resolution, if issued on a tax-exempt basis, including covenants
to pay rebates of investment earnings fo the United States in future years.

(f That the Town Manager, the Director of Finance and the Treasurer, or any
two of them, are authorized to make representations and enter into written agreements
for the benefit of holders of the bonds, notes or temporary notes authorized by this
resolution fo provide secondary market disclosure information, which agreements may
include such terms as they deem advisable or appropriate in order to comply with
applicable laws or rules pertammg to the sale or purchase of such bonds, notes or
temporary notes.

(g) That the Town Manager, the Director of Finance, the Treasurer and other
proper officers and officials of the Town are authorized to take all other action which is
necessary or desirable fo complete the project and to issue bonds, notes or temporary
notes.

RESOLUTION CALLING TOWN MEETING WITH RESPECT TO WALKWAY AND
STREETSCAPE lMPROVEMENTS ALONG STORRS ROAD (CONN. ROUTE 195)
AND FLAHERTY ROAD.’

RESOLVED,

(&  That pursuant fo Sections 406 and 407 of the Town Charter, the resolution
adopted by the Council under tem ____ of this meeting, appropriating $302,000 for costs
with respect to walkway and streetscape improvements along Storrs Road (Conn.
Route 195) and Flaherty Road and authorizing the issue of bonds and notes and
temporary notes to finance the appropriation, shall be submitted to a Special Town
Meeting to be held _day, ‘ __, 2009, which Town Meeting the
Town Council hereby authorizes the Mayor to call.
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HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE TOWN OF MANSFIELD
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
Housing Authority Office
Aprit 16, 2009
8:00 a.m.

Attendance: Mr. Long, Chairperson; Mr. Simonsen, Vice Chairperson was _
excused; Mr. Eddy, Secretary and Treasurer; Ms Hall, Assistant Treasurer; Ms
Christison-L.agay Commissioner; and Ms Fields, Executive Director.

The meeting was called fo order at 8:15 a.m. by the Chairperson.

MINUTES
A motion was made by Ms Christison-Lagay and seconded by Mr. Eddy
to accept the minutes of the March 19, 2009, Regular Meeting. Motion -
approved unanimously.

COMMUNICATIONS

Mr. Hammon provided a rough estimate of $4,500 to make the
modifications to the laundry room to allow Wright's Village residents unlimited
access. The plan would add another door part way down the existing hallway
with an automatic door opener. Almost half the cost is to provide the automatic
door opener.

A motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Ms Hall to approve an
amount of not more than $5,000 to make modifications to the Senior Center to
give Wright's Village residents unlimited access to their laundry room. Motion
approved unanimously.

REPORTS OF THE DIRECTOR
Bills

A motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to
accept the March 2009 Bills. Motion approved unanimously.

Financial Reporis —A {(General)
' A motion was made by Ms Hall and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to
accept the January 2009 Financial Reports. Motion approved unanimously.

Financial Repori-B {(Section 8 Statistical Report)

A motion was made by Ms Christison-Lagay and seconded by Mr. Eddy to
accept the January 2009 Section 8 Statistical Report. Motion approved
unanimously.

REPORT FROM TENANT REPRESENTATIVE
None
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS
Finance Meeting Report

Lenard Engineering provided a proposal in the amount of $10,000 for
engineering and design services of the pavement renovation and creation of a
new dumpster pad at Holinko Estates. The Finance Meetmg agreed fo
recommend the Board accept the proposal.

A motion was made by Mr. Eddy and seconded by Ms Christison-Lagay to
accept the proposal dated March 19, 2009 from Lenard Engineering for
engineering and design services of the pavement renovation and creation of a
new dumpster pad at Holinko Estates. Motion approved unanimously.

Policy Review

A motion was made by Ms Christison-Lagay and seconded by Mr. Eddy to
accept the Rules for Public Participation at Regular Meetings policy. Motion
approved unanimously.

NEW BUSINESS
Appointment of Auditor

Roy & Associates, CPA’s has provided a new audit contract. The contract
is for 4 years in the amount of $4,500 for the 2008 audit with three percent (3%)
increases in each of the two subsequent years. A motion was made by Ms
Christison-Lagay and seconded by Ms Hall to approve the coniract. Motion
approved unanimously. .
Tenant Request for New Refrigerator

A tenant asked Ms Fields to request an exception from the Board to the
policy of providing new stoves and refrigerator when turning units. He is asking
that the Board allow his family to receive a new refrigerator due to hardships with
health and financial issues. The issue of existing tenant requests for appliances
was previously discussed and rejected when the Board approved the purchase of
stoves and refrigerators. There will be no change in the previously approved
policy.
Sign Enhancement

Ms Fields contacted Art Signs for a price on identifying the Mansfield
Housing Authority when approaching from the south.
Holinko Roof Assessment

Ms Fields contacted Lane Remodeling to provide an updated assessment
of the roofs at Holinko Estates. Mr. Lane provided a report stating the condition
of each of the five roofs, a recommended replacement schedule and an
- estimated cost. While inspecting the roofs, he also made minor repairs to three
of the roofs.

OTHER BUSINESS
Section 8 Chapter 6 Utility Reimbursement

A motion was made by Ms Christison-l.agay and seconded by Mr. Eddy to
accept the changes made to the Utility Reimbursement language in the Section 8
Administrative Plan. Motion approved unanimously.
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Water Bills

The water bills were received from the town. The Board had questions
that Ms Fields could not answer. Mr. Smith, director of Finance, at the Town
offered to meet with the Board. The Board will send a letter to Mr. Smith,
accepting his offer.

ADJOURNMENT ‘
The Chairperson declared the meeting adjourned at 10:10 a.m.

Dexter Eddy, Secretary
Approved:

Richard Long, Chairperson
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COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES
April 20, 2009 @ 6:00 PM
Buchanan Center at the Mansfield Library

Present: Leigh Duffy (Chair) and Bruce Clouette
Also attending: Town Manager, Matt Hart
Chair Leigh Duffy called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

Minutes of the March 16, 2009 meeting were approved as presented.

Review of Boards of Appeals

Town Manager Matt Hart reviewed the options available to the Committee on
Committees with regards to consolidation of Boards of Appeals.

1.

Building Board of Appeal and the Housing Code Board of Appeals

The Town Clerk will coniact the existing members of the Building Board of
Appeals to alert them to the possible disbanding of this Board and will research
the process by which the committee was established. A resolution to disband
will be written. By consensus the Housing Code Board of Appeals will remain
as is.

ADA Grievance Committee

Ms. Duffy will contact the Chair of the Advisory Committee on Persons with
Disabilities, Wade Gibbs, to ascertain the Committee’s willingness to also
serve as the ADA Grievance Committee. A resolution to this effect will be
written.

Personnel Appeals Board
By consensus the Committee agreed to keep the Personnel Appeals Board as
currently configured.

Terms of Office ‘

By consensus the Comunittee agreed to change the following Comuittee terms
to 3-year terms: Agricultural Committee, Arts Advisory Committee, CATV
Advisory Committee, Town Council Sustainability Committee, Mansfield
Advocates for Children, University — Town Relations Committee and Youth
Advisory Council. Changes to the terms of office for the Emergency
Management Committee will require an ordinance change. The Town
Manager will prepare said ordinance.
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5. Resolution to dissolve the Fire and Emergency Services Committee and the
Wellness Center Advisory Board
By consensus the Commiftee agreed to disband these committees.

The resolutions will be presented to Council at the May 11 meeting.

Review of Vacancies
Mr. Clouette will call Bob Kremer and Brian McCarthy to see if either is
interested in serving as a full member.

Ms. Duffy will call Carol Lewis and Joan Neuwirth to see if either is interested in
serving on the Board of Ethics

Ms. Duffy will suggest to the Council that Boards and Committees appear before
the Couneil yearly to provide an update and an opportunity for discussion.

By consensus the Committee agreed to reappoint Richard Pellegrine to the
Communication Advisory Committee. Mr. Clouette will contact the chair to
discuss the proposed alternate position.

By consensus the Committee agreed to recommend Kathleen Paterson and Larry
Lombard to the Agricultural Committee.

Ms. Duffy reported that Sheldon Dyer, Chair of the Recreation Committee, has
_agreed to call Denise Woodward regarding appointment to that Committee.

Ms. Duffy will call Wade Gibbs regarding redppointment to the Advisory
- Committee on Persons with Disabilities.

Town Manager Matt Hart will advertise for volunteers to the Social Service
Advisory Committee. Mr. Hart has also spoken John Jackman regarding the
appointment of Will Bigl to the Emergency Management Comimittee.

The Committee reviewed its recommendations to the Sustainability Committee
and agreed to proceed with those already identified including: Lynn Stoddard
(Citizen), William Lennon (Citizen), Sara Milius (Citizen), Matt Hart (Town
Manager), Bonnie Ryan ( PZC), Katherine Paulhus (Bd of Ed), Rich Miller,
(UConn) and Leigh Duffy (Town Council). The Town Manager will prepare a
package of materials for Committee members.

The meeting was adjourned at 7:10 p.m.

Mary Stanton, Town Clerk
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Minutes Mansfield Library Advisory Board Meeting

May 14, 2009

Present: L. Bailey, ex officio, E. BarShalom, E. Chibeau, S.Q. Clark, presiding, H.
Hand, W. Hare, R. Pollack, recording, D. Truman

Absent: B. Katz, J. Green

Visitors: None

The meeting was called to order 7:05 PM

MINUTES: Minutes of the March 10, 2009 meeting were accepted.
COMMUNICATIONS: H. Hand letter to the Deputy Mayor about Budget Cuts and R.
Mocanu’s letter to the Council about Budget was read. 8. Q. Clark’s lefter to the Town

- Council focused on the Budget reductions and the impact it would have on Library
hours.

LIBRARIAN REPORT: - Town Council Mandate re: Library Hours

L. Bailey states a minimum of two people is needed at the desk when the Library is
open. Materials need to be checked out and in. A third person is also needed to be in the

Library in case of an emergency, and the Librarian is needed to help a patron.

Additionally, since the Auditorium and Stage areas are often used, someone in the Library has to be
aware of what is happening there in case of a problem.

The Advisory Board concurs with L. Bailey that three people are needed to be present when the Library
is open to both protect the well being of patrons and maintain the integrity of the collection. With the
staffing cuts, the only solution is to be open fewer hours to ensure everyone’s safety. L. Bailey can
document the time that would impact patrons the least.

The Advisory Board proposes that L. Bailey write to the Town Council for reconsideration of the numbe
- of hours that the Mansfield Library is open. As a Director, The Board believes L. Bailey’s training and
experience make her the best qualified to make this decision.

Meeting adjourned at 8 30PM
Respectfully submitted,

Rita Pollack
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
Ethics Board
Thursday, April 16, 2009
Audrey Beck Municipal Building, Conference Room C
4:30pm

Minutes

Members Pregent: Mike Sikoski, David Ferrero, Nancy Cox, Lena Barry, Win Smith, Nora

Stevens

Staff Present: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager

L

118

VL

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM 4/16/09
A motion was made by Mr. Sikoski and seconded by Ms. Cox to adopt the minutes of April 16, 2009 as presented
The minutes were approved unanimously as presemed

PUBLIC COMMENT
None,

CHAIRPERSON’S REPORT

M. Sikoski stated that he would like to have FOI training for the Ethics Board on May 7, 2009; the trammg would be
conducted by the FOI Commission. Discussion occurred on the matter. Ms. Stevens madc a motion, seconded by Mr.
Ferrero to ask Ms. Capriola to research the feasibility of moving the FOI training that she and Ms. Stanton are
coordinating to June, 2009; all were in favor and the motion passed. Board members agreed that the May 7™ training
was not needed as a result.

DISCUSSION ON ETHICS CODE )

The Board continued to review and discuss Ms. Cox's suggestions regarding the Ethics Code. Recommended
changes and pending items for further discussion are attached to these minutes. At the 4/30 meeting the following
decisions were made:

»  Add definition of “appear” 10 25.3 (all in favor);

Add definition of “conflict of interest” to 25.3 {all in favor);

Revise definition of “interest in a personal and financial sense” to 25.3 (ail in favor);

Revise definition of “official” to 25.3 (all in favor);

Add definition of “outside employer” to 25.3 (ail in favor);

Add definition of “subordinate™ to 25.3 (all in favor);

Revise jangudge in 25.4A, use of town assets {Smith, Cox, Sikoski, Ferrero in favor, Stevens abstention);

Revise language in 254B to include “special consideration”, “representation”, “appearances™, “political

solicitation”, “patronage”, and “nepotism” (all in favor),

« & © & 2 ¥ @

FUTURE AGENDAS AND MEETING SCHEDULE
The next meeting will be held May 14, 2009 at 4:30pm

VILADJOURNMENT -

The meeting adiourned at 6:24 pm.

Respectfully Submitted,
Maria E. Capriola,
Agsistant to Town Manager
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Chapter 25: EfHIES, CODE OF

Notes on Recommended Changes Decided Up To the 4/30/09 meeting:
e Strikethrough = recommended deletions reached by consensus or majority
of members
« Boldfitalics = recommended revisions by consensus or majority of
members
« Comment boxes indicate items for further discussion

[HISTORY: Adopted by the Town Council of the Town of Mansf eld 6-26-1995, effective 8-7-
1895, Amendments noted where applicable.]

§ 251, Title.

This chapter shall be known and may be cited as the "Code of ,;Eﬁ“ ics.
§ 25-2. Purpose.

A. The purpose of these standards is fo guide town officials, elected and appointed, town
employees and citizens by es!ah%ushmg standards of conduct—ferpersens-inthe
decisienmaking-prosess, It is infended to strengthen the tradition of good government in the
fown.

B. Good government depends on decisions which are based upon the merits of the issue and
are in the best interests of the town as a whole, without regard to personal gain.

C. In pursuit of that goal, these standards are provided to aid those involved in decisionmaking
fo act in accordance with the public interest, use objective judgment, assure accountability,
provide democratic leadership and uphold the respectability of the government.

§ 25-3. Definitions.

As used.in this chapter, the following words or phrases shall have the meanings ascribed to
them in this section:

A. APPEAR— Any form of communication including: in person, through another person,
by letter, by felephone or by electronic media.

B. CONF!DENTIAL INFORMATION — AFWMWMWMW

+-Any mformatron whether transmitted oraliy
or in writing, which is obtamed by reason of the public position or office held and is
of such a nature that it is not, af the time of transmission, a matter of public record or
public knowiedge as defined by Chapter 14, § 1-210 C.G.S.

C. CONFLICT OF INTEREST - An official or employee may not use his or her
position/office in a manner which he or she knows may result in a personal or
financial benefif, not shared with a substantial segment of the town’s
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population, for any of the following:

aj himself or herself;

b} a member of his or her household; :
¢} an outside employer/business of his or hers, or of a member of his or her
household;

d) a customer or client; )

&) person or enfity from whom the official has received an election campaign
contribution tofaling more than $200 in the aggregate during the past election
cycle (this amount includes contributions from a person’s immediate family or
business);

f) a substantial debfor or credifor of his or hers, or of members of his or her
household; or ‘

g) a nongovernmental civic group, union, social, charitable, or religious
organization of which he or she (or a member of his or her household) is an
officer or director.

EMPLOYEE — Any person receiving a salary, wages or compensation from the fown for
" services rendered.

. IMMEDIATE FAMILY — Any parent, brother, sister, child spouse or co-habitating pariner of
an individual as well as the parent, brother, sister or child of said spouse or co-habitating
pariner, and the spouse or co-habifating partner of any such child or any dependent relative
who resides in said individual's household.

. INTEREST IN A PERSONAL OR FINANCIAL SENSE ~— A refationship in which a direct

or indirect personal or financial benefit might be received. "Financial benefit” :
incfudes: money, service, enferfainment, or any promise of these or anything else of
value. This term does not include campaign contributions authorized by faw.

For the purpose of this Code, the same meaning as the courts of this state apply, from
fime to time, 1o the same phrase as used in §§ 8-11 and 8-21, C.G.S. 2,

gr: 24 by
. OFFICIAL — Any person holding elective or appointive fown office, paid or unpaid, including
members and alternate members of town agencies, boards and commissions, and
committees appointed fo oversee the construction or improvement of town facilities, or any
other board, commission or agency that perform legislative or judicial functions or exercise
financial authonty {coliectively hereinafter referred to as "body"). "Official or employee”
does not inciude a judge, justice, or official or employee of the court systfem.

QUTSIDE EMPLOYER OR BUSINESS—This term includes: any substantial business
activity other than service to the fown; any entity of which the official/lemployee is a
member, official, or employee, and from which he or she receives compensation; any
entity located in the town or which does business with the town, in which the
official/femployee has an ownership interest; and any entity to which the official or
employee* owes, or is owed, more than $10,000. For purposes of this definition,
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“compensation” does not include reimbursement for expenses.

J. SUBORDINATE--Another official/employee whose activities an official or employee
directs/supervises.

§ 25-4. Guidelines established.

Iif an official or employee is speaking before a body as an elector during public comment,
_said person shall disclose their name, address, and public affiliation, regardiess of
whether the affiliation is indirect or direct fo the matfer in which the person is speaking.

A. Use of town assets. No official or employee shall use or permit the use of town funds,
services, property, equipmentd, owned or leased vehicles or materials for personal
convenience or profit, except when such services are available to the public generally or are
provided in conformance with established writterr town policies for the use of such officials or
employees. This applies nof only fo objects such as cars and trucks, but also to travel
and ofher expense reimbursements, which may not be spenf on anything but official
business.

B. Fair and equal {reaiment.

1. Special Consideration—-No official or employee shall grant or accept any special
consideration, treatment or advantage fo or from any person beyond that which is available to
every other person.

2. Representiation--An official/femployee may not represent any other person or entify
befaore the town, nor appear in any matter not before the fown, buf against the inferests
of the fown. However, it is acceptable for elected officials to represent constituents
without compensation in matters of public advocacy. Volunteer members of
established boards and commissions may represent persons and entities before, or
appear before, any town department, agency, board, or commission other than their
owrn.

3. Appearances--An official or employee may not appear before any town department,
agency, board or commission, except on his or her own behalf or on behalif of the
fown. Every time an official or employee appears or when he or she writes a letter fo
the editor or other publicly distributed correspondence regarding the Town, he or she
is required to disclose whether he or she is appearing in an official capacity or as a
privafte citizen. If the speech or writing is in response to crificism or other
communication directed at his or her official role, the official/femployee may respond
only in his or her official role.

4. Political Solicitation--An official/lemployee may not request, or authorize anyone
else fo request, that any subordinate participate in an election campaign or make a
political contribution. Nor may he or she engage in any political activity while on duty
for the town, or with the use of town funds, supplies, vehicles, or facilities.

5, Patronage--No official or employee may use his or her influence to- obfain an
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appointment of another person to any position as a reward for polifical activity or
contribution. '

6. Nepofism-No official or employee may appoint or hire a member of his or her
household to any type of employment with the fown without first obtaining a waiver
pursuant fo YO00O( No official or employee may supervise or be in a direct line of
supervision a member of his or her household. If an official or employee comes into a
direct line of supervision of a member of his or her household, he or she will have six
months to obtain a waiver.
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C. Conflict of interest.

(1) Disqualification in matters involving a personal or financial interest. No employee or
official shall participate in the hearing or decision of the body of which he orshe is a
member upen any matter in which he or she is interested in a personal or financial
sense. The fact of such disqualification shall be entered on the records of such body.
Nothing contained herein shall be construed as to prevent any elected official or
employee from submitting a competitive sealed bid in response to an invitation to bid
from any body of the fown, provided that such person does not thereby violate
Subsection C(2) of this section.

. {2) Disclosure of confidential information. No official or employee shall disclose or use any
confidential information obtained in an official capacity for the purpose of advancing his
or her financial or personal interest or that of others.

(3) Gifts and favors. No official or employee or member of his or her immediate family shall
-solicit or accept any gift or gifts having a value of fifty dollars ($50.) or more invalue-in
any calendar year, whether in the form of service, loan, thing, promise or any other form,
from any person or persons who to his or her knowledge is interested directly or

indirectly in business dealings with the town. This pmh:b

political contributors as defined in § 9- 333(b} C.G.S. Gifislof,

{4) Use of influence. No official or employee shail solicit any business, dlrect!y or indirectly,
from another official or employee especially one over whom he/she has any direct or
indirect control or influence with respect to tenure, compensation or duties,

(5) Representatlon of private or adverse interest. No official or employee shali appear on
behalf of a private interest before any body of the town, nor shall he or she represent an
adverse interest in any litigation inyoiving the fown,

(8) Disclosure of interest. Any official or employee who has a perscnal or financial interest
in any matter coming before any body of the fown shall make the same known to such
body in a timely manner, and such interest shall be disclosed on the records of such
body.
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First year after termination. No official or employee shall, during-the-first within one year
after termination-of his or her last date of service or employment with the town, appear
before any body of the fown or apply to any department in relation to any case,
proceeding or application in which he or she personally participated during the period of
his or her service or employment, or which was under his or her astive-consideration
official responsibility as a municipal employee.
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§ 255, Board of Effiics.

A. There is hereby established a Board of EEfics consisting of five (5) members who shall be
electors of the town, The members shail be appointed by the Town Council and shall serve
for a term of three (3) years;-exceptihatof-theinitial Board: twe-L}-membess-shall-serve for
aterm-ottwo-{A-yearsand-oae{t-memberforatermotone-{)year.

B. Alternate members. In addition to the regular members, the Town Council shall appoint two
(2) alternate members who shall serve in the absence of a regular member, Fhe-initial
appoinimente-shall-beforaterm-io-expire on-June 3019968 Tereafter-all Alternate
member appointments shall be for two-year ferms.

C. No more than three (3} members and no more than one (1) alternate member shall be ofthe
same political party at any time.

D. No-memberoralternale-shall-contermporaneoushebe-an-employes-orofficialef the-lown-on
any-otherboard—Members of the Board may also serve as members of advisory
committees. Members of the Board should not simultaneously serve as a member of
an elected board of theTown or be an employee of the Town.

§ 25-8. Organization and procedure.

The Board of ¢& shall elect a Chair, Vice Chair, and Secretary annuaﬂy Rules and
procedures shall be established. Confidentialify must be maintained in order to protect
the privacy of public officials, employees and citizens, including the provisions of Sec 1-
82(a)-{f) of the Connecticut General Sfatutes. The Board shall keep records of ifs
meetings, planning to meet at least four times a year and at such other times as deemed
necessary by any member. M%W%Wﬂd%&#@ﬁ&@mhwmaﬂé

b -citizens-fincluding-the-provisions-of-5-1-82a{a)-through-{);
£:3:8-)-shall-be-considered-when-establiching-therules-and-procedures—The-Board-shall-keep
records-of ts-me i the-calb-of-ihe-Ghalrperson-and-at-such-ather

tirnes-as-itmay-determine. Practices regarding recordkeeping, release of documents, and
notice of meetings will be consistent with Connecticut general statufes perfaining fto
freedom of information and ethics boards.
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§ 25.7. Powers and duties.

A. Advisory Opinions. The Board of ]

shall render advisory opinions with respect o the
applicability of this Code of S pec:f ¢ situations 16 any body, or any official, employee
or elector pursuant to a wrilten request or upon its own initiative. Advisory opinions for the
purposes of this code shall be defined as an official, employee, or body of the town
seeking an advisory opinion with respect to whether his, her, or its own action might
violate a provision of this code. The Board may also issue guidelines on sush general
ethics issuis asrforexample-ex-pare-eermmunication. Such opinions and guidelines, until
amended or revoked, shall be binding on the Board and relfance upon them in good faith by
any officer or employee in any action brought under the provisions of this chapfer, Any
request or opinion the disclosure of which invades the personal privacy [as that term is used
in C.G.S. § 1-19(b)(2)] of any individua! shall be kept confidential in a personnel or similar
file and shall not be subject to public inspection or disclosure. The Board may make
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available o the public such advisory opinions which do not invade personal privacy. and

Gode-of-Eih

e

. Inquiries. Any member of the public may submit an inquiry asking whether a current

official or employee has failed to comply with the Code or asking about the
appropriateness of conduct. An individual initiating an inquiry must do so in writing
and in conformance with procedures established by the Board. The injtiating
individual must sign the form under penalty of false stafement. The Board may itself
initiate an inquiry regarding a possible violation of the Code.

Complaints. The Board shall establish procedures by which the public may initiate

. complaints alleging violations of this Code. The Board itseff may also initiate suech

complaints. The Board shall have the power to hold hearings concerning the application of
this Code and its violation and may administer caths and compe! attendance of witnesses by
subpoena. Such hearings shall be closed to the public unless the respondent requests
otherwise. If the Board determines the respondent has, in fact, violated the provisions of this
Code, it shall file a memorandum of decision which may include a recommendation for '
action, with the Town Council or other appropriate body. The recommended action may
include reprimand, public censure, fermination or suspension of employment, removal or
suspension from appointive office or termination of contractual status, except that no action
may be recommended which would violate the provisions of the siate or federal law. In the
case of union employees, such recommended action does not constitute a unilateral change
in conditions of employment. No such recommendation shail limit the autherity of the Town
Council under the Charter of the fown or under any ordinance, statute or any other law. Any
discussion by the Town Counci or other body of an individual affected by the memorandum
of decision shall be in executive session, unless the individual affected requests that such
discussion be held in open session.

Any complaint received by the Board must be in writing and signed under oath by the
individual making said complaint, under penalty of false statement (C.G.5. § 53a-157b).

Correspondence. The Board welcomes and encourages communications from the
public regarding ethics issues relevant o this code, even if they do not fall within the
categories of an advisory opinion, inquiry, or complaint. Communications will be
handled on a case-by-case basis and at the discretion of the Board. The Board will
take appropriate steps in an effort to increase public and officials’ awareness of this
Code of Ethics.
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§ 25-8. Annual report.

Each year, at a time to be determined by the Board, it shall prepare and submit to the Town
Council an annual report of its actions during the preceding twelve (12) months and its
recommendations, if any. Additional reports, opinions and recommendations may be submitied
by the Board to the Town Council at any time. In all such submissions, the Board shall be
scrupulous in its avoidance of the undue invasion of the personal privacy of any individual.

§ 25-9. Distribution of Code of EtHi¢s, Training

g

In order {hat all public officials and employees are aware of what constitutes ethical conduct in
the operations of the government of the Town of Mansfield, the Tewn-Clerk appropriate
officials shall cause a copy of this Code of BIRIGS to be distributed to each and every official

L ted

A

rainikaand cdudation:

and employee of the town.

§ 25-10. Appeals.

S may be appealed in the manner allowed by the general
statutes.

§ 25-11. Severability; conflicts with other provisions.

If any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this
ordinance, or any part thereof, is for any reason held to be unconstitutional, invalid, or
ineffective by any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity or
effectiveness of the remaining portions of this chapter. Furthermore, should any such provisions
of this chapter conflict with any provisions of the Personnel Rules of the Town of Mansfieid, the
collective bargaining agreements of the Town of Mansfield or the Connecticut General Statutes,
the relevant provisions of the Personnel Rules, collective bargaining agreements and/or the
Connecticut General Statutes shall prevail.
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MANSFIELD DOWNTOWN PARTNERSHIP
ADVERTISING AND PROMOTION COMMITTEE
Mansfield Downtown Partnership Offices
Tuesday, March 24, 2009

5:00 pm
MINUTES
Present: Dean David Woods, Andrew Ewalt, Marcia Firsick, Dee Goodrich, Janet Jones, and
Kristin Schwab
Staff: Cynthia van Z.elrn and Kathleen Paterson

1. Call to Order

Dean David Woods called the meeting to order at 5:04 pm.

2. Public Comment

There was no public comment.

3. Approval of Minutes

Janet Jones moved to approve the minutes from January 27, 2009.

Dee Goodrich seconded the motion.

The Committee approved the minutes unanimously.

4. Update on Storrs Center Project including communications

Cynthia van Zelm reported that the Town held a parking workshop, led by Walker Parking Consultants,
for the Town Council and the Partnership Board of Directors. The topics included enforcement, fees,
and adjacent Jots. Ms. van Zelm added that the PowerPoint presentation will be posted on the website.
Ms. van Zelm updated the Committee on the status of the application for a permit for improvements to
Storrs Road from the State Traffic Commission, which is under review at the Commission; the feedback

thus far has been positive.

Ms. van Zelm also informed the group that the Town of Mansfield had received $712,500 for
infrastructure in Storrs Center in the FY 09 Omnibus Budget that Congress recently approved.

Ms. van Zelm reported that LeylandAlliance’s marketing staff will be coming up to meet with the
Partnership’s communications team and will discuss future plans for promoting Storrs Center.

Ms. van Zelm added that the Frequently Asked Questions on the website are in the process of being
updated.
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Dean Woods reported that UConn will be working on the intersection of Mansfield Road and Storrs
Road this summer and that the work will be completed in the fall. He said the plan is to improve the
intersection and add eight parallel parking spaces in the front of the School of Fine Axts.

Dean Woods announced to the Committee that the Nutmeg Summér Theater program will return. this
June with a production of the musical Crowns. He credited Steve Maun of LeylandAlliance as a major
reason that the program has the funding to continue.

Ms. van Zelm invited the Committee to attend a public presentation about Storrs Center hosted by the
League of Women Voters on April 29 at 7:00 pm in the Council Chambers.

5. Update on Spring Newsletter

Kathleen Paterson reported that the newsletter materials had been submitted to the Chronicle, who will
publish the newsletter on April 7" in all subscribers’ and newsstand papers and on April 9™ as part of
“The Shopper.” She added that copies will be mailed to all Partnershlp members and will be avatlable
in the office and at public presentations.

6. Report on Winter Fun Day

Ms. Paterson reported that Winter Fun Day was a successful event with an estimated 200 people in
attendance. She told the Committee that there was no ice skating due to rain that morning but that all
other events proceeded as planned. She recognized the Partnership volunteers and volunteers from the
UConn baseball team for their efforts.

7. Other

Ms. van Zelm showed the Committee a draft of the timeline that will replace the information on the
reverse of the Concept Plan handout.

Ms. van Zehn said that she and Ms. Paterson will soon begin work on the Annual Report, Whlch will be
published in time for the Annual Meeting.

Ms. Paterson reported that planning had begun for the Sixth Annual Festival on the Green. She said that
the sub-committee has already confirmed the Kidsville Kuckoo Revue and The James Montgomery
Band. She also explained the plans for the Celebrate Mansfield Weekend.

8. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 6:02 p.m.

Minutes prepared by Kathleen M. Paterson.
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Mansfield Youth Service Bureau Advisory Board
- MINUTES

Tuesday, March 17,2009
12:00 noon @ Mansfield Town Hall
Conference Room B

PRESENT: E. Mantzaris (Chair), J. Marchon, E. Gﬁfﬂn, A. Hovyt,
K. Grunwald (staff}, P. Michalak (staff), K. McNamara, (Staff)
K. Taylor (Secretary)

ABSENT: F. Perrotti, C. Morrell, K. H. Spottiswoode, S. Riffle
. Call to Order: Chair E. Mantzaris calied the meeting to order at 12:04 PM.

. Approval of minutes: The minutes of the 2/10/09 meeting were reviewed. J.
Marchon made a motion fo approve the minutes as submitted, E. Griffin
seconded . Unanimously approved.

il. Reports

Director's Report — K. Grunwald presented handouts to the Board members
including the Budget Calendar, the departmental Quarterly Report and an
arlicle on the iParentNetwork.

A discussion ensued amongst the members regarding the budget, regarding
possible staff layoffs, and reductions.

K. Grunwald informed the Board that the Senior Center had received a
donation and is purchasing "MySeniorCenter” software with the funds. This
software program will be used department wide for case management, and
reporting.

Coordinator's Report — P. Michalak summarized the monthly activities listed
below for the board:

February 2009

February Activities

1. Social Work Interns: Met with Marylyn Cardone from UConn, School of
Social Work to discuss possibility of 2 social work interns for next year to
help us with our clinical workload.

2. Volunteer Orientation; We wili have 10 more mentors this semester for the
growing Big Friend’s Program

3. LEAP: Planning for the LEAP 5% Grade transition group at MMS with Ken
Caputo, owner of Villari's Martial Arts Studio in North Windham.
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V.

VI.

JOY program: Sixiy children and families received complementary tickets
to Gary Krinsky’s “Toying with Science” show at Jorgensen.

UConn basebal! partnership: initiated our mentoring partnership with the
UConn baseball team. Team members sent their first post cards from
Florida to their "little friends”. The children who received post cards wrote
back. YSB will work to continue this relationship. '

Moving out program: Coordinator is involved with UConn’s Office of
Environmental Policy to develop and implement a program to collect food
and household items from students moving out. Mansfield families in
need and other communities will be receiving the items left behind by
students.

. Conference on substance abuse: Coordinator attended conference

Adolescent Substance Abuse Prevention and Treatment: Evidence —
Based Practice

. New intakes: Number of new intakes_ this month from the schools.

Humphrey Center: Met with Dori LaPlante from the Humphrey Center for
individual, Couple, and Family Therapy to learn of their services. We will
be referring families to the center for out patient therapy when appropriate.

10. UConn Psychological Services reach Mansfield fami!ieé: UConn continues

11.

to offer great resources to our families as a number of families have been
referred there this month.

Grandparent’s Raising Grandchildren Group: Staff and several
grandparents attended a legislative forum hosted by AARP/CT.

P. Michalak touched on some of the highlights of the YSB’s monthly
activities with the Board. P. Michalak also informed the Board members
that the Youth Service Bureau will be interviewing interns to assist with
coordinating volunteers and YSB programs.

P. Michalak also updated the Board on two of the programs the
department is coordinating, LEAP and JUMP. P. Michalak shared with the
Board that these programs were born from the COPE program that is
conducted weekly at the elementary schools to address the needs of
youth who are entering the middle school and high school. Ken Caputo of
Villari's Martial Aris is coordinating with Candace Morrell, Mansfield Middle
School Vice Principal on preparing students for the Challenge Program.

Old Business
None

New Business :
Discussion of the Action Plan for the Mansfield 2020 Strategic Plan:

Other
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Adjournment: The meeting adjourned at 12:52 PM.

NOTE: The next meeting is scheduled for April 14" at noon in Conference
Room B.

Respectifully submitted,

Karen L. Taylor
Secretary
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Mansfield Youth Service Bureau Advisory Board
MINUTES '

Tuesday, April 14, 2009
12:00 noon @ Mansfield Town Hall
Conf. B

PRESENT: E. Mantzaris (Chair), . Perrotti

K. Grunwald (staff), P. Michalak (staff), K. McNamara, (Staff)
K. Taylor (Secretary) '

ABSENT: J. Marchon, C. Morrell, S. Riffle, H. Spottiswoode, E. Griffin, A. Hoyt

Call to Order: Chair E. Mantzaris called the meeting to order at 12:02 PM.

Approval of minutes: The minutes of the 3/17/09 were not approved as
there was not a quorum of Board Members present o do so.

Reports

Director's Report — K. Grunwald updated the Board members on the Town
budget, informing them that a social work position at the Senior Center had
been reduced to 20 per week.

F. Perrotti requested that K. Grunwald and P. Michalak be the voice for the
Youth Service Bureau and inform the Town Council and the Town Manager of
the history of Mansfield’s. YSB. This includes how the Bureau has functioned
in prior years, what the reductions have been, and what the needs are in
order to serve the youth of Mansfield.

F. Perrotti also suggested using more volunteers to support the Youth Service
Bureau fo assist them in meeting the needs of the community. He stated that
he does not believe that the Town Council and Town Manager are aware of
all that the YSB does to serve this community and the efforts it takes to
accomplish what they do.

P. Michalak suggested that the Town Manager should attend at least one
Youth Service Advisory Board meeting per year. E. Mantzaris and F. Perrotti
requested that K. Grunwald and P. Michalak invite Matt Hart, Town Manager
to the next Board meeting on May 12, 2009.

K. Grunwald informed the Board that the Department has obtained the “My
Senior Center” software, and that it will be used Department wide for case
management, data collection and reporting.

Coordinator's Report — P. Michalak advised the Board that she and K.
McNamara would be meeting with the Board of Education on April 16, 2009 to
inform them of the services that are provided and how the two entities can
collaborate in order to serve the youth of Mansfield better.

P. Michalak summarized the montiﬁggagtivities listed below for the board:




March 2009 Activities

Teen Center: Meeting with community center regarding expanding our
involvement with teen center programs

JUMP: After school leadership training group with Ken Caputo. Group meets
weekly for the next 14 weeks. Off to a great start more than 25 students signed
up and program expected to continue to grow.

Martial Arts Exhibition Tournament: Villari’s of North Windham showcased many
of our students. Great event for families!

Parent Group: Jay O’Keefe spoke with our group regarding programs and
activities for youth and families at the Mansfield Community Center.

UConn Baseball Team: Serving as mentors in our Cope Program in the
elementary schools and also corresponding through post cards to students in our
rmentoring program. '

Grief Matters: Dedication ceremony of the YSB computer in our office waiting
room in memory of Jimmy Mooney. Jimmy’s family and friends as well as the
Grief Matters group participated in the event.

Death of a parent: YSB supported a Mansfield youth and her family following the
sudden and unexpected death of her father.

PAWS: Peers Are Wonderful Support Leadership Conference: YSB staff
participated in planning and facilitating of the two day workshop with over 400
middle school and high school students from 15 towns in attendance. Nine
Mansfield middle school students attended.

JOY: Jorgensen- Ouf- Reach to Youth. Many YSB children and their parents
received complementary tickets to attend the Cinderella Bailet as well as the
African Children’s Choir.

Grandparent’'s Raising Grandchildren’s Group: Grandparents are stepping
forward to nurture and care for their grandchildren in the absence of their
parents. Dealing with the separation and loss is challenging for these children
and often emotionally overwhelming.

Grandparents are finding support with this group.

Lucky Strike bowling: YSB Staff accompanied middle school students from
Carrie Holman's class and their parents to fun family night of pizza and bowling.

Goodwin school consultant: YSB coordinator and consultant for the Goodwin
after school program made a site visit and offered recommendations.

V. Old Business — K. Grunwald handed out the K-12 Vision plan that he and P.
Michaiak prepared for the Board to review and approve. [t was noted that the

-31-



VL

notes from the March 17, 2009 discussion on this Action Plan were missing.
A discussion ensued over the information in the Action Plan and how this may
be of assistance in identifying the needs of youth in this community. A
decision was made to table this agenda item until the next Board meeting. K.
Grunwald and P. Michalak agreed to develop an expanded Action Plan prior
to the next meeting that will encompass some of the elements of expanding
Youth Services. The Advisory Board will review this revised plan prior to
submitting it to the Strategic Planning Steering Committee.

New Business
The update on the budget was covered in the Directors Report.

Other
None

Adjournment: The meeting adjourned at 12:53 PM.

NOTE: The next meeting is scheduled for May 12th at noon in Conference
Room B.

Respectfully submitted,

Karen L. Taylor
Secretary
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Mansfield Commission on Aging Minutes
Monday, April 20, 2009

Attending: C. Pellegrine, M. Ross, S. Gordon, M. Thatcher, C. Phillips, T. Rogers, Holinko,
J.Kenny, J. Quarto _ :
Reprets: K. Grunwald, P. Richardson, T. Quinn

The meeting was called to order at 9:35 by vice-chair Pellegrine.
C. Phillips agreed to take notes.
T. Quinn is recovering after surgery. The Commission looks forward to his early retum.
The minutes of the March 9, 2009 meeting were moved to approval by M. Thatcher and. Phillips.
Accepted.

There was no correspondence.
New Business: The Mansfield 2020 Action Plan for Senior Services were reviewed and
discussed:

Senior Center: a new facility, centrally located was preferred to the renovation of the
present building or the relocation of a new building. ‘

Board of Seniors: there is a need o redefine the responsibilities of the COA as a
commission for the Human Services Dept. If senior needs are not being met..

Communication: this should be a priority for Human Services. The use of technology is
preferred to keeping a pamphlet up-dated.

Transportation: there is a need to expand services to less accessible areas. Park and ride
service was suggested. Use of volunteer drivers was also considered.

Tax relief for seniors: check with Tax Dept. About present benefits.

Employment of seniors: encourage local businesses.
The vice chair asked that the Commission prioritize the Mansfield 2020 action plan based on
need. Agreed on:

1. Commumnication about health services

2. Transportation |

3. New senior center '
Optional Reports: Jean Ann Kenny reviewed her monthly reports for February and March, 2009.
She distributed the agenda and minutes for the MCNR Advisory Committee meeting on 4/18/09
and the New Samaritan Board Report.
Old Business: The COA Long Range Plan 2007-2010. The items are similar to Mansfield 2020
Action Plans for Senior Services. These were discussed under New Business.
Adjournment: The meeting adjourned at 11:15 am. Next meeting will be May 11 at 9:30 am.

Respectfully submitted,
Carol Phillips
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VOL 4, PG 207
MANSFIELD ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS — REGULAR MEETING

MINUTES
FEBRUARY 11, 2009

Chairman Pellegrine called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chamber of
the Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building.
Present: Members ~ Katz, Péllegrine, Wright

Alternates — Accorsi, Clauson, Gotch

Absent: Members — Fraenkel, Singer-Bansal

EDWARD C. HALL ( CONTINUANCE) ~7:00 PM

To hear comments on the application of Edward C. Hall, 40 Mountain Rd, for a Special
Exception of Art IX, Sec C.2.b for 2 lot line revision that would reduce the existing non-
conforming frontage by 8. This would eliminate 33” frontage on Storrs Rd, leaving
second, existing 25’ frontage on Mountain Rd.

.Clauson, Gotch, Katz, Pellegriné & Wright will act as voting members for this hearing.

Pellegrine clarified that it was not up to the ZBA to determine if Blacksmith Shop Road
is considered a town road or to determine ownership of the land that is being disputed.
This application is for a Special Exception (which does not require hardship, only that it
will not adversely affect the neighborhood) to reduce the existing non-conforming
frontage from 33’ to 25° for 40 Mountain Road. '

Mr. Hall purchased the 33” strip of land on Rte 195 to access the 12 acres he owns in the
back which he uses to harvest firewood. There are no existing structures on the property
and he has no intentions of developing the lot.

Certified receipts were received, showing the abutters had received public hearing
notices. Mention was made at last month’s meeting that adequate information regarding
the application was not included with these notices. It was decided that the abutters were
now aware of the details of the application or had sufficient time to request further
information.

Business Meeting:

Katz moved to approve the application of Edward C. Hall, 40 Mountain Rd, for a Special
E_xception of Art IX, Sec C.2.b for a lot line revision that would reduce the existing non-
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conforming frontage by 8°. This would eliminate 33° frontage on Storrs Rd, leaving
second, existing 25° frontage on Mountain Rd, as shown on submitted plan.

In favor: Clauson, Gotch, Katz, Pellegrine, Wright
Reasons for approval:

- It doesn’t appear that it will affect the character of the neighborhood
- Neighborhood acceptance

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM JANUARY 14,2009
Wright moved to approve the minutes of January 14, 2009 as presented.

Allin favor

BUSINESS MEETING:

Curt Hirsch spoke regarding the regulations for satellite dish antennas. Due to current
FCC regulations, our regulations need to be changed, which is something that is being
worked on.

It was discussed whether or not a refund should be granted for the Guo application. It

was decided that a decision should wait until further information comes from the town
attorney. '

ADJOURNMENT

Meeting was adjourned at 8:00 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

Julie Wright
Secretary
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ARTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Meeting of Tuesday, 06 January 2009
Mansfield Community Center (MCC) Conference Room
MINUTES

1. The meeting was caled to order at 7:05p by Acting Chair Jay Ames. Members present: Jay Ames, Leon Bailey,

" Kim Bova, Scoit Lehmann, Joan Prugh, Blanche Serban. Members absent: none. Others present: Taylor Anderson,

Joan Cole, Nancy Conlon, Mary Francis (c.8:00p)}, Jay O’Keefe (staff).
2. The draft minutes of the 02 December 08 meeting were approved as written.

3. MCC art displays.

a. Taylor Anderson brought digital prints of the 16 photographs he intends to display in the hallways and
lower sitting room areas during the winter quarter, starting 15 January. Ali were approved for exhibit.

b. Joan Cole showed the lithographs of snowscapes around her house that she proposes to exhibit in the upper
sitting room area during the winter quarter. The Comunittee approved her exhibit, which could be installed
before 15 January, since the space is now empty. _

¢.  Nancy Conlon brought additional decorative items, which she would like to include in her exhibit. The
Coramittee had no problem with any of them, though it suggested that the sample of gilding seemed a little out
of place and might be omitted. Ms. Conlon was urged to include in her exhibit information on the decorative
techniques employed.

d. Alex Delehanty has applied to exhibit sculpy work displayed in shadow boxes or used to decorate
whimsical clocks. Based on the photos submitted, the Committee tentatively approved his exhibit for the spring
quarter, starting 15 April. The display cases are probably the most appropriate area, but Joan will call to find
out what space he wants.

e. William Staliman has re-applied to show animal sculptures made from found objects. (The Committee
approved a previous application only to have Mr. Stallman withdraw at the last minute.) Assuming that Mr.
Delehanty wants the display cases in the spring, the earliest Mr. Stallman could have them is the summer
quarter, starting 15 July. '

Entry cases Sitting room Hall@ay
hibi :
Exhibit Period Double-sided Shelves Upper (3) Lower (3) Long (5) Short (2)
Fall Martin Bloom Martin Bloom

15 Oct— 15 Jan {collage) {collage)

Winter Naney Conlon Joan Cole Taylor Anderson
15 Jan — 15 Apr {decorated boxes, frames, etc.) ¢lithographs) {photos)

Spring Alex Delehaniy?
15 Apr—15 jul (sculpy work)

4. Committee membership. Anita Bacon has resigned, so the Committee has an opening. Tom Bruhn may be
interested; Jay O’K will ask. Jay A. would like to relinquish his position as de facto Chair, and Kim volunteered to

chair future meetings.

5. Coffee house readings. Mary Francis, who belongs to a memoir writing group organized through the Center for

Learning in Retirement, suggested a program at which 8-10 members would each read short excerpis (say, 7

minites) from their work, to be followed by informal conversation over refreshments — about 2 hours in all. The

Committee was enthusiastic about this proposal and suggested that she arrange with Jay O’K a date and tine for the
program (probably a weekday evening in late February or March). The Committee should probably see in advance
what is going to be read, so that those attending could be warned of potentially upsetting material.

6. Insurance. Jay O’K reported that the Town may be able to include art displayed at the MCC in its insurance
coverage (or add a rider to do so). Artists wounld need to list and value works individually. Jay has drafted a revised
consent form, which Scott volunteered to refine to make clear that artists who do not do so thereby waive insurance

coverage.

7. 2009 meeting schedule. On second thought, the Commitiee agreed to meet on the first Tuesdéy in September
rather than the second (L.e., on 01 Sep 09 rather than 08 Sep 09). Jay O’K will forward the corrected schedule to the
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Town Clerk.
8. Adjourned at 8:36p. Next meeting: Tuesday, 03 February 09, 7:00p.

Scott Lehmann, Acting Secretary, 07 January (09
Approved: 03 March 09
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ARTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Meeting of Tuesday, 03 March 2009
Mansfield Community Center (MCC) Conference Room
MINUTES

1. The meeting was caHed to order at 7:05p by Acting Chair Kim Bova. Members present: Jay Ames, Kim Bova,
Thomas Bruhn, Joan Prugh, Blanche Serban. Members absent: Leon Bailey, Scott Lehmann. Others present. Jay
O’Keefe (staff).

2. The draft minutes of the 06 January 2009 meeting were approved as written.
3. No public comments were received since the last meeting.

4. Correspondence. Taylor Anderson would like to have a reception on Wednesday, April 1%, at 3:30 p.m. He
plans to show the committee the invitations before he sends them out.

5. Coifee house readings. Mary Francis organized a Memoir Reading session to be held at the Commumty Center
on Tuesday, March 3, 7 to 9 p.m. Joah Prugh plans to participate.

6. Downtown Partnership. Kim reported that the town is planning for the Mansfield Festival to be held on
September 11-12-13. Due to changes in the budget, a tent for displaying art might not be available, and the town
proposes to show the art inside the empty building space behind Store 24/7. The Saturday firework show could be
replaced by a Jocal talent show. A local entertainment could also be organized on Friday evening. Thomas will
inquire at the Ballard Institute of Puppetry about the possibility of organizing a puppetry performance.

7. Insurance for the art on display at the Community Center. Jay O. reported he had filed a request to include art
displayed at the MCC in its insurance coverage, and is waiting for the insurance response. He will be able to specify
the value of the coverage to the next meeting. The exhibition application was revised so that insurance coverage
would be offered to the artists who list and value their works individually, while the artists who do not do so thereby
would waive insurance coverage

8. Membership update. The committee welcomed Thomas Brubn as a new member. Jay O. reported that Leon
Bailey resigned. The Committee again has an opening,

9, MCC art displays.
a. The town is interested in organizing an art display celebrating the Earth Day between April 15™ and May
1. Also, the town wants to reserve the glass cases for a display advertising the Town Festival during the
month of September.
b. Joan found out that Alex Delehanty is interested in using both glass cases for the sculpy show.
¢.  Coming exhibitions. Kim will invite a focal artist to exhibit her quilts. Jay A. and Blanche will bring
applications for exhibitions to the next meeting. The Committee discussed ways to involve the local elementary
and middle schools to organize an exhibition of children’s art, The members agreed that spring might be the
best time for such a show, and that the art teachers should be in charge of selecting the artwork. Blanche will
inguire informally about this at Goodwin Elemeritary School. Jay A. volunteered to draft a letter to the art
teachers inviting them to put together an exhibition next year,

Entry cases Sitting room Hallway

ibit Peri :
Exhibit Period - 5 o sided Shelves Upper (5) Lower (3) Long (5) Short (2)

Winter Nancy Conlon Joan Cole Tavior Anderson
15 Jan - 15 Apr {decorated boxes, frames, etc.) {lithographs) {photos)

Spring Alex Delehanty

15 Apr—15 Jul {sculpy work)

Summer " William Staliman ?
15 Ful = 15 Oct (sculptured made from found

objects)

8. Adjourned at 8:05 p.m. Next meeting: Tuesday, 07 April 09, 7:00 p..
Blanche Serban, Acting Secretary, 03 March 09; approved 05 May 09
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COMMITTEE ON THE QUALITY OF LIFE
Minutes of Meeting, May 7, 2009
Employee Lounge, Mansfield Town Hall

Members Present: Helen Koehn (Chair), Bruce Clouette, Denise Keane, David Morse,
Steve Rhodes.
Staff Present: Mike Ninteau, Gregory Padick, lim Hintz.

Meeting called to order at 7:40 p.m.
S. Rhodes agreed to serve as Recording Secretary.

The minutes of the Aprif 8, 2009 meeting were approved, correcting the spelling of
Steve Rhodes’s name. '

PUBLIC COMMENT

No members of the public were present. ‘

J. Hintz noted that Committee member Dana White is graduating from UConn and has
resigned from the Committee. The Committee agreed that J. Hintz may submit
nominations of students for the vacant seat to Chair H. Koehn, who will forward to the
Town’s Committee on Committees. H. Koehn will write a letter of thanks to Dana White
on behalf of the Committee for her service.

CHAIRPERSON’S REPORT ‘ .

H. Koehn has scanned documents on the definition of ‘family’ in zoning regulations and
municipal ordinances on parking at residential rental properties. The documents will be
placed on the Committee’s web site and members should be prepared to discuss them
at the next meeting. '

ACTION ITEMS

6{a) Water testing provisions.

M. Ninteau recommended no change in the Town’s water-testing requirements
{memorandum, Apri! 30, 2009, as distributed to the Committee). The Town does not
have access to water-testing data beyond the information available in the existing
permitting process. in previous discussion, the Committee was divided on whether the
two-year testing provision should be shortened, extended, or eliminated. Atthe
Committee’s February 12 meeting, Rob Miller, Director of Heaith for the Eastern
Highland Health District, recommended continuing the two-year cycle.’

Discussion: Presently 1200 units require a rental certificate in Mansfield. The vast
majority are served by public water systems or large welis that receive routine
monitoring. Approximately 100-150 units ~ mostly single-family residences — fall under
the current two-year testing requirement. There are provisions in place for prompt
action should water-quality problems be spontaneously discovered in these units. D.
Morse suggested that the recommendation of two years is too conservative and that
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the Committee seek additional professional opinions. B. Clouette said he is not
impressed with testing as a protective or predictive procedure, and suggested the Town
explore outreach efforts to landlords and tenants on water safety, noting that everyone
wants housing to be safe but Town efforts to promote safety should be cost- and
procedure-effective.

Action: B. Clouette moved to table further discussion of water testing. D. Morse second.
Motion passed.

6{h) Mansfield 20/20 vision points regarding housing.

Discussion: B. Clouette suggested that members divide up the action points to gather
information and report back to the Committee. Much more information is needed on
some of the steps, particularly 6 and 7. S. Rhodes noted that the public expects that
these proposed Action Steps be individually reviewed and evaluated. Since the
Committee’s last meeting, B. Clouette reported to the Town Council that this
Committee is willing to undertake review of the neighborhood preservation item
discussed at the April 8 meeting. G. Padick noted that the Council expects to receive
from the Committee the completed form that accompanied the Action Steps.

Action: H. Koehn will complete the form and submit to the Town Council. B. Clouette
will take responsibility to research Action Points 6 and 7. S. Rhodes will take Points 8
and 9. D. Morse will take Point 2. The Committee agreed to delay consideration of
Point 1 as a low priority, and to delete Action Points 4 and 5 since they propose action
that falls outside the Town’s legal taxing authority as defined by the State. Point 3 was
iliegible on the copies distributed to members, so M. Ninteau will distribute a clear copy
before the next rrieeting. ‘

Discussion: D. Morse questioned why Point 2 would be necessary, in light of existing
Town ordinances. S. Rhodes observed that the underlying question is whether the
Town should rely on police officers or zoning/iandlord-tenant procedures to control
nuisance behavior. B. Clouette suggested that the Committee not take the language in
Point 2 too literally, but rather agree to confront the problem and propose solutions.
He noted that landlord initiative {or lack of initiative) is decisive in whether a rental
property becomes a problem, and suggested we research best practices. H. Koehn asks
that the Committee consider issties of affordable housing.

6{c) Residential rental parking.

Discussion: M. Ninteau noted that the Town receives many complaints from citizens
about parking conditions at rental units in their neighborhoods. Any additional Town
regulation of parking would require considerable expense for staffing and
administration costs. B. Clouette asked if parking could be restricted to behind rental
units. M. Ninteau noted that it would be necessary to grandfather existing units if the
Town did not wish to require existing units to incur substantial costs in reconfiguring
parking arrangements. G. Padick noted that environmental concerns might prohibit
parking relocation on individual sites, and that existing zoning laws exempt single-family
houses. B. Clouette asked how parking could be effectively regulated as the ongoing
patiern of conversions of single-family homes to rental units continues, if an ordinance
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could apply to new conversions only. S. Rhodes suggested the restriction apply to new
construction of any single-family or rental unit. D. Morse was concerned that Section
302.8 Motor Vehicles as distributed would seem to unfairly prohibit individuals from
working on their own automobiles on their property and suggested that the ordinance
set an explicit time period, after which a vehicle would be in violation. M. Ninteau
noted that the ordinance is used for junk cars sitting for long periods and suggested that
enforcement be discretionary to the professional enforcement staff rather than
enacting a time period and incurring additional administrative costs monitoring
individua! vehicles. D. Morse stated that he favored a specified time period in spite of
these concerns. J. Hintz brought to the Committee’s attention existing problems with
abandoned cars on rental property, where landlords have not taken steps to remove
those abandoned vehicles.

7. Future action items

{(a) H. Koehn asked Committee members to review the materials on definition of Family
and be prepared to discuss at the next meeting.

{b) The Committee agreed to defer consideration of aleohol-server training to a later
meeting. ' '

Meeting adjourned at 9:00 p.m.
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Approved Minutes
TOWN OF MANSFIELD
COMMUNECATIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Monday, April 20, 2009
Audrey P. Beck Municipal Building - Conference Room C

Members Present: Leila Fecho, Aline Booth, Toni Moran

Members Absent: Joyce Crepeau, Richard Pellegrine, Patrick McGlamery

L

1L

I11.
IV.

V.

VL

VIL

VL

Meeting NOT Called to order as no quorum present.

Approval of Minutes — Without a quorum, minutes to be approved at next
meeting.

Public Comment — No public in attendance.

Old Business
No discussion

New Business
NEXT MEETING: May 4th in Conference Room B.

Reports — no additional reports

Communications
None

Adjournment

Because there was no quorum, there was no meeting.
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‘Approved Minutes
Town of Mansfield
Communication Advisory Committee
Audrey P. Beck Building, Conference Room B
April 6, 2009, 7:00 p.m.

Members present; Toni Moran, Aline Booth, Jche Crepeau, Leila Fecho
Members absent: Patrick McGlamery, Richard Pellegrine
Staff: Jaime Russell

I. The meeting was called to order at 7.05 p.m. by Chairpeison Toni Moran
. The minutes of the March 16, 2009 meeting were approved as presented.
ll. Public comment - none

iV. Old Business

Strategic Plan Response
Leila reviewed the action steps with regard o our goals. She will draft
an answer and give members one week to review the drafi before it is sent to the
Town Managers office.

Budget Process
The need for transparency of information on the Web was discussed.

In the interest of getting more information to citizens, Toni will check with the
Connecticut Conference of Municipalities (CCM) to see if there are legal
ramifications to blogging. This would be the responsibility of the Town Council,
not the CAC. The Citizens guide was reviewed also. It was suggested that the
dates should not be on the last page, but on page one. Graphic representations
such as pie charts would also be helpful.

Referendum Process ,
Discussion centered on Town advocacy which is not legally allowed
once a date for a referendum has been set. This does not prohibit private groups
from advocating for or against the budget.

Membership Issues
There was no communication from the Town Council. it was decided
that members whose ferms were expiring would continue to serve until they
resign or a successor is appointed.
V. There was no new business, no reports or communications.

Next Meeting:
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Monday, April 20, at 7 p.m. Present agenda items continue to be discussed at
this meeting.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:35 p.m.

Respectfuily submitted
Aline Booth
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COMMITTEE ON THE QUALITY OF LIFE
Minutes of Meeting, April 8, 2009

Members: Joseph Briody, Bruce Clouette, Joan Fried, Steve Rhodes, Dana White
Staff: Mike Ninteau, Matthew Hart, Kevin Grunwald, Gregory Padick, Jim
Hintz

J. Briody was chosen to chair the meeting. Meeting called to order at 7:35 p.m.
B. Clouette was chosen fo serve as Recording Secretary.

The minutes of the February 12, 2009 meeting were approved without change.

PUBLIC COMMENT -1
Two members of the public were present; neither chose to speak at this point.

AGENDA

Members and staff discussed the committee’s agenda. K. Grunwald informed the
committee that an ordinance was being studied that would provide for some town
regulation of businesses serving or selling alcohol, and asked if the commiitee would like
to have a chance to review it. M. Ninteau noted that there were at least five other
pending items. The consensus was that the committee would receive the draft ordinance
by email, when it was ready, and would then prioritize discussion of it along with all
other pending items. J. Fried asked that the committee spend more time discussing
behavior rather than definitions of family. '

STAFF REPORT

M. Hart updated the committee on the status of the proposed changes to the public safety
ordinance. He noted that in the public cornment process, objections were registered both
by some tenants and by some landlords. The town attorney was researching further the
question of whether the town could, as the ordinance change proposed, hold landlords
responsible for the need to respond repeatedly to disturbances on their property. J. Fried
noted that many owners of student rental properties were participating constructively in
the Campus Community Partnership discussions. S. Rhodes noted the difficulty of
enforcing lease provisions. J. Briody cited examples from other areas where it was

. common 1o restrict access to property and wondered whether property owners’ allowing
unrestricted access to apartment complexes in Mansfield was reasonable. J. Hintz’s
opinion was that the various apartment complexes had historical identities that, in part,
explained why residents of some complexes chose to live there. M. Hart said he thought -
that the issue of revising the ordinance could be resolved before the beginning of the next
academic year.

ACTION ITEM: HOUSING CODE AMENDMENT

S. Rhodes moved, seconded by B. Clouette, that the committee endorse changing the
frequency of septic-tank servicing from two years to four years. M. Ninteau noted that,
in addition to that requirement, the housing code provided general language regarding an
functioning system for handling waste. The committee continued the discussion of the
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water-test requirement. B. Clouette questioned whether water testing was in fact
effective, given the recent experience with contamination at a property that had monthly
testing. S. Rhodes said that the water-testing requirement was necessary in light of local
government’s responsibility to maintain public health. In response to a committee
member’s question, member of the public Christopher Kueffner questioned whether a test
that was less expensive than a certified test might be used. J. Fried asked for more
evidence on the effectiveness of water testing, and M. Ninteau said staff would research
and report. The consensus was that the septic-tank change should be implemented at this
time, but that the water-test needed more consideration and would be kept as a pending
itern. The motion was approved unanimously.

ACTION ITEM: REVIEW MANSFIELD 2020 STRATEGIC PLAN

M. Hart reviewed the strategic planning process with the committee. The Town Council
will approve an implementation strategy after the Town Manager consults with various
existing committees regarding points in the plan that would seem relevant to their
respective missions. This committee reviewed three possible points:

1: Working with the University to have more students housed on campus
2: Promoting neighborhoods
3. Encouraging affordable housing

On the first point, S. Rhodes reported that the University was housing 400 more students
this year through reconfiguration of existing buildings, and it may be that an additional
200 could be accommodated, but there were no plans to build additional on-campus
housing. He noted that the University houses a very high percentage of students as it is.
J. Fried asked if additional increases in the student body were anticipated. S. Rhodes
distinguished between policy decisions regarding increased numbers of students (none on
the horizon) and unavoidable ghitches resulting from attempts to predict the number of
accepted students who will actually choose to come to UConn. The consensus was that
this was an issue of interest to the committee, and that we will follow developments
related to this issue, but that it would not be a Strategic Plan action item that the
committee would be the most appropriate to undertake. Other entities—Town-Gown,
Community Campus Partnership—might be more appropriate.

The consensus was that the second point—neighborhood preservation—was exactly in
line with the charge of this committee. The committee asked that the Council consider
assigning development of this Strategic Plan action item to the committee. The
committee will use the Strategic Plan in carrying forward its mission.

On the third point, the committee agreed that the affordable housing issue was relevant,
but that we should prioritize our work to concentrate on the second point, neighborhood
issues. K. Grunwald reported that the Housing Authority and Social Services were
discussing setting up a task force on the issue of affordable housing. J. Fried commented
that any consideration of this issue should take in neighboring towns, especially
Windham.
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MINUTES PROCEDURE
The consensus was that February minutes as prepared by D. White were very well done
and provided an appropriate level of detail.

MEETING SCHEDULE/NEXT STEPS

It was agreed that the committee would meet at 7:30 p.m. the first Thursday of each
month, place of meeting to be determined. Future agenda items will include ways to
control parking, water testing, and the possibility of a local alcohol ordinance.

PUBLIC COMMENT - i

Christopber Kueffner applauded the “bookend” public comment proceduse and offered a
number of observations: ‘

e There is a need for an objective approach to water testing that supplements the
" advocacy approach of public-health officials.

e Perhaps there is a way to specify the septic-tank requirement in a way that allows
inspectors to take into account the individual circumstances of each property.

e There is a need to better integrate off-campus students into the life of the
comumnunity, especially graduate students.

‘Meeting adjourned at 8:50 p.m.
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ftem #10

TOWN OF MANSFIELD

Police / Resident Troopers Office
4 South Eagleville Road
Mangsfield, CT 06250

(860) 429-6024 Telephone

(860) 429-4090 Facsimile

MEMORANDUM
5/21/09

Mr. Hart,
Mansfield Town Manager

In response to your inquiry regarding communication between Troop C and the
Mansfield Resident Troopers Office I would like to share the following information.

There are several avenues of information sharing between Troop C and the Mansfield
office.

o Roll call - Roll call at the Troop is an important source of information. Roll call
is held at the beginning of each shift and an oncoming Resident Trooper would be
briefed on any pertinent events form the previous shifis. Roll calls are attended
regularly by Resident Troopers. (stolen vehicles, recent arrests, BOLOs and other
noteworthy events are covered)

» Read and sign books- Information is also conveyed through the use of read and
sign books at both Troop C and the Mansfield office. Troopers are required to
periodically sign off on information to be disseminated and are responsible for
knowledge of the contents. (Information regarding the UConn protocol is an
example of correspondence which was passed on through both roll call and the
read and sign book).

s Radio/ Telephone Communication- There is consistent and ongoing dialog with
the previous and/or current shift supervisor / desk officer during regular business
hours. [am kept appraised as needed of any incidents or events requiring my
attention by the Troop C duty supervisor or desk officer.

o DPS Reports- I routinely check the “critical incident log” via computer for any

time period which I was away from the office. This is a useful tool to heip keep
me apprised of calls for service and police activity in town.
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s 24 /7 notification- I am available and have been contacted on numerous
occasions for any critical incidents (major crimes / serious accidents or
occurrences requiring immediate attention) which occur in the town of
Mansfield. The Troop Commander, Troop C duty sergeant, all Mansfield
Resident Troopers and the Town Manager have direct access if needed.

Please be reminded that the aforementioned list is simply an overview of methods of
communication between the Mansfield Office and Troop C and is in no way intended to
be all inclusive nor should it be taken as a response to any specific inquiry. If there are
any specific events which resulted in an actual or perceived lack of communication
please feel free to bring them to my attention.

Respectfully Submitted

Sgt James Kodzis #219
Mansfield Resident Trooper’s Office

Cc Lt. F. Conroy
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Ttem # 11

TOWN OF MANSFIELD

REGISTRAR OF VOTERS

Andrea Epling, Democratic Registrar of Voters AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING

Beverly Miela, Republican Registrar of Voters 4 SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3368. 3369

May 18, 2009

Dear Mr. Hart and Members of the Town Council:
Qur proposal to re-instate Southeast School as the permanent polling place for District-3
was twned down by the Board of Education.

The next step is to ask the Board of Education to close the schools on Election Day,
which a majority of area schools already do.

We have not yet proposed this to the Board of Education, but will do so in time for the
2010 election.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact us.
Thank you,
Andrea Epling, D-ROV

Beverly Miela, R-ROV
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ftffm #12

GREGORY J, PADICK, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

Memo to: Town Council, Zoning Board of Appeals, Conservation Commission, Agriculture
Committee, Open Space Preservation Committee, Bastern Highlands Health District,
Zoning Agent, Assistant Town Engineer/ Inland Wetland Agent, F1re Marshal

From: . Gregory J. Padick, Director of Planning CM
Date: May 11, 2009 |
Re: 4/27/09 Draft Revisions to the Zoning and Subdivision Regulations

Public Hearing Scheduled for June 15, 2009

Attached please find 4/27/09 draft revisions to the Zoning and Subdivision Regulations. The Planning
and Zoning Commission has scheduled a 6/15/09 Public Hearing to recetve any comments on the
proposed revisions and has referred the drafts to agencies and individuals noted above. Independent
referrals have been sent to the WINCOG Regional Planning Commission, neighboring Towns and the
Town Attorney. It would be appreciated if any referral comments are received in the Planning Office by
June 11, 2009. The draft revisions also w111 be filed with the Town Clerk and posted on Mansfield’s
webmte www.mansfieldct.org.

The proposed Zoning Regulation revisions include changes to Agiiculfural Regulations regarding the
‘keeping of animals, the deletion of an existing conversion provision, changes to the efficiency unit
provisions, the addition of a limited live music permit, refinements of provisions for mobile home park

. expansions, revisions to temporary occupancy provisions for recreational vehicles and new home
occupation provisions for vehicle, material and equipment storage for tradesmen and contractors.
Subdivision regulation revisions would refine yield plan requirements and would allow, subject to a PZC
waiver, up to five houses on a common driveway. Explanatory notes that follow each draft revision
provide more information on the draft revisions.

Please contact the Mansfield Planning Office at 429-3330 if you have any questions.
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LEGAL NOTICE
Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission

The Mansfield PZC will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, June 15, 2008, in the Council Chambers,
A.P. Beck Bldg., 4 S. Bagleville Rd, to hear comments on the following:

7:30 p.m PZC-proposed 4-27-09 draft revisions to numerous sections of Mansfield Zoning and
Subdivision Regulations. Draft revisions include:
I. Revisions to Art. TV, VII and X to reorganize, clarify and add new standards for agricultural uses,
" particularly the keeping of animals as a secondary use. Wetlands and a residence use area would be
excluded from acreage needed to keep animals or qualify for a farm. Other revisions address
potential environmental, neighborhood impact or animal welfare issues;
Revisions to Art. IIl and IV to address property in more than one town or more than one zone;
Deletion of Art. VII, Sec. G that authorizes additional dwelling units as a “conversion”;
Addition of a new limited live music permit that can be approved by the Zoning Agent;
Revisions to Art. VII, to exempt small satellite dish antennae from setback requirements and to
authorize potential height exceptions for wind turbines; ‘
Revistons to Art. X, to recognize community wells as pubhc water facilities;
Revisions to Art. X, F., to limit mobile home park expansions to original 10ts and to clarify standards
for temporary occupancy of travel trailérs, motor homes, etc.,
8. Revisions to Art. X, M., to clarify efficiency unit requirements for kitchen areas and owner-
occupancy,;
9. Revisions to Art. X, O., to add the Timited storage or parking of vehicles, equipment and/or materials
as a home occupation use. Specific standards are included in the draft regulations;
10. Revisions to Art. XL, to refine the list of activities needing zoning permits and to authorlzc the
Zoning Agent to accept bonds for work authorized by a Zoning Permit;
11. Revisions.to Subd. Regs. Sec. 3 and 6.10 to define yield plan and clarify yield plan submission and
approval requirements, particularly with respect to associated Inland Wetland Agency reviews;
12. Revisions to Subd. Regs. Sec. 7.10 to authorize, with a % vote comimon driveways serving 4 or 5
houses.

bl

e

At this Hearing, interested persons may be heard and written communications ‘receiyed. No information
from the public shall be received after the close of the Public Hearing. Additional information,
including the wording of the proposed zoning and subdivision regulations, is available in the Mansfield
Planning and Town Clerks Offices and at www.mansfieldct.org.

R. Favretti, Chair
K. Holt. Secretary

TO BE PUBLISHED Monday, June 1, and Tuesday, June 9, 2009

**PLEASE CHARGE TO THE MANSFIELD PZC/IWA ACCOUNT
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- 10.

11.

12.

13.

Preliminary Listing of Draft Regulation Revisions

(Public Hearing Scheduled for 6/ 15/09)
(see specific 4/27/09 Drafts for Details)

Comprehensive revi sion of Agriculture Regﬁlations, particularly regarding the keeping of
animals on lots less than 6 acres, excluding wetlands and a 1 acre dwelling area.

Refinement of the definition of lot and provisions for lots in two municipalities to address
town line issues.

Eliminétion of permitted use provisions for conversions of 20+ year old dwellings into 2 or 3
dwelling units,

Revision of live music permit provisions to establish a new accessory-oriented, live music
category that could be approved with zoning permit.

Revision of setback provisions for small dish antennas

Addition of wind turbines to the types of structures where a special permit can be sought to
exceed standard height requirements.

Clarification of multi-family public water supply requirements regarding acceptance of
commuuify wells,

. Revision of Regulations re: temporary occupancy of recreational vehicles, camp trailers, etc.

Revisions to Mobile Home Park Regulations to limit potential expansions to original park
sites.

Refinement of efficiency unit regulations regarding kitchen and bathroom areas and proof of
OWIET OCCUPancy. |

Revision of Home Occupation reguiatlons re: authorization of vehicle, matenal and.
equipment storage for tradesmen, contractors, etc.

Revision of Zoning Permit provisions regarding site work and other improvements, such as
new roads, driveways, drainage and Certificate of Compliance provisions regarding bonding.

Revisions to subdivision Yield Plan provisions, particularly with respect to Inland Wetland
Agency review and approval. :

14. Revision of subdivision common driveway prov1smns to allow, with a 3% vote waiver, up to

5 houses on a common drive.
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Proposed Revisions to Mansfield’s Zoning Regulations and Subdivision Regulations

(New provisions are underlined or otherwise indicated)

(Deletions are [bracketed] or otherwise indicated)

(Explanatory Notes are provided to assist with an understanding of the proposed revisions. These notes are not
part of the proposed zoning and subdivision revisions.) '

Proposed Zoning Regulation Revisions

A, Agriculture Use Regulation Revisions:

1.

In Article IV- Delete existing subsections B.3 (definiticn of animal unit} and B.4 (definition of
avocational lifestock)

In Article VIL Section G- Delete existing subsections 13, 14, 15 and 16 and add a new subsection 13 to
read as follows: ,
4. Agsricultural Uses as per the provisions of Article X, Section U. Certain Agricultural uses require

special permit approval in accordance with Article V Section B and/or Zoning Permmit approval in
accordance w1th Article XI, Section C. :

In Article X, add a new subsection U to read as foliows:
U. Agricultural Uses

1.

Statement of Purpose
T ocal farms contribute to Mansfield’s diversity, economy and scenic character and help preserve

an important link to the agricultural history of the town and region. This section is designed to

promote the retention of existing agricultural uses, encourage riew agricultural uses and provide
appropriate standards and permit processes to address potential environmental impact,
neighborhood impact and animal welfare issues.

For the purposes of these regulations, agriculture is considered: The growing of crops: raising of
Livestock: and, the storing, processing and sale of agricultural and horticultural products and
commodities, including those defined in Connecticut General Statutes Section 1-1g, as incidental
to agricultural operations.

Agricultural and horticultural uses such as field crops, orchards, greenhouses and accessory

buildings and facilities are permitted, provided the following standards are met:

a. There is no commercial production or cominercial processing of fertilizers;

b. All State and Federal requirements, including pest control and provisions for the storage and
use of fertilizers, pesticides, fungicides and other chemicals, are met. The Planning and
Zoning Commission shall have the right to require from the subject property owner complete
records and data required by State or Federal agencies that pertain to the subject agricultural
or horticultural use, including information on fertilizers, pesticides, fungicides and chemical
uses onsite. All agricultural and horticultural uses are expected to utilize "Best Management
Practices” and "Integrated Pest Management" practices as recommended by the State Dep't.
of Agriculture, the University of Connecticut or the Connecticut Agnculturai Expériment
Station;

c. All other applicable sections of Mansfield's Zoning Regulations, including the Performance
Standards cited in Article VI, Section B shall be met;

d. All agricultural or horticultural uses involving onsite display and sales of products, including
temporary stands, pick-your-own operations or permanent retail sales outlets shall comply
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with the foﬂowzng standards. It is the intent of these standards to authorize the onsite
retailing of agricultural or horticultural products primarily grown or produced on the subject
property or other land owned, leased or used by the subject property owner. Furthermore,
these standards are designed to prevent retail operations where a significant portion of the
products displayed and sold are grown or produced on sites that are not owned, leased or
used by the subject property owner, as this type of retail operation is more appropriately
located in one of the Town's commercial zones. (Any questions regarding these provisions
shall be reviewed with the Planning and Zoning Commission);

1.

o

The onsite display and sales of products shall be limited to agricultural and horticultural
products grown on the premises or on other land owned, leased or used by the property
owner, a limited amount of agricultural and horticultural products grown offsite on land
not owned, leased or used by the property owner, and a limited amount of products that
are accessory and associated with the agricultural or horticultural products sold on the
subject-site. Examples of accessory products include but are not limited to: wreaths or
tree stands associated with a Christmas tree farm; jams, jellies, herb vinegars or cider
associated with a fruit or vegetable farm; maple syrup associated with a sugar bush; and
seeds, fertilizers or peat moss associated with shrub, tree and bedding plant farm;

To address traffic safety concerms, adequate off-street parking shall be provided so that

customers and employees do not park on Town or State roads. A minimum of one off

street parking space for each five feet of stand or building length shall be provided
pursuant to Article X, Section D. Unless waived by the Commission after consideration
of potential neighborhood impacts and safety problems, all parking spaces shall meet the

setbacks contained in the Schedule of Dimensional requirements cited in Article VIII,

Section A, or be 100 feet from existing dwelling units on adjacent properties, whichever

setback is greater;

All driveway and parking areas shall be designed and constructed to promote vehicular

and pedestrian safety and the proper discharge of stormwater runoff. Safe and adequate

sightlines shall be provided at access drive intersections with Town or State streets. As
required, a driveway pernit shall be obtained from the Mansfield Public Works

Department or the State Department of Transportation;

In situations where sales or pick-vour-own operations, parking areas, or access driveways

are within one hundred (100) feet of an adjacent lot containing an existing residence,

buffering through the use of fencing, berming or evergreen screening shall be considered,
where appropriate, to help minimize neighborhood impacts;

All signs shall comply with the provisions of Article X, Section C; |

Temporary stands (display tables, shelving carts, structures less than 100 sq. ft. in area,

etc., that are readily movable and are only utilized seasonally during periods when

agricultural or horticultural products are harvested onsite or on other land owned, leased
or used by the property owner) and "pick-your-own" operations are permitted with

Zoning Permit approval, provided the following criteria are met:

a. the temporary stand is on the same site as the agricultural or horticultural use;

b. the provisions of subsection d.1 through d.5 above are met;

c. Any structures shall be at least thirty (30) feet from any lot line. The Planning and
Zoning Commission may waive this thirty-foot setback requirement, provided the
structures are seasonal and removed every year o a location that meets all setback
requirements of the Schedule of Dimensional Requirements cited in Article VIII,
Section A, and provided there are no neighborhood impact or safety problems
associated with locating the temporary stand within thirty (30) feet of a lot line.
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7. Permanent retail sales outlet (any fixture or structure other than a temporary stand as
provided for in Subsection d.6 above) that is utilized for retail purposes either seasonally
or for longer periods of time} are permitted, provided Special Permit approval is obtained
in accordance with Article V, Section B and provided the following additional criteria are
met: : :

a. the retail use is on the same site as the agricultural or horticultural use;
b. the provisions of subsection d(1) through d(5), above, are met

3 Keeping of Farmn Animals-Principal Farm Use
The keeping, breeding, or raising of beef or dairy cows, sheep, poultry, swine, goats, horses, and
other animals for either commercial or non-commercial purposes, and accessory buildings and
facilities, are permitted, provided the following standards and recommendations are addressed:

a. The subject lot is a minimum of five {5} acres in size exclusive of wetlands and watercourses
and, in situations where a residence is located on the subject lot, exclusive of a forty-
thousand (40,000} square foot minimum lot area for the residence and accessory buildings
and uses as required by Articie VIII Section B.6.

b. The animals are kept in a rnanner that conforms to all applicable regulations of the
Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection, the Connecticut Department of
Agriculture and the Connecticut Department of Public Health and with all applicable
provisions of the State Statutes.

c¢. Manure piles, stables, barns. and outside animal keeping areas (such as corrals or pens but
excluding fenced pastures) shall be a minimum of one hundred (100) feet from any adjacent
property line and a minimpum of seventy-five (75) feet from any well.

d. All structures and keeping areas shall meet RAR-90 setback requirements or where

- applicable, approved Building and Development Area Envelopes.

e. Best Management Practices shall be utilized for all manure piles. Surface water flows shall
be diverted away from manure piles, stables, barns and outmdc keeping areas such as corrals

01 pens.

f Zoning Pemmits, pursuant to Article X. Section C, shall be required for all buildings and
structures. '

g. It is recommended that all new pasture areas be a minimum of thirty-five (35) feet from
wetlands or watercourse areas and that all stables, bams and out51de animal keeping areas,
such as corrals or pens, be a minimum of one-hundred {100) feet from wetlands or
watercourse areas. Greater setback buffers are recommended wherever slopes exceed fificen
(15) percent between wetland/watercourse areas and pastures, stables, bams or outside

keeping areas,

4. Keeping of Farm Animals-Accessory/Secondary Uses

The keeping, breeding, or raising of beef or dairy cows, sheep, poultry, swine, goats, horses and
other animals for accessory and primarily. non-commercial purposes, and accessory buildings

and facilities, may be permitted on lots pot meeting the lot size provisions of Article X, Section
U2. above, provided a zoning permit is obtained pursuant to Article XI. Section C.. and provided
the following standards are addressed. These standards will help ensure that each qualifying site
is physically capable of safely supporting the proposed keeping of farm animals and that
authorized animals may be kept in a safe manner without inappropriate impact on the
environment or neighboring land uses. '
a. The animals are kept in a manner that conforms to all applicable regulations of the
Connecticut Department of Envirommental Protection, the Connecticut Department of
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Agriculture and the Connecticut Departinent of Public Health and with all applicable
provisions of the State Statutes,

The following square footage reguirements shall be met for each animal category, exclusive
of wetlands and watercourses and exclusive of a forty-thousand (40,000) square foot
minimum lot area for residences and accessory building and uses as required by Asticle VIII,
Section B 6;

FARM ANIMALS: ACCESSORY/SECONDARY USE CHART

ANIMAL CATEGORY SQUARE FOOTAGE EXCLUSIVE OF

WETLANDS/WATERCOURSES AND MINIMUM
40,000 sq. ft. LOT AREA FOR HOUSE ETC.*

Beef or Dairy Cows, Horses, Ponies, Mules, One (1) animal per 40,000 sq. fi.

Buffalo, Donkeys and similar sized animals **

Swine

Two (2) animals plus litter (3 months or 1ess) per 40,000 sq. ft

Sheep, Goats, Ostricheé., Alpacas, Llamas | Five (5) animals per 40,000 sq. ft.

and similar sized animals

Chickens, Ducks, Geese, Turkeys, and other Twelve (12) animals per 40,000 sq. ft.

Poultry ™ ** . |
Rabbits Twenty-five (25) animals per 40,000 sq.ft.
Other Animals As determined by the Zoning Agent consistent with this chart

* Combinations consistent with this chart are permitted as determined by the Zoning Agent Special
provisions also may be approved by the Zoning Agent for dwarf animal breeds.

** Male animals in this category shall be neutered on or before one (1) year of age. Non-neutered males over
the age of one (1) are not authorized by this use provision.

*#*Due to potential noise and neighborhood impact problems, it is recommended that guinea fowl not be kept
pursuant to this permitted use provision.

C.

d.

€.

Manure piles, stables, barns, and outside animal keeping areas (such as corrals or pens but
excluding fenced pastures) shall be a minimum of one hundred (100) feet from any adiacent
property line and a minimum of seventy-five (75) feet from any well.

All structures and keeping areas shall meet RAR-90 setback requirements, or where
applicable, approved Building and Development Area Envelopes.

All animals shall be provided with safe and adequate interior shelter with adequate under -

. cover storage for hay, grain, or other food supplies. Sufficient space shall be provided for

animal comfort and health. Based on current state and national standards, horses, beef and
dairy cows, and similarly sized animals should be provided with stalls twelve (12) feet by
twelve (12) feet in size per animal and sheep and goats should be provided with stalls a
minimum of twelve square feet in size per animal. The Zoning Agent is authorized to
determine appropriate interior shelter requirements based on a specific animal management
plan for a subject site and livestock recommendations from the UConn Cooperative
Extension Service. '

With the exception of rabbits and other animals fraditionally kept in cages, all animals shall
be provided with a safe and adeguate outdoor keeping area, such as corrals and pens,
compatible with their age and size, Based on current state and national standards the outdoor
keeping area should be one-thousand (1,000) square feet in size for each large animal, such
as a horse or beef or dairy cow, and for every six (6) sheep, goat or similar sized animal. The
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Zoning Agent is anthorized to determine appropriate outdoor keeping areas based on a
gpecific animal management plan for a subject site and livestock recommendations from the
UConn Cooperative Extension Service.

g.  All pasture areas shall be a minimum of thirty-five (35) feet from wetlands or watercourse

areas and all stables. barns and outside keeping areas, such as corrals or pens, shall be a

minimum of one-hundred (100) feet from wetlands or watercourse areas unless specific

authorization to be closer has been granted by the Inland Wetland Agency. Greater Setback
buffers are recommended wherever slopes exceed fifteen (15) percent between
wetland/watercourse areas and pastures, stables, barns or outside keeping areas,

h. Best Management Practices shall be utilized for all mmanure piles. Surface water flows shall
be diverted away from manure piles, stables, barns and outside keeping areas such as corrals

O pens,

5. 4H, FFA or other student proiects involving the temporary keeping of farm animals may be
authorized by the Zoning Agent without meeting the provisions of Article VII, Section G.15
providing the following conditions are met:

a. A Zoning Permit is issued pursuant to Article X1, Section C. Said permit shall be for a time
period of up to one (1) vear and may be renewed.

b.. A Statement of Use that comprehensively describes the proposed project, including shelter
provisions, outside keeping areas and manure management, is submitted and found
acceptable with respect to animal welfare and potential environmental and neighborhood

- impacts,

¢. The project has been reviewed and approved by Mansfield’s Agriculture Committee, the 41
Club Agent of the Cooperative Extension Service, a qualified school instructor or project
manager or other qualified individual as determined by the Zoning Agent.

6. Other Commercial Agricultural Uses
Any other agricultural use that is not specially authorized by subsections U.2. to U.5. above or
other provisions of these Regulations may be permitted provided special peonit approval is
obtained in accordance with Article X. Section B.

Explanatory Note:

These revisions are designed to reorganize, clarify and incorporate new standards (particularly for the
keeping of farm animals as a secondary or accessory use) for agricultural uses in Manstield. As
proposed, agricultural use provisions would be relocated from Article VII to a new subsection of Article
X and a new statement of purpose has been added. The proposed revisions would exclude wetlands and
watercourses and a 40,000 square foot residential use area from the 5 acre minimum lot size requirement
to qualify as a principal farm use and from the acreage needed per animal unit for secondary or
accessory keeping of farm animal uses. Revised provisions are included for 4H, FFA or other student
projects involving the keeping of farm animals. The revised regulations are designed to promote

agricultural uses while providing appropriate standards and permit processes to address potent1al
environmental impact, neighborhood impact or animal welfare issues.
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B. Revisions to Definitions of “lot line”: Provisions for Lets in Two Zoning Districts or Two
Municipalities

1. In Article IV, Section B.39 - Revise the existing definition of lot to read as follows:

39. Lot. One or more contiguous parcels of land under single ownership or control that conforms with
all applicable Zoning Regulations [designated by its owner, at the time of filing an application for
the Zoning Permit,] as a tract to be used, developed or built upon as a unit. It may or may not
coincide with the deed description thereof filed for record or otherwise, and it may be subsequently
subdivided into two or more lots, provided all such lots conform to all applicable Zoning
[Regulations of the district] and subdivision Regulations.

2. In Article IV, Section B.42 - Revise the existing deﬁnition of lot line to read as follows:

42. Lot line. A property line boundmg a Jot. For zoning purposes, town boundarv lines are not assumed
to be lot lines and a Mansfield lot may extend into an adjacent municipality.

3. In Article TTI- Revise Section D to read as follows:

D. Lots In Two Zoning Districts oxr Two Municipalities
‘Where any established or proposed lot falls into two or more zoning districts or two or more
municipalities, any questions of uncertainty as to district boundaries, [and] permitted uses, setbacks
and other regulatory requirements shall be determined by the Mansfield Planning and Zoning
Comumission, after taking into account the portion of the lot within each zone or municipality.

Explanatory Note: |
These revisions are designed to specifically address situations where a property is situated in more than one
municipality and to clarify provisions that apply to lots in two municipalities or two zoning districts.

C. Deletion of Existing Special Permit Provisions for Potential Conversions of Existing Dwellings to
Create Additional Dwelling Units

1. In Article VII, Section G- Delete existing subsection 17 (Conversions of existing dwelling to create
additional dwelling units)

2. In Article X- Delete Section J (Conversions of Existing Dwellings)

Explanatory Note:

This revision would delete in its entirety a provision that has been in existence since the 1960’s and is
considered no longer appropriate. The existing provision would allow with special permit approval any
residential structure over 20 years old to add additional dwelling units. The existing standards are not
considered adequate to address potential neighborhood impacts and potential health and safety concerns.
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D. Revisions to Live Music Permit Requirements to Authorize with Zoning Permits limited Live Music
Uses . ' '

1. In Article VII, Section L.2.h - Revise the existing permit requirements for live music to read as follows
(this revision would apply to all zones where live music may be authorized):

h. Category H :
The use of live music associated with any hotel, motel, commercial recreation facility or restaurant,
provided no outside speakers shall be used in conjunction with the use of such music and provided
no music associated with the use is objectionable at the site's property lines. Any special permit
issued pursuant to this subsection shall expire on Novermber 1 of each year and, upon application and
Public Hearing, may be renewed.

As an exception to this requirement for Special Penmit approval, limited live music uses mnay be .
authorized with Zoning Permit approval provided the following standards are met:

1. The subject live music shall be limited to singing or the playing of musical instruments that, in
the opinion of the Zoning Agent. are accessory to an authorized use (such as backeround music
to enhance a dining experience) and not a primary use, (such as a separate concert event).

2. The subject live music shall be unamplified or amplified at volume levels that, in the opinion of
the Zoning Agent, would have low potential for causing noise issues for neighboring property
owners. If neighborhood noise problems occur, the subject live music authorization may be
altered or revoked.

3. No live music use authorized under this Zoning Permit provision shall take place after 10 pm on
weekdavys and 11om on weekends. ‘

4. Zoning Permits issued for live music under this provision shall be valid for an initial period
ending on November 1 of an even numbered vear and may, upon application of the holder of
such permit. be renewed for additional periods of two (2) vears each provided the requirenient of
this section are continually met. Such permit shall not be transferable.

Anv questions regarding the appropriate permit process for authorizing live music uses, shall be
resolved by the Plannine and Zoning Comimission.

Explanatory Note:

These revisions incorporate a new category of live music permit that can be authorized without special permit
approval. The proposed standards for these limited live music permit uses are designed to address potential
neighborhood impacts.

E. Revisions to Setback and Height Provisions for Satellite Dish Antennas and Wind Turbines

1. In Article VIII, Section B.1.g.- Revise the existing provision regarding Satellite Dish Antennas to read
as follows: -

g. Satellite dish antennas - All satellite dish antennae one (1) meter (39.37”) or greater in diameter
shall be located a minimum of 200 feet from front property lines unless, in the opinion of the Zoning
Agent, the subject antenna is in a location that is not readily visible from the street or streets upon
which the subject lot is located. Satellite dish antennae [must] one (1) meter (39.37”) or greater in
diameter shall meet all applicable setbacks from side or rear property lines and all applicable height
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requirements. Based on federal laws and regulations, satellite dish antennae one (1) meter (39.377)
or smaller in diameter are not subject to Zoning dimensional requirements. Any questions regarding
this requirement should be reviewed with the Planning and Zoning Comumission.

2. In Article VIII, Section B.8 - Add wind turbines to the listing of uses where maximum height
requirements may be waived by the Commission through the issuance of a Special Permit. As proposed,
Article VIII, Section B.S would read as follows:

8. Exception to Maximum Height Reqmrements

The maximum height requirements of the Schedule of Dimensional Requirements may be waived by
the Commission, provided special permit approval is obtained in accordance with Article V, Section
B and provided the height waiver applies to one of the following: church spire, tower or belfry; flag
pole; communications tower or anfenna, including radio and television antennae; chimney; water
tank; elevator bulkhead and other roof top mechanical structures; solar collectors; wind turbines;
farm silos or similar uses. In all business and industrial zones, the Commission may waive the
maximum height requirements for elevator bulkheads and other rooftop mechanical structures
without additional special permit approval, provided the subject rooftop structures are approved as
part of a site plan or special permit application. :

Explanatory Note:

These revisions are designed to address federal provisions for small dish antennas and to include wind turbines
as an example of a structure that can seek special permit approval to exceed standard maximum height
requirements.

E. Revisions that Would Clarify that Community Wells are Public Water Facilities for Projects in

ARH, DMR. PRD and PVRA Zones

1. Revise Article X, Section A.5.a - to read as follows:

a.

Water and Sewer Facilities

All proposed developments in the ARH zone must be served by public water and sewer facilities or
must be readily connected to such services. “Readily connected” is defined as that point in time
when contracts have been let for construction of public sewer and water facilities requested for
connection. A Certificate of Compliance shall not be issued until the site is connected to public
water and sewer facilities.

For the purposes of this requirement. community well water supply systems authorized. constructed
and operated pursuant to the Connecticut Department of Public Health regulations are considered

public water facilities.

2. Revise Article X, Section A.6.a - {0 read as follows:

a.

Water and Sewer Facilities

All proposed developments in the DMR Zone must be served by public water and sewer facilities or
must be readily connected to such services. "Readily connected"” is defined as that point in fime
when contracts have been let for construction of public sewer and water facilities requested for
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connection. A Certificate of Compliance shall not be issued until the site is connected to public
water and sewer facilities.

For the purposes of this requirement., community well water supply systems authorized, constructed
and operated pursuant to the Connecticut Department of Public Health regulatlons are considered
public water facilities.

3. Revise Article X, Section A.7.a - to read as follows:
a. Water and Sewer Facilities’

All proposed PRD developments must be served by public water and sewer facilities or must be
readily connected to such services. Readily connected is defined as that point in time when contacts
have been let for construction of public sewer and water facilities requested for connection. A
Certificate of Compliance shall not be issued until the site is connected to public water and sewer
facilities.

For the nurpdses' of this requirement, community well water supply systems authorized, constructed
and operated pursuant to the Connecncut Department of Public Health regulations are considered
public water facilities.

4. Revise Article X, Section A.9.a - to read as. follows:
a. Water and Sewer Facilities

Except as noted below, all proposed developments in the PVRA zone must be served by public
water and sewer facilities or must be readily connected to such services. “Readily connected” is
defined as that point in time when contracts have been let for construction of public sewer and water
facilities requested for connection. A Certificate of Compliance shall not be issued until the site is
connected to public water and sewer facilities. Article VII Section K.2.b. authorizes the commission
to waive this requirement. |

For the purposes of this requirement, community well water supply systems authorized, constructed
and operated pursuant to the Connecticut Department of Public Health regulations are considered
public water facilities, '

Explanatory Note:
These revisions clarify existing requirements to specifically recognize that community well water supplies
approved by the CT Department of Public Health are public water facilities.

G. Revisions to Existing Provisions Resarding Mobile Home i’ark Expansions and the Temporary
Occupancy of Recreational Vehicles/Trailers, ete.

1. In Article X, Section F.3.e. revise subsection 2 to read as follows:

e. Expansion of existing parks shall be permitted only in strict conformity with the standards and
procedures of this Section. All such expansion shall be [onto contiguous land only.] on portions of

the mobile home park lot that existed when the park was established or subseguenﬂy authorized by
the Planning and Zoning Commission. :
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2. In Article X, Section F.7- Revise subsection C to read as follows:

¢. Persons visiting Mansfield residents may park and occupy their travel, motor home, camping trailer,
or pick-up coach on the property of their host for a period not exceeding 30 days in any one year’
period. [without securing a permit from the Zoning Agent.] Parking of trailers (etc) shall be
confined to an area within existing setback requirements or upon existing driveway areas. All
Connecticut Health Code requirements shall be ine@. )

Mansfield residents owning and parking a legally registered travel trailer, motor home, camping
trailer or pick-up coach on the site of their residence may allow temporary occupancy of such _
vehicle to guests for a period not exceeding 30 days in any one vear period. Parking of trailers (etc)
shall be confined to an area within existing setback requirements or upon existing driveway areas.
- All Connecticut Health Code requirernents shall be met, '

Explanatory Note: ‘

The Revision to Article X, Section F.3.e. clarifies that any proposed mobile home park expansion must be on
the original lot in existence when the mobile home parks were established. The revision to Article X, Section
E.7.c. clarifies time restrictions for the temporary occupancy of travel trailers, motor homes, canopy trailers etc.

H. Revisions to Kitchen Area and Proof of Qwnership Provisions for Efficiency Units

1. In Asticle X, Section M- Revise subsection 2.a to read as follows:

a. This separate efficiency unit within a single-family detached residence shall contain at least 400
square feet of livable floor area and shall not exceed 35% of the square footage of livable floor area
of said single-family residence. This efficiency unit shall include indépendent living quarters, a
distinct kitchen or kitchen area containing a sink, refrigerator, stove or stovetop, oven, cabinets and
adequate counter space for food preparation and serving, and a [lavatory] bathroom containing
[complete sanitary facilities] toilet, sink and shower or bathtub. This efficiency unit shall also meet
the following requirements:

2. In Article X, Section M- revise subsection 2.a.1.a to read as follows:

a. Proof of owner-occupancy, which shall consist of a notarized affidavit:

" Explanatory Note:
These revisions more specifically identify what constitutes kitchen and bathroom areas in an efficiency unit and

incorporate a more specific proof of owner occupancy provision.
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I. Revisions to Home Occupation Regulations to Authorize Vehicle, Material and Equipment Storage

for Tradesmen Contractors, etc.

1. Revise Article X, Sectibn 0O, Home Occupations to read as foilows:

0. Home Occupations

1.

Permitted Uses
A home occupation may include, but not be limited to, the following uses for the zones indicated:

a. R-20 and R-90 residential zones: Art studios, barber shops, beauty salons limited to one operator,
dressmaking, teaching, bed and breakfast operations provided no more than 3 bedrooms are
utilized for guests, office of a recognized profession, such as physician, lawyer, engineer,
architect, real estate or insurance agent, contractor or tradesman and similar such uses, but
specifically excluding the sale of any goods on the premises.

b. All other zones: All the uses permitted in 1.a. above and in addition, the sale of antiques, the
sale of handcrafted items produced on the premises, the assembly, repair and sale of small retail
goods, [and} home baking and limited food preparation/catering operations, and the limited
storage or parking of vehicles. equinment and/or materials associated with a contractor,
tradesman or other home occupation use.

Requirements

a. Except for authorized on-site parking or storage, the home occupation shall be conducted wholly
- within a detached single-family residence dwelling or within a completely enclosed permitted
accessory building on the same lot as the detached single-family residence. Home occupations
are not permitted within dwellings that contain two or more dwelling units or within buildings
accessory to a dwelling containing two or more dwelling units.

b. Except for authorized on-site parking or storage, the total area' devoted to the home occupation
shall not exceed thirty-five percent of the livable floor area of the single-family residence
dwelling.

¢. No more than two persons who are not residents of the detached single-family dwelling shall be
employed and working at the site of the home occupation, except as provided in 1.a above, for
beauty salons. A home occupation use may involve additional employees, provided these
employees do not work or leave their vehicles at the site of the home occupation.

d. There shall be no display or advertising of the home occupation on the lot except for a nameplate
not exceeding five (5) square feet in area. The nameplate shall indicate that the business may
only be transacted by appointment in letters having a minimum height of 1 % inches. Home
occupation signs shall not be internally illuminated and, if lighted externally, the sign shall be
lighted only during the hours open for appointments.

e. Except for authorized signage, there shall be no, [No exterior storage of materials or other]
indication of the home occupation or alteration of [variation from] the residential character of the
residence dwelling or the lot. {shall be permitted].

f. No offensive noise, vibration, smoke, dust, odors, heat, or glare shall be produced; no health or
safety hazard shall be created; no interference with radio or television reception in the
neighborhood shall be produced.
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g. Parking adequate to meet the needs of the proposed home occupation shall be provided.
[Recommendations of the Department of Public Works shall apply unless otherwise required by
the Comimnission.]

h. All home occupations involving food preparation, such as bed and breakfast, home bakery or
catering operations, shall demonstrate that:

1. Onsite sanitary systems (well/septic), are adequately sized and in svitable condition to serve
the proposed use;

2. All other applicable health code requirements are met;
All applicable fire and building code requirements are met;

4. All refuse generated shall be covered, screened from public view and promptly removed
from site;

5. All other requirements applying to home occupations

i. . All home occupations involving on-site storage or parking of vehicles, equipment and/or
materials shall demonstrate through application subimissions that the following requirements
shall be met:

1. All on-site vehicle, equipment and/or material storage areas shall meet applicable setback
provisions of Article VI for the zone classification of the subject site.

2. All vehicles, equipment and/or materials stored on site shall not be visible from adjacent
properties. Where fencing and/or evergreen plantings are proposed, details of the subject
fencing and/or evergreen screening (including size and type of proposed plantings) shall be
provided. _Tractor-trailer bodies, truck bodies, with or without a chassis. shipping or storage
containers, boxcars or similar objects are prohibited for on-site storage purposes.

3. All on-site vehicle, equipment and/or materjal storage areas shall be limited in size and
clearly accessory to the primary residential use of the site, A listing of all vehicles,
equipment and materials to be stored on site (including size, height and tvpe) shall be
provided and updated where appropriate. Depending on site and neighborhood
charactegistics, the Zoning Agent shall have the authority to specifically restrict the area
approved for on-site storage and/or the size, height and type of vehlcle equipment or
material storage. : -

4. All vehicle and equipment use shall not bepin before the hour of 7am Mondav-Saturday or
before the hour of 9am on Sundays and holidays. No vehicle and equipment use shall take
place after 9pm.

5. All oufside vehicle, equipment and/or material storage areas shall comply with applicable
Inland Wetland Regulation and approval requirements.

3. Permit

a. A Home Occupation Permit, issued by the Zoning Agent, shall be valid for a period ending
January 1 of an even-numbered year and may, upon application by the holder of such permit, be
renewed for additional periods of two years each, provided the requirements and intent of this
Section are continually met. Such permit shall not be transferable.

b. All applications for a home occupation shall include:
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A completed application form for a Home Occupation Permit;

A detailed statement of use fully describing the use or uses to which the subject building,
accessory structures or site shall be devoted. Said statement of use shall fully address the
approval criteria of Article X, Section 0.2 (above) and provide adequate information to
determine that the proposed home occupation complies with applicable zoning definitions,
permitted use provisions, performance standards and other applicable zoning regulations;

A plot plan depicting property lines, house, accessory structures, driveway, parking areas,
[outside] on-site storage areas and any other information deemed necessary by the Zoning
Agent to determine compliance with applicable zoning regulations;

Any other information deemed necessary by the Zoning Agent to determine compliance with
all applicable zoning regulations.

¢. No Home Occupation Permit shall be issued until the Health Officer, Fire Marshal, Building
Official and Inland Wetland Agent have signed the subject permit application to indicate that all
applicable Health Code, Fire Code and Building Code requirements have been satisfactorily
addressed in the subject home occupation proposal.

d. A Home Occupation Permit shall not be renewed and an outstanding Permit may be revoked if,
in the opinion of the Zoning Agent and the Commission:

1.

Expianatory Note:

The use has clearly altered the residentia] character of the premises and neighborhood

 through the generation of traffic or noise substantlally in excess of that normally generated

by a residential dwelling unit;

Changes in the lot or the occupied building have been made altering the residential character
of same, or

Other conditions prohibited in subsection 0.2 above have been created.

- Any uncertainty regarding the issuance or renewal of a Home Occupation Permit shall be

resolved by the Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission.

The granting of a permit for a home occupation shall not constitute the establishment of a
legal non-conforming use.

Prohibited Uses ~ A home occupation shall not be construed to include restaurants, or other
eating and drinking places, kennel, animal hospital, automotive repairs, small engine repair,
or any other use which in the opinion of the Zoning Agent or the Commission would create
conditions prohibited in Section O.2 above.

The revisions would add to existing home occupatzon provisions, the limited storage or parking of vehicles,
equipment and/or materials associated with a contractor, tradesmien or other home occupation. The draft
regulation includes specific standards regarding setbacks, visibility and screening, hours of operation and the
identification of items to be stored.
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J. Revisions to Zoning Permits and Certificates of Compliance Provisions to More Completely List Land
Uses that Require a Zoning Permit and to Authorize the Zouing Agent to Accept Bonds to Ensure
Completion of Site Work Authorized by a Zoning Permit

1. In Article X1, S‘ection C.1.a- add new subsections 5 and 6 to read as follows: -

5. Site work and or site improvements authorized by the Planning and Zoning Commission in
association with subdivision or special permit approval. Examples include; tree removal, site
. grading, drainage improvements, road or driveway improvements, efc.
6. Limited Live Music Uses pursuant to Article VII, Section L.2.h.

2. In Article XI Section E.3.d- add a new third paragraph to read as follows:

d. In situations where a project has been authorized through the issuance of a Zoning Permit, without
prior special permit or site plan approval, and public health and safety components of the project (or
sections thereof) have been satisfactorily completed, the Zoning Agent may issue a Cerfificate of
Compliance provided a suitable cash bond with written bond agreement has been submitted and

approved.

Explanatory Note:

These revisions add site work and improvements authorized by a subdivision or special permit approval and
limited live music uses to the listing of land uses that necessitate a Zoning Permit and authorize the Zoning
Agent to accept cash bonds for incomplete site work authorized by a Zoning Permit. .
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Proposed Revisions to Mansfield’s Subdivision Regulations

A. Revisions Regarding Required Documentation and Yield Plap Provisions

1. Insection 3, add a new subsection 3.20 Yield Plan and renumber remaining subsections. The new
section 3.20 to read as follows:

3.20  Yield Plan
A map or maps containing a lot and site improvement layout and add1t10nai mfoxmatmn, as
required by these regulations (see section 3,10.8.6), that demonstrates: compliance with the .
zoning Schedule of Dimensional Requirements provisions for standard lot size, lot frontage and
building setbacks; compliance with all other zoning requirements, including minimum lot area
requirements for new lots; and compliance with all subdivision requirements, including the
Design Criteria of Section 7 and the Open Space requirements of Section 13.

A vield plan must be submitted whenever a subdiv;der seeks a reduction or waiver of minimum
lot frontage (see Section 7.6) or in the R-90 and RAR-90 zones. a. lot size of less than 90,000

square feet.

2. In Section 6.10-add the clause “wherever applicable” to the beginning of the first sentence. This
sentence would now read as follows: In Section 6.10. - Add the clause “wherever applicable” to the

beginning of the first sentence. This sentence would now read as follows: 7

a. Wherever applicable, the subdivider shall submit, along with the final subdivision map, the
construction and public improvement map and the grading plan, the following: .....

3. In Section 6.10.a.6 - Revise the existing provisions to read as follows:

6. In all situations where a proposed subdivision application necessitates a frontage waiver pursuant to
Section 7.6 and/or in the R-90 or RAR-90 zones, proposes a lot size of less than 90,000 square feet,
a vield plan shall be submitted. The [A] yield plan shall depictfing] the number of potential lots that
could be developed with standard frontage, lot size (90.000 square feet in the R~90 arid RAR-90
zones), setbacks and lot configuration, taking into account the information noted or referenced
below, the subdivision design criteria of Section 7, the open space dedication provisions of Section
13 and other requirements of these Subdivision Regulations. At a minimum, the yield plan shall
include all onsite testing data, site topography, delineation of wetlands, watercourses and exposed
ledge and adequate additional information about onsite natural and manmade resources (see Section
6. 5) to determine that.the yleld plan is feasﬂ)le

in all situations where a yield plan has been submitted with activity within regulated wetlands and
watercourse areas. the submitted vield plan also shall be submitted for review and comment by the
Inland Wetland Agency. [Although a yield plan need not be submitted to and approved by the
Inland Wetland Agency,] [t]The Commission shall consider potential vield plan impacts on wetland
and watercourse areas taking into account Inland Wetland Agency comments on the vield plan,
inchuding whether the proposed plan is preferable to the vield plan with respect to potential wetland
impact. [and must determine that the proposed development of roadways and development on yield
plan lots would likely be approved by the Intand Wetland Agency.]
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The submitted yield plan shall be used by the Planning and Zoning Commission to determine the
maximum nunber of lots that can be approved. Sections 7.4, 7.5 and 7.6 and other provisions of
these Regulations shall be used to determine final lot sizes, lot frontages and development and
building area envelopes for all approved subdivision lots. Acceptance of the yield plan shall be
based on the standards contained in the Mansfield Subdivision and Zoning Regulations.

Explanatory Note:

These revisions mcorporate a definition of y1eld plan and clarify yield plan submission and approval
requirements. It is now recommended that all yield plans be submitted to the Inland Wetland Agency. The
advisory role of the Infand Wetland Agency in reviewing yield plan submissions also has been revised.

B. Revisions to Common Driveway Provisions to Authorize, with a % Vote Waiver, Copumon Driveways
Serving 4 or 5 Houses

1. In Section 7.10.a - Delete in line 5 the following sentence: Any approved common driveWay shall serve
no more than three (3) residential lots.

2. In Section 7.10 add a new subsection b and re-letter remaining subsections. The new subsection b to
read as follows:

b. Except for Commission authorzed exceptions {see below), any approved common driveway shall
serve no more than three (3) residential lots.

By a three-guarters (3/4) vote of the entire Comnmission (seven (7) votes), the maximum number of
residential lots served by a common driveway may be increased to five (5) lots. The burden of proof
shall be on a subdivider to show that a proposed increase in the number of lots served by a common

~ driveway wil] promote the public’s health and safety and goals and objectives contained in
Mansfield’s Plan of Conservation and Development. The following additional factors shall be
considered by the Commission in reviewing any request to serve more than three (3) lots with a

common driveway. ,
1. Consistency With the primary considerations for subdivision layout contained in Section 7.1

2. The degree fo Whlch the proposed common driveway arrangement will reduce environmental
impacts.

3. The degree to which the proposed common driveway arrangement will promote vehicular and
pedestrian safety.

4. The degree to which the proposed common driveway will benefit future lots owners.

Explanatory Note:

This revision would allow, subject to specific criteria and a % vote waiver, common driveways to serve more
than 3 residential lots up to a maximum of 5 residential lots. This provision is proposed to provide more
flexibility in situations where environmental impacts will be reduced, traffic safety will be enhanced and/or
future owners would be benefitted.
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Item #13

TOWN OF MANSFIELD

Planning and Zoning Commission

AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2599

860) 429-3330

ax: (860) 4796863

May 21, 2009

Paul E. Ferri, Environmental Compliance Anaiyst
Office of Environmental Policy

University of Connecticut

31 LeDoyt Road

U-Box 3055

Storrs, CT 06269-3055

Re: April 2009 Draft Environmental Impact Evaluation, Two Academic Buildings, Uniﬁersity of Connecticut

Dear Mr. Ferri:

Mansfield’s Town Council and Planning and Zoning Corrmission, with assistance from staff and Mansfield’s
Conservation Commission, have reviewed the April 2009 draft Environmental Impact Evaluation for the two
academic buildings on UConn’s Storrs Campus. The following comments are presented for your consideration:

1. The proposed academic buildings have been sited and designed carefully and they will become significant
physical and social components of UConn’s core campus area. The proposed project is considered to be
fully consistent with Connecticut’s Policies Plan for Conservation and Development, the Windham
Regional Land Use Plan, and Mansfield’s Plan of Conservation and Development.

2. The draft Environmental Impact Evaluation documents the need for the new academic buildings and
suitably identifies potential environmental impacts and necessary mitigation measures. Particular attention
appropriately has been given to water supply and storm water management issues and to potential impacts
on the Bagleville Brook watershed and the Fenton River/Willimantic Reservoir watershed. It is essential
that all of the recommended mitigation measures be incorporated into construction plans and implemented
during the proposed construction period. Furthermore, University officials must plan for the maintenance of
all infrastructure improvements.

3. Page 3-30 of the Environmental Impact Evaluation notes that the University currently is evaluating the use
of under-slab drainage water for flushing toilets in the east building and imrigating the Student Union
quadrangle. Mansfield officials strongly recommend the incorporation of these alternatives into
construction plans for the subject academic buildings. The implementation of these alternatives will
demonstrate further UConn’s Jeadership and commitment to the principals of sustainable development.
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4. Construction traffic needs to be addressed as part of final construction plans and specifications for this
project. There are many alternative travel routes to and from the project site. To help minimize traffic

impacts for Mansfield residents, all construction contracts should require construction traffic to use State
roads.

Mansfield officials are available to discuss any of the comments contained in this letter. We anticipate
continued cooperation regarding the preparation and implementation of construction plans for the subject

project. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Gregory J. Padick, Mansfield’s
Director of Planning at 860-429-3329.

Very truly yours,
lash i C 21057 50 , W%
~ Elizabéth C. Paterson, Mayor Rudy Favretti}l%nnan
Mansfield Town Council Mansfield Planngdg and Zoning Commission

Ce: ¥/ Mansfield Town Council
Mansfield Planning and Zoning Commission
. Mansfield Conservation Commission
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Town of Mansfield fem #14
Recreation Advisory Committee

Sheldon Dyer, Chairman Ten South Eagleville Road

Darren Cook Storrs/Mansfield, Connecticut 06268
Donald Field ' Tel: (860)429-3015 Fax: (860) 429-9773
Frank Musiek _ Email: Parks&Rec@MansfieldCT.org
Howard Raphaelson

Anne Rash -

TO: Mansfield Town Council
FROM: Recreation Advisory Committee
DATE: April 30, 2009

SUBJECT: ' Referral: Program Sponsorship Signs/Banners at Mansfield Skate Park

The Recreation Advisory Committee (RAC) held a meeting on Wednesday, April 29 and reviewed the
attached referral from the Town Council. RAC members approved the following:

In the absence of other support funding from the Town for Skate Park equipment, RAC is encouraging
fundraising to reach the goal of providing minimal equipment to make the park usable. The current
fundraising group has raised $12,960 to date. Extending the Parks Rules and Regulations to allow for a
fourth location for sponsorship signs/banners will provide another potential option to raise much needed
funds for equipment. RAC supports a change to the Park Rules and Regulations to accommeodate this and
if the Town Council supports this recommendation, the following modifications to the Mansfield Code of
Ordinances would be necessary:

Section A-194-1 Permitted activities

Item J(2) Location. The location of temporary program sponsorship signs/banners in Town parks shall be
limited to three four sites:

(a) Around the perimeter of the outfield fence at Southeast Park Field A;

(b) Adjacent to the Southeast Park Football Field; .

{c) Adjacent to the playing fields at the Lions Memorial Park; and

(d) Around the interior perimeter of the fence at the Mansfield Skate Park.

Item J(8) Other. Subject to the conditions expressed herein, the Parks and Recreation Department has the

discretion to develop additional location requirements at the three four sites defined in Subsection J(2)
above, and other restrictions and guidelines for signs/banners permitted under this subsection.
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MEMORANDUM
Town Manager's Office

4 So. Eagleville Rd., Mansfield, CT 06268

860-429-3336

Hertmw{@mansfeldet.org

To:  Recreation Advisory Comrnittee

From: Matt Hart, Town Manager //y, ﬁ/

Date:  February 13, 2009

Re:  Refermral: Program Sponsorship Signs/Banners at Mansfield Skate Park

At the February 9, 2009 Mansfield Town Council meeting, the Council voted to refer the above captioned
matter to the Recreation Advisory Committee for review and comtnent.

Please see the attached information regarding this xeferral.

Your assistance with. this matter is greatly appreciated.

RAC - April 29, 2009
Agenda Item # G.3

Fi\Manager\, Admin Assist\_Hart Correspondence\MEMOSWReferal-RAC-5 atsePark.doc




Town of Mansfield
_ Agenda ltem Summary
" To: Town Council

From:  Matt Hart, Town Manager /»//f[t/?(

CcC: Maria Capriola, Assistant to Town Manager

Date: February 9, 2009 ‘

Re: Program Sponsorship Signs/Banners at Mansfield Skate Park

Subject Maiter/Backdground

At the last meeting, Council asked that this item be added to a future agenda to begin a
discussion of this topic. | have attached a few documents that could assist with your
discussion.

Attachmeﬁts o
1} Mansfield Code, Chapter A194: Park Rules and Regulations
2} Make a name for yourself in the new Mansfield Community Center
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General Code E-Code: Town of Mansﬁelcf, CT

Chapter A184: PARK RULES AND REGULATIONS

[HISTORY: Adopted by the Town Council of the Town of Mansfield 11-25-1974, effective 12-3-1974.
Amendments noted where applicable.]

GENERAL REFERENCES

Alcoholic beverages — See Ch, 101.
Cutdoor burning - See Ch, 114,

Parks and recreation areas — See Ch. 137.

§ A194-1. Permitted activities.

The following park uses and/or activities are permitted subject to additional specific regulations which may be
adopted by the Town Councll or its designated agency:

Hiking, picnicking, organized nature study, bicycling and horseback riding in designated areas.
lce skating, swimming, cross country skiing and fishing at specific imes and/or places.

Day and/or night camping only in specified areas, with a permit issued by the Town Manager or other
designated person-or agency of the town. [Amended 7-25-1983]

Open fires only in fireplaces in designated picnic areas around Bicentennial Pond. [Amended 7-25-1983]
Open camping fires are thus prohibited in the remainder of Schoolhouse Brook Park. jAdded 7-25-1983]
Organized games in designated areas.

Pasting of signs only with permission issued by the Town Manager or other designated person or agency of
the town. [Amended 7-25-1983]

Special activities and/or programs only upon approval by the Town Manager or other designated person or
agency., '

Pets on leash only.

Subject to compliance with applicable provisions of the Mansfield Zoning Regulations, the Parks and
Recreation Department may authorize not-for-profit organizations to erect temporary program sponsarship
signs/banners in Town parks, subject to the following conditions: [Added 1-27-2003, effective 2-25-2003]

(1) Eligibility. Only not-for-profit organizations that operate to serve Mansfield residents are eligible to
erect signs/banners under this subsection. The eligible not-for-profit organizations may erect
temporary signs/banners for only those businesses, organizations, individuals and other entities that
provide monetary or other material assistance to the eligible organization. Subject to the conditions
expressed herein, the Parks and Recreation Department has the discretion to determine which not-for-
profit organizations and program sponsocrs are eligible to erect signs/banners under this subsection.

(2) Location. The location of temporary program sponsorship signs/banners in Town parks shall be limited
to three sites:

(a) Around the interior perimeter of the outfield fence at Southeast Park Field A;
(b) Adjacent to the Southeast Park Football Field; and
(e) Adjacent to the playing fields at the Lions Club Memorial Park.

(3) Duration. Signs/Banners permitted under this subsection may be erected or displayed for the duration
of the season. Signs/Banners must be removed following the conclusion of the season. [Amended 5-
14-2007, effective 6-11-2007]

{(4) Construction. Signs/Banners permitted under this subsection must be single-sided, nonilluminating,
temporary or portable in design, and constructed with weather-proof material.

(5) Size. SignslBanners permitted under this subsection cannot exceed 32 square feet in area.

(8} Color/Format. Sighs/Banners permiited under this subsection rmust be consistent in format and have a
dark background. Wording on signs/banners permitted under this subsection is limited to the name
and logo of the program sponsor.
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General Code E-Code: Town of Mansfield, CT

{7} Enforcement. The Parks and Recreation Department shall administer and enforce the requirements of
- this subsection.

(B) Other. Subject fo the conditions expressed herein, the Parks and Recreation Depariment has the
discretion to develop additional location requirements at the three sites defined in Subsection J{2)
above, and other restrictions and guidelines for signs/banners permitted under this subsection.

§ A194-2. Prohibited activities.

Prohibited activities shall be as follows:

A

zZ TR e

= o nmo 0w

Commercial advertising, except for temporary program sponsorship signs/banners as permitted in § A194-
1J above. [Amended 1-27-2003, effective 2-25-2003] .

Vending or soliciting of any type except as authorized by the Town Councit.

L«itterinlg. '

Removal of or irajufy to trees, shrubs, flowers and/or other plants.

Molesting of birds and/for other fauna.

Destruction, misuse andfor defacement of park property.

Use or possession of explosives, firearms andfor fireworks,

Hunting and/or trapping. '

Pets in swimming area. _ _

All motorized vehicles except on designated public access roads and parking areas.
Use of the park, including parking areas, between sunset and sunrise without proper permit.
Disorderly conduct. , '
Drinking or possession of alcoholic beverages. {Added 3-10-1975, effective 3-19-1975]
Golfing. [Added 7-28-1997, effective 8-23-1997]
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Matthew W, Hart

S T —— ftem #15
From: Brian Gregorio [BGregeric@CCM-CT.ORG]
Sent:  Thursday, May 07, 2008 12:19 PM

To: Matthew W. Hart

Subject: CCM Research and Information Services

x CONNECTICUT
CONPERENCE OF
F MUNICIBALITTIES

900 Chapel St. gth Floor, New Haven, CT 06510-2807 Phone: {203) 498-3000 research@ccm-ct.org, www.ccm-ct.org

May 7, 2009
Dear Mr. Hart,

The following is in response to your request for information regarding municipalities that have enacted
ordinances pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes ( C.G.S.) § 9-369b(d), “Local questions and
proposals. Explanatory text. Expenditure of state and municipal funds to influence vote prohibited.
Preparation and printing of certain materials permitted. Exception. Civil penalty. Summaries of
arguments for, against local questions.”

I have contacted Mr. Arthur Champagne, of the Connecticut Secretary of State’s Legislation and
Elections Administration; Ms. Lois E. Blackburn, of the State Elections Enforcement Commission; and
Mr. Joe Camposeo, President of the Connecticut Town Clerks Association regarding this question and
each have confirmed that they are unaware of any municipalities in the state that have enacted such an
ordinance. In addition to contacting these individuals, I have searched all available resources currently
available to CCM and have been unable to find any municipalities that have enacted such an ordinance.

I have come across a court case where a similar issue related to C.G.S. § 9-369b was litigated. (See
Sweetman v. State Elections Enforcement Commission (1999) 249 Conn. 296, 732 A.2d 144) I have
checked the ordinances and spoken with the Town Clerks of both municipalities involved, Haddam and
Killingworth {(Regional School District 17), and confirmed that they too do not have such an ordinance.

I hope that this information is helpful.

Please feel free to contact me directly at (203) 498-3055 or by email at bgregorio@cem-ct.org should
you have any further inquiries.

é{ﬁgardS, )
2.4 G

Brian A. Gregorio
Member Services Associate
Connecticut Conference of Municipalities
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. TOWN OF MANSFIELD
COMMUNICATIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

AUDREY P, BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
STORRS MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2599

Marzch 16, 2009

Mansfield Town Council
4 South Eagleville Rd.
Storrs, CT 06268-2599

Dear Council Members;

As you know, the Conpmunications Advisory Committee has been charged with finding
ways to improve commmunications between government and citizens in the town of
Mansficld. An issue has come to ow attention that we believe requires a town ordinance.

C.G.8.§9-369D prohibits all advocacy on bebalf of referenda by town officials, or the
expenditure of government funds to advocate for areferenda. In order to comply with
this statute, the Region 19 Board of Education, acting upon the advice of their bond
cotmsel, removed all information regarding the referendom from their website, with the
exception. of the motions authorizing the referenduin and the actual question to be asked.

In faet, it became nearly impossible for citizens to understand why the Board bad chosen
to bring this referendum forward at this time. The Board circulated a one page brochure
1o every housebold in town describing the referenduin, and explaining its benefits, but, to
comply with the law, this was done before it bad formally moved to put the question to
the public. There were one or possibly two articles in the Chronicle, but other than that,
the only mformation available was the result of direct questions asked of board members
or staff. 1t is hard to imagine that many people took advantage of that opportunity. We
believe that most voters made their decisions based on unpecessarily limited information,
probably after the mnformation that had informed the Board’s decision had been removed
from public viéw.

Thete is an exception, in §9-369b(d):

(d) Any municipality may provide, by ordinance, for the preparation and printing
of concise summaries of arpuments in favor of, and arguments opposed to, local
proposals or questions approved for submission to the electors of a municipality at
a referendum for which explanatory tests are prepared under subsection () or (b)
of this section. Any such ordinance shall provide for the establishment or
desigpation of a cormmittee to prepare such summaries, in accordance with
procedures set forth in said ordinance. The members of said cormittee shall be
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" representatives of various viewpoints concerning such local proposals or
questions. The committee shall provide an. opportunity for public comment on
such summaries to the extent practicable. Such summaries shall be approved by -
-yote of the legislative body of the municipality, or any other mumicipal body
designated by the ordinance, and shall be posted and distributed in the same
manner as explanatory texts under subsection (a) of this section. Each.summary
shall contain language clearly stating that the printing of the sunumary does not
constitute an endorsement by or represent the official position of the municipality.

The Communications Advisory Committee strongly recommends that the Council
consider passing an ordinance that allows for the creation of a committee to prepare
“concise summaries of atguments in favor of, and arguments opposed to, local proposals
or questions approved for submission to the electors™.

The same recommendation is being made to the Region 19 Board.

While this will create an additional hurdle to cross before a recornmendation can be made
1o the town, we believe that it is betier than an absence of information.

Sincersly, /
P

For the Committee,
Antonia C, Mozan,
Chan
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To!: 8604296863 From: Connecticut Conference of Municipalities 203 498 5801
05/13/09 09:58 Page :

FEDERAL ISSUES
| BU LLETIN Hem #16
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THE VOICE OF LOCAL GOVERNNVENY

CONNECTICUT CONFERENCE OF MUNICIPALITIES
00 CHAPEL STREET, $th FLODR, NEW HAVEN, CT 08510-2807 PHONE (03) 498-3000 « FAX (2(05) 8526314

www.ccm-ct.org: Your source for local government management information on the Web

May 12, 2009, No. 09-08

State Announces Group To Expedite Stimulus-
Funded Local Projects

Governor Rell has created a group of senior level representatives from various state agencies that can work
through project-related issues to ensure that the state receives the maximum benefit from the federal stimulug
funding and does not forfeit any funding due to the untimely exscution of spending. The group's primary
charge is to assist municipalities and organizations that have received federal stimulus funding with any
impediments or concerns (e.g., permits, approvals, etc.) assoclated with their project,

Expediting Group Members;

Department of Administrative Services
Department of Economic and Community Development
Department of Environmental Protection
Department of Information Technology
Department of Public Health
Department of Transportation
- Office of Policy and Management
Office of the State Building Inspector
Office of the State Fire Marshall
State Historic Preservation Office

" & ®» & * B 2 2 » »

T To request expediting assistance visit: hitp://www.recovery.ct.gov and select “Expediting Service” on

the menu, or visit: hitp://www.recovery. ot govirecovery/owp/view.asp?a=3704&Q=434152. If you
log onto this site you can complete a short form indicating you would like a representative from
the State to contact you.

## #Y #H

If you have any questions, please call Barbara Rua or Jim Finley of CCM, at (203) 498-3000.

This bulletin has been sent to all CCM-member mayors, first selectmen, and town/cily managers.
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- To: 8804206863

05/13/08 18:08 Page °

Number 09-43 May 13, 2009

Legislative Update

THE Voice OF L.ocAL GOVERNMENT

From: Connecticut Conference of M‘unicipalities 203 488 5801

#PLEASE DELIVER IMMEDIATELY TO ALL CCM-MEMBER MAYORS, FIRST SELECTMEN, AND TOWN/CITY MANAGERS

Three Weeks Left:

Your Action Needed To Stop Harmful Bills

As the General Assembly sessionenters its final three weeks, several bills thet would be harmful to towns end cities could be acted
on &s soon s this week,

We urge you to contact your legislative delsgation to oppose these and other harmful bills for local governments,

=P For a complete Yist of “unfunded mandates” still under consideration, please see hitp://www.comlac.or
p

HB 6194

SB 734

lac_detaill doc_frames.cpi?565.

The Mega Mandate ~ pi'esentlx before the House

Would mandafe special workers' compensation benefits to all police officers, constables, firefighters, and
emergency rescue workers — both paid and volunteers. Specifically, HB 6194 would mandate new workers’
compensation benefits for the following (1) cancers: multiple myelome, non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma, prostete, end
testicular; and (2) infectious and contagious disenses: hepatitis, meningitis, and tuberculosis.

This proposal disregards the seriousness of the present economic crisis and the state of local budgets, The
advocates are continuing to press this issue, in the face of municipal layoffs, cuts and tax increases.

Mandated Spending On Bike and Pedestrian Access — presently before the Senate

Would require that at least 1% of all state funds expended on roads (including by municipalities) be used to
provide facilities for all users including, but not limited to, bikeways and sidewnlks with appropriate curb
suts and ramps, except if & municipal project maneger demonatrates and documents with respect to a highway,
road or street that! (1) Non-motorized usage is prohibited; (2) there is a demonstrated absence of need; or (3) the
accommaodation of all users would be excessively expensive 1o the total project cost.

This mandate should exclude municipalities, as it would inappropriately require such determinetions for things like
TAR, LoCIP and road projects in rural areas,

For the most up-to-date news on legisiative issues affecting municipalities —
see CCM’s Legislative d¢tipp Center at www.ccmlac.org

Ttem #17
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To: 8604206883 From: Connecticut Conference of Municipalities 203 498 5801
3/13/09 18:08 Page ! ‘

Expanded Recycling Mandate - presently before the Houge

Would, among other things (1) expand the items that are mandated to be recyeled to include {(a) containers
made of polyethylene terephthalate plastic and high-density polyethylene plastic, (b) boxboard, and
{c) paper, including but not limited to, magazines and white and colored office and residential paper;
and (2) mandate municipalities that provide curbside solid waste pick-up to also provide curbside recycling. The
bill also allows the beneficial reuse of certain materials (such as ash) and reduces some reporting requirements,

The new mandates will clearly increase costs to local governments and further burden local property tax payers,
The State has not even fully identified the municipalities this may affect, CCM is concerned these proposals could
have significant fiscal consequences.

Minimum Bodget Requirement and Xducation Granty -
presently before House {likely subject of budget negotiations)

Would make changes to education grants. Among other things, would (1) restore the minimum budget require-
ment (MBR) for districts recciving increases in annual Educational Cost Sharing (ECS) grants such that
districts must use 100% of any increase for education and may not use an ECS grant increase to supplant
focal education funding. In an era when municipalities are budgeting without certainty as to stete or federal grant
levels, this is an unrealistic and punitive provision, and (2) set the amount of the required state holdback of ECS
funds for a distriet with low student achievement at either (2) 20% of any annual ECS grant increase the district
receives or (b) the same dollar amount held back in the previous year, whichever is greater. In an era of budget cuts
this provision is punitive and would hurt districts that most need state assistance ~ driving up their property taxes
or forcing cuts that would harm students even more.

Extension of P&Z, Inland Wetlands Approvals — presently before Houge

Would extend the expiration date of local land use appravals for prajects approved in the past three years.

Under this bill mundcipalities may lose protactions for such things as infrastructure complefion and maintenance
for extended periods. Developers occasionally walk away from projects leaving towns to hold tha bag: the longer
permits are valid the preater the chance this may happen.

YOUR ACTION NEEDED

Call your tegisiative delegation and legislative leaders;

House Democrats: (860 240-8500 Senate Democrats;  {860) 240-8600
House Republicans: (360} 240-8700 Senate Republicans: (860) 240-880C

Tell them
s Unfunded mandates and other harmful legislation for towns and cities should be off the table - especially in a year of
such extreme budget stress.

& To tell their caucus leaders they oppose these bills end will vate against them,
o Ask for their commitment to vote apainst these hills

i 14 1

For more information, please contact GHan-Car] Casa (poasaBeem-ot.org), Ron Thomas (rhomas@eem-ct.org), Bob Labanara
(rlabanare@cem-ct.org), Kachina Walsh-Weaver (kweaver@oem-ct.org) or Donna Hamzy (dhamzy@com-ct.org).

~-148~ .




Kem #18

' Legislative Update

THE Voice Or LoCAL COVERNMENT

#PLEASE DELIVER IMMEDIATELY TO ALEL CCM-MEMBER MAYORS, FIRST SELECTMEN, AND TOWN/CITY MANAGERS

Two Weeks Left: Little Progress For Towns and Cities
No Budget Numbers, No Revenue Diversification, No Major Mandates Rehef

With two weeks left in the General Asgembly session, things are looking bleak for any significant systemic or structural
progress on behalf of towns and cities, Despite promises by some state officials that a year in which the state and towns
face major fiscal problems would result in significant action for long term changes, the only major assistance thus far
provided to municipalities has been to allow towns to delay revaluations until 2011,

In the meantime, (i) the General Assembly has refused fo guarantes to municipalities even the budget numbers that were
the same in all three budget proposals (the Governor's, Appropriations and legislative Republicans), (ii) proposals for
mandates reform sit on the calendar without being acted upon and (jif) legisiators strip or Kill proposals for diversifying
municipal revenue (the most recent development {s that an amendment will remove from a regional-incentive bill a pro-
posal for a regional hotel/lodging tax).

There is a very real possibility that the legistative session will end on June 3 without progress on any of these fronts: (i)
the continuing budget stalemate between the Executive and Legislative branches means nobody will commit to hard
budget numbers — suggesting that cuts to municipal aid are possible even in areas in which the propoesed budgets all
agree, {il) special interests continue to oppose local- or regional-option taxes, and many legisiators are afraid to support
even the possibility that local povernments will impose additional taxes, and (i) special-interest constituent groups
fight every effort at reforming mandates that benefit them — at your property taxpayers’ expense.

All the while CCM’s list of new “unfunded mandates” contains almost 40 billa.
YOUR ACTION NEEDED

P Call vour state legislative delegation and caucus loaders right away.

House Democraty - (860) 240-8500 (also leave 2 mossage for Speaker Chris Donovan)
Senate Democrats ~ {860) 240-B600 (alao leave a message for Senate President Don Williams)

House Republicana - (860) 240-8700 (also leave a message for Minority Leader Larry Cafero)
Senate Republicans ~ (860) 240-8800 (also Jeave a message for Minority Leader John McoKinney)

=» Call Governor Rell at (860) 566-4840 -- identify yourself and leave 2 message with her telephone operator.

For the most up-to-date news on legislative jssues affecting municipalities —
see CCM's Legislative Aqtipny Center at www.ccmlac.org
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Tell them:

Municipalities need their help — and so far very little has been forthcoming.

The lack of action at the State level you have had to step up and make the hard decisions to cut programs, raise
taxes and even lay off employees.

To provide municipalities with (a) early decision on rhunicipal aid levels for FY 09-10, and (b) special legisia-
tion to allow municipalitics, notwithstanding their ordinances or charters, to amend their local budgets and
property tax rates after they have been adopted. Those are still needed.

To give municipalitics the means to take care of themselves by providing local and/or regional revenue options.

To move forward on meaningful mandates relief (such as in bills 6388, 5526, 772, 5214, 6575, 674).

Tell them you will stand with them and support them as they make tough decisions negessary to help towna and
cities — and that you will hold them accountable if the legislature fails to provide the help that's needed.

=P 1.t the State know your feelings -~ attend CCM's rally and press event Wednesday, May 27, beginning at
11:00. More details to follow.

#Hi HiE HE

For more information, please contact Gian-Carl Casa (gcasa@cem-ct.org) or Jim Finley (ifinley@cem-ct.orm) of COM
at (203) 498-3000.
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Item #19

L, Legislative Update

Tue Voice Or Local GOVERNMENT

= PLEASE DELIVER IMMEDIATELY TO ALL CCM-MEMBER MAYORS, FIRST SELECTMEN, AND TOWN/CITY MANAGERS

IT°’S TIME TO BE HEARD:
CCM Press Conference and Rally
‘Wednesday, May 27, 2009 - 11:00 a.m.

As the General Assembly session moves towards its June 3 adjournment, towns and cities need to speak again
in a loud and unified voice.

CCM is organizing a rally and press conference, in coordination with COST (invited) and the Capital Region
Council of Governments (CRCOG), one week from the end of the legislative session, to let state policymakers
know the need for decisive state action to help local governments:

* Making an early decision to protect and at least maintain level funding of state aid to municipalities.

» Allowing municipalities to amend their budgets and mill rates once levels of state and federal funding
are known.

» Reforming state mandates on local governments.

¢ Creatingreal financial incentives for regional cooperation.

» Defeating all new proposed unfunded mandates on towns and cities.

The press conference and rally will be held:
Wednesday, May 27
11:60 a.m.
Room 1B, State Legislative Office Building

All municipal officials are encouraged to (1) attend the press conference; (2) alert your local media of your
attendance; and (3) meet with your legislative delegations fo press for timely action on the items above.

Hit #4 #H

For more information, please contact Gian-Carl Casa (geasa@ccm-ct.org) or Jim Finley (jfinley@cem-ct.org)
of CCM at (203) 498-3000.

For the most up-to-date news on legislative issues affecting municipalities —
see CCM’s Legislative Action Center at www.cemlac.org
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Item #20

CONNECTICUT 800 Chapel St, Oth
CONFERENCE OF Phone {203) 408131
MUNICIPALITIES ‘

WEEKLY UPDATE:

BILLS PROPOSING NEW STATE MANDATES ON MUNICIPALITIES
2009 GENERAL ASSEMBLY

(Report as of May 15, 2009)

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page #
MEGA MANDATE — HB 6194 (File 101).. cresnreerressnmees ]l

BILLS PROVIDING MANDATES “RELIEF”...cccviiiiimiiiiriinn snnnnsd

BILLS PROVIDING “SOME” MANDATES RELIEF......cocoiniiininnan 3
Section I: Bills Referred to the Senate. . . 4
Section I1: Bills Referred to the HOUSE v iiiiesinnceiccnrnnncesennenens 7
Section II1: Bills Currently In Committee ........ 10
Section I'V: Health Insurance Coverage Mandates.............ooiveinnennns 12

The following is a select list of pending bills that propose new state mandates on towns and cities, which have
been reported out of committee to the respective chambers for consideration. Some of these bills would have a
significant fiscal impact on municipalities and their residential and business property taxpayers.

#H #4
Please call Gian-Car] Casa, Ron Thomas, or Bob Labanara at (203) 498-3000 if you have any questions.
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HB 6194, THE MEGA WORKERS’ COMPENSATION
| MANDATE..IT’S BACK!

Would mandate special workers’ cbmpensation benefits to all police officers, constables,
firefighters, and emergency rescue workers — both paid and volunteers. :

Specifically, HB 6194 would:

1. Mandate new workers’ compensation benefits for the following cancers: multiple myeloma, non-
Hodgkin’s lymphoma, prostate, and testicular; and

2. Mandate new workers’ compensation benefits for the following infectious and contagious
diseases: hepatitis, meningitis, and tuberculosis.

This proposal disregards the seriousness of the present economic crisis and the state of local
budgets. '

What's not at issue is whether public safety personnel should be compensated for their sacrifice, and
they are under the current workers' compensation system — but, whether or not the State should mandate
such special coverage {coverage that already exists if they show job-relatedness) and force local
taxpayers to pay for it. '

HB 6194 is bad public policy in good times -— and even worse policy in the middle of a recession. Local
officials have long supported public safety employees and their just compensation when injuries occur
on duty and as a result of their work. In fact, local officials negotiated — just last year — reasonable
benefits for specific cardiac emergencies while on duty. However, the special state-mandated
presumptions for cancers and diseases proposed in HB 6194 are simply unreasonable, not medically
Justified and would bankrupt local budgets. :
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BILLS PROVIDING MANDATES “RELIEF”

The bills listed below represent key proposals that would provide mandates relief to local

governments and property-tax payers. CCM urges your support for their passage.

GOVERNOR’S MANDATES RELIEF PROPOSAL

HB 6288:

Would, among other things, (a) enact a statutory prohibition against the enactment of
“costly” new unfunded or underfunded stale mandates without a 2/3 vote of both
chambers of the General Assembly; (b) provide a 2-year delay for the mandate that police
treat 16 and 17-year olds as juveniles (from 1/1/10 to 1/1/12); (¢) provide a 2-year
postponement of the effective date of the in-school suspension mandate (from 7/1/09 to
7/1/11); (d) provide municipalities with 30 days to post minutes on town websites, and
suspending the mandate until 1/1/10; and (¢) reform the mandate that municipalities
store and collect the possessions of evicted residential tenants by allowing towns to
contract out with other towns regarding responsibilities (this section should be amended
to relieve municipal responsibility altogether).

POSTPONMENT OF IN-SCHOOL SUSPENSIONS MANDATE

HB 5526:

Would delay implementation of Public Act 07-66, which requires schools to do in-school
suspensions unless a student poses a threat or danger to other students or faculty. While
we prefer fo repeal the law, the delay in the implementation date will provide
municipalities an immediate savings on costs associated with housing such students on-
site during their suspension periods and allow municipalities more time to implement a
long-term plan for meeting the intent of the law.

POSTING OF MINUTES ON WEBSITES

SB 772:

Seeks to make changes to the mandate posed by PA 08-3 requiring the posting of certain
iterns on local websites. _

Would extend, from seven to 14 days afier a meeting, the deadline by which all public
agencies must post meeting minutes on their available web sites. In addition, provides
that a municipal public agency which does not comply with this requirement does not
violate FOIA if (a) from October 1, 2008 until December 31, 2009, it files a notice with
the applicable town clerk indicating the reason for its failure to post the minutes; and, (b)
from January 1, 2010 to January 1, 2011, afler a vote of its legislative body, it files a
notice with the Freedom of Information Commission (FOIC) describing the hardship that
prevents it from complying.

CCM urges the General Assembly to (1} support the extension from seven to fourteen
days and (2) provide a straightforward delay of this law, until July I, 2011 to give
municipalities an opportunity to review their current status; examine their options; and
implement a plan for compliance.
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BILLS PROVIDING MANDATES “RELIEF” — con’t

POSTING LEGAL NOTICES ON MUNICIPAL WEBSITES

HB 5214

Would aflow municipalities to publish legal notices on their websites, instead of in a
newspaper. Unlike the mandate posed by PA. 08-3, this would be enabling legislation.

Opponents of this bill have cited concerns that this bill could diminish already hurting
newspaper revenue. However, the Freedom of Information laws were enacted to keep the
public informed - not to supply newspapers revenue. Municipalities are seeking ways to
decrease their costs and this bill would help substantially.

BILLS PROVIDING “SOME” MANDATES RELIEF

JUVENILE JUSTICE — “Raise the Age”, STILL AN UNFUNDED STATE MANDATE

OFA has cited that this mandate ~ if allowed to become law on 1/1/10 — would represent a 102%
increase in the number of arrests that must be treated as juvenile. Extrapolating to a statewide figure by
applying a per 16- and 17-year old incident average (non-violent crimes) with municipal survey
information — the “raise the age” mandate is set to yield a statewide cost to municipalities of
approximately $37.7 million. W Rven if it was just a quarter of that cost, the statewide impact on
municipalities would still be significant — at $9.4 million.

HB 6575:

SB 674:

- Would merely stagger the implementation of the mandate by raising the maximum age
for juvenile court jurisdiction from age 15 to age 16 starting January 1, 2010 -- and on
January 1, 2012, raises the age from 16 to 17. While this proposal makes some changes
to mitigate other provisions of the mandate such as, allowing police officers to release an
arrested child or youth into their own custody, provided reasonable efforts have been
made to serve a written complaint and summons on a parent, guardian, or agency prior to
the summons date -- make no mistake -- this mandate will stlli have a negative fiscal
impact on local budgets.

Would delay, for 2 years, implementation of the mandate concerning police treatment of
16 and 17-year olds as juveniles -- however, only for portions of the mandate that would
require towns undergo capital expenditures.

Although an attempt to mitigate some of the costs related to this unfunded state mandate -
- the facts remain: there will still be personnel and other costs associate with forcing
local governments to comply with this mandate -- in a time when resources are very
scarce. :

M Connecticut Department of Public Safety: Uniform Crime Reports, 2005 -- representing approximately 10,000 incidents,
Statewide figure excludes Bridgeport, Hartford, New Haven, Stamford and Waterbury (cities with populations over 100,000)
as it is assumed these cities will likely have the facilities and resources to absorb the mandate’s impact.
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Thank you!

CCM and Local Officials thank the General Assembly for passége of SB 997, which provides

municipalities with an option to delay revaluation.

BILLS CURRENTLY IN THE SENATE

HB 6496
File#: 928
Sen. Cal#: 622
Hse. Cal#: 342

GREEN CLEAN SCHOQOLS

Certainly the intention of this proposal, to utilize only “green” cleaning products
in schools, is laudable. But this bill would be an unfunded mandate to local and
regional school districts. ‘

If there truly is an opportunity for savings, as claimed by proponents, then no
mandate would be needed. Rather, with proper education of local officials,
purchasing products that would save money and be good for the environment
would be obvious. It is because proponents are so insistent on a mandate that
CCM does not trust their claims.

This bill has not been to the Environment Committee or Planning &
Development. As the content of this bill falls within both of these committees
jurisdictions, before any further action it should be referred fo them.

Current Location: Senate Floor

SBé6
Filefi: 41
Sen. Cal#: 169

RX DRUG COPAYMENT
Would prohibit individual health insurance policies and group medical contracts
covering prescription drugs from imposing different copayments for prescriptions
based on where the prescription is filled (i. e., retail v. mail-order pharmacy).
According to OFA, this mandate may increase costs to certain fully insured
municipal plans which offer discounted copayments for prescriptions filled
through the mail-order pharmacy in comparison to the local retail pharmacy, such
as the Municipal Employees Health Insurance Plan, (MEHIP). This bill has been
identified by OFA (file 41) as a “STATE MANDATE” on municipalities.

Current Location: Senate Floor

SB 73
File#: 342
Sen. Cal#: 277

SCHOOL CURRICULUM ON PERSONAL FINANCE

Would eliminate the requirement that the State Department of Education assist
local school districts with curriculum on personal finance and leave such mandate
solely with the municipality. This seems to be another responsibility shift in the
wrong direction - - from the State {o towns!

Current Location: Senate Floor
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SB 860
File#: 47
Sen. Cal#: 115

UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION PAYMENTS

Would require all employers with 100 or more employees who pay unemployment
compensation taxes, or make payments in lieu of taxes, to make the payments
electronically.

CCM appreciates the intent of this proposal to encourage efficiency when
processing unemployment payments -- however, such a state mandate in these
extremely uncertain fiscal times could place undue administrative and fiscal
burdens on many communities.

Current Location: Senate Floor

SB 155
File#: 344
1Sen. Cal#: 2821

HIGHWAY WORK ZONE SAFETY

Section 3(b) would require local and regional boards of education to add 15
additional minutes of driver education training for highway work zone safety.
Section 4 would require the Division of the State Police within the Department of
Public Safety, the Police Officer Standards Training (POST) Council, or
municipal police departments in the state add two hours to the already packed
police-training curriculum for highway work zone safety.

The training requirement mandates would create additional costs for
municipalities. Training requirements, while necessary, already obligate critical
local resources - resources which are becoming scarcer as the affects of the
recession unfold.

Current Location: Senate Floor

iSB 913
File#: 540
Sen. Cal#: 386

US SENATE VACANCIES _

Would create a new unfunded mandate on local election officials by eliminating
the governor's authority to fill U.S. Senate vacancies by appointment and instead
require a special election under most circumstances. '

CCM does not have a position on the policy issue. However, according to the
fiscal note special elections can cost a city upwards of $75,000 - $85, 000 and
small towns in the range of $10,000 - $15,000. Such costs would be unexpected -
and not budgeted for.

The costs of a special election to fill a statewide seat should be fully paid for by

the State. _ :

Current Location: Senate Flpor
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Please note that many of these proposals have pood public policy goals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditures without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities to choose

between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. Ifthe State decides such mandates are good policy, it

should pay for them.
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SB 1011 RECYCLING IN SCHOOLS

File#: 425 Would require local and regional boards of education to (1) create and implement
Sen. Cal#: 314 | plans for recycling in their schools; (2) post such plans on their school district's
website; (3) train personnel on how to properly implement and maintain the new
recycling plans; and (4) provide an appropriate number of receptacles to meet the
needs of the plans.

Contrary to the fiscal note, there will be costs associated with this bill --
administrative time and costs to create and implement a recycling plan in all
schools and post such plan on local district websites; administrative and personnel
costs associated with the new training programs; and capitol costs for purchasing
new receptacles. ‘ o : '
Current Location: Senate Floor

SB 1090 SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBERS

File#: 718 Would require state and local agencies that request an individual's Social Security
Sen. Cal#: 497 | number (1) disclose whether providing such number is mandatory or voluntary,
(2) the authority for making such request, (3) the uses to which such number will
be made by revising the requirements that businesses must follow to protect the
confidentiality of such numbers.

Current Location: Senate Floor

1SJ 43 CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT - ABSENTEE BALLOTS
File#: 135 'Would call for the State Constitution to be amended to allow for amending the
Sen. Cal#: 161 j absentee ballot provisions.

Before any further action by either chamber - this resolution needs to be
considered by the Planning and Development Commitiee as it will have
significant implications for local governments, — and — also needs to be considered
by the Appropriations Committee as it will also have a significant fiscal impact to
both state and local governments.

Current Location: Senate Floor

R KK
Please note that many of these proposals have good public policy goals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditures without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities to choose
between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. If the State decides such mandates are good policy, it
should pay for them.
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BILLS CURRENTLY IN THE HOUSE

{HB 5199 ; CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECKS
i File#: 580 ‘Would require that persons working at youth camps submit to a state and national
Hse. Cal#: 386 | background check (including paid and volunteer employees, as well as persons
responsible for transporting youth).The criminal history check would be paid by
the youth camps, including municipally run camps.

' Current Location: House Floor

i HB 5249 DELAY IN TREATMENT PRESUMPTION

File#: 148 Would, among other things, apply ambiguous language to expand the scenarios by
Hse. Cal#f: 148 {which towns couid be penalized -- by mandating that the failure to “promptly”

: i provide medical services be presumed an unreasonable delay in treatment and

thus, deemed worthy of a penalty of up to $1,000 ~ paid to the workers
compensation claimant.

Current Location: House Floor

{HB 5474 - |MANDATED RECYCLING '

| File#: 859 Would, among other things, (1) expand the mandated items to be recycled by all

{ Hse. Cal#: 321 | municipalities to include plastics , boxboard, and paper (including magazines),
and (2) mandate that anyone confracting for solid waste pickup recycling expand
the mandated items to be recycled; and mandate that anyone contracting for solid-
waste pick-up to also contract for recycling pick-up, even if other methods are
{available to them for recycling (e.g. redemption centers or transfer stations).

{ These new mandates will increase costs to local governments and further burden
ilocal property tax payers. Per the DEP's own report outlining recycling in the
state, more than 90 towns would be affected by the increased mandated recyclable
iitems. In addition the State has not even fully identified which municipalities the
mandated curbside recycling might affect. '

CCM has articulated to proponents, since before the session began, that towns and
cities cannot accept any more mandates and any efforts to increase recycling in
Connecticut should come in the form of education for local officials and funding
for local programs.

Current Location: House Floor

* %k ®
Please note that many of these proposals have good public policy goals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditures without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities to choose
between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. If the State decides such mandates are good policy, it
should pay for them,
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HB 5934 EXPANSION OF REQUIREMENTS ON LOCAL INLAND WETLAND
File#: 955 JAGENCIES

Hse. Cali#: 327 { Would expand the requirernents on what local inland wetland agencies must
) "{evaluate when considering an application for a regulated activity within such
areas. The new requirements are ambiguous at best and will be fodder for
increased litigation.

In addition, the fiscal note inaccurately indicates no impact; while the bill

significantly expands the requirements of these local agencies and thus will have a
corresponding increase in their costs.

; Current Location: House Floor

HB 6041 ASSESSOR TRAINING

File#: 938 Would, among other things, mandate that volunteer members of boards of

Hse. Cal#: 237 {assessment appeals are trained. This would set a bad precedent by requiring

training for members of local boards and commissions. It would start a slippery

slope - - what's next, mandated training for municipal CEOs and councils?
Current Location: House Floor

HB 6189 WAGE REPORTING MANDATE

File#: 50 Would create a new administrative burden on towns and cities by mandating local
Hse. Cal#: 93 | officials include the wages, gender and job classification of each employee --ona
quarterly basis -- when collecting data for the Labor Commissioner to be included |
in annual wage reports. Identified by OFA -- this mandate "could resuit in a
minimal cost associated with printing, postage, and programming costs of the
updated report form." What's deemed "minimal” in theory by analysts -- counld be
administratively "significant” in reality in town halls across the state -~
particularly in the middle of a recession.

Current Location: House Floor

HB 6194 MEGA-WORKERS' COMPENSATION MANDATE

File#: 624 Would mandate special workers’ compensation benefits to all police officers,
Hse. Cal#: 135 | constables, firefighters, and emergency rescue workers — both paid and
volunteers, Specifically, HB 6194 would:

{1) Mandate new workers’ compensation benefits for the following cancers:
mutltiple myeloma, non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma, prostate, and testicular; and

(2) Mandate new workers’ compensation benefits for the following infectious and
contagious diseases: hepatitis, meningitis, and tuberculosis.

This proposal disregards the seriousness of the present economic crisis and the
state of local budgets. What's not at issue is whether public safety personnel
should be compensated for their sacrifice, and they are under the current workers'

E o
Please note that many of these proposals have good public policy goals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditures without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities to choose
between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. If the State decides such mandates are good policy, it
should pay for them.
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compensation system - but, whether or not the State should mandate such special
coverage (coverage that already exists if they show job-relatedness) and force
local taxpayers to pay for it. HB 6194 is bad public policy in good times — and
even worse policy in the middle of a recession.

{Local officials have long supported public safety employees and their just
compensation when injuries occur on duty and as a result of their work. In fact,
local officials negotiated - just last year - reasonable benefits for specific cardiac
emergencies while on duty. However, the special state-mandated presumptions for
jcancers and diseases proposed in HB 6194 are simply unreasonable, not medically
justified and would bankrupt local budgets.
‘ ‘ Current Location: House Floor

HEB 6245 ; POLICE PROTOCOLS
Fileit: 669 Would require police officers to (1) adopt and adhere to protoools {not yet)

1 Hse. Cal#: 447 |developed by the Police Officers Standards and Training council regarding the
' treatment of victims of domestic violence whose immigration status is uncertain,
jand (2) assist such families at the scene of family violence crimes “in accordance
with the uniform protocols for treating victims of family violence whose
j immigration status is questionable”, to be prescribed by POST.
This bill will have a fiscal impact on towns and cities. It is difficult to determine
{the cost since police departments are being required to adhere to standards yet to
ibe determined. This bill puts the cart before the horse. '
: Current Location: House Floor |

HB 6440 PROVISIONAL BALLOTS

File#: 894 | Would expand the use of provisional ballots to all state and municipal elections

| Hse. Cal#: 396 ;and primaries-eliminate the requirement that the Secretary of the State provide
tsuch ballots to local elecnon officials, leaving that cost now with the towns.
Current Location: House Floor

|1HJ 113 ' CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT ABSENTEE BALLOTS
File#: 633 Would call for the State Constitution to be amended to allow for amendmg the
| Hse. Cal#: 423 | absentee ballot provisions.

{Before any further action by eijther chamber - this resolution needs to be
considered by the Planning and Development Committee as it will have
{ significant implications for local governments, — and — also needs to be
considered by the Appropriations Committee as it will also have a significant
fiscal impact to both state and local governments.

‘Current Location: House Floor

* KW
Please note that many of these proposals have good public policy goals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditures without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities fo choose
between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. [fthe State decides such mandates are good policy, it
should pay for them.
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SB 981 AUTOMATIC EXTERNAL DEFIBRILLATOR

File#: 833 Would require that, (1) there be an of automatic external defibrillator (AED) and
Sen. Cal#: 543 {school staff trained in the use of such defibrillators and cardiopulmonary

Hse. Cal#: 620 | resuscitation in all schools during operational hours, school sponsored athletic
practices and athletic events taking place on school grounds and during school
sponsored events not occurring during operational hours; and that (2) schools and
athletic departments develop emergency response plans to address serious
incidents involving an individual experiencing sudden cardiac arrest or similar life
threatening emergency while on school grounds.

Section 1(d) includes a provision that does not mandate local and regional school
boards of education (BOE) to purchase AEDs if Federal and State funds are not
available. It also provides local and regional BOEs the ability to accept donations
providing the AED and/or in-kind donations for the purchase of AEDs. We urge
you to maintain this provision.

Cunent Locatmn House Floor

BILLS CURRENTLY IN COMMITTEE

HB 6187 PAID SICK LEAVE MA.NDATE

File#: 67 Would, among other things, mandate that towns and cities (with 50 or more
Hse. Cal#: 109 i employees) provide paid sick days to their employees for use for the employee's
sickness, the employee's child's sickness, or to deal with sexual assault or family
violence issues. Identified by OFA in File 67 as 2 "STATE MANDATE" on
towns.

In this economic climate -- any new, unfunded state mandate that costs
hometowns even just a penny -- is very problematic.
Current Location: Appropriations Commrttee

HB 6683 WORKERS' COMPENSATION LIEN NEGOTIATION PROCESS
| File#: 783 Would strip employers” right and ability to participate in the lien negotiation
Hse. Cal#: 526 {process under workers’ compensation. This would decrease employers’ legitimate
recoveries against at fault third parties in workers compensation claims, and will
force them to increase costs for litigation. CCM estimates this mandate would cost
towns and cities $1.6 million to $2.5 million.

Current Location: Appropriations Committee

L
Please note that many of'these proposals have good public pelicy goals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditures without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities to choose
between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. If the State decides such mandates are good policy, it
should pay for them.

-163~



SB 459
File#: 44
Sen. Cali#: 111

PROHIBITING COPAYMENTS FOR PREVENTIVE CARE

Would prohibit copayments, deductibles or other cut-of-pocket expenses for
preventive care services. According to the fiscal note - this proposal could
increase costs to certain fully insured municipal plans which include copayments
for certain preventative care services. This proposal may also result in increased
premium costs when municipalities enter into new health insurance contracts after
Japvary 1, 2012. ‘

Current Location: Appropriations Committee

SB 569
| File#: 839
Sen. Cal#: 355

CONSIDERATION OF ALL "SUBSTANTIAL" EVIDENCE
Would require inland wetland agencies to consider all "substantial" evidence
brought before such agency.

"Substantial" is not defined anywhere in this section of the statutes and CCM is

jconcerned that such vague language could be a catalyst for litigation if an
{individual feels that what they submitted qualifies but was not considered.

This bill is unnecessary. We urge you to take no action on this bill.

Current Location: Judiciary Committee

SB 735
| File#: 394
: Sen. Cali: 302

ROAD CONSTRUCTION AND IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENTS
Would require that at least 1% of all funds expended on roads be used to provide
facilities for all users including, but not limited to, bikeways and sidewalks with
appropriate curb cuts and ramps, except if a municipal project manager
demonstrates and documents with respect to a highway, road or street that: (1)
Non-motorized usage is prohibited; (2) there is a demonstrated absence of need; or
(3) the accommodation of all users would be excessively expensive to the total
project cost.

This mandate should exclude municipalities, as it would inappropriately require
such determinations for things like TAR, LoCIP and road projects in rural areas.
Current Location: Appropriations Committee

& & &

Please note that many of these proposals have good public policy poals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditares without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities to choose

between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. If the State decides such mandates are good policy, it

should pay for thein.
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SB 939 TEACHER CONTINUING EDUCATION -
File#: 694 Among other things, increases teacher professional development requirements,
Sen. Cal#: 504 which will result in an additional cost to local and regional school districts
associated with the additional hours of professional development training.

'The Office of Fiscal Analysis has identified this proposal as a State Mandate on
local governments.

School districts are struggling to find time to meet all of the curriculum, testing,
training, and other requirements that continue to be mandated on them. There
comes a point when there just isn't enough time in the day, week, month, or year
to meet more mandates not to mention the increased costs at a time when the
economy is struggling and state aid to local governments is tenuous at best.
Current Location: Appropriations Commitiee

Health Insurance Coverage Mandates

The following are several proposals that would mandate health insurance coverage for specific
ireatments, procedures and medical devices. Although well intended, the costs of these mandates would
zmpact the iocal bottom—hne and increase aiready skyrocketing costs of hcahhcare for mumc;pahtles

HB 5023 AN ACT RI)QUIRING HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR

File#: O WOUND CARE FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH EPIDERMOLYSIS

Sen, Cal#: 526 I BULLOSA.
{Hse. Cal#: 71 Current Location: Senate Floor
HE 5433 AN ACT CLARIFYING HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR

File#: 38 STEPCHILDREN.

Sen. Cal#: 589 Current Location: Senate Floor
Hse. Cal#: 86

HB 6527 AN ACT CONCERNING MINOR CHANGES TO THE INSURANCE AND

File#: 967 RELATED STATUTES.
Sen. Cal#: 662 i Though well-intended, Section 6 through 10 would mandate extended health
Hse. Cal#: 250 {insurance benefits for such costly items as; (1) treatment of tumors and leukemia,
(2) reconstructive surgery, (3) non-dental prosthesis, (4) chemotherapy, (5)
general anesthesia, (6) nursing, and (7) related hospital services provided to a
patient with a (i) complex dental condition that requires the procedure to be
performed in a hospital, or (i) developmental disability that places them at serious
risk. Municipalities are coping with annual increases in the costs of health
insurance. These requirements could further drive up that cost in fully insured
municipalities in which collective bargaining contracts do not presently require
such coverage (it would not affect self-insured municipalities).

Current Location: Senate Floor

L
Please note that many of these proposals have good public policy goals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditures without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities to choose

between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. If the State decides such mandates are good policy, it
should pay for them.
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{MEDICAL CONDITION.

HB 6540 AN ACT CONCERNING PRESCRIPTION EYE DROP REFILLS.

File#: 962 Current Location: Senate Floor
Sen. Cal#: 650

Hse. Cal#: 379 _

SB 290 AN ACT CONCERNING HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR

Filet: 5 BONE MARROW TESTING.

Sen. Cal#: 84 Current Locat:on Senate Floor
1SB 638 AN ACT CONCERNING HZEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR

File#: 119 { COLONOSCOPIES.

Se;:f._ Cal#: 149 C’urrent Locatton Senate Floor‘
HEB 5021 AN ACT EXPANDING HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR
| File#: 34 {OSTOMY SUPPLIES.
{Hse. Cal#: 85 _ Current Locatton House Ftoor'
| HB 5093 AN ACT CONCERNING PROSTHETIC PARITY
1 File#: 93 Current Location: House Floor
Hse, Cal#: 123 | .
| HB 5672 AN ACT EXPANDING INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR HEARING AIDS
| File#: 10 FOR CHILDREN.
| Hse. Cal#: 72 | Current Locaaon House Floor
{HB 5673 AN ACT CONCERNiNG HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR
| File#: 11 WIGS FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH HAIR LOSS DUE TO A DIAGNOSED
|Hse. Cal#: 73

Current Location: House Floor

# R R

Please note that many of these proposals have good public policy goals. However, when the General Assembly mandates
municipal expenditures without reimbursement it drives up the cost of local government, forcing municipalities to choose

between raising property taxes, curtailing other local services, or both. Ifthe State decides such mandates are good policy, it

should pay for them.
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CCM — CONNECTICUT’S STATEWIDE ASSOCIATION
OF TOWNS AND CITIES

CONNECTICUT
CONFERENCE OF
MUNICIPALITIES

The Connecticut Conference of Municipalities (CCM) is Connecticut's statewide association of {fowns
and cities. CCM represents municipalities at the General Assembly, before the state executive branch
and regulatory agencies, and in the courts. CCM provides member towns and cities with a wide array
of other services, including management assistance, individualized inquiry service, assistance in
municipal labor relations, technical assistance and training, policy development, research and analysis,
publications, information programs, and service programs such as workers' compensation and liability-
automobile-property insurance and risk management, and energy costcontainment  Federal
representation is provided by CCM in conjunction with the National League of Cities. CCM was
founded in 1966. '

CCM is governed by a Board of Directors, elected by the member municipalities, with due consideration
given to geographical representation, municipalities of different sizes, and a balance of political parties.
Numerous commitiees of municipal officials participate in the development of CCM policy and
programs. CCM has offices in New Haven (the headquarters) and in Hartford.
900 Chapel Street, 8" Floor .
New Haven, Connecticut 06510-2807
Telephone (203) 498-3000  Fax (203) 562-6314

E-mail: cem@cem-ct org
Web Site: www.ccm-ct.org

~ THE VOICE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
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* - STATE OF CONNECTICUT
) OFFICE OF POLICY AND MANAGEMENT

Tiem #21

May 5, 2009

Dear Chief Executive Officers and Assessors:

This is in reference to the 2007 Equalized Net Grand List (ENGL) which was mailed fo
your municipality on May 1. Unfortunately an error was made in the calculation of your
total ENGL. The error has been corrected and your municipality’s amended 2007 ENGL
is enclosed. We apologize for any inconvenience caused by the miscalculation and once
again want to thank you and your staff for your cooperation during our preparation of the
2007 Sales/Assessment Ratio Study and Equalized Net Grand List.

Within fifteen (15) days following receipt of this amended notification, a town may
appeal to the Secretary of the Office of Policy and Management. Pursuant to Section 10-
261a(c), the appeal must be in writing and include a statement as to the reason(s) for the
appeal.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (860) 418-6313 or via e-mail at
paul.labella@ct.gov.

Yours truly,

Paul LaBella, Manager
Data Collection and Grants Administration

Enclosures

450 Capitol Avenue ~Hgthsd, Connecticut $6106-1379
www.ct.gov/opm



2007 AMENDED

Mansfield

CLASSIFICATION
Net Residential
Apartments
Comm/Ind/Utlitiés
Vacant

Land Use

10 Mills

Total Real Property

Total Personal Property

TOTAL GRAND LIST |

NET ASSESSMENT
702,597,450
33,488,980
75,205,160
5,469,800
1,417,750

1,750

818,180,850

104,392,039

922,572,929

ENGL

RATIO
62.82
62.45
62.45
50.24

7000

106.00

70.00

-170-

78

EQUALIZED
1,118,429,561
53,625,268
120,424,596
10,887,341

| 2,025 357

1,750

1,305,363,872

149,131,484

1,454,525,357




‘Connecticut To Host 2011 World Youth Peace Summit - May 18, 2009
Item #22

University of “ o
Connecticut | UConn News

Connecticut To Host 2011 World Youth  Relesse#09084

Peace Summit Contact
Lisa Mahoney, World Youth Peace

University of Connecticut and the institute for International Sport Summit

Team. L 860-883-3564 of Inmwing@acl.com
U Richard Veilleux, UConn Media
Released:May 18, 2009 Relations

860-486-3530 or
richard.veilleux@uconn.edu

STORRS, CT — Connecticut Gov. M. Jodi Rell today announced that the World
Youth Peace Summit will be held in Connecticut in the summer of 2011, with the
University of Connecticut serving as the host institution. Nearly 20,000 participants
are expecied.

The World Youth Peace Summit is a major inifiative of the Instilute for Intemational
Sport, a non-profit organization founded and led by Dan Doyle. The Instifute has
organized numerous U.S. and World Scholar-Athlete Games Tor the past 25 years
with the goal of promoting peace through the medium of sports and the aris.

The World Youth Peace Summit begins with the six-day World Scholar-Athlete
Games, Artists and athletes from around the world, aged 15-19, will assemble at
UCenn for the Games. During the final days of the Games, the World Youth Peace
Summit will commence. Nearly 20,000 past participants of Scholar-Athlete Games
and delegates nominated by the United Nations will join the current schofar-
athlete/artists for a one-week Intensive academic program.

The Summit's rission is to help current and former scholar-athletes and scholar-
artists develop peace initiatives for their home communities or countries, and give
them the tools to implement their programs successfully, These young community
leaders will create a grassroots gichal network of peace advocates to foster a more

~ peaceful world. Participants will receive leadership iraining and targeted assistance in
social entrepreneurship and development of community-based programs.

"With our internationally recognized programs in human rights and social
entrepreneurship, UConn is in an excellent position to partner in this effort,” UConn
President Michael Hogan said. "We have world-class faculty and students working in
these areas and outstanding facilities to house the activities that the Summit will
involve."

With anticipated attendance of 2,000 participants for the games and another 20,000
Summit participants, the event will have a significant economic impact on the state.
The tangible benefits of job creation, advancement of strategic priorities of the host
organizations, and increased tourism will be heightened by the intangible benefits of
the legacy the event will leave behind,

The fifth World Scholar-Athlete Games will include baseball, basketball, chess, goff,
field hockey, saiting, crew, wrestling, lacrosse, rugby, soccer, squash, softball,
swimming, fennis, track and field and volleyball. Teams will be comprised of scholar-
athletes from different countries to foster understanding and knowledge of other
lands. Arts aclivities include art, choir, culinary arts, dance, digital photography,
symphony, theatre, and writing/poetry.

After the games, approximately 20,000 past participanis and delegates nominated by
the United Nations will join the current scholar-athletes to develop Pathways to Peace

-171-
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Connecticut To Host 2011 World Youth Peace Summit - May 18, 2009 : Page 2 of

initiatives through an intensive academic program, which will be accompanied by
cultural and athletic activities. Speeches by major world leaders and prominent peace
advocates will be held each day in the Hartford area, augmented by small group
discussions and workshops.

“I am gratefut to so many people in Connecticut for providing the Institute for
International Sport with this opportunity,” said Doyle. “We have assembled a
wonderful team {0 move forward with what | am confident will be a transformational

. peace inifiative. All of us working on this project will spare no effort fo ensure its
success.”

Numerous programs and events will build momenturmn for the World Youth Peace
Summit. The Institite for Intemational Sport will host The Ambassadors of Peace
Dinner, featuring General Colin Powell, on Oct. 28, 2009, at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel
in New York City to raise funds for the peace initiative.

During the next two years, a range of Connecticut municipalities, academic
institutions, community and religicus groups will be offered the opportunity to host a
Peace Lecture or Peace Performance to support the World Youth Peace Summit. An
international Walk for Peace will be organized during Memorial Day weekend 2011
with support from thousands of Scholar-Athlete Games graduates. Other Summit
events will be held in Rhode istand and wilf be chaired by Rhode Island Attorney
General Pairick Lynch and Alan Hassenfeld of Hasbro' Inc.

Rell and Hogan will be joined by U.S. Congressman John Larson and other state
leaders, including Connecticut State Senate President Pro Tempore Donald E.
Williams Jr. and Speaker of the House Christopher G. Donovan.

For more information, please visit the World Youth Peace Summit's web site:
wwrw, youthpegcesummit.org or contact Lisa Mahoney, Press Liaison for the World
Youth Peace Summit at 860-883-3564 or Irmwing@aol.com.

May Reieases
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] ,expand eco mi

-f'CommerclaI areas"to"p ~

By. CAITLIN M. bmeﬁus’ / L{ .

¢ *Ghrogicle Staff’ erter

M:*\I\ISFNIEL]Z)"2--'w Town council memibers

have decided their portion of an “electronic

marketing kit” to promote development in the .
arca will feature: general photos and informa--

tion on the town: .

- The marketing kit will be’ created by AKRE,. .
an- environmental, plannihg and -enginéering
" consulting firm hired by the Windham- Region -

Council of Govemments (Mansﬁeid isa mem~
ber). .

member -towns: and hew the towns could

focus on.- L :

Council memher Gene Nes’kntt said he would “x
like to. see- town -officials usé the promo- -
tion specifically for the intersection: of Route -

. 44 and Route. 195 ——: comonly known as -

Mansfield-Fout Corners.
“Tdlike to see the electrogic kit: be used fof "

the Four Corners (intersection),” said Nesbltt.

‘AXRF was hﬁed through a grant to assess

'mr g Monda}g councﬂ;
& detetinined no' potential commerejal . -
. “areas‘'of town {\‘Aterev built;'up or. 1aIge.§=noug :

send sewer and water links 1o the

The intersection. remains’ mosﬂy ba.rs as‘
' countless: businesses prewously locatcd there. .-
‘either reiocated or shut down.” ™ ~

- Most recently, Kathy John’s Res:éurant —-a

longtime favorite for area. res1dents — closed. ‘
s, doors in February

Remalmzxg businesses mclude an auto care

shop, a gas station’and CVS, Pharmacy

. Mansfield Mayﬁr Jetsy Patetsom. szud town )
Jofficials should consider focusing on’ an‘aren;.
. of commercial. property they “have ah'eady_: :

- deemed a potential area of development..

49t makes senseto fne to look at an aréa

. we're aheady focusmg on,” said Paferson.
- Paterson, however, was hesitant fo promote

: "the mtersecfzcn specﬁlcaliy due to 1ts iacic of ="

Council member Bruce Clouette-said, before

promotlng BNy secticms of the’ tov{rxi it was’®
. fmportant for, the area to. be ready for qu}ck”.".

devalopment

It seeriis to me there are.a mxmber of t‘mngs

that.; have:to be.in place_befors you dozany-

thihg” Sald Clouette:
‘He queshoned whether infiastructure repairs
to be mide; at the intersection were far enough

- along to promote to pcnenual busmesses and

residents, =
“Mansfield Director of Planmng Gregory

A Padmk $aid the purposa of the Idt was to gen-

rally profiste the town-and provide mforman

Hof: about how ‘1o coritact town off1c1als

“T thmk we'te better:served by a generic web
site,” said Padick to council members Monday,

‘adding the town has four or fwe areas avail-

abie for development :
Accordmg ‘to Padick, the web site "will act
as-an mformatlonai site for statc ‘and regional

.“Maybe' we stiould have' one,” 'saié Padick
adding the web site would be the town’s “op-

‘pormmty” to have somezhmg 1o, “bmld” on
" 10.: o .
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$490,000 in grant funding for the proposed Storrs Center project from the Feo‘era Tia s

Contract will Iead to funds..

By CAITLIN M DINEEN
Chronicle Staff Writer
MANSFIELD — Town officials and officials
from the Mausfield Downtown Partnership will
soon be able to access $490,000 in.grant funding
from the Federal Transit Administration.

Members of the town council voted at their reg-
ular meeting Monday- in favor of signing 2 con-
tract with the Greater Hartford Transit District to
move forward with the design and engineering of
an intermodal center.

The intermodal center would provide parking
options for visitors, employees and residents of

the proposed $220 million Storrs Center project.

The proposed project is a mix of housing, retail |

shops and commercial buildings to be built along
Storrs Road from Dog Lane o South Eagleville
Road. -
The contract will allow the town ami the Mans-
field Downtown Partnership to access the FIA
funds. The grant is specifically earmarked for

“design.

An additional $10 million grant was approved
by the State Bond Commission on May 30, 2008,
earmarked for construction of the center.

Admimstratfon

in order to access funding from the FTA, the

reclpmnt must be approved as a “designated re-
cipient”

“Neither the Town nor the Wmdham Regional
Transit District possess this designation,” reads a
memorandum from Hart to council snembers.

However, tie _GHTD'-‘_d_oé's have this desig:naf
ton.

Parmersth Execuuve Directos Cynthaa van
Zelm said the Boston office of the FTA advised

- éstablishing a contract with the Gréater Hartford
- d1stmct to access and administer the funds. ’

According to Town Manager Matthew I-Iaﬂ:y

(Transn contract, Page 4)

T
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(Continued from Page 1}

The deal wifh the fransit dis-
trict will cost $34,300 -~ which

will be paid fcr through the FTA

grant.
. According to van Zelm, the con-
tract is the “first step to procuring
design services for intermodal
services.”

- Before agreeing to sign the con-

tract, some town council mem- -

bers expressed their concerns that
by agreeing to the contract the
town would be required to build

the center — which will fnclude

' two parking garages.

“] want to make sure we're not
jumping ahead of the councils

- agreement for the garage” said

council member Helen Koehn.
Koehn said she was concerned

the agreement with the Greater

Hartford district would “tie” the

“town to the construction of the

garages.

Although she was concerned
that agreeing to sign the contract
would contractually bind the town
to building the center, van Zeim
and Hart said it was simply to

access the funding.

“We think it’s important fto

secure the funding,” said Hart, “I
dor’t think it necessarily ties our
hands.”
- Council member Christopher
Paulhus also helped ease Koehn's
concerns and said the town has
dealt with grants before.

“This is like any other grant
to get the procedure going,” he
said. “We don’t have fo use the
money.”’

In addition to accessing funds,

van Zelm said acting sooner rath-

Transit contract will lead to funds for Storrs Center:

er than later would lock in the
amount of funding the .project
receives.

According to van Zelm, the -
grant — which was originally

received in 2008 -—— has been
cut ffom $500,000 to $490, GOO ¥
within a year.

She urged town council men- »
bers to approve the contract be-
fore-the funding was potentxaily :
reduced further.

“It’s a timely manner,” she said. -
“Money is (decreasmg) We need
to be cognizant of that.”
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Council eschews reglonallzatlon committee

By CAITLIN M. DINEEN
- Chronicle Staff Writer

MANSFIELD —During their tegular meet--

ing Monday night,. town council members

decided against forming a.new: committee to -

study-and-promiote regionalism in towa.

“ostead, an “informal working: group” was D
.created: to begm looking into regionalizing.
. area‘seérvices.

~ The “committes — suggested by council
member Gepe Nesbitt — was turned down by
council members who said the town already
has too many committees to fill another one.
There are currently 18 committees in town.

“I'm just concerned about (setting up) an-
other committee,”.said council member Helen
Koebn, adding she thought some existing
comumittess could be “reworked” to incarpo-
rate more regionalism. -

“T don’t see. how this council — given its
composition at this point'in Hme — can staff
another coramittes,” said Koehn.

Mansfield Mayor Betsy Paterson said she
agroed with Koehn, adding another committee
would be difficult to fill. “We don’t get peopie
to show up to committees thcy e assigned £o,”

the Chronicie, Willimantic, Conn., Tuesday, May 12, 20093

she sa1d

Nesbitt: said he thought a new commxttee
should be formed because existing committees
have specific purposes. Adding a new purpose

to currehticommittee agendas may not be ben-"
: \.,.‘;efmial hesaid,

Accordmg 10 Nesbitt, he was interested in
forming a’committee to look into ways to Te-

giogalize; pubhc safety and address economic
-development and water issues.

“As we had our budget discussions a number
of times,. I've said maybe there could be more
coordiniation;” said Nesbitt Monday.

He said’Some work to regionalize area ser-
vices bas Been dome, but only at the adnnms-
trative level.

‘Nesbitt said he hoped to. get policy makers
mvolved. in discussions to ensure coordinated
efforts are taken when forming agreements or
making policies.

“(We need to) get policy makers: mvolvsd
early,” said Nesbitt.

According to Nesbitt, future discussions
should involve more than just the “nuts and
bolts” of planning. and expanding. -

With the recommended committee, Nesbitt

" said he would have' wanted two town councﬂ
members and Town Manages ‘\datthew Hart
involved.

To address Nesbitts concerns and to ease
tensions within the council, Hart recommend-
ed the committee be an informal work gruup

instead,

“That would certamly be manageable,” sald
Hart, adding a “robust committee st:ucmr
would be a “different level”

As an informal group, there would not. be
specific meeting times or Eeadlmes for those
involved. It would offer mput to counmlmen
regarding regionalization issues.

The group will include Hart — who bas
aiready taken steps to research the benefits of
regionalism — and two council members. | |

Members Bruce Clouette and Carl Schaefer
volunteered to be part of the group.

Schaefer said he only supported the group

“if it remained informal-and thought- another
‘cemmittes would not work in town.

Nesbitt said he “envisioned” the group that
would have no determined end date that-would
work to “identify areas that have some goten—
tial and those that don’t.”
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Editor:

Thank you to the League of Women Voters
" for hosting their recent forum on the Storrs
Center project. :

As supporters of Storrs Center, we knew
its value as a revepue-pencrafing, environ-
mentally sound and much-needed plan for
Mansfield’s future.

Hearing from the tearn of presenters rein-
forced how impressive and well-planned this
project has been. Mote importantly, it also
hxghhghted the unique 0pportumty Mansfield
has in shaping vur future on what is essentially
university owned land. ' -

Shamini Patwa
Ayaz Madraswalla
Storrs

Editor:

First of all, 1 would Yike to thank e'verybody
who worked on the Mansfield town budget.
It must have been a hard and, perhaps, very
frustrating process.

We will be meeting again to vyote on the
2009-10 budget at the annual town budget
meeting at Mansfield Middle School at 7 p.m.

| Letters to the Editor 5/7 |

on May 12

Here are my suggestions to have a smooth
and speedy meeting:

-1. Heads of the departments apd the boards:
Please come prepared to answer questions
about why and how much money is allocated
to your budget in the proposed 2009-10 bud-
get.

Last year, when questloned how much

money was allocated to the Storrs Center Pro-

jeot, there was no jmumediate’ answer. Bruce
_Clouette had to stand on his feet for half an

hour to dearch the budget to find the nambers,

embedded in various lines of the budget, while
some officials already knew the answer. I do
pot think that we got the right answer on that
night for that guestion.

2. Storrs Center Project: What happened to

the town’s allocated money to this project? Is .

it still there? Did we get matching funds from
the state? How much money is allocated for
this project in the proposed budget this year
and why?

3. Mansﬂeld Commumty Center: What is
the current financial situation of the center?
What is the proposed budget this year and
why? How much revenue have the members of
the closed gym in Willimantic generated and

was it a successful marketing strategy to en.roli,

them with a reduced fee?

4. Please no voice votmg Some groups are
louder than the others, giving a false impres-
sion that there are more votes for or against
the motion. ‘

Have a nice and fruitful meeting.

Tulay Luciano
Mansfield Center

Editor:

The Mansfield fown msetmg is Tuesday,
May 12 at 7 p.m, at the middle school.

For many of ug, it hag been enough to know
that our hard-working town council has done
fheir usual good job of balancing services and
costs and that we would have another year of
good schools, good services and a reasonable
tax rate.

This year, it may be advisable to attend the
meeting and vote for the proposed budget as

-1789-

is. If not, there may be the usual sparse atten-
dance and enough special interest voters fo
eliminate parts of the council’s budget that are
imnportant to you or to your neighbors.

My children have long since graduated from
the schools, but good schools are an important
part of the commumty and I am happy to sup-
port them.

I no longer need to drive to work each day,
but will willingly pay for the early snow

--plowing for those who do, Those who strug-

gle to pay their property taxes deserve to
have the increased tax base that will result
from the work of the Mansficld Downtown’
Partnership.

1 prefer to consider the comununity as a
whole and support the budget as is, rather than
try to deprive my neighbors of thmr services
in favor of my own. Please attend the town
meeting and vote to support the town council’s
budget as presented. '

. Howard Raphaelson
Storrs

Editor:

The Mansfield Town Council 1ose to a par-
ticularly challenging task this year of produc-
ing a town budget that will adequately fund
Mansfields town services and Mansfields
public schools for the next year while keeping
property taxes as low ag possible.

I, like some other Mansfield residents,
cringe at some of the cuts in this budget. Yet,
some people want funds for certain program(s)
restored. Some residents want funds for spe-
cific program(s) cut from the budget. Some
pecple want deeper cuts. Some people want
a zero mill rate increase or even a miilyate
decrease.

Although this frugal budget won’t please
everyome, it should maintain the excellence
that Mansfield residents expect in our town
services and our public schools. The total.
expenditures, in this budget would be 1.6-per-
cent less than last year’s budget. This translates
to only a 0.47 mill-rate increase.

I urge Mansfield residents to attend the
Mansfield town meeiing on Tuesday, May 12,
at 7 p.m. at Mansfield Middle School and vote

yes” on ths proposed town budget.
Cynara Stites
Mansfield
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The writer of a May. 4 Ietter about Storrs
Center stated that.building -the. second park-
mg garage would result in 4 “really. 1arge tax
increase” for Mansfield. voters. .

This simply isn’t so. Rather than cestmg
the taxpayers money, Storrs Center will be an
important source of new tax revenues for the
town {to say nothing of its other economie,
environmental, social and civic beneﬁts)

. Here are some relevant facts: ~

(1) Storrs Center is a smart-growth project
that will create a mixed-use- (commmercial, -
retail and residential) neighborhood “situated -
near the university, the high school and other”

already existing civic and commermal proper- - jp osition 16 deal. with-future fiscal chailenges' .

ties,
-(2) The parking garages are an mtcgral part

6f this plan, contributing to both the economic
and -environmental sustainability of the proj- -
-ech,
(3) Storrs Center is projected to generate_, .
-8l gmf icant.property tax‘reyenues: :

expenses are takef: into account.

" {4) Although decisions about the' manage- -

ment of the parking: facilities are yet to be
made, the report of the town’s expert parking

consultant suggests that parking revenues are’

likely to exceed operational costs, generating
more income for the town.
~(5) The first garage will be paid for by the
state, not the town. And the town will make
every effort to secure state or federal fundmg
for the second garage too.

:(6) Even if the town pxcks up the entire tab

for the construction of the second garage, the

projected tax and operational revenues gener-
ated by the downtown would more than pay
for the resulting construction and debt service
costs

I Letfers to the editor !

(7) Because Storrs Center will be built In
phases, the construction of the second garage
will not begin until we have demonstrable

_evidence that the garage is needed and that

taxpayers would benefit from its construction,

Simply put, there is no plausible scenario in
which Storrs Center would result in a “really

large tax increase.”

Ire fact, .as soon as the.initial phase of con-
struction begins, Storrs Center will begin to
generate a.stream of new tax reverues -— low-
ering the tax rate needed to maintain the cur-

-rent.level of services and putting us in a better

such as school ccmstmctzon and decreases in
state aid,

Opponents of the downtown have it exactly-

backwards. Storrs Center won't result in large
tax. mcreascs Storrs: Center

Editor: -

“We see in our town, Mansfield, a group that
has popped up supporting the Storrs Center
project. o

They have taken the name “Smart Growth.”

They are asking the voters of Mansfield

to support-a- $43 million budget because it
includes $175,000 for the “downtown partner-
Ship.” .
The real smart people are the ones who real-
ize that $175,000 is a mere 0.4 percent of the
total town budget. -

People should not support a budget just
because it inchudes this mistake the town will

- be making.

“the best way to

Jay _Rﬁécld-;'
Mansfield:-

The overall budget includes a lot of ove;,:-!‘,‘"

spending that has been going on for years.

I would ask these Smart Growth peopie; :

where they would like to reduce spending B
keep their $175,000 for the downtown.

The. budget that has been presented to the .

voters has reduced the contributions to- sup-
port area agencies, {veterans, social servme§,,.
transportation, -etc.) but has made sure otrs
town staff, mostly management is compem

‘-sated well. y

“We have one vehicle for every 3.5 empioy-'

ees: We spend $2.3 million on fire protection. .

We have heard that we will need this when we .,
get our downtown. Its a good thing we have It
now, you never know when it (Storrs Centef)
will magacaliy pop out of the ground. '

There is another group in town called Save .

1‘1

Mansfield (www.savemansfieldct.org). -
These citizens are not-against this dowrt: -
town, they are against tax dollars bemg used.’

~on it. And most are against the actual size of "
" the-project. They ‘are against the town: owmng
:and operating a parkmg garage. .

Smart growth. means smart people have
money that they are willing to invest that will
produce them more money. The really smart
people. know how to get unwilling others tm
invest in losing propositions. The rcaliy reaﬂy i
smart people know when enough is enough. :
Mike Sxkoskx '

Sterrs o}

1
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Editor:

Where are our priotities?™ 5/{ (

The Mansfield Town Council has an unusual
way of setting priorities for the finances in owr
town. It has decided to reduce funding from

the public works and emergency services bud-

gets, the two most important depariments the
taxpayers depend on. Its priority is to continue
to fund the Stoms Center Project rather than
to provide safe roads or emergency services to
the taxpayers of our-town.

It is tirne the council understands that not all
taxpayers in town will he taking advantagc of
Storrs Center. However, they will need prop-
erly maintained roads to drive on and quigk
and properly staffed emergency services.l,
for one, would not be happy if I needed emer—
gency help and had to wait because persontiel
had to come from the other side of town.-In
many cases, i could mean the difference
between life and death. 1 have needed help jin
the past, and was very thankful that respondérs
were there within three to four minutes from
the station on Route 32, Had they not an‘i\'?cd
$o quickly, the outcome could have been very
different. 1 think that all taxpayers in gur
town should he able to receive the same qurck
response 24 hours a day. 365 days a year. "

It’s important that you go to the fown mekt-
ing and vote. Think about those pricrities that
are most impertant to you and your family.
Why must we pay increased taxes again this
year to put more money into an unproven
venture. L
Ernest Herrick

Storrs

Editor: e
There appears to be some confusion regaxd— .
mg exactly what Mansfield residenis are vot:-
ing on these days. !
First, this past Tuesday, the referendum vote |
was on the Regional School District 19 Board |
of Education budget, although many people ;
whe came to vote thought they were voting :
on 2 guestion regarding the Storrs Downtown 1
program, 0
We hope that all Mansfield residents wﬂl ’

attend the town meeting on the town govern- P

ment and Mansfield Board of Education butd—}z
gets along with the capital expense and cap;ial ;
non—recumng budgets. (The Storrs downtown ; ‘
program is 2 part of these budgets.) 1

This vote takes place at the Mansftelﬁd !
Middie School teday beginning at 7 p.an, 111
the auditorium.

Residents are urged to arrive early in c:rdeyl ;o

to get checked off and receive their ballot: -,
Doors will open at 6 p.m. and the League’ bf

Women Voters is providing refreshments 4 5

the cafeteria. :4 :

Childeare is also available until 10 p m. A7

Peter Plan‘ﬁd

chair, Mansfield Repubhcanﬂ

Town Commiti €%
s

=183~
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‘Editor: &
I want to comment on Jay Rueskl’s letter
of May B8, which argued in a response that

to another jetter, that the building of the new

Storrs town center would not add a tax burden
to the community.

Rueskl presenis what he charactenizes as
séven “relevant facts” which are meant to
indicate that the new town center rather than
becoming a fax burden, will, in fact, become a
source of tax revenue. ' 5

I am not well enough informed on tax mat-
ters to argue either way, Howéver, whatever
one’s sympathies for the proposed town center,
I feel it important to pomt out that not all of
‘Rueskl’s statenients coricern facts.

The word “fact” is meant to indicate some-
thing that actually. exists or, at the very ieast
is commonly accept as true.

"Thus, in Point 1, when Rueskl says the hew
town center will create a mixed-use neighbor-
hood near the university, this may be regarded
as factual, But when he says it is a “smart-
growth” project, this s, at best, an opinion
. and, at worst, a piece of commsrcxal palaver.

In Point 2 when it is said that the tivo park-
ing- garages are an integral part of the plan,
one could agree that it is a fact that one garage
surely is, but that whether it or they will
contribute to “both the economic and environ-
mental sustainability of the project” remains
to be seen,

Point 3 admits its own vulnerability as a
" fact in its very use of the word, “projected”
{“Storrs Center is projected to generate sig-
nificant property revenues”). Pl’O_]E:ChOHS are
estimations, not facts.

Key word usage in Point 4 aiso shOWS its
lack of solid fact: “The report of the town’s
expert parking consultant suggests that park-
ing revenues are likely to exceed operational
¢osts ...." Here both the words “likely” and
“sugpests” are the give-a-ways,

. The next point contains one fact and one

hopeful expectation, since a) evidently the
state has already committed itself to pay for
the first garage, while b) “the town will make
every effort to secure state or federal fimding
for the second ..”

The sixth point contends that “the projected
tax and operation revenues generated by the
downtown would more than pay” for the
garages. Well, who knows?

Suppose the rétailers can’t make it through
the summer for lack clientele and go bust, the

-185~
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ILetters o the Editot {

University of Connecticut being out of full
session.

The seventh po:nt unpmges on “facthood”
but still is a little quivery. We are told that
constriction of a second garage won’t start

. withouf “demonstrable evidence” of need and

benefit, What would be such “demonstrable
evidence?” And who would -make the deci-
sion?. :

In short, my clumsy labors here are meant
to show that in Rueskls argurrent there aren’t -
fmough 1eal facts tocome ’to any real conclu-
giong whatsoever.

Perhaps our city mothers and fathers can
better inform us as to the real nature of the
facts? .
Matt Proser

Storrs



“““““




gator:  S{IS

In his May 12 letter, Matt Proser finished
with: “Perbaps our city mothers and fathers
can better inform us as to the real nature of the
facts?” His letter was about the Storrs Center
Project.

Unfortunately, it is my observatmn that our
city mothers and fathers do net want us to
have the facts about the Storrs Center Project.
Have you looked at council’s meeting sched-
ules? Bvery discussion about Storrs Center is
held in executive session — no pubhc allowed,

It should be that open government is good .
government but in Mansfield we get executive

sessions.

Let’s take an example Do ycu know that
there will be a town meeting to approve bond-
ing of $293,000 required for Storrs Center? 1

bet you do not. I bet that event some members -

of town council do not know it, But, some
members do, your town manager does and I

bet that all the members of Smart Growth for .

Mansfield know about it. ,
Look for the information to come out at the
next council meeting on Tuesday, -May 26.
Then on June 8 there will be a town meeting
held at the regular council session to vote

on this bonding of the $293,000. I ask you,.
can, we covnt on our city mothers dnd fathers«-

o inform us? They plan. to-give, thepublic
less than 2 weeks notice of a town meeting
required to vote on this $293,000 and this

meeting will be held in a room which maybe

can accommodate 150 people. Do you think

ovr town mothers and fathers care that we
know the real facts or about what we think?

Ric Hossack

Mansfield

Editor: :

I am writing in response to Matt Proser’s
May 12 letter responding to my May 8 let-
ter. I greatly appreciate Proser’s clarity and
precision, and while I disagree with some of
his comments 1 believe he points us in the
right direction by holding public discourse,
and consequent public pohcy, up to a high
standard.

In my letter I listed seven facts in support of
the conclusion that the Storrs Center project
would most likely generate significant tax rev-
énues and would most certainly not result in
a major tax increase for Mansfield residents.
Proser takes issue with my characterization
of some of these facts as “facts”” In several
cases, he might be right. For example, [ wrote

ILette:fs to the editor | |

that “the town will make every effort to
secure state or federal fimding for the second
garage.” Perhaps I should have written “Town

-officials have publicly committed to making

every effort...” 1 take these officials at their

word, but if you don’t, I suggest you consider

their track record — over 518 miilion in state
and federal funding has already been secured.

The crux of the matter, though, concerns
projections about the costs and benefits of the
preject. I claimed as a fact that “Storrs Center
is projected to generate significant property
revepues.” Proser objected, noting that “pro-
jections are estimations, not facts.” Well, that’s
frue, but so is my statersent. It's a matter of

- public record that Storrs Center is projected

to generate significant property reventies, My
wording was chosen to highlight, not obscure,
the fact ‘that pro;ectlons are precisely that
~— projections.

Responding to each of Prosers other com-
ments would be a truly académic exercise.
Instead, T'd like to address the broader issues.

" On what basis de we make public policy deci-

sions in géneral, and decisions about Storrs
Center in particular? Choosing a.course of
action baseds on: possible: future ‘dutcomes
is called ° reasonmg “under uncertainty” In
this sort of reasoning, some of the “facts”

{premises) supporting a conclusion neces-
sarily involve probabilistic estimations. The
discussion sbout Storrs Center has been rifé
with such estimations (“Peoplé won’t use
the parapes,” “Businesses wor’t be viable™).
Everyone is entitled to his or her opinion, but

I submit that public policy should be based on -

the best information available and that the best
information about Storxs Center is contained
in the many analyses conducted by disinter-
ested third parties with true expertise in the
matter. These analyses, most of which are
available on the town’s web site, form the basis
for the agsertions in my first letter concerning
tax revenues, the role and costs of the parking
garages, a and indeed, even the claim that Storrs
Center is a “smpart growth” project.

Of course, no matier. how likely the out-
come, projections can be wrong. My house
isn’t likely to burn down tonight, but it could.
Hence T have insurance. Risk management is
important, and in the case of Storrs Center it
takes several foris. Building the downtown in
phases allows us fo modify the plan as condi-
tions change and new evidence accrues. The
financing of the project (more than 85 percent

~187~
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to be paid for by the developer, much of the
remaindes through state and federal funds) |
minimizes the up-front costs to town taxpay-’
ers. The planning process spearheaded by the *
Downtown Partnership ensures that the con—
cerns of town residents are addressed, and th'q‘ ‘
town’s reliance on expert analysts and consul-
tants ensures that decisions are based on solid "
gvidence and that the interests of the c;tizens‘
are protected in all legal agreements. e
1 stand by my May 8 letter. Storrs Center ls
a smart investment for our town. o
Jay Rueck! :
- Mansfield'
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J general
budget could be decided by voters |
Tuesday night during Mansfu:ld s
} apmual town meeting.

ftem #31

Mansﬂeld budget could be demded

By CAITLIN M. DINEEN
. Chronigle Statf Writer

MANSFIELD — The fate of the
town's proposed $43.01 million
government/education

The mesting will take place at 7
p.m. in Mansfield Middie School,
located on 205 Spring Hill Read.

Once a budget decision is made,
voters can petition to send it o
referendum.

Mansfield Town Clerk Mary
Stanton said voters have 21 days
following the town meeting to
submit their petition. If no peti-
tion is. fﬂed within th.xs t1me the

. budget is approved.

When broken down, the budget
includes a'$12.4%.million general -«
government budget, $20.59 mil- :

lion for the Mansfield Board of -
“lion.

Educatnon and ' $9:9 million for

the town’s sharé of the Regwnal ;
. School D:stnct 19 budget '

The town’s capital. fund will
receive $1.3 million and the capi-
tal and non-recumng ﬁmd w1li
pet $900,000, '

Regional School Dzstrmt 19%
budget was approved hy voters -
in the sending towns of Ashford,
Mansfield, and -Willington; last .
week during the dastncts budget
referendum. .

Overall the proposed budget

‘reflects' 4. 1.6 pe:rcent dccrease
from the town 5. current spendmg
-plan, -

Currently, the Mansfleld townf
education budget is $43.68 mil-

Despltel the dccrease in spend-

' ‘Ing, the, town’s mill rate will

- increase due. to state funding loss-
es and local fax revenue,

“"The town expects 1o see a $1.2

million loss in revenue during fis-
cal yeat 2010.

The new mill rate would increase
0.47 mills from -25.24 milis: to
2571 mllls For a home assc:ssed

“at $200 0006, taxpayers would see
...an increase 0f:$94 in taxes next

year t0.$5,142. " .
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By CAITLIN h& DINEEN.
’ Chronicle Statf Writer .

_ MANSFIELD —_ Gov M. Jodi Rell an-
nouns:ed this week that numerous “state. lakes,

rivers afd other flood control areas - includ-
ing one-in Mansfjeld -—— arg set to receive a
totai of $5.6 million in federal stimlus funds,

. Funds being distributed are part of the U.S.

"Army Corps ‘of Engmeers comprehenswe -
civil works initiative.. -
. Through the initiative, a total of $4.6 billion”

is being dispersed throughout the counfry and

s expected to create. OF maintain more’ than
: 50,000 construction jobs nationwide.

Army.Corps”officials said they-expect funds
sent to Connecticut' to- create approximately

150 construction -jobs or ether reiated posz-

tmns
« Nine ;)mjects An- Connecncut have been
selected to receive funding, :

* Locally, Mansfield Hollow Lake —: Iecated'. i
in both Mansfield and Windham — willunder--
go archaeological evaluation, have, equlpment
‘teplaced and other mzscelianeous tepairs. .
- Improvements made to the lake/dam: -will: B

the Chronicle, Willimantic, Conn,, Saturday, May 9, 20093

Mansfield Hollow set to get federal funds:

cost approximately, $664,000..

“The Army Corps’ investment in Ccﬂnectxcut .
will .pay: tremendous ‘environmental and eco-.
nomic dividends,” said: Reil: “These are all -
important. flood - control projects. that. will -
benefit our- state for generaﬁons to come by
-protectmg and preservmg irreplaceable natural

Ies 0’31'(353

Mansfxeid Hollow Dam Project Manager Ed.
Greenough said state ﬁmdlng would be spent -

. on two specific areas: historic and culmral"
- studie¥-and structural improvements. A
. -According to- Greeneugh the Mansfield -

: .Hollow Lake area is owned by the Army Corps
of Engineers, but is leased to the state for use

as 4 state park,

Smce the dam is used for flood control, the -

park is'a line jtem:for Congress and receives

allts funding through the federal government,

he-$aid.
Greenough said the  boost in- fundmg is
needed because funds have been flat for the

past 10 years and: improvements have been put
- “"on the back burner” '

“We ve niot been able to do 1t for the last few

- years because of budget outs,” he said,

He sajd-funds will be used to clear the dlagn
and the surrounding ‘area oftrees and- brush
that need to be cut back,. -

Accordmg 4o Greenough trees pose 2 threa’;
to the' structural infegrity of the’dam because

" if roots grow into the structure, n is subject to
_ potential cracks-and breaking.

- “That’s 2 bxg ‘phus for us,” he said of the

-Vfundmg
_Alfhotigh funds need to be spent by Sep-
- tember .2010; Greenough said the money, éaz-

marked for structural improvements will ‘most

‘likely be spent by this September. - .

“We're encouraged 1o get this out as qulckly
as. possible,” he said, adding. the work. “has
already been put out to bid to local contt:ac-
{013, “I’d like to get this in the pipeline as, fast
as I can”

Mansfield Town Manager Mattilew Hart
said he was excited the project was Iecemng

- additional funding.

“This i$ a very wise investment on part 0§
the state,” he said this morning. “Ets a g};e:at
stunulus package”

e W
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Item #33

Re-fi of D11 bonds
will save town $249K

Moody’s increases rating to Aa3

By CAITLIN M. DINEEN

back the bonds, said Smith.

Chronicie Staff Writer <5 /{S” The best rating is an AAA rat-

MANSFIELD — As a result of
refinancing $18 million in out-
standing Regional Schoot District
19 bonds, Mansfield officials
saved the town approximately
$249,884 over the next 10 years.

In all, more than $925,000 was
saved from refinancing, but the
state will received $675,612 of
the savings,

{ According to Finance Director

Jeffrey Smith, this is because the
state pays for 73 percent of the
bonds and will, therefore, receive
73 percent of the savings.

The town will receive the other
27 percent of the savings.

Savings were realized from refi-
nancing to a lower interest rate,
said Smith. -

According to Smith, $29 million
in bonds were issued for District
19 between 1996 and 2000 for
renovations of B.O. Smith High
School. )

In addition to saving the town
money, Smith also had a Moody%s
Investors Service report dome to
evaluate Mansfields current out-
standing general obligation debt
standing.

The April 23 report affirmed
the Aa3 rating and removed the
“negative outlook™ on the town’s
$2.5 million of outstanding gen-
eral obligation debt.

An Aa3 rating is the result of
the independent financial review
conducted by Moody's and shows
potential bond buyers the town is
financially secure enough to pay

ing. The higher the rating, the
lower the interest rates.

He said he was happy to see the
town’s negative outlook removed
after the report was released.

“Because the cconomy is so
bad and we were already laboring
under a negative outlook, 1 fully
expected that the town wonld be
downgraded to a single ‘A’ rating,”
said Smith.

Smith said the negative outlook
was added when the town was last
reviewed in 2004,

“The fact that (a lowered rat-

‘ing) did not happen and we actu-

ally had the rating enhanced by
removing the negative outlook is
a feather in the town’ hat” said
Smith.

According to Smith, town of-
ficials and town council were gi-
ven recommendations on, ways
to improve the town’s financial
operations. ’

The recommendations were ac-
cepted by town officials.

*Moody’s anticipates Mans-

field’s financial position to remain

sound over the near term support-
ed by careful fiscal management
aimeéd at remaining within the
towns formal financial policies
and maintaining financial flexibil-
ity outside of the general fund”
reads the report,

According to the reporf, Mans-
fields undesignated fund grew
from $1 million in fiscal year
2004 to $1.8 million in fiscal year
2008,
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than 500 voters showed up
for Tuesday’s town meet- -
ing — filling the Mansfield
Middle School auditorium

in favor of a proposed $43.01  tioned:

463 were in favor-of the bud-
get and §9:opposed. Votes &I
were tajlied: following a secret -
ballot vote.

Town spendmg plan gets initial .K-

{Continued from Page 1)
decrease from the towns current spending
plan.

Currently, the Mansfield tovm[ education
budget is $43.69-million.

Despite the decrease in spending, the town’s
mill rate will increase dus to state fiinding
losses and less local tax revenue. The town
expects to see a $1.2 million loss m revenue
during fiscal year 2010,

The new mill rate was set by town counczl
members following. the town meeting.

It will increase 047, mills from 25.24 mills to

25.71 mills. For a home asgessed-at $200,000,

taxpayers will see an increase of $94 in taxes
next year to §5,142.

Preceding the final vote, two. aftempts were
made by voters to cut the budget further.

One motion was made by resident David

.

prov;ded it 1s‘7 :
— and overwhelmingly voted properly peti- | . -

million town/eéucatidn bud-  Accordingh & '_
get. to,  Town’ i .
Of 552 votes cast Tuesday, Clerk Mary Stanton,. voters

Although most of those the decision made by voters

"as. is-

collect sig- . budg

251 ‘signatures — to pefition . the Mansfield - Board of
Education and $9.9 million

A successful’ getftmn wouid

'_fxled mthm
this  time,
‘the budget
1is approved

Spending plan gets mltlai OK

Residents have 21 days to file petlt/on for referendum

By CAITLIN M. DINEEN  who came out voted:ir favor . ‘Tuesday
Chronicle Staff Writer 5/]} of the'bu.dget ﬂ;e budget is

MANSFIELD -« More : tﬂl hat 'don déal Voters"

for the ‘town’s share of the
Regional Schooi DlS%I'lct 19
budget,
~The town’s capital fund will
receive $1.3 million and the
‘capital and non-recurring
fund will get $900,000.
Regional Schoel District
19’s budget was approved by
voters in the sending towns

» . - ‘of Ashford, Mansfield. and
When brokan ‘dawn, the;;"

Willington: last week during
the E.0. Smith-High 'Schopl
district.budgetreferendume:
‘Overall; the proposed bud- <:
get reﬂects a _1g-percent

" (Town, Page &)

- Freudmann to- totally cut fundmg for the
Mansfield ‘Downtown Parinership — which

oversees -the proposed $220 million Storrs

Center-project.
Freudmann, proposed reducing the $125,000

i fumhng to zero. He also motioned to reduce‘

the town’s -general government capita] fund
budget from $155,000 to $105,000. '
He suggested the $50,000 be taken from the
professional/technical services line item-sup-
porting the partnership.
A "second motion to decrease the over-
all budget was made by Ric Hossack, who

_requested slashing the ‘board  of education
" budget by $150,000.

Hossack said he thought the budget should
be reduced by teachers taking a pay freeze.

“] think this is the vear to do it,” said

Hossack of reopening teacher- contracts and

negotiating for the frecze in wages

Both motions were denied by voters v1a,

separate shows of hands. T
After learning the budget passed, town offi-

cials said they, were g}ad it was a. succassﬁx};

budget season.

Bruce Clouetie, town council member anrl,
chatrmnan of the finance subcommittee, said he-
was pleased the budget passed,

“I think people were pretty well mformed;’_
he said, “They realized the board of educanox;;
and town council cut as much as they could”

‘Mayor Beisy Paterson was also glad to see’_

the budget pass, but said she was-surprised by'
the margin in which it was approved. - j

“I’m very gratified to see the final votefL
said Paterson, adding that vote reflected. that
voters knew the budget was “we11~ba1anced”
and “palatable.”
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Promfiret Restaurant Owners Plan To Open Branch In Proposed Storrs Ce
. ftem #35

courant.com/news/local/ec/he-vanilla-bean-uconn-0513.artmay13,0,3050

- Courant.com

STORRS

Promfret Restaurant Owners Plan To Open Branch In Proposed
Storrs Center

By GRACE E. MERRITT
The Hartford Courant
May 13, 2009

STORRS

The Vanilla Bean Caf€, a widely known restaurant in
quiet Pomfret, plans to open a branch in the proposed
Storrs Center, a development next to the University of
Connecticut that has been in the planning stages for
years.

The café owners have signed a letter of intent to open a
100-seat restaurant, a significant step toward becoming
the first tenant in the $220 million center that would offer
a mix of shops, restaurants, housing and entertainment in
a village setting.

Restaurant owners Barry and Brian Jessurun, who also

own another restaurant in Putnam called 85 Main Street,

said they have been interested in Storrs Center for years,
attracted to the prospect of designing a cafe for a college town.

"T've always loved college towns. There is something about the vibrancy and life that is just fun to be
around," Barry Jessurun said.

Still, don't count on a grand opening anytime soon. Construction on the first phase of Storts Center isn't
expected to start until next year and the restaurant would not open until 2011. The first phase of the
project, north of Dog Lane, would feature 25,000 to 30,000 square feet of retail, restaurant and
commercial space and about 114 rental apartments. The developers hope to open a 540-space, publicly
funded parking garage in two years.

The new 3,000-square-foot restaurant would not be a clone of "The Bean," as it is known, but would
have patio seating and offer the same kind of seasonal sandwiches and soups as well as healthy breakfast
offerings. It would not have a bar, but would most likely serve New England beer and, possibly, local
wine. Currently there are no plans for live music, Barry Jessurun said.

-197-
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Promfret Restaurant Owners Plan To Open Branch In Proposed Storrs Center -- Courant.c... ~ -

Jessurun said he is not concerned about losing business during the quiet summer months when the
campus is virtually empty because he expects his restaurant to appeal to area businesses and families.

"Besides, the Jong-range plan for Storrs Center is to have it be a destination area where it is busier in
summer than it is in the wintertime," he said.

The concept of having such a development in Storrs has been floated for decades, but began to take
shape eight years ago when the town, the university, businesses and community members formed the
Mansfield Downtown Partnership to shepherd the project through the planning and permitting process.
The group hopes to clear a major hurdle this summer when the State Traffic Commission is expected to
rule on a $2.5 million plan to make Storrs Road more pedestrian-friendly.

The slow progress overall made some local residents impatient while others have raised concerns about
traffic, the impact of the quiet summer season on businesses and whether the town would end up having
to pay for a second, planned parking garage.

Some also worry about whether the university can deliver on its promise to provide water to the project,
which could eventually have as many as 700 to 800 apartments and condos.

“This will overburden an already burdened water supply,” said David Morse, a Mansfield
environmentalist who has been critical of the university's water practices since UConn drained a section
of the Fenton River four years ago.

Tom Callahan, UConn's associate vice president of administration and operation, said that UConn is
committed to providing the 169,000 gallons of water a day that the center will require. Already, through
conservation efforts, UConn uses 220,000 fewer gallons of water a day than it did in 2005, he said. The
university also is trying to develop a water facility that would recycle water, saving another 250,000 to
400,000 gallons a day.
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Ttemn #36

Artists invited to submit work to Jurwd show
b - HTNP Staff Wednesda May 20th, 2009

G AR R R The Mansﬁeid Downtown Partnershlp s Festwai on the Green subcommattee is
pleased to-announce the'fourth annual Juried At Show as part of the tpcoming Festwal o0 the Green
Partncupatlon in the Festival's Juried Ar Shbw is'a un;que opportunlzy for locai arlzsts to showaase thesr work
- and 16 Join in thé celebration of Mansfield. =~ .- _
Our commum’{y will have the Opportunsiy fo eruoy fine art created by nelghbors and frlends and to become
more aware of the quality of arists in-our regioi,, :

The 2009 Festival on the Green wm be held on Sunday, Sept 13 from ngon to 5 pm. 1n the Storrs Center
commeicial plazas.

A Calllp Artists and Prospectus are. available for local artasts mterested in submlttang works for
consideration. Please call the Mansfield Downtown Partnershlp office at (860) 429 2740. '

Artists, may submit up'to four (4) pieces of creative works of ongsnal art. .

 These pieces may be two- of three~d|men51onal : ‘
Because space is limited artwarks must be no more thah 36 |nches by 48 mches mciudang the frame The ‘
maximum singie imeasurement for sculptures must-be 48 inches. '
A selection committes will determine which pieces will be exhibited.

Of the exhibited pieces, & jury will award the follow:ng pnzes duﬂng the Festival on the Green -

Best in Show ($250)

st ($125)

2nd ($100)

and 3rd {$75)

There is a non-refundable $1 0 entry fee. The deadhne to subm:t is July 24, 2009. . ‘
To ieam fnore about the Juried Art Show or for more information about the Feéstival on the Green, piease
contact the Mahsfield Downtown Parinership, Inc., at 429-2740. '
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Ttem #37

Can Mansﬁeld put hfe back mto g_hgsf,_tbwng of Four
Corners? T A

by Brenda Sulltvan | Editor Wednesday, May 13th 2[}09

<l-fendiff->

Both'this gas. sta’uon and Kathy Johns "estaurant at Four Corners Row s:t empty. Photo © by Brenda

Sullivan, =

The Four CDrners area has suffered from serious water and sewet: envaronmental issues for at Ieast 2{}

years,which has’ hampered the town's ablllty to pursue deveiopment i this area..

The wllage of Four-Corhers is iocated around the infersection of Routes 195 ‘and Rout@ 44, :

The towh'also has been under pressure by the state Depanmen’t of Enwronmen&al Protectlon to address

remediafion of water and sewer issues, eifherona voEuntary or state“fandated. basis.

Arguments in favor of b riging sewer and waler services {0 ah aréa now largely served by weEEs have

focused o addre : smg the EPS issues, bringing in more businesses - and their tax revehue, and creating
'x 1o the tow of Mansﬂesd and the Unwerssty of Connectlcut Storts campus,

repairigas ‘station business, and gas sta’{lonlconvenlence store .on exther side of the plaza.
Still, town Eeaders and many re51dents would hke to see more tax revenues generated from this part of towrn.

Advisory Commitiée.

-201-



CVS was built on the SIte of a former gas statio
Corners. "Photo © by’ Brenda Sulfivan.

The meetmg will start-with an opportunity for ;nformal dmcussnon wuth advisory commsttee members and
town staff, foiiowed by a presentatlon the current proposal for public water and sewer at Four Corners, the
potential benefits of the pmJect and the: chalienges of completmg such a pro;ect will be discussed - and then
by a questzon arid answer period, - ;.

For more information, contact the Ad\nsory Commattee Chair Gene Nesbztt at ghnesblti@charter net or
PubEtc Works Dlrector Lon Huitgren at 860 429—3332 or HultgrenLR@mansf ieldcl. org.

', It is one.of the more sut;ceésfui businesses at Four
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Item #38

Storrs Center defendeéd "‘:"'s 10ng
flagging funding: |

by Brenda Sullivan | Editor Wednesday. May 13th 2009 -

-term soluﬂon to.

Cars filled every possiblé parking area at the ansfi eic{ dedle School where the May 12, 2009 Annual Town
Meetsng was held Photo € by Brenda Sulhvan 2

: ihon 2009~2D‘10 budget there were two attempts to
U Center projerﬁ.r a total of. $1 75, 000 and another to

meetmgs én !ohgstandmg vocal crmc of the "downtown" pro;ect
tlon toward the next s‘cages of the pro;ect

because its lmporiant to plan. for the fu’;ure and who ﬂoied that. the UnwerStty of Cnnnecticut has also made
afinancial commitment to:the project.
Others poanted ‘but that Mansfieid i is currently heaw!y dependeni‘ on state aid - such as Payrent in Liet o?

Taxes (PILOT) gfants for’ tax—exempt staie pertles in town, and educahon grants - and that the amount of
this aid continues to shrink. T
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He estlmated that the po 'qn of the budget represented by the Storre Center fundmg would amount to about
$20 for.someone piaylng $5000in taxes.

To cut that amount now, he said would cest much more in the ieng run, n‘there s no s:gmﬁcant economic
devefopment to replace state aid. .

“Untit someone who opposes the Storrs Center pro;ect stands up and tells us what it wuli fake, we need to be
fooking at pfojects like the Storrs Center,” he said. )

Bacon said that Storrs Cénteris expected to produce $2 6 mllhoﬂ in net revenues.

Another speaker, Ric Hossack, said Storrs Center might be good for the town, but not now. “l think it's a
good econcmic deveiopment pi’Oject 26 years from now ! he saad and added "i ™ in support of the project

Rick Hossack mc es g educatton pomon of the 2009-2010 budgdet, Photo © by Brenda Sullivan, -

He based this-amount on a.statement he aftributed to Supérintendent Fred Baruzzi, that'if teacher salahes
were frozen, this would amount to a savings of $300,000.

Hossack noted that town employees had made deep sacnf ices in pay and benef ts "Aﬁ townspeople should
be in this together,” he said. :
Other speakers noted, however, that removmg # 50 000 from the educatnon budget wouldn 1 foree the
schoof board to reduce saiaraes especzal!y since saianes are set through bihding arbstra‘ﬁon 50 |t would
require re-Opening negetlataons or makmg $150 000 in prograrm cuts.

Téwn Councﬁ member Helen Koehn said she also opposed the rnotion, bist praised town emplc}yees for
foregomg wage mcreases "Actualiy, I'E was thelr ldea {and} itis most of the savings in the budget,” she satd.
The motion failed:. - s S . ‘

Posted May 1 3 2009
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Sto’”f "S Center has commltment from future tenant

= it Grant i Pu’fnam ‘
“We vebeen aware of the' Storts Centet project for g long time,” Barry Jessurun said, \Ne Ihlnk irs got great
potenhaE fora restaurant like the Vanilia Bean. The d 'ographlc mix of s’{udems factilty, residents and ’
visitors séems just rtght to us; We look forward to.beirig an anchor in this exciting new community.” =
According to Vice President of Planning and’ Deveiopment for master developer LeyEandAHsance Macon
Toledarno, this is the first ofﬂcnal commitment f émmercsal space at Storrs Center, with a number of .

pros ective tenants also ex] cted follow suit in the coming mon’[hs

"We are extremely pfeased to have an earEy comipitment
fromThe Vaniﬂa Bean Café 1o b come &n important fufure destination at Storrs Center,” Toledanc said
today in a prepared sta%ement “They represent exacﬂy the restauran'i profile targeted through our ‘casting’
process.

Mansf e}d Downtown Paﬁnershlp Executwe Dlrec’eor Cynthia van Zeim added “The Ietter of intent for The
Vanilla Bean Café lease is certainly posiive hews for Storrs Center. They will be a welcome addition to'the
mix of tenants ptanned We expect their new restauran’{ to continue the succéssfut dining tradition they've
established in Pomfret and Putnam.” ‘ :
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Ttem #40

day M y1 2009

Voters OK $43 million budget 463-to- 89

this meetmg in’ many years Photo © by Brenda Suilwan e

Usually when a budget meeting is as packed as Mansfield’s was tonight, nt’s a sign that the budget is about
io bite the dust. However, that was not the casé when 552 of the fown’s electors filled the auditorium at
Mansfield Middie School for the Annual Town Meeting, '

The final count of the paper ballots was 463 in favor and 8g opposed thus Very decisively approwng a
$43,010,137 2008-2010° budget. - ‘
Based on what Mayor Betsy Paterson termed consewahve estlmates of stale and federal revenues for the
niext fiscal year - expecled to drop by more than $1 million - the impact of the approved budget on the tax
rateis estimated to be'a 1 88 percent lncraase or an increase of .47 mills - brlnglng the tax rate from 25.24
0 25.71 mills.

And based oh th:s rate, a homeowner w:th a house assessed at $200 DOO would pay approxamateiy an
addiisonal $94 a year in taxes.

Precedlng the vote, a motion to etsmmate funding in the budget for the Storrs Center project, and ahother
motion to reduce the education budget by $150,000 were made Both failed. {A more detailed story will
foﬂow ) '
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