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NORWALK

Public V

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE of the COMMON COUNCIL

DATE: Tuesday, October 1, 2019

TIME: 7:00 P.M.

PLACE: Norwalk City Hall, 2™ Floor, Room 231
AGENDA

Public Input

Public input (Guests at Committee meetings may speak to any item on the agenda. Comments shall
be limited to no more than three (3) minutes per speaker.)

New Business

1. Approve the Minutes of the Public Works Committee Meeting of Tuesday, August 6,
2019.

2. Authorize the Mayor, Harry W. Rilling, to execute an Agreement between the City of
Norwalk and the owner of the property identified as #8 Margaret Street, Norwalk, CT.
06851 (AGUDOW SERGE A), to establish a Right of Entry, for the purpose of replacing
the storm pipe, underneath their driveway, for liability and maintenance purposes, subject
to Section 8-24 of the State Statutes, if required.

3. Authorize the Mayor, Harry W. Rilling, to execute an Amendment to the Woodard &
Curran Agreement dated August 12, 2019 to provide on-call professional engineering
services for the Storm Drainage System Evaluation in accordance with scope of services
included qualifications proposal dated September 27, 2019 (copy of included) for a sum
not to exceed $250,000.00.

Account No. 09 19 4027 5777 C0425



4.  Authorize the Purchasing Agent to issue a Sole Source Purchase Order to Cargill Salt,
Road Safety for Treated Road Salt for Snow and Ice Control, pricing not to exceed $85.00
per ton for normal and after-hour deliveries effective for the 2019-20 winter season.,

Account No. 01 40 25 5322

Information / Discussion

A. Discussion

1. Drainage Project Status

2. Sediment Removal Contract

3. Potential abandonment/discontinuance of a portion of Howard Avenue
B. Customer Service Report May - July 2019
C. Monthly Solid Waste Report — April - August 2019

1. 2019 Bulky Collections through August
2. Transfer Station Quarterly Report 2 Quarter (April, May, June 2019)

Upcoming Projects

Adjournment

Next Meeting: Tuesday, November 5, 2019
Public Works Committee Meeting
7:00 P.M. Room 231, Norwalk City Hall
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CITY OF NORWALK
JOINT MEETING
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE and
RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
August 6, 2019

ATTENDANCE: John Igneri, Chairman; Eloisa Melendez; Darlene Young; Doug
Hempstead; Michael Corsello
Chris Yerinides and Barbara Smyth from Recreation, Parks & Cultural
Affairs

STAFF: Anthony Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works; Lisa Burns, Principal
Engineer; Nick Roberts, Director of Recreation & Parks; Ken Hughes,

Recreation & Parks; Brian McCann, Assistant Corporation Counsel

OTHERS: Robinson & Cole LLP, Attorneys for Gardella Brothers Limited
Partnership; Brian Smith & Scott Ross

The meeting was called to order at 7:03 p.m. A quorum was present.

PUBLIC INPUT

Ms. Diane Lauricella stated she just learned about the joint meeting. She would like to
implore the Council to give the public more time. She said there is no indication on the
City’s website of a joint meeting. The public pays for the salaries and should be well aware
of what is going on so again she wants to implore the Council and Corporation Counsel’s
office to be more transparent about these really important discussions. Ms. Lauricella was
at the Planning Commission meeting where this was a topic and she is interested in the
process. She would like to know what the process will be going forward after tonight. She
spoke about the Calf Pasture right of way and feels it is important to honor the City’s
promises and the discussion with the authorities the Gardella’s had with the City years ago.
It is also important to make sure that there is security to the tax payers, due to liability, to
have their patrons at Sunset Grille come through the driveway that is now used by the
citizens of Calf Pasture Beach. She wants to make sure that the people who are patrons of
the Sunset Grille are not running into problems on their way out onto this road and make
sure that the tax payers are protected and will not be liable for any damage done or worse.
The public needs to know about this because it is a major change to how the park at Calf
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Pasture Beach is designed. She said she knows that the staff at Recreation and Parks will
make sure that there is improvements about how they are deciding whether out-of-towners
versus out-of-staters come, right now it is still not quite right and this adds to the confusion.
Under the waste management, there is a household hazardous waste collection day on the
24" of August. She said she was the person on the League of Women Voters that started
that day when Mayor Collins was in office back in the 80’s. The intent of that day was to
educate the public on how to use fewer and less toxic substances. She said she will speak
with Mr. Carr about this effort to educate people. She would like to sit down with the
members so to take a look at the program so they are getting the best bang for their buck
and that is to hopefully never have such a day again.

NEW BUSINESS

1. APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEETING
OF TUESDAY, JUNE 4, 2019.

There was no discussion on this item.

**MS. MELENDEZ MOVED THE ITEM
**MR. CORSELLO ABSTAINED
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY WITH ONE ABSTENSION

2.  OVERVIEW OF PROPOSED EASEMENT AGREEMENT ACROSS PORTIONS
OF CALF PASTURE BEACH IN FAVOR OF GARDELLA BROTHERS LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP FROM THE CITY OF NORWALK. (JOINT MEETING WITH
RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS)

Mr. McCann introduced himself as the Assistant Corporation Counsel. He gave a brief
overview of the background regarding the negotiation/clarification of the easement on the
Calf Pasture Beach property which is in favor of the adjacent properties which are currently
owned by Gardella Brothers Partnership. He said he will give a brief overview of this item
with the assistance from Council and representatives from the Gardella’s and then go into
a brief executive session where the Committee would just meet with him and go over some
of the legal aspects in terms of in fact if this is an existing claim, a claim of right on City
property and one of the things they may be doing in resolving this easement issue is
resolving an existing claim and it deserves some brief analysis of the legal claims and
potential for outcome.

Mr. Igneri asked what the possible outcome would be after the executive session for
clarification purposes.

Mr. McCann responded if they decide to have any action, the only appropriate action would
be a recommendation to full Council for the authorization from the Mayor to execute and
complete the easement as proposed. It would be a favorable or unfavorable
recommendation as Chairman of your respected committees to full Council.

Mr. Igneri then asked if they needed the approval from both committees to move to full
Council.
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Mr. McCann responded no. He said it deserves the thought and input from a council
committee and it should properly go through Council and get public input which you called
for tonight. He said he doesn’t think it needs to go through both committees but nevertheless
he recommends that if it goes forward that it does have support from both committees.

M. Igneri asked if the committees were to approve it tonight and move forward, would
there be a public hearing.

Mr. McCann answered that the Charter requires a public hearing for ordinances, laws and
rules. This wouldn’t by Charter or ordinance require a public hearing but he suggests that
it receives public comment both at the committee level and Common Council.

Mr. Corsello asked in the event that favorable action is taken, then they would perceivably
go to Council on Tuesday so there would be no further public comment to the respected
committees from what they received tonight.

Mr. McCann said it doesn’t expect it to move so quickly and he recommends that it does
not go on Tuesday’s agenda so they have time to properly notice and receive the public
comment.

Mr. Corsello asked about a timeline.

Mr. McCann said they have been working on this for a while and feels there is no need to
rush it.

Mr. McCann began his overview. In 1922, the former owners of the parcels that are outlined
in red on the map (Showing maps on smartboard) granted the property that you now know
as Calf Pasture Beach to the City of Norwalk. Calf Pasture Beach was part and parcel of
those four (4) lots. The former owners reserved for themselves the right to cross the north
westerly portions of the parcel for access. When the southerly lot, which was the former
Ascension Beach lot, gave away its access to Calf Pasture Beach Road, it wanted to be sure
it had access to its lot so it reserved that easement over the property. In 1922, easement
rights were not as clear and concise as they are today. There is some ambiguity in terms of
where those rights lie, obviously just stating in the deed it’s over the north western portion
of the lot is not specific. The first task in negotiating with the Gardella lot owners was
determining where that easement is today or where they would agree to allow that easement
today which is shown in Exhibit B. This area encompasses the former gate house at Calf
Pasture Beach to roughly where the Coast Guard House is or the end of Ascension Beach
parcel which is essentially the width of both lanes of traffic, in and out of the property. After
determining the rough meets and bounds of the area, there were negotiations regarding the
rights and what they would be worth, allowed and permissible and they came up with the
proposed easement agreement that was included in the packet. The most difficult part of
the negotiations were the value of the rights. One side firmly claiming that there are existing
rights and therefore the clarification of those existing rights will not carry any value and
another side claiming they can’t see every right that is contained in the darkened area (shown
on the smartboard) and then alongside that expressed a desire to have a utility easement.
Both parties agreed that a utility easement was not part of the 1922 easement at all. Those
would be proposed new rights. The easement area is to the north of the dashed line (shown
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on the smartboard) the Gardella’s are proposing, when they redevelop their lots, to put new
utilities through that corridor. There would be underground utilities, proposing a sewer line,
electrical service and a water line. Mr. McCann said that the representatives for the
Gardella’s will speak more to the actual development of the property which is relevant to
consider. It will give all an idea of what is proposed, the delta and traffic counts would be.
The development will affect the wear and tear on the roads and the traffic. Then they had
to negotiate the value to those rights. After long discussions about the utility easement, it
was agreed that it would carry a value of $50,000 if and when those utility easement rights
are exercised which would only occur with the redevelopment of the properties, at that time
the Gardella’s would pay the City of Norwalk $50,000 to exercise those rights. The ingress
and egress access to the property, which is the second half, the southerly half cross hatched
area would carry with it a value of $125,000. The total consideration is $175,000. In the
proposed easement, the $125,000 is earmarked for specific items within the park including
moving the gate house, a new gate house roughly where the map is marked at the end of
Marina Park Drive and a few other things. These improvements would take place on Calf
Pasture Beach Road. Several weeks ago, Mr. McCann appeared before the Planning
Commission to hear the application and in doing so they decided to move the item forward
to Common Council with a favorable recommendation of approval with a comment/request
to the Common Council that they re-review the value of assignments to the rights. Mr.
McCann turned over the presentation to Brian Smith and Scott Ross of Robinson & Cole.

Mr. Smith introduced himself as the representative for the Gardella Limited Partnership.
He stated they have been working with Attorney McCann for quite some time as well as
other attorneys for the Gardella’s. He stressed that the Gardella Brothers are not just looking
for an easement for future development, they also have an immediate need because they are
redoing the marina right now. They are viewing this as a clarification of existing rights that
they were given by their predecessor to the City and their predecessor by reserving those
rights when they sold the property that eventually came to the Gardella’s, enjoyed the same
right. The rights were not as clear as it should be. The negotiations of the existing easement
was to clarify the essence of what the existing easement allows and doesn’t allow, not so
much claims, they have been trying to be cooperative the entire time. He believes they have
done a very good job of coming up with an agreement that benefits both the City
considerably and the Gardella. He then asked Scott Ross, who has been working on this
since two (2) years ago to speak to the specifics of the issue.

Mr. Ross introduced himself. He stated that he has been working on this for two (2) years
and would like to give a summary of the background. He said his part in this is not about
the agreement itself but to give the decision makers a chance to hear the content of the
discussion and what has transpired in the last two (2) years. He mentioned that there were
two (2) members of the Board of Gardella Limited Partnership in attendance as well. He
began by saying there are four (4) lots shown in red (shown on the smartboard) and those
four (4) owners deeded the parkland to the City of Norwalk. The Cove Marina Project
consisted of approximately 22 acres and is comprised of four (4) separate lots. It was
developed as a full service marina in 1959 by the Gardella Family and has been in
continuous operation ever since. The marina ownership is going through a generation
transition with the new ownership evaluating opportunities to make it more responsive to
the boating demands and trends. The Family is fully committed to continuing the marina
and has committed significant resources to plan for its long term economic liability and
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sustainability. In 2016, the Gardella Family hired Landwise to manage a team of experts to
manage a team of experts in planning, design, development, and marina operations to re-
evaluate their business plan and prepare a comprehensive master plan for the property.
Overall, the planning process was based on the property existing, environmental and zoning
constraints. It created a framework for expanding and upgrading the marina while
anticipating possible re-use of under-utilized land. The objective was to upgrade the Cove
Marina to a state of the art full service marina facility to accommodate 21* Century boating
demands while enhancing at the existing absolute system that was already on the site by
improving access reinforcing the circulation safety issues related to both the marina and the
waterfront. There is an immediate need and that is today the marina operations and that is
where most of their efforts have been focused on. He stated two (2) very basic planning
objectives emerged that would be critical to any plan. The first is the existing access. The
egress and the internal circulation had to be improved in order to address the existing marina
operations and public safety concerns (area shown on smartboard). He said the property
has about ¥; mile of frontage that is lengthy but narrow and has primarily been service off
of one (1) access point which is the drive. As a result, over the years has created a lot of
conflicts with safety concerns and operational efficiency throughout. The site is confusing
from a circulation standpoint and is highly dysfunctional. He said that it is now at a tipping
point where the access rights, which were reserved, for all four (4) of those lots, need to be
exercised to redistribute access to the property. Right now there is an existing public access
on the waterfront and is very difficult to get to. He showed (on the smartboard) the
committee the portion of the site the public is trying to get to and shows the portion of the
site, at the entrance, which is a boatyard, an operating boatyard with moving equipment that
is very busy. He said they don’t want people driving around when they are not sure where
they are supposed to be. It creates security and liability concerns when that happens. The
access was not creating circulation conflicts but there is also real constraints on the business
operations of the marina. This issue needs to be addressed. Mr. Ross stated to answer the
question, what is the sense of urgency, is that this should have been done previously and
everyone benefits by moving this along. He is not suggesting this be rushed but a lot of
thought has gone into the planning and into the easement agreement which has been under
active negotiations for two (2) years. The second objective is in order to fund the
infrastructure improvements that are going to be required to upgrade the marina to the tune
of about 20 million dollars over a period of years, new bulk heads, new docks, new service
facility and club facilities in order to make it what it should be, the Gardella’s have to find
a way to fund these improvements and part of that has to do with making the best utilization
out of all the land so that the marina could co-exist with other uses that might make it other
than Longshore and Sunset Grille. The long term masterplan is important to understand
where it is going in order to pay for all of it. Reconfiguring the access and circulation is
vital to the sustainability of the marina and it became the focus of their work for over an 18
month period. The negotiations process was managed by Attorney McCann along with
Brian Smith and input from City Staff. He said clearly this agreement isn’t the end, it
clarifies the rights but they see it as an ongoing long term relationship that works together
to resolve those kinds of issues, for example the Gardella’s have agreed to pay 50% of the
cost to maintain any of the costs of that section of road that they would get access. He said
it is a highly conceptual masterplan that shows, which ties into exhibit B, existing access
points that allow the traffic instead of bottlenecking and trying to force its way through the
boatyard, bypass the boatyard and enter those properties to improve the access. The
Gardella’s are aware they will have to manage those access points and they are just as
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concerned about beachgoers that are trying to beat the system and avoid paying but they are
not going to park on the marina property because they will get towed. The Gardella’s will
enforce it because it is an issue they share and they are fully committed to making sure that
whatever parking management plan the City has, their parking management plan would
reinforce that. In the 1922 deed where they gifted the land, the access broadly defines that
somewhere in the northerly and westerly portions of the park, those four (4) parcels have
access and they are trying to work that out. The easement agreement goes into a lot of detail
about who pays for what and how that is worked out. Those rights exist. He said they
existed when the land was given to the City. It was a reservation they made when they
deeded the land, they reserved those rights. The access rights were not newly created. It
was not specific as to utilities. In 1922 they didn’t need much specifics and worked it out
as they went. Almost 100 years has gone by and now they need to be more specific. The
negotiated easement agreement clarifies the right of way location and other issues that are
not addressed in the deed, such as use restrictions. It is vitally important for the current
owner and the City to clarify those issues and finalize the implementation of a sustainable
masterplan for Cove Marina.

Mr. Smith stated that the easement agreement itself has been negotiated. The Gardella’s,
the City, City Staff and Corporation Counsel have negotiated and proposed to you this
agreement where there would be funds put in escrow, $125,000., so the Gardella’s could
apply for various permits and approvals that they would need for various aspects of the
marina development. Specifically, they would need to go to the Zoning Board of Appeals
because there is a provision in the code that reads they would need to obtain a special
exception to allow the four (4) existing building lots to remain in one (1) ownership. He
said they would need approval for a site plan since they are considering re-shaping the lots
to make them more consistent, they have spoken with Planning and Zoning Staff to do minor
adjustments. Idea is to have the funds in escrow, accomplish all of those procedures and
then the easement agreement would then be recorded and the funds would go to the City.
Mr. Smith stated if this doesn’t happen by December 31, 2020, unless they mutually agree
to extend the agreement, it would just end. There is also a provision where the driveway
portions that are within the park, once you get beyond where the gate house used to be, there
is City work and Gardella work that needs to be done and they worked out who would pay
for which portions and that is what the provision are for throughout that section. There is
also a maintenance provision where Gardella should reimburse the Parks and Recreation
Department for 50% of its reasonable cost of maintaining Marina Park Drive, which is what
they are calling just that portion of the property. To the same standards as it maintains Calf
Pasture Beach Park to date, if any, the City eithers confirm its status of Marina Park Drive
as a public way or accepted at a public way. The City has not recognized the portion that is
within the park as a public way. For example, as they move forward there may be discussion
about what does it take to make it up to standard now. They have had engineers look at it,
the City Staff will look at it. They will have to come forward and establish whether it is up
to standards or not. The 1922 deed, the owners had some restrictions over and above the
right of access and certain provisions about use restrictions on the parkland part of the
property, things like noise, retail business, alcohol consumption and tents and over time
some of those things occur today that arguably in 1922 would have been banned. So
anything that existing now in the park that would quote unquote, perhaps violate that
restrictive covenant in 1922, they are saying its over which is a benefit to the City. This
process has been very helpful because it is going to enhance the park and the Gardella
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property, allowing the marina to continue to improve its operations which is a great asset to
the City.

Mr. McCann said there is also a provision that requires that up until the time, if and when
the street is accepted as a City street, the Gardella’s have agreed to this easement to pay for
50% of the roadway improvements that would be necessary.

Mr. Hempstead said that the City currently closes beach road down at night due to vandalism
now they close it at 10:00pm, would this prevent it from being closed.

Mr. McCann replied no. The new gate which the agreement contemplates and which park
it’s proposing would occur in front of the coast guard house so the park would still be closed
at a certain time but it would be at a different location on the access road. The closure which
occurred by the white line (old gate house) would move all the way down to the south
western baseball diamond.

Mr. Hempstead asked if they were creating a new road.

Mr. McCann replied no they are not creating a new road. The only road improvements or
construction that would occur are the turnaround at what would essentially be the new gate
house or the new entrance to the park and the cut through which is labeled location of new
median opening and access apron, and the three (3) curb cuts. (Shown on smartboard) He
said those five (5) items are the only new construction/paving items that would occur.

Mr. Hempstead asked what would happen if the gate house is closed when he is trying to
get out.

Mr. McCann replied through the turnaround that is constructed. He said it was proposed as
a security measure to have a gate house and a way to close the lot.

Mr. Hempstead asked how to egress the parking lot then stated that there seems to be a lot
of gates.

Mr. Hughes responded that they are proposing three (3) new gates. The first set would be
down by the coast guard so if someone was to drive toward the entrance way and come to a
closed gate there would be a turnaround there that sends them back out to exit the beach.
Right where the gate house is now, there would be another gate closing that entrance so they
can’t get into the beach there and there will also be a gate at the corner if someone is unable
to make that sharp right turn back into the parking lot while still continue access to the road.

Mr. McCann interjected that it is a way to shut off the lots.

Mr. Hempstead asked what happens to the parking along old Beach Road in the gravel/dirt,
does that go away.

Mr. McCann said that it wouldn’t go away. He said eventually with the redevelopment of
the Gardella parcels there would be a streetscape improvement down the road. That area is
contemplated to be the legal zoning frontage for the redevelopment of the Gardella lot so
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down the road it would be improved with the typical streetscape improvements that zoning
would require, i.e. sidewalks and street trees.

Mr. Hempstead asked if that portion of the dirt driveway and the roadway part of the
ecasement. He also asked how wide it is in its entirety.

Mr. McCann replied yes it is part of the easement and then asked Mr. Ross to answer the
width.

Mr. Ross stated that it is approximately 100 feet. He said it was from the property boundary
to the back of the curb of what they call Marina Park Drive. The idea was to keep it as
minimal as possible and not begin to create additional roadways which is something they
looked at. He said planning had asked that they look at that which took up twice the amount
of land area for pavement. They thought it better to put the easement where there is an
existing road, which is more than sufficient to accommodate the needs and not have to do
additional paving.

Mr. McCann said the easement also allows for the option for the City of Norwalk to decrease
the total width of the easement as a result increase the encroachment onto City Property if
the City ever decides to relocate Calf Pasture Beach Road. Reserves the right to the City to
relocate the access road going into the park closer to the Gardella parcel if it so choose.

Ms. Melendez asked if the Gardella representatives would be available after the executive
session.

Mr. McCann replied yes, the agenda includes a second discussion after the executive
session.

**MR. IGNERI MOVED TO GO TO ITEM 4 THROUGH ITEM 8 ON THE
AGENDA THEN GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION.
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

4. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON RELEASE OF THE CITY’S
INTERESTS, INCLUDING A GENERAL RELEASE, IN THE 80+ SQ. FT.
SIDEWALK EASEMENT AND RIGHT-OF-WAY OVER THE PARCEL
LOCATED AT 64 SOUTH MAIN STREET (TAX LOT 2-58-22-0).

Mr. Hempstead asked for the reason the City had this property to begin with.

Ms. Burns responded the City sidewalk was of a deficient width in the vicinity of South
Main Street and Elizabeth Street and had taken an easement years ago to construct the
sidewalk. There is a current plan before the City and has been approved for the development
of the Clarke Property from South Main Street to Day Street. As part of that there is
significant street improvements being done, such as street trees, curbing and sidewalks and
the sidewalk will be wider. The easement has to be released because the building of the
Clarke Property extends onto the easement. The representative from the Clarke Property
showed the committee a larger version of the parcel and where the easement is located. He
gave a brief overview of what would be accomplished once the easement is released.
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**MS. MELENDEZ MOVED THE ITEM
*MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

5. AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR, HARRY W. RILLING, TO EXECUTE A THIRD
AMENDMENT TO THE AUGUST 28, 2007 AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEERING SERVICES BETWEEN THE CITY OF NORWALK AND A.
DICESARE ASSOCIATES, P.C. REGARDING THE EAST AVENUE
RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT, FOR AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $70,000.00
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ATTACHED SCOPE OF SERVICES DATED
JULY 31, 2019.

ACCOUNT NO. 09 12 4021 5777 C0471
09 20 4021 5777 C0471

There was no discussion on this item.

*MR. HEMPSTEAD MOVED THE ITEM
*MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

6. AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASING AGENT TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER TO
C.N. WOOD OF CONNECTICUT, LLC, FOR THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1) 2019
RAPIDVIEW PIPE INSPECTION VEHICLE FOR A SUM NOT TO EXCEED
$368,410.00.

ACCOUNT NO. 09 20 4031 5777 C0313
Mr. Hempstead asked why the vehicle is so expensive.
Mr. Carr responded stating that they need to replace an old vehicle as it cannot come out
in inclement weather. He said it is an all-purpose, all duty truck that inspects the sewer
lines and underground piping. It has newer technology and a great GPS system and a
camera.
Mr. Igneri asked about the vehicle’s life expectancy.
Mr. Carr responded 20 years+.
Mr. Hempstead asked if that item was a capital request.

Mr. Carr responded yes.

**MR. IGNERI MOVED THE ITEM
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

7. AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASING AGENT TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER TO
GABRIELLI TRUCK SALES OF MILFORD, FOR THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1)
2020 MACK GU713 PLOW TRUCK FOR A SUM NOT TO EXCEED $231,864.00.
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ACCOUNT NO. 09 20 4031 5777 C0313

Mr. Carr stated that the item was in the capital improvement program. The truck will
replace a 1995 Ford.

**MS. YOUNG MOVED THE ITEM
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

8. AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASING AGENT TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER TO
C.N. WOOD OF CONNECTICUT, LLC, FOR THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1)
MACK GU713 REAR REFUSE LOADER NOT TO EXCEED $237,611.00.

ACCOUNT NO. 09 20 4031 5777 C0313
Mr. Igneri asked what kind of vehicle it is.
Mr. Carr responded that it is a small garbage truck and is the second of two (2) new trucks
that were approved in the capital improvement program. This truck will help remove the
City’s yard debris, bulky waste and Christmas trees and tree removal.
Mr. Corsello asked what it is replacing.
Mr. Carr said that it is not replacing any truck because it is the second of two (2) new
ones. The Committee began to discuss the need for this second truck and if there was
enough work to have this truck in commission. The Chief explained how important and

needed these vehicles are to the fleet.

**MR. IGNERI MOVED THE ITEM
*MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

**MS. MELENDEZ MOVED TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION
AND INVITED ALL STAFF TO STAY
*MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

Executive session began at 8:12p.m.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

1. DISTRIBUTION AND DISCUSSION OF ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED
COMMUNICATION(S) REGARDING NEGOTIATION OF THE PROPOSED
EASEMENT AGREEMENT ACROSS PORTIONS OF CALF PASTURE BEACH
IN FAVOR OF GARDELLA BROTHERS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP FROM THE
CITY OF NORWALK. (JOINT MEETING WITH RECREATION, PARKS &
CULTURAL AFFAIRS)

Executive Session ended at 9:08p.m.
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RETURN TO NEW BUSINESS

3. POSSIBLE ACTION ON PROPOSED EASEMENT AGREEMENT ACROSS
PORTIONS OF CALF PASTURE BEACH IN FAVOR OF GARDELLA
BROTHERS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP FROM THE CITY OF NORWALK.
(JOINT MEETING WITH RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS)

Mr. Igneri reported on this. He stated that the Committees decided to Table Item #3 to the
October 1, 2019 Joint Meeting with Recreation, Parks and Cultural Affairs which would be
a public meeting. There was a brief discussion about the decision to table the item. He said
he is instructing the DPW Engineers to work with the Consultants for the Gardella’s on a
conceptual design to the turnarounds and alternatives. The Gardella representatives made
it clear that their idea was thrown out after putting in so much time and effort and then the
City came up with the idea of the turnarounds. Committee is willing to work and meet with
them on other alternatives.

Information / Discussion

A. Discussion
1. Drainage Project Status
1a. Professional Services Task Order
1b. Professional Services Task Order
1c. Professional Services Task Order
There was no discussion on this item.
2. Sediment Removal Contract
There was no discussion on this item.
3. Potential abandonment/discontinuance of a portion of Howard Avenue.
There was no discussion on this item.
B. Customer Service Report May, June & July 2019
There was no discussion on this item.
C. Monthly Solid Waste Report — April, May & June 2019
1. 2019 Bulky Collections through July 2019
2. Transfer Station Quarterly Report, 2% Quarter (April, May and June)

There was no discussion on this item.

August 6, 2019
Public Works Committee
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Upcoming Projects

Adjournment

Next Meeting: Tuesday, September 3, 2019
Public Works Committee Meeting
7:00 P.M. Room 225 DPW Conference Room, Norwalk

**MS. MELENDEZ MOVED TO ADJOURN
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

There was no further business and the meeting was unanimously adjourned at 9:17 p.m.

August 6, 2019
Public Works Committee
Page 12 of 12
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NCRWALK
MEMORANDUM
TO: Anthony Carr, P.E. — Chief of Operations and Public Works
FROM: Drew Berndimaier, P.E. — Senior Engineer
CC: Elisabeth Burns, P.E. — Principal Engineer

Darin Callahan, Esq — Assistant Corporation Counsel
Greg Kogan, L.S. — Assistant Civil Engineer

REF: Public Works Committee Agenda ltem — Right of Entry Agreement
DATE: September 10, 2019

| would like to request that the following items be included on the agenda for the
October 1, 2019 Public Works Committee meeting.

AUTHORIZATION:

1. Authorize the Mayor, Harry W. Rilling, to execute an Agreement between
the City of Norwalk and the owner of the property identified as #8 Margaret
Street, Norwalk, CT 06851 (AGUDOW SERGE A), to establish a Right of
Entry, for the purpose of replacing the storm pipe, underneath their
driveway, for liability and maintenance purposes, subject to Section 8-24 of
the State statutes, if required.

The streets surrounding Margaret, Visconti, Princeton, etc have an existing storm
system that drains the runoff from each of those streets, through an existing
network of pipes, including 8 Margaret Street. No Right of Entry or Easement
could be found in the Land Records, that allows the City to access the property,
in order to maintain this important storm pipe. The existing pipe is currently
corroded corrugated metal and has begun to form sink holes, near the manhole,
in their driveway.

Page 1 of 1



CiEriano, Monigue

From: Berndlmaier, Drew

Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 3:20 PM

To: Carr, Anthony

Cc: Callahan, Darin L; Kogan, Greg; Burns, Lisa; Cipriano, Monique; Torre, Chris; Lopez, Jose;
Krysiuk, John

Subject: October Agenda: 8 Margaret Street Pipes Replacement Project

Attachments: PWC Agenda Memo - October 2019.doc

Anthony:

See below and attached. This is to replace a pipe that was identified as corroded corrugated metal pipe and is forming
sinkholes in the resident’s driveway.

This storm system drains a number of City streets, but has no official easement, that we could identify.

| believe that the intent is for Operations to conduct the work. If restoration of the driveway requires a Contractor,
contracted by the City, then Operations could give Engineering advanced notice, so that the approval, funding and
Project can be determined and coordinated/scheduled with Operations’ scope of work.

Thank you.
Drew

Drew Berndlmaier, PE, MBA
Senior Engineer

City of Norwalk

Department of Public Works

125 East Avenue, Room 225
Norwalk, CT. 06856-5125

(203) 854-7879

Customer Service: (203) 854-3200

From: Kogan, Greg

Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 11:41 AM

To: Berndlmaier, Drew <DBERNDLMAIER@norwalkct.org>
Cc: Callahan, Darin L <dcallahan@norwalkct.org>

Subject: 8 Margaret Street Pipes Replacement Project

Drew,

Darin and | had a meeting this morning and after discussing an issue Darin stated he would like to utilize the same
process we had to go thorough for #7 Margaret Street.

Darien is going to create a new right of entry agreement (pretty much just by changing property address and names)
and | was wondering if you could add this project to the next Common Consular meeting agenda so we could get it done
before the asphalt plans are closed.

Darin,
Here is the owner email:
Sagudow @fleetpump.com

Thank you.



Greg Kogan, P.L.S.,
Assistant Civil Engineer,
Department of Public Works

‘ )
NCRWALK

The Sound of Comecticut
City of Norwalk

125 East Avenue,

Norwalk CT 06851,

Ph: 203 854-7796

Web. http://www.norwalkct.org/

E-mail. gkogan@norwalkct.org

From: Kogan, Greg

Sent: Monday, September 09, 2019 8:02 AM

To: DPW Construction <DPWConstruction@norwalkct.org>

Cc: Torre, Chris <CTorre@norwalkct.org>; Kolb, Ralph <RKolb@norwalkct.org>; Lopez, Jose <JLopez@norwalkct.org>;
Krysiuk, John <JKrysiuk@norwalkct.org>; Callahan, Darin L <dcallahan@norwalkct.org>

Subject: Margaret Street Pipes Replacement Project

Good morning All,

As most of you probably know the project related to replacement of 8” CMP with 24” HPDE running through # 7
Margaret property has been completed.

| did ask Jose a couple weeks ago to assign a field crew to video 12” CMP running upstream through #8 Margaret Street
and it appears we have to replace this pipe ASAP because the first 10’ of the pipe has no bottom and the rest portion

of it also is not in good shape (results are attached).

The highway recently fixed a sink holes over this pipe by the manhole which is another sign that the pipe has to be
replaced.

| did topo survey last week to make sure that elevation wise we can make it and based on it shouldn’t be a problem to
go with at least 15” HDPE having in average about 15” cover (see attached plan).

| had preliminary conversation with John last Friday and he didn’t see a problem for Highway to replace 77’ of 12" CMP
with 15” HPDE.

So now we have to discuss how we are going to handle legal aspects of this work because “as usual” the City doesn’t
have a drainage easement over noted above pipe.

However the good news here is the property owner most likely will sign off on this without any conditions based on his
request to address a sink holes in his driveway.

It is also very obvious the City has pay for new driveway installation since the excavation is going to take place right in
driveway area, so we also need to establish a contractor for this part of the project.

P.S. I did CC Darin on this email so he could advise us how we could proceed with this project as it was done for #7
Margaret Street.

Thank you.

Greg Kogan, P.L.S.,



PROFESSIONAL SERVICES TASK ORDER
Task Order 1D
September 27, 2019
Exhibit A: Scope of Work

DESCRIPTION OF WORK

The general intent of this Task Order is to provide additional engineering and consultant services, upon the City's
request, associated with the specific chronic storm drainage problems previously identified and compiled by the City in
the attached table titled “OOMaster List Flooding-lcing Locations.xlsx”. Woodard & Curran (W&C) will provide
engineering and consultant services to identify, evaluate (i.e. modeling, site inspections, GIS), and design potential
mitigation practices based on the final funded Task Order 1D not-to-exceed allotment.

SCOPE OF WORK.:

W&C will review the list of issues cited in the City's "00Master List Flooding-Icing Locations.xlsx” document provided
and validate and enhance this information with City Works data provided by the City.

W&C will work in collaboration with the City's DPW, to understand the City's priorities and provide engineering and
consultant services for one or more of the issues identified based on the final funded Task Order budget amount. The
work under this Task is intended to assist the City with the implementation of these local scale drainage improvement
projects. Activities and services under this task are anticipated to include, but are not limited to:

Site visits and field investigations, including brook/stream conditions assessments
Coordination with the City's GIS Department to obtain and/or further develop GIS information
Engineering design computations and hydraulic/hydrologic modeling

Mitigation alternatives analysis

Mitigation solutions/BMP Design

Preparation of design plans & bid documents

Planning & hosting any applicable public meetings/outreach

At this time we would anticipate that the City would provide the following field services (if determined by W&C and the
City as critical information needed to complete the services in this Task Order):
e  Topographic mapping and utility location surveys
o Drainage structure inspections to define pipe connectivity, diameter/size, material and depth to catch basin
and manholes
e Pipe conditions assessments through CCTV

Compensation & Schedule

Given that the nature and magnitude of the scope of work is not yet determined, W&C proposes to perform Task 1D
on a Time & Materials Basis via an initial Not to Exceed allotment of $250,000. The specific and detailed scope of
work under this task order will be developed in coordination with the City, and will be performed as directed and agreed
upon by the City.

This work will be completed in accordance with the executed “Agreement By and Between the City of Norwalk and
Woodard & Curran, Inc. for On-call Engineering Services for Storm Drainage Evaluations at Selected Locations™. A
level of possible effort estimate is attached. Monthly invoices will be submitted to the City.



This Task Order includes project management activities required to manage technical, financial and schedule aspects
of the Task Order necessary to complete the work on time, within budget and of suitable quality. Activities include
coordinating and facilitating team and client meetings, monitoring the progress of the work, and conducting quality
control/assurance activities.

Project Schedule

Project work will be scheduled, performed, and completed on a date that is agreed upon by the City, after the specific
scope of work associated with this Task Order is developed as noted above.

City of Norwalk (232420.00) 2 September 27, 2019
Task Order 1D



Task 1D - Potential Level of Effort Estimate
Hour ratios may be adjusted & fluccuate during actual project delivery;

budget shall not be exceeded

Task 01
Personnel Classification Rate Engin. In-House Assistance

Principal S 272 20
Project Manager S 184 60
Technical Manger 2 S 199 160
Technical Manger 1 S 162 160
Senior Engineer S 199 260
Engineer S 140 410
Senior Designer S 124 205
Senior Planner S 162 120
GIS Analyst S 123 160
Project Assistant S 96 20
Subtotal Hours 1575
Subtotal Cost by Task B 250,000.00

Subtotal Task Order S 250,000.00

Total Fee S 250,000.00
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Salt, Road Safety
24950 Country Club Bivd, Suite 450
North Olmsted, OH 44070

Thursday, September 26, 2019

Billing Information Shipping informatian *Contact Information
Account Number | 1500028673 2560002773 Attn: VALUED CUSTOMER
Name CITY OF NORWALK CITY OF NORWALK Titte
Addross 1 125 EAST AVE 15 8§ SMITH STREET Phona
P OBox Fax
City Stato Zip NORWALK, CT 06855-1017 NORWALK, CT 06855-1017 | Mobila
County FAIRFIELD e-mall

*PLEASE VERIFY THAT ALL CONTACT INFORMATION IS CORRECT. IF CHANGES ARE REQUIRED PLEASE NOTE THEM ON THE NEXT PAGE,

Carglll, Incorporated Delcing Technology Business Unit (“Cargill”) Is pleasad to submit the following quote for your DEICING SALT neads for the 2019/2020 season,

Prica Basis Per Ton
Product DELIVERY Estimated Tons Terminal
CLEARLANE ENHANCED BULK DEICER $85 5,000 MT MARION

THE PRODUCT QUOTED IN THIS AGREEMENT IS INTENDED FOR BULK DEICING USE ONLY,

PLEASE SIGN AND RETURN THIS QUOTE LETTER TO OUR ATTENTION WITHIN TEN (10) BUSINESS DAYS FROM DATE OF LETTER, WE GANNOT UPDATE
YOUR AGCOUNT FOR THIS YEAR WITHOUT THE SIGNED QUOTE LETTER. THIS PRICE QUOTE LETTER DOES NOT CONSTITUTE AN ORDER. ORDERS
MUST BE PLACED BY CALLING CUSTOMER SERVICE AT 800-600-SAL.T {7268). ORDERS BEING PLACED FOR PICKUP MAY NOT BE AVAILABLE FOR 24
HOURS FROM THE TIME THE ORDER I8 PLACED.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS ~

Provided this Price Quole Letter is signed and retumed within ten (10) business days from the Date, Cargill agrees ta hold the quoted prices firm from Septembar
28, 2019 through April 30, 2020. Natwithstanding the foregalng, the prices contalned In this Prce Quote Letter are contingent on Customers adherence to these
Terms and Conditlons and the attached Terms and Gonditions of Sale, including, but not limited to, Customer's compliance with the Customer account’'s payment
and credit terms stated below.

If purchase is not made by Decamber 31, 2019, Cargil reserves the right to revoke the pricing provided in this Price Quote Latter,

The Estimated Tons figure Is an estimate of the total quantity of each Product(s) ta be purchased by Custemer under this Price Quote Leller. Customer s not
obllgated to purchase a minimum percentage of the Estimated Tons, Carglll is not obligated to sell Customer any quanlity of the Estimatad Tons.

Garglll's obligation ta sell Product(s) is SUBJEGT TO PRODUCT AVAILABILITY. Garglll has the right to (i) dacline, or suspend shipments of, any Customer order
placed under this Price Quote lettar or (il) terminale this Price Quate Letter if, at any time, Carglll encountars Praduct shortages due to commilments to ather
customers. In addition, Cargill reservas the right to decline, or suspend shipments of, any Gustomer order placed under this Price Quote Letter for any reason(s)
relaling to: Conditions at any Cargill terminal/production facility, weather conditions, or any other reason that may affect Cargill's abllity to accapt arders.

Estimated delivery time thrae to sevan business days after release of an order. This quote assumes that Product will be dalivered from or picked up at the terminal
set forth above, Soureing of products from another Cargill facllity is subjact to avallability and additianal fees that may be applied to your account. Cargill's sale of
Product is expressly conditional upen these Terms and Gonditions and Customer’s acceptance of the attachad Terms and Conditions of Sale, Any terms which
may axist on the Customer's standard purchase order (or simllar forms) and which alter or are inconsistent with the tarms and conditions will be of no legal force or
affect and will not govem the transacftion contemplated by this Price Quote Lefter.

By accepting, Customer agress that thls Price Quote Letter (Including the Terms and Condltions and the atfached Temns and Canditlons of Sale) constitutes the
entire understanding betwean Carglll and Customer and supersedes all other prior agreements or quotations, whether written or oral, between Cargill and Customer
with respect ta the Product(s). Any Individual slgning this Price Quote on behalf of Customer represents and warrants that they have full authority 10 do so, and that
the transaction describad herein Is consistent with any applicable pracurement regulations,

Payment Terms NET 30 Credit Limit NIA

Payment terms & credjt limits are subject to change,
Thank you for the opportunity to be of service. We are looking forward to supplying your sait needs.

Carglll, Incorporated Accepted
fi
Salt, Road Safety Signature:
Sara Kaminski I
Bld Analyst ame:
Sara_Kaminski@ecarglll.com Tille:
800-600-7268 - p :
052.404-8491 - f &

Gonfidential - This document is intended anly for the named reclplent {\.e., Seller) and contalns confidential Information, Anyone ather than the Seller s not
pemlited access to this Information, Any dissemination or distibution of this information Is a breach of the terms and conditions of this document, If yau have Pg1of2
received this document In emor, please advise CDT by reply e-mall / mail atthe address above, and defete this document and any emall related thereto
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NORWALK

TO: Public Work Committee

FROM: Connie Blair, Customer Service Manager

SUBJECT: Customer Service Calls and Requests May 1% — 29", 2019
DATE: May 30, 2019

The Customer Service Center received 1154 service calls with 813 requests for service related to Public
Works. Listed are amounts of requests received in each Public Works category, what number of service

requests remain in progress, and the number of requests completed.

Category:

Drainage

Catch basin cleaning, and
repair, culvert maintenance
Engineering

Contractor trench, permit
Inspections, paving

Landscaping
Tree inspection and removal,
tree pruning and cutbacks

Snow
Plow, salt/sand

Road
Potholes, curbing, and sidewalk

Solid Waste
Recycling, and garbage

Bulk Waste Billing/Acct.
Traffic

T™P
Signals, parking, new signage

Ordinance Enforcement

In Progress

12

29

18

13

32

57 sch. for June
5

15

14

Completed

10

29

56

16

65

330

69

21

2

Public Works
Total Request

Total

32

58

74

29

97

337

126

26

18

16

813



NCRWALK

TO: Public Work Committee

FROM: Connie Blair, Customer Service Manager

SUBJECT: Customer Service Calls and Requests June 1% — July 31%, 2019
DATE: August 1,2019

The Customer Service Center received 2387 service calls with 1572 requests for service related to Public
Works. Listed are amounts of requests received in each Public Works category, what number of service

requests remain in progress, and the number of requests completed.

Category:

Drainage
Catch basin cleaning, and
repair, culvert maintenance

Engineering
Contractor trench, permit
Inspections, paving

Landscaping
Tree inspection and removal,
tree pruning and cutbacks

Snow
Plow, salt/sand

Road
Potholes, curbing, and sidewalk

Solid Waste
Recycling, and garbage

Bulk Waste Billing/Acct.

DPW Traffic

In Progress

82

73

287

190

395

50 sch. for Aug.

12

Completed

63

24

69

44

221

44

Public Works
Total Request

Total

145

97

356

12

234

400

271

57

1572



The Sound of Connecticut
To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations

Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: May 28, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - April 2019

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: Apr-18 Current FY: Apr-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,225.48 1,264.63 3.2% 12,784.76
MSW tonnage out 1,789.98 1,935.84 8.1% 19,406.96
Transfer station operating fee $66,875.00 $68,291.67 2.1% $682,916.70
Transport and disposal fee $157,518.24 $172,289.76 9.4% $1,727,219.44
Curbside collection fee $92,754.75 $95,537.42 3.0% $955,374.20
Total operating costs (less curbside) $224,393.24 $240,581.43 7.2% $2,410,136.14
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $4,045,199.00
Amount expended $3,365,510.33
Percent remaining 16.8%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: Apr-18 Current FY: Apr-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 687.57 727.72 5.8% 7,276.44
Transfer station tonnage 32.14 32.01 -0.4% 378.66
Total monthly tonnage 719.71 759.73 5.6% 7,655.10
Curbside collection fee $90,040.75 $92,741.92 3.0% $927,419.20
Recycling Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $1,112,903.00
Amount expended $927,419.20
Percent Remaining 16.7%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: Apr-18 Current FY: Apr-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees 536,827.55 $44,247.95 20.1% $401,947.45
Recycling revenue (curbside) $12,032.48 $12,735.10 5.8% $127,337.70
Recycling revenue (T.S.) $562.45 $560.18 -0.4% $6,626.55
Total revenues $49,422.48 $57,543.23 16.4% $535,911.70




NCRWALK

The SOuv.r{ of C_onnedjcu{:

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: June 21, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - May 2019

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: May-18 Current FY: May-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,382.49 1,328.77 -3.9% 14,113.53
MSW tonnage out 2,051.18 2,117.39 3.2% 21,524.35
Transfer station operating fee $66,875.00 $68,291.67 2.1% $751,208.37
Transport and disposal fee $180,503.84 $188,447.71 4.4% $1,915,667.15
Curbside collection fee $92,754.75 $95,537.42 3.0% $1,050,911.62
Total operating costs (less curbside) $247,378.84 $256,739.38 3.8% $2,666,875.52
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $4,045,199.00
Amount expended $3,717,787.13
Percent remaining 8.1%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: May-18 Current FY: May-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 757.92 781.31 3.1% 8,057.75
Transfer station tonnage 41.8 46.59 11.5% 425.25
Total monthly tonnage 799.72 827.90 3.5% 8,483.00
Curbside collection fee $90,040.75 $92,741.92 3.0% $1,020,161.12
Recycling Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $1,112,903.00
Amount expended $1,020,161.12
Percent Remaining 8.3%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: May-18 Current FY: May-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $41,628.92 $47,073.25 13.1% $449,020.70
Recycling revenue (curbside) $13,263.60 $13,672.93 3.1% $141,010.63
Recycling revenue (T.S.) §731.50 $815.33 11.5% $7,441.88
Total revenues $55,624.02 $61,561.50 10.7% $597,473.20
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The Sound of Connecticut

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: July 8, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - June 2019

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: Jun-18 Current FY: Jun-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,284.58 1,206.80 -6.1% 15,320.33
MSW tonnage out 2,064.65 2,164.63 4.8% 23,688.98
Transfer station operating fee $66,875.00 $68,291.67 2.1% $819,500.04
Transport and disposal fee $181,689.20 $192,652.07 6.0% $2,108,319.22
Curbside collection fee $92,754.75 $95,537.42 3.0% 51,146,449.04
Total operating costs (less curbside) $248,564.20 $260,943.74 5.0% $2,927,819.26
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $4,045,199.00
Amount expended $4,074,268.29
Percent remaining -0.7%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: Jun-18 Current FY: Jun-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 761.04 712.55 -6.4% 8,770.30
Transfer station tonnage 49,34 35.38 -28.3% 460.63
Total monthly tonnage 810.38 747.93 -7.7% 9,230.93
Curbside collection fee $90,040.75 $92,741.92 3.0% $1,112,903.04
Recycling Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $1,112,903.00
Amount expended $1,112,903.04
Percent Remaining 0.0%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: Jun-18 Current FY: Jun-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $42,006.20 $47,374.35 12.8% $496,395.05
Recycling revenue (curbside) $13,318.20 $12,469.63 -6.4% $153,480.25
Recycling revenue (T.S.) $863.45 $619.15 -28.3% $8,061.03
Total revenues $56,187.85 $60,463.13 7.6% $657,936.33
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The Sound of Connecticut

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: August 6, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - July 2019

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: Jul-18 Current FY: Jul-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,370.09 1,331.19 -2.8% 1,331.19
MSW tonnage out 2,079.77 2,193.85 5.5% 2,193.85
Transfer station operating fee $68,291.67 $69,708.33 2.1% $69,708.33
Transport and disposal fee $185,099.53 $199,640.35 7.9% $199,640.35
Curbside collection fee $95,537.42 $98,403.50 3.0% $98,403.50
Total operating costs (less curbside) $253,391.20 $269,348.68 6.3% $269,348.68
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 19/20 Budget $4,142,842.00
Amount expended $367,752.18
Percent remaining 91.1%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: Jul-18 Current FY: Jul-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 758.99 805.42 6.1% 805.42
Transfer station tonnage 44,22 43.99 -0.5% 0.00
Total monthly tonnage 803.21 849.41 5.8% 805.42
Curbside collection fee $92,741.92 $95,524.17 3.0% $95,524.17
Recycling Budget
FY 19/20 Budget $1,146,290.00
Amount expended $95,524.17
Percent Remaining 91.7%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: Jul-18 Current FY: Jul-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $37,619.45 $40,040.90 6.4% $40,040.90
Recycling revenue (curbside) $13,282.33 514,094.85 6.1% $14,094.85
Recycling revenue (T.S.) $773.85 $769.83 -0.5% $769.83
Total revenues $51,675.63 $54,905.58 6.3% $54,905.58
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To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: September 24, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - August 2019

MSW Collection

and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: Aug-18 Current FY: Aug-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,369.96 1,280.88 -6.5% 2,612.07
MSW tonnage out 2,140.38 2,008.81 -6.1% 4,202.66
Transfer station operating fee $68,291.67 $69,708.33 2.1% 5139,416.66
Transport and disposal fee $190,493.82 $182,801.71 -4.0% $382,442.06
Curbside collection fee §95,537.42 $98,403.50 3.0% $196,807.00
Total operating costs (less curbside) $258,785.49 $252,510.04 -2.4% $521,858.72
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 19/20 Budget $4,142,842.00
Amount expended $718,665.72
Percent remaining 82.7%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: Aug-18 Current FY: Aug-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 741.83 740.92 -0.1% 1,546.34
Transfer station tonnage 44,84 46.50 3.7% 0.00
Total monthly tonnage 786.67 787.42 0.1% 1,546.34
Curbside collection fee $92,741.92 $95,524.17 3.0% 5191,048.34
Recycling Budget
FY 19/20 Budget $1,146,290.00
Amount expended $191,048.34
Percent Remaining 83.3%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: Aug-18 Current FY: Aug-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $39,300.20 $36,736.15 -6.5% $76,777.05
Recycling revenue (curbside) $12,982.03 $12,966.10 -0.1% $27,060.95
Recycling revenue (T.5.) $784.70 $813.75 3.7% $1,583.58
Total revenues $53,066.93 $50,516.00 -4,8% $105,421.58
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To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations & Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager

Date: September 26, 2019

Re: 2019 Bulky Collection Report

| Calendar Year 2019

Number of | Bulky Weight | Metal Weight | Plastic Weight
Month Collections (Tons) (Tons) (Tons) NOTES

January 70 7.18 1.08 0.21
February &3 6.76 0.80 0.20
March 63 6.26 0.87 0.28
April 110 10.13 1.28 0.64
May 17 11.11 1.87 0.29
June 160 14.76 3.75 0.86
Juy 112 11.82 1.55 0.45
August 131 12.24 2.17 0.45
September 117 8.08 1.61 0.52
October 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
November 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
December 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
|Year to Date - | 963 88.34 | 14.97 | 3.90




CITY OF NORWALK
Jessica C. Paladino
Waste Programs Manager
jpaladino@norwalkct.org

¥ N I B ‘
NORWALK P: 203-854-3215 / F: 203-854-3224
15 South Smith Street

The Sound of Connecticut Norwalk, CT 06855

July 31, 2019

Ms. Paula Guerrera

Bureau of Materials Management & Compliance Assurance
Recycling Office

Department of Energy & Environmental Protection

79 Elm Street, 4'" Floor

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

Subject:  City of Norwalk
Quarterly Report — 2" Quarter 2019

Dear Ms. Guerrera:

Enclosed please find the quarterly report for the Second Quarter 2019 (April, May, and June) for
the City of Norwalk Transfer Station at 61 Crescent Street, Norwalk CT.

If you should have any questions or require additional information, please feel free to contact
me at 203-854-3215.

Very tryly yours,

leskica C. Paladino
Wa'ste Programs Manager

cc: DPW File



MUNICIPAL TRANSFER STATION (TS) QUARTERLY REPORT FORM (9/23/2016 version)
(For Municipal Transfer Stations (1) Receiving Solid Waste and/or Recyclables from One Municipality or (2) Receiving
Solid Waste & Recyclahles from Fewer than Four Municipalities with No Scale to Separately Track Amounts Received

from Each Municipality)

REPORTING Facility Name: City of Norwalk Transfer Station

FACILITY
Facility Location - Street: 61 Crescent St.

Town: Norwalk State: CT Zipcode: 06850 Phone: 203-854-3200

REPORTING QUARTER YEAR: 2019 QUARTER: [_|15-Jan-Mar; [X]2™ Apr-un;  []3" Jul-Sep;

Are loads of waste and/or recyclables weighed at the transfer station when received? Yes

[la®™ oct-Dec

(1) If no, please describe method for estimating tonnage reported received:

quarterly reporting form.

(2) If yes, and this transfer station receives waste and/or recyclables from more than one municipality, are the weights
from each municipality weighed and tracked separately when received at the transfer station? [_|Yes Xno
If the answer to (2) is yes; please contact Judy Belaval at DEEP (860) 424-3237 to request a multi-town TS

PART 1: QUANTITIES (TONS) OF SOLID WASTE & RECYCLABLES RECEIVED

CT CITY(ies) OR CT TOWN(s) of

ORIGIN City of Norwalk

Does the MSW tonnage include non-residential waste? [X]ves [ |No;
If Yes — what is your ballpark estimate % of MSW that is non-residential? 25%

TYPE of SOLID WASTE or RECYCLABLE RECEIVED

TONS RCVD
this QTR

Msw!

6,217.86 Tons

OVERSIZED MSW (e.g. furniture, carpets, etc)

CONSTRUCTION & DEMOLITION (C&D) WASTE (e.g. dry wall, brick, concrete, lumber,
etc.)

MIX ~ OVERSIZED MSW/C&D WASTE

LANDCLEARING DEBRIS (LOGS/STUNMPS)

373.61 Tons

SPECIAL?

RECYCLABLES — Type: Single Stream Recycling
Res or [X] NonRes

2,335.56 Tons

[ Res or [X] NonRes

RECYCLABLES - Type: Scrap Metal 180.05 Tons
B4 Res or [X] NonRes

RECYCLABLES — Type: Electronics 37.17 Tons
B4 Res or [X] NonRes

RECYCLABLES —~ Type: Tires 6.56 Tons

RECYCLABLES - Type:
[] Res or [] NonRes

T MSW is solid waste from residential, commercial and industrial sources; excluding hazardous, bulky, biomedical,

sludge, or scrap metal waste.

2 SPECIAL WASTE is any waste other than hazardous or biomedical which requires special handling for safe

disposal



PART 2: QUANTITIES (TONS) of SOLID WASTE and RECYCLABLES TRANSFERRED

DESTINATION TONNAGE

1_;25;;;‘::?;5 or RECYCLABLE Name/Location Of Disposal Facility Receiving Waste Or Recycling TRANSFERRED OUT THIS
Facility Receiving Recyclables QUARTER

MsSw Bridgeport RESCO 6,217.86 Tons
6 Howard Avenue, Bridgeport CT

C&D Waste

Oversized MSW

MIX C&D Waste & Oversized MSW

OTHER - Type: Landclearing (Logs/ | DW Transport & Leasing 383.61 Tons
Stumps/ Woodchips) 140 Route 32

North Franklin, CT
RECYCLABLE City Carting Taylor Reed Facility 2,335.56 Tons
Type: Single-Stream Taylor Reed Avenue, Stamford CT
RECYCLABLE Laloie’s Auto & Scrap 180.05 Tons
Type: Scrap Metal 40 Meadow St, Norwalk CT
RECYCLABLE Newtech Recycling 37.17 Tons
Type: Electronic Waste 600A Apgar Drive, Somerset NJ
RECYCLABLE Empire Tire 6.56 Tons
Type: Tires 1414 Norwich Road, Plainfield CT
RECYCLABLE
Type:

PART 3 - CERTIFICATION and SIGNATURE
This document, which is required to be submitted to the Commissioner of the Department of Energy and Environmental Protection, shall be signed by the
Permittee or, if Permittee is not an individual, by Permittee’s chief executive officer or a duly authorized representative of such officer, as those terms are
defined in §22a-430-3(b){2) of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies, and by the individual(s) responsible for actually preparing such document,
and each such individual shall certify in writing as follows:
"I have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this document and all attachments thereto, and | certify, based
on reasonable investigation, including my inquiry of those individuals responsible for ing the information, that the submitted information is
true, accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. | understand “mant made In the submitted information
may be punishable as a criminal offense under §53a-157b of the Connecticut Gendral Statutep ang gther applicable law.”

\

Signature of permittee or duly authorized representative of permittee: AF-< Date: 7/31/19

Printed name: Anthony R. Carr Title: Chief of Operations & Public erks

\ /Q
Signature of person responsible for preparing report: A Q (,IO Od\}/\_} Date: 7/31/19
Printed name: Jessica C. Paladino Tiyle: Waste Programs Manager

Phone #: 203-854-3215 Fax #: 203-854-3224 E-mail Address: ]paladino@norwalkct.org




CITY OF NORWALK

Norwalk City Hall

125 East Avenue, PO Box 5125
Room 225

Norwalk, CT 06856-5125

P: 203-854-7791 / F: 203-857-0143

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE of the COMMON COUNCIL

DATE: Tuesday, October 1, 2019

TIME: 7:00 P.M.

PLACE: Norwalk City Hall, 2" Floor, Room 231
AGENDA

Public Input

Public input (Guests at Committee meetings may speak to any item on the agenda. Comments shall
be limited to no more than three (3) minutes per speaker.)

New Business

1. Approve the Minutes of the Public Works Committee Meeting of Tuesday, August 6,
2019.

2. Authorize the Mayor, Harry W. Rilling, to execute an Agreement between the City of
Norwalk and the owner of the property identified as #8 Margaret Street, Norwalk, CT.
06851 (AGUDOW SERGE A), to establish a Right of Entry, for the purpose of replacing
the storm pipe, underneath their driveway, for liability and maintenance purposes, subject
to Section 8-24 of the State Statutes, if required.

3. Authorize the Mayor, Harry W. Rilling, to execute an Amendment to the Woodard &
Curran Agreement dated August 12, 2019 to provide on-call professional engineering
services for the Storm Drainage System Evaluation in accordance with scope of services
included qualifications proposal dated September 27, 2019 (copy of included) for a sum
not to exceed $250,000.00.

Account No. 09 19 4027 5777 C0425



4.  Authorize the Purchasing Agent to issue a Sole Source Purchase Order to Cargill Salt,
Road Safety for Treated Road Salt for Snow and Ice Control, pricing not to exceed $85.00
per ton for normal and after-hour deliveries effective for the 2019-20 winter season.

Account No. 01 4025 5322

Information / Discussion

A. Discussion

1. Drainage Project Status

2. Sediment Removal Contract

3. Potential abandonment/discontinuance of a portion of Howard Avenue
B.  Customer Service Report May - July 2019
C. Monthly Solid Waste Report — April - August 2019

1. 2019 Bulky Collections through August
2. Transfer Station Quarterly Report 2" Quarter (April, May, June 2019)

Upcoming Projects

Adjournment

Next Meeting: Tuesday, November 5, 2019
Public Works Committee Meeting
7:00 P.M. Room 231, Norwalk City Hall



CITY OF NORWALK

Norwalk City Hall

125 East Avenue, PO Box 5125

; Room 225

S Norwalk, CT 06856-5125

P: 203-854-7791 / F: 203-857-0143

NCRWALK

Public Works

CITY OF NORWALK
JOINT MEETING
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE and
RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
August 6, 2019

ATTENDANCE:  John Igneri, Chairman; Eloisa Melendez; Datlene Young; Doug
Hempstead; Michael Corsello
Chris Yerinides and Barbara Smyth from Recreation, Parks & Cultural
Affairs

STAFF: Anthony Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works; Lisa Burns, Principal
Engineer; Nick Roberts, Director of Recreation & Parks; Ken Hughes,
Recreation & Parks; Brian McCann, Assistant Corporation Counsel

OTHERS: Robinson & Cole LLP, Atftorneys for Gardella Brothers Limited
Partnership; Brian Smith; Scott Ross

The meeting was called to order at 7:03 p.m. A quorum was present.

PUBLIC INPUT

Ms. Diane Lauricella stated she just learned about the joint meeting. She would like to
implore the Council to give the public more time. She said there is no indication on the
City’s website of a joint meeting. The public pays for the salaries and should be well aware
of what is going on so again she wants to implore the Council and Corporation Counsel’s
office to be more transparent about these really important discussions. Ms. Lauricella was
at the Planning Commission meeting where this was a topic and she is interested in the
process. She would like to know what the process will be going forward after tonight. She
spoke about the Calf Pasture right of way and feels it is important to honor the City’s
promises and the discussion with the authorities the Gardella’s had with the City years ago.
It is also important to make sure that there is security to the tax payers, due to liability, to
have their patrons at Sunset Grille come through the driveway that is now used by the
citizens of Calf Pasture Beach. She wants to make sure that the people who are patrons of
the Sunset Grille are not running into problems on their way out onto this road and make
sure that the tax payers are protected and will not be liable for any damage done or worse.
The public needs to know about this because it is a major change to how the park at Calf

August 6, 2019
Public Works Committee
Page 1 of 12



Pasture Beach is designed. She said she knows that the staff at Recreation and Parks will
make sure that there is improvements about how they are deciding whether out-of-towners
versus out-of-staters come, right now it is still not quite right and this adds to the confusion.
Under the waste management, there is a household hazardous waste collection day on the
24" of August. She said she was the person on the League of Women Voters that started
that day when Mayor Collins was in office back in the 80s. The intent of that day was to
educate the public on how to use fewer and less toxic substances. She said she will speak
with Mr. Carr about this effort to educate people. She would like to sit down with the
members so to take a look at the program so they are getting the best bang for their buck
and that is to hopefully never have such a day again.

NEW BUSINESS

1. APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEETING
OF TUESDAY, JUNE 4, 2019.

There was no discussion on this item.

**MS. MELENDEZ MOVED THE ITEM
**MR. CORSELLO ABSTAINED
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY WITH ONE ABSTENSION

2. OVERVIEW OF PROPOSED EASEMENT AGREEMENT ACROSS PORTIONS
OF CALF PASTURE BEACH IN FAVOR OF GARDELLA BROTHERS LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP FROM THE CITY OF NORWALK. (JOINT MEETING WITH
RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS)

Mr. McCann introduced himself as the Assistant Corporation Counsel. He gave a brief
overview of the background regarding the negotiation/clarification of the easement on the
Calf Pasture Beach property which is in favor of the adjacent properties which are currently
owned by Gardella Brothers Partnership. He said he will give a brief overview of this item
with the assistance from Council and representatives from the Gardella’s and then go into
a brief executive session where the Committee would just meet with him and go over some
of the legal aspects in terms of in fact if this is an existing claim, a claim of right on City
property and one of the things they may be doing in resolving this easement issue is
resolving an existing claim and it deserves some brief analysis of the legal claims and
potential for outcome.

Mr. Igneri asked what the possible outcome would be after the executive session for
clarification purposes.

Mr. McCann responded if they decide to have any action, the only appropriate action would
be a recommendation to full Council for the authorization from the Mayor to execute and
complete the easement as proposed. It would be a favorable or unfavorable
recommendation as Chairman of your respected committees to full Council.

Mr. Igneri then asked if they needed the approval from both committees to move to full
Council.
August 6, 2019
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Mr. McCann responded no. He said it deserves the thought and input from a council
committee and it should properly go through Council and get public input which you called
for tonight. He said he doesn’t think it needs to go through both committees but nevertheless
he recommends that if it goes forward that it does have support from both committees.

Mr. Igneri asked if the committees were to approve it tonight and move forward, would
there be a public hearing.

Mr. McCann answered that the Charter requires a public hearing for ordinances, laws and
rules. This wouldn’t by Charter or ordinance require a public hearing but he suggests that
it receives public comment both at the committee level and Common Council.

Mr. Corsello asked in the event that favorable action is taken, then they would perceivably
go to Council on Tuesday so there would be no further public comment to the respected
committees from what they received tonight.

Mr. McCann said it doesn’t expect it to move so quickly and he recommends that it does
not go on Tuesday’s agenda so they have time to properly notice and receive the public
comment.

Mz. Corsello asked about a timeline.

Mr. McCann said they have been working on this for a while and feels there is no need to
rush it.

Mr. McCann began his overview. In 1922, the former owners of the parcels that are outlined
in red on the map (Showing maps on smartboard) granted the property that you now know
as Calf Pasture Beach to the City of Norwalk. Calf Pasture Beach was part and parcel of
those four (4) lots. The former owners reserved for themselves the right to cross the north
westerly portions of the parcel for access. When the southerly lot, which was the former
Ascension Beach lot, gave away its access to Calf Pasture Beach Road, it wanted to be sure
it had access to its lot so it reserved that easement over the property. In 1922, easement
rights were not as clear and concise as they are today. There is some ambiguity in terms of
where those rights lie, obviously just stating in the deed it’s over the north western portion
of the lot is not specific. The first task in negotiating with the Gardella lot owners was
determining where that easement is today or where they would agree to allow that easement
today which is shown in Exhibit B. This area encompasses the former gate house at Calf
Pasture Beach to roughly where the Coast Guard House is or the end of Ascension Beach
parcel which is essentially the width of both lanes of traffic, in and out of the property. After
determining the rough meets and bounds of the area, there were negotiations regarding the
rights and what they would be worth, allowed and permissible and they came up with the
proposed easement agreement that was included in the packet. The most difficult part of
the negotiations were the value of the rights. One side firmly claiming that there are existing
rights and therefore the clarification of those existing rights will not carry any value and
another side claiming they can’t see every right that is contained in the darkened area (shown
on the smartboard) and then alongside that expressed a desire to have a utility easement.
Both parties agreed that a utility easement was not part of the 1922 easement at all. Those
would be proposed new rights. The easement area is to the north of the dashed line (shown
August 6, 2019
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on the smartboard) the Gardella’s are proposing, when they redevelop their lots, to put new
utilities through that corridor. There would be underground utilities, proposing a sewer line,
electrical service and a water line. Mr. McCann said that the representatives for the
Gardella’s will speak more to the actual development of the property which is relevant to
consider. It will give all an idea of what is proposed, the delta and traffic counts would be.
The development will affect the wear and tear on the roads and the traffic. Then they had
to negotiate the value to those rights. After long discussions about the utility easement, it
was agreed that it would carry a value of $50,000 if and when those utility easement rights
are exercised which would only occur with the redevelopment of the properties, at that time
the Gardella’s would pay the City of Norwalk $50,000 to exercise those rights. The ingress
and egress access to the property, which is the second half, the southerly half cross hatched
area would carry with it a value of $125,000. The total consideration is $175,000. In the
proposed easement, the $125,000 is earmarked for specific items within the park including
moving the gate house, a new gate house roughly where the map is marked at the end of
Marina Park Drive and a few other things. These improvements would take place on Calf
Pasture Beach Road. Several weeks ago, Mr. McCann appeared before the Planning
Commission to hear the application and in doing so they decided to move the item forward
to Common Council with a favorable recommendation of approval with a comment/request
to the Common Council that they re-review the value of assignments to the rights. Mr.
McCann turned over the presentation to Brian Smith of Robinson & Cole and Scott Ross.

Mr. Smith introduced himself as the representative for the Gardella Limited Partnership.
He stated they have been working with Attorney McCann for quite some time as well as
other attorneys for the Gardella’s. He stressed that the Gardella Brothers are not just looking
for an easement for future development, they also have an immediate need because they are
redoing the marina right now. They are viewing this as a clarification of existing rights that
they were given by their predecessor to the City and their predecessor by reserving those
rights when they sold the property that eventually came to the Gardella’s, enjoyed the same
right. The rights were not as clear as it should be. The negotiations of the existing easement
was to clarify the essence of what the existing easement allows and doesn’t allow, not so
much claims, they have been trying to be cooperative the entire time. He believes they have
done a very good job of coming up with an agreement that benefits both the City
considerably and the Gardella. He then asked Scott Ross, who has been working on this
since two (2) years ago to speak to the specifics of the issue.

Mr. Ross introduced himself. He stated that he has been working on this for two (2) years
and would like to give a summary of the background. He said his part in this is not about
the agreement itself but to give the decision makers a chance to hear the content of the
discussion and what has transpired in the last two (2) years. He mentioned that there were
two (2) members of the Board of Gardella Limited Partnership in attendance as well. He
began by saying there are four (4) lots shown in red (shown on the smartboard) and those
four (4) owners deeded the parkland to the City of Norwalk. The Cove Marina Project
consisted of approximately 22 acres and is comprised of four (4) separate lots. It was
developed as a full service marina in 1959 by the Gardella Family and has been in
continuous operation ever since. The marina ownership is going through a generation
transition with the new ownership evaluating opportunities to make it more responsive to
the boating demands and trends. The Family is fully committed to continuing the marina
and has committed significant resources to plan for its long term economic liability and
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sustainability. In 2016, the Gardella Family hired Landwise to manage a team of experts to
manage a team of experts in planning, design, development, and marina operations to re-
evaluate their business plan and prepare a comprehensive master plan for the property.
Overall, the planning process was based on the property existing, environmental and zoning
constraints. It created a framework for expanding and upgrading the marina while
anticipating possible re-use of under-utilized land. The objective was to upgrade the Cove
Marina to a state of the art full service marina facility to accommodate 21% Century boating
demands while enhancing at the existing absolute system that was already on the site by
improving access reinforcing the circulation safety issues related to both the marina and the
waterfront. There is an immediate need and that is today the marina operations and that is
where most of their efforts have been focused on. He stated two (2) very basic planning
objectives emerged that would be critical to any plan. The first is the existing access. The
egress and the internal circulation had to be improved in order to address the existing marina
operations and public safety concerns (area shown on smartboard). He said the property
has about % mile of frontage that is lengthy but narrow and has primarily been service off
of one (1) access point which is the drive. As a result, over the years has created a lot of
conflicts with safety concerns and operational efficiency throughout. The site is confusing
from a circulation standpoint and is highly dysfunctional. He said that it is now at a tipping
point where the access rights, which were reserved, for all four (4) of those lots, need to be
exercised to redistribute access to the property. Right now there is an existing public access
on the waterfront and is very difficult to get to. He showed (on the smartboard) the
committee the portion of the site the public is trying to get to and shows the portion of the
site, at the entrance, which is a boatyard, an operating boatyard with moving equipment that
is very busy. He said they don’t want people driving around when they are not sure where
they are supposed to be. It creates security and liability concerns when that happens. The
access was not creating circulation conflicts but there is also real constraints on the business
operations of the marina. This issue needs to be addressed. Mr. Ross stated to answer the
question, what is the sense of urgency, is that this should have been done previously and
everyone benefits by moving this along. He is not suggesting this be rushed but a lot of
thought has gone into the planning and into the easement agreement which has been under
active negotiations for two (2) years. The second objective is in order to fund the
infrastructure improvements that are going to be required to upgrade the marina to the tune
of about 20 million dollars over a period of years, new bulk heads, new docks, new service
facility and club facilities in order to make it what it should be, the Gardella’s have to find
a way to fund these improvements and part of that has to do with making the best utilization
out of all the land so that the marina could co-exist with other uses that might make it other
than Longshore and Sunset Grille. The long term masterplan is important to understand
where it is going in order to pay for all of it. Reconfiguring the access and circulation is
vital to the sustainability of the marina and it became the focus of their work for over an 18
month period. The negotiations process was managed by Attorney McCann along with
Brian Smith and input from City Staff. He said clearly this agreement isn’t the end, it
clarifies the rights but they see it as an ongoing long term relationship that works together
to resolve those kinds of issues, for example the Gardella’s have agreed to pay 50% of the
cost to maintain any of the costs of that section of road that they would get access. He said
it is a highly conceptual masterplan that shows, which ties into exhibit B, existing access
points that allow the traffic instead of bottlenecking and trying to force its way through the
boatyard, bypass the boatyard and enter those properties to improve the access. The
Gardella’s are aware they will have to manage those access points and they are just as
August 6, 2019
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concerned about beachgoers that are trying to beat the system and avoid paying but they are
not going to park on the marina property because they will get towed. The Gardella’s will
enforce it because it is an issue they share and they are fully committed to making sure that
whatever parking management plan the City has, their parking management plan would
reinforce that. In the 1922 deed where they gifted the land, the access broadly defines that
somewhere in the northerly and westerly portions of the park, those four (4) parcels have
access and they are trying to work that out. The easement agreement goes into a lot of detail
about who pays for what and how that is worked out. Those rights exist. He said they
existed when the land was given to the City. It was a reservation they made when they
deeded the land, they reserved those rights. The access rights were not newly created. It
was not specific as to utilities. In 1922 they didn’t need much specifics and worked it out
as they went. Almost 100 years has gone by and now they need to be more specific. The
negotiated easement agreement clarifies the right of way location and other issues that are
not addressed in the deed, such as use restrictions. It is vitally important for the current
owner and the City to clarify those issues and finalize the implementation of a sustainable
masterplan for Cove Marina.

Mr. Smith stated that the easement agreement itself has been negotiated. The Gardella’s,
the City, City Staff and Corporation Counsel have negotiated and proposed to you this
agreement where there would be funds put in escrow, $125,000., so the Gardella’s could
apply for various permits and approvals that they would need for various aspects of the
marina development. Specifically, they would need to go to the Zoning Board of Appeals
because there is a provision in the code that reads they would need to obtain a special
exception to allow the four (4) existing building lots to remain in one (1) ownership. He
said they would need approval for a site plan since they are considering re-shaping the lots
to make them more consistent, they have spoken with Planning and Zoning Staff to do minor
adjustments. Idea is to have the funds in escrow, accomplish all of those procedures and
then the easement agreement would then be recorded and the funds would go to the City.
Mr. Smith stated if this doesn’t happen by December 31, 2020, unless they mutually agree
to extend the agreement, it would just end. There is also a provision where the driveway
portions that are within the park, once you get beyond where the gate house used to be, there
is City work and Gardella work that needs to be done and they worked out who would pay
for which portions and that is what the provision are for throughout that section. There is
also a maintenance provision where Gardella should reimburse the Parks and Recreation
Department for 50% of its reasonable cost of maintaining Marina Park Drive, which is what
they are calling just that portion of the property. To the same standards as it maintains Calf
Pasture Beach Park to date, if any, the City eithers confirm its status of Marina Park Drive
as a public way or accepted at a public way. The City has not recognized the portion that is
within the park as a public way. For example, as they move forward there may be discussion
about what does it take to make it up to standard now. They have had engineers look at it,
the City Staff will look at it. They will have to come forward and establish whether it is up
to standards or not. The 1922 deed, the owners had some restrictions over and above the
right of access and certain provisions about use restrictions on the parkland part of the
property, things like noise, retail business, alcohol consumption and tents and over time
some of those things occur today that arguably in 1922 would have been banned. So
anything that existing now in the park that would quote unquote, perhaps violate that
restrictive covenant in 1922, they are saying its over which is a benefit to the City. This
process has been very helpful because it is going to enhance the park and the Gardella

August 6, 2019
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property, allowing the marina to continue to improve its operations which is a great asset to
the City.

Mr. McCann said there is also a provision that requires that up until the time, if and when
the street is accepted as a City street, the Gardella’s have agreed to this easement to pay for
50% of the roadway improvements that would be necessary.

Mr. Hempstead said that the City currently closes beach road down at night due to vandalism
now they close it at 10:00pm, would this prevent it from being closed.

Mr. McCann replied no. The new gate which the agreement contemplates and which park
it’s proposing would occur in front of the coast guard house so the park would still be closed
at a certain time but it would be at a different location on the access road. The closure which
occurred by the white line (old gate house) would move all the way down to the south
western baseball diamond.

Mr. Hempstead asked if they were creating a new road.

Mr. McCann replied no they are not creating a new road. The only road improvements or
construction that would occur are the turnaround at what would essentially be the new gate
house or the new entrance to the park and the cut through which is labeled location of new
median opening and access apron, and the three (3) curb cuts. (Shown on smartboard) He
said those five (5) items are the only new construction/paving items that would occur.

Mr. Hempstead asked what would happen if the gate house is closed when he is trying to
get out.

Mr. McCann replied through the turnaround that is constructed. He said it was proposed as
a security measure to have a gate house and a way to close the lot.

Mr. Hempstead asked how to egress the parking lot then stated that there seems to be a lot
of gates.

Mr. Hughes responded that they are proposing three (3) new gates. The first set would be
down by the coast guard so if someone was to drive toward the entrance way and come to a
closed gate there would be a turnaround there that sends them back out to exit the beach.
Right where the gate house is now, there would be another gate closing that entrance so they
can’t get into the beach there and there will also be a gate at the corner if someone is unable
to make that sharp right turn back into the parking lot while still continue access to the road.

Mr. McCann interjected that it is a way to shut off the lots.

Mr. Hempstead asked what happens to the parking along old Beach Road in the gravel/dirt,
does that go away.

Mr. McCann said that it wouldn’t go away. He said eventually with the redevelopment of
the Gardella parcels there would be a streetscape improvement down the road. That area is
contemplated to be the legal zoning frontage for the redevelopment of the Gardella lot so
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down the road it would be improved with the typical streetscape improvements that zoning
would require, i.e. sidewalks and street trees.

Mr. Hempstead asked if that portion of the dirt driveway and the roadway part of the
easement. He also asked how wide it is in its entirety.

Mr. McCann replied yes it is part of the easement and then asked Mr. Ross to answer the
width.

Mr. Ross stated that it is approximately 100 feet. He said it was from the property boundary
to the back of the curb of what they call Marina Park Drive. The idea was to keep it as
minimal as possible and not begin to create additional roadways which is something they
looked at. He said planning had asked that they look at that which took up twice the amount
of land area for pavement. They thought it better to put the easement where there is an
existing road, which is more than sufficient to accommodate the needs and not have to do
additional paving.

M. McCann said the easement also allows for the option for the City of Norwalk to decrease
the total width of the easement as a result increase the encroachment onto City Property if
the City ever decides to relocate Calf Pasture Beach Road. Reserves the right to the City to
relocate the access road going into the park closer to the Gardella parcel if it so choose.

Ms. Melendez asked if the Gardella representatives would be available after the executive
session.

Mr. McCann replied yes, the agenda includes a second discussion after the executive
session.

**MR. IGNERI MOVED TO GO TO ITEM 4 THROUGH ITEM 8 ON THE
AGENDA THEN GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION.
*MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

4. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON RELEASE OF THE CITY’S
INTERESTS, INCLUDING A GENERAL RELEASE, IN THE 80+ SQ. FT.
SIDEWALK EASEMENT AND RIGHT-OF-WAY OVER THE PARCEL
LOCATED AT 64 SOUTH MAIN STREET (TAX LOT 2-58-22-0).

Mr. Hempstead asked for the reason the City had this property to begin with.

Ms. Burns responded the City sidewalk was of a deficient width in the vicinity of South
Main Street and Elizabeth Street and had taken an easement years ago to construct the
sidewalk. There is a current plan before the City and has been approved for the development
of the Clarke Property from South Main Street to Day Street. As part of that there is
significant street improvements being done, such as street trees, curbing and sidewalks and
the sidewalk will be wider. The easement has to be released because the building of the
Clarke Property extends onto the easement. The representative from the Clarke Property
showed the committee a larger version of the parcel and where the easement is located. He
gave a brief overview of what would be accomplished once the easement is released.

August 6, 2019
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**MS. MELENDEZ MOVED THE ITEM
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

5. AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR, HARRY W. RILLING, TO EXECUTE A THIRD
AMENDMENT TO THE AUGUST 28, 2007 AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEERING SERVICES BETWEEN THE CITY OF NORWALK AND A.
DICESARE ASSOCIATES, P.C. REGARDING THE EAST AVENUE
RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT, FOR AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED §70,000.00
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ATTACHED SCOPE OF SERVICES DATED
JULY 31, 2019.

ACCOUNT NO. 09 12 4021 5777 C0471
09 20 4021 5777 C0471

There was no discussion on this item.

**MR. HEMPSTEAD MOVED THE ITEM
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

6. AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASING AGENT TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER TO
C.N. WOOD OF CONNECTICUT, LLC, FOR THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1) 2019
RAPIDVIEW PIPE INSPECTION VEHICLE FOR A SUM NOT TO EXCEED
$368,410.00.

ACCOUNT NO. 09 20 4031 5777 C0313

Mr. Hempstead asked why the vehicle is so expensive.

Mr. Carr responded stating that they need to replace an old vehicle as it cannot come out
in inclement weather. He said it is an all-purpose, all duty truck that inspects the sewer
lines and underground piping. It has newer technology and a great GPS system and a
camera.

Mr. Igneri asked about the vehicle’s life expectancy.
Mr. Carr responded 20 years+.

Mr. Hempstead asked if that item was a capital request.
Mr. Carr responded yes.

**MR. IGNERI MOVED THE ITEM
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

7. AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASING AGENT TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER TO
GABRIELLI TRUCK SALES OF MILFORD, FOR THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1)
2020 MACK GU713 PLOW TRUCK FOR A SUM NOT TO EXCEED $231,864.00.
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ACCOUNT NO. 09 20 4031 5777 C0313

Mr. Carr stated that the item was in the capital improvement program. The truck will
replace a 1995 Ford.

**MS. YOUNG MOVED THE ITEM
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

8. AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASING AGENT TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER TO
C.N. WOOD OF CONNECTICUT, LLC, FOR THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1)
MACK GU713 REAR REFUSE LOADER NOT TO EXCEED $237,611.00.

ACCOUNT NO. 09 20 4031 5777 C0313
Mr. Igneri asked what kind of vehicle it is.
Mr. Carr responded that it is a small garbage truck and is the second of two (2) new trucks
that were approved in the capital improvement program. This truck will help remove the
City’s yard debris, bulky waste and Christmas trees and tree removal.

Mr. Corsello asked what it is replacing.

Mr. Carr said that it is not replacing any truck because it is the second of two (2) new
ones. The Committee began to discuss the need for this second truck and if there was
enough work to have this truck in commission. The Chief explained how important and
needed these vehicles are to the fleet.

**MR. IGNERI MOVED THE ITEM
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

**MS. MELENDEZ MOVED TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION
AND INVITED ALL STAFF TO STAY
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

Executive session began at 8:12p.m.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

. DISTRIBUTION AND DISCUSSION OF ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED
COMMUNICATION(S) REGARDING NEGOTIATION OF THE PROPOSED
EASEMENT AGREEMENT ACROSS PORTIONS OF CALF PASTURE BEACH
IN FAVOR OF GARDELLA BROTHERS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP FROM THE
CITY OF NORWALK. (JOINT MEETING WITH RECREATION, PARKS &
CULTURAL AFFAIRS)

Executive Session ended at 9:08p.m.
August 6,2019
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RETURN TO NEW BUSINESS

3. POSSIBLE ACTION ON PROPOSED EASEMENT AGREEMENT ACROSS
PORTIONS OF CALF PASTURE BEACH IN FAVOR OF GARDELLA
BROTHERS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP FROM THE CITY OF NORWALK.
(JOINT MEETING WITH RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS)

Mr. Igneri reported on this. He stated that the Committees decided to Table Item #3 to the
October 1, 2019 Joint Meeting with Recreation, Parks and Cultural Affairs which would be
a public meeting. There was a brief discussion about the decision to table the item. He said
he is instructing the DPW Engineers to work with the Consultants for the Gardella’s on a
conceptual design to the turnarounds and alternatives. The Gardella representatives made
it clear that their idea was thrown out after putting in so much time and effort and then the
City came up with the idea of the turnarounds. Committee is willing to work and meet with
them on other alternatives.

Information / Discussion

A. Discussion
1. Drainage Project Status
l1a. Professional Services Task Order
1b. Professional Services Task Order
1c. Professional Services Task Order
There was no discussion on this item.
2. Sediment Removal Contract
There was no discussion on this item.
3. Potential abandonment/discontinuance of a portion of Howard Avenue.
There was no discussion on this item.
B. Customer Service Report May, June & July 2019
There was no discussion on this item.
C. Monthly Solid Waste Report — April, May & June 2019
1. 2019 Bulky Collections through July 2019
2. Transfer Station Quarterly Report, 2°¢ Quarter (April, May and June)

There was no discussion on this item.
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Upcoming Projects

Adjournment

Next Meeting: Tuesday, September 3, 2019
Public Works Committee Meeting
7:00 P.M. Room 225 DPW Conference Room, Norwalk

**MS. MELENDEZ MOVED TO ADJOURN
**MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

There was no further business and the meeting was unanimously adjourned at 9:17 p.m.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Anthony Carr, P.E. — Chief of Operations and Public Works
FROM: Drew Berndimaier, P.E. — Senior Engineer

CC: Elisabeth Burns, P.E. — Principal Engineer

Darin Callahan, Esq — Assistant Corporation Counsel
Greg Kogan, L.S. — Assistant Civil Engineer

REF: Public Works Committee Agenda Item — Right of Entry Agreement

DATE: September 10, 2019

| would like to request that the following items be included on the agenda for the
October 1, 2019 Public Works Committee meeting.

AUTHORIZATION:

1. Authorize the Mayor, Harry W. Rilling, to execute an Agreement between
the City of Norwalk and the owner of the property identified as #8 Margaret
Street, Norwalk, CT 06851 (AGUDOW SERGE A), to establish a Right of
Entry, for the purpose of replacing the storm pipe, underneath their
driveway, for liability and maintenance purposes, subject to Section 8-24 of
the State statutes, if required.

The streets surrounding Margaret, Visconti, Princeton, etc have an existing storm
system that drains the runoff from each of those streets, through an existing
network of pipes, including 8 Margaret Street. No Right of Entry or Easement
could be found in the Land Records, that allows the City to access the property,
in order to maintain this important storm pipe. The existing pipe is currently
corroded corrugated metal and has begun to form sink holes, near the manhole,
in their driveway.

Page 1 of 1



CiEriano, Monique

From: Berndlmaier, Drew

Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 3:20 PM

To: Carr, Anthony

Cc: Callahan, Darin L; Kogan, Greg; Burns, Lisa; Cipriano, Monique; Torre, Chris; Lopez, Jose;
Krysiuk, John

Subject: October Agenda: 8 Margaret Street Pipes Replacement Project

Attachments: PWC Agenda Memo - October 2019.doc

Anthony:

See below and attached. This is to replace a pipe that was identified as corroded corrugated metal pipe and is forming
sinkholes in the resident’s driveway.

This storm system drains a number of City streets, but has no official easement, that we could identify.

| believe that the intent is for Operations to conduct the work. If restoration of the driveway requires a Contractor,
contracted by the City, then Operations could give Engineering advanced notice, so that the approval, funding and
Project can be determined and coordinated/scheduled with Operations’ scope of work.

Thank you.
Drew

Drew Berndlmaier, PE, MBA
Senior Engineer

City of Norwalk

Department of Public Works

125 East Avenue, Room 225
Norwalk, CT. 06856-5125

(203) 854-7879

Customer Service: (203) 854-3200

From: Kogan, Greg

Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 11:41 AM

To: Berndlmaier, Drew <DBERNDLMAIER@norwalkct.org>
Cc: Callahan, Darin L <dcallahan@norwalkct.org>
Subject: 8 Margaret Street Pipes Replacement Project

Drew,

Darin and | had a meeting this morning and after discussing an issue Darin stated he would like to utilize the same
process we had to go thorough for #7 Margaret Street.

Darien is going to create a new right of entry agreement (pretty much just by changing property address and names)
and | was wondering if you could add this project to the next Common Consular meeting agenda so we could get it done
before the asphalt plans are closed.

Darin,
Here is the owner email:

Sagudow@fleetpump.com

Thank you.



Greg Kogan, P.L.S.,
Assistant Civil Engineer,
Department of Public Works

NCRWALK

The Jound of Comecticut
City of Norwalk
125 East Avenue,
Norwalk CT 06851,
Ph: 203 854-7796
Web. http://www.norwalkct.org/
E-mail. gkogan@norwalkct.org

From: Kogan, Greg

Sent: Monday, September 09, 2019 8:02 AM

To: DPW Construction <DPWConstruction@norwalkct.org>

Cc: Torre, Chris <CTorre@norwalkct.org>; Kolb, Ralph <RKolb@norwalkct.org>; Lopez, Jose <JLopez@norwalkct.org>;
Krysiuk, John <JKrysiuk@norwalkct.org>; Callahan, Darin L <dcallahan@norwalkct.org>

Subject: Margaret Street Pipes Replacement Project

Good morning All,

As most of you probably know the project related to replacement of 8” CMP with 24” HPDE running through # 7
Margaret property has been completed.

| did ask Jose a couple weeks ago to assign a field crew to video 12” CMP running upstream through #8 Margaret Street
and it appears we have to replace this pipe ASAP because the first 10" of the pipe has no bottom and the rest portion

of italso is not in good shape (results are attached).

The highway recently fixed a sink holes over this pipe by the manhole which is another sign that the pipe has to be
replaced.

| did topo survey last week to make sure that elevation wise we can make it and based on it shouldn’t be a problem to
go with at least 15” HDPE having in average about 15” cover (see attached plan).

| had preliminary conversation with John last Friday and he didn’t see a problem for Highway to replace 77 of 12” CMP
with 15” HPDE.

So now we have to discuss how we are going to handle legal aspects of this work because “as usual” the City doesn’t
have a drainage easement over noted above pipe.

However the good news here is the property owner most likely will sign off on this without any conditions based on his
request to address a sink holes in his driveway.

It is also very obvious the City has pay for new driveway installation since the excavation is going to take place right in
driveway area, so we also need to establish a contractor for this part of the project.

P.S. | did CC Darin on this email so he could advise us how we could proceed with this project as it was done for #7
Margaret Street.

Thank you.

Greg Kogan, P.L.S.,



PROFESSIONAL SERVICES TASK ORDER
Task Order 1D
September 27, 2019
Exhibit A: Scope of Work

DESCRIPTION OF WORK

The general intent of this Task Order is to provide additional engineering and consultant services, upon the City's
request, associated with the specific chronic storm drainage problems previously identified and compiled by the City in
the attached table titled “00Master List Flooding-lcing Locations.xlsx”. Woodard & Curran (W&C) will provide
engineering and consultant services to identify, evaluate (i.e. modeling, site inspections, GIS), and design potential
mitigation practices based on the final funded Task Order 1D not-to-exceed allotment.

SCOPE OF WORK:

W&C will review the list of issues cited in the City's "00Master List Flooding-lcing Locations.xlsx" document provided
and validate and enhance this information with City Works data provided by the City.

W&C will work in collaboration with the City's DPW, to understand the City's priorities and provide engineering and
consultant services for one or more of the issues identified based on the final funded Task Order budget amount. The
work under this Task is intended to assist the City with the implementation of these local scale drainage improvement
projects. Activities and services under this task are anticipated to include, but are not limited to:

Site visits and field investigations, including brook/stream conditions assessments
Coordination with the City's GIS Department to obtain and/or further develop GIS information
Engineering design computations and hydraulic/hydrologic modeling

Mitigation alternatives analysis

Mitigation solutions/BMP Design

Preparation of design plans & bid documents

Planning & hosting any applicable public meetings/outreach

At this time we would anticipate that the City would provide the following field services (if determined by W&C and the
City as critical information needed to complete the services in this Task Order):
e  Topographic mapping and utility location surveys
o Drainage structure inspections to define pipe connectivity, diameter/size, material and depth to catch basin
and manholes
e Pipe conditions assessments through CCTV

Compensation & Schedule

Given that the nature and magnitude of the scope of work is not yet determined, W&C proposes to perform Task 1D
on a Time & Materials Basis via an initial Not to Exceed allotment of $250,000. The specific and detailed scope of
work under this task order will be developed in coordination with the City, and will be performed as directed and agreed
upon by the City.

This work will be completed in accordance with the executed “Agreement By and Between the City of Norwalk and
Woodard & Curran, Inc. for On-call Engineering Services for Storm Drainage Evaluations at Selected Locations”. A
level of possible effort estimate is attached. Monthly invoices will be submitted to the City.



This Task Order includes project management activities required to manage technical, financial and schedule aspects
of the Task Order necessary to complete the work on time, within budget and of suitable quality. ~Activities include
coordinating and facilitating team and client meetings, monitoring the progress of the work, and conducting quality
controlfassurance activities.

Project Schedule

Project work will be scheduled, performed, and completed on a date that is agreed upon by the City, after the specific
scope of work associated with this Task Order is developed as noted above.

City of Norwalk (232420.00) 2 September 27, 2019
Task Order 1D



Task 1D - Potential Level of Effort Estimate
Hour ratios may be adjusted & fluccuate during actual project di

budget shall not be exceeded

Task 01
Personnel Classification Rate Engm.-ln-House
Assistance
Principal S 225 20
Project Manager S 180 60
Technical Manager 2 S 195 150
Technical Manager 1 S 180 150
Senior Engineer S 179 260
Engineer 3 S 154 400
Senior Designer $ 136 200
Senior Planner S 173 120
GIS Solutions Analyst S 137 150
Project Assistant S 97 20
Subtotal Hours 1530
Subtotal Cost by Task B 250,000.00
Subtotal Task Order S 250,000.00
Total Fee S 250,000.00
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Ca@lla

Salt, Road Safety
24950 Gountry Club Bivd, Suite 450
North Olmsted, OH 44070

Thursday, September 28, 2019

Bilting Informatlon Shipping Informatlon *Contact Information
AccountNumber | 1500028673 250002773 Attn; VALUED CUSTOMER
Name CITY OF NORWALK CITY OF NORWALK Title
Address 1 125 EAST AVE 15 8 SMITH STREET Phone
P OBox Fax
Cily State Zip NORWALK, CT 06855-1017 NORWALK, CT 06855-1017 | Mohlle
County FAIRFIELD e-mail

*BLEASE VERIFY THAT ALL CONTACT INFORMATION IS CORRECT. IF CHANGES ARE REQUIRED PLEASE NOTE THEM ON THE NEXT PAGE,

Carglll, Incorparated Deicing Technology Business Unit (*Cargill”) Is pleased to submit the following quote for your DEICING SALT needs for the 2019/2020 seagon,

Prica Basis Per Ton
Product DELIVERY Estimated Tons Terminal
CLEARLANE ENHANCED BULK DEICER $85 5,000 MT MARION

THE PRODUCT QUOTED IN THIS AGREEMENT IS INTENDED FOR BULK DEICING USE ONLY,

PLEASE SIGN AND RETURN THIS QUOTE LETTER TO OUR ATTENTION WITHIN TEN (10) BUSINESS DAYS FROM DATE OF LETTER, WE CANNOT UPDATE
YOUR AGGOUNT FOR THIS YEAR WITHOUT THE SIGNED QUOTE LETTER. THIS PRIGE QUOTE LETTER DOES NOT CONSTITUTE AN ORDER. ORDERS
MUST BE PLACED BY GALLING CUSTOMER SERVICE AT 800-600-SALT {7268), ORDERS BEING PLACED FOR PICKUP MAY NOT BE AVAILABLE FOR 24
HOURS FROM THE TIME THE ORDER 18 PLACED.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS —

Provided this Price Quote Letier is signed and retumed within ten (10) business days from the Date, Cargill agrees to hold the quoted prices firm from September
26, 20119 through April 30, 2020, Notwithstanding the foregoing, the prices contalned In this Price Quole Letter are contingent on Customers adherence 1o these
Terms and Conditions and the attached Terms and Conditions of Sale, indluding, but not limited to, Customer's compliance with the Customer account’s payment
and credit terms stated below,

If purchase is not made by December 31, 2019, Cargil reserves the right to revoke the pricing provided in this Price Quote Letter.

The Estimated Tons figure is an estimate of the total quantity of each Product(s) to be purchased by Customer under this Price Quote Letler. Gustamer is not
abllgatad 1o purchase a minimum percentage of the Estimated Tons. Cargill Is not obligated to self Customer any quantity of the Estimated Tons.

Garglll's obligation to sell Product(s) is SUBJEGT TO PRODUGT AVAILABILITY, Garglll has the right fo (i.) decline, or suspend shipments of, any Customer order
placed under this Price Quate letter or (if) terminale this Price Quote Letter If, at any lime, Carglll encounters Praduct shortages due to commilments to other
customers. In addition, Cargill reserves the right to decline, or suspend shipments of, any Gustomer order placed under this Price Quote Letter for any reason(s)
relating to: Conditions at any Cargill terminalfproduction facility, weather conditions, or any ather reasan that may affect Carglll's ability to accept orders.

Estimated delivery lime threa to seven business days after relaase of an order. This quote assumes that Product will be delivered from or picked up at the terminal
set forth ahove, Soureing of products from another Cargill facility is subject to availabillty and additfonal fees that may be applied to your account. Cargill's sale of
Product is expressly conditional upon these Terms and Conditions and Gustamer's acceptance of the atiached Terms and Conditions of Sale, Any terms which
may exist on the Customer's standard purchase order (ar similar forms) and which alter or are inconsistent with the terms and conditions will be of no legal force or
effect and will not govem the transaction contemplated by this Price Quote Letter.

By accepting, Customer agrees that this Price Quate Letter (Including the Terms and Conditions and the attached Temms and Canditions of Sale) constitutes the
entire understanding between Cargill and Cuslomer and supersedes all other prior agraements or quotations, whether written or oral, between Cargél and Customer
with respect ta the Product(s). Any Indlvidual slgning this Price Quole on behalf of Customer represents and warrants that they have full authority to do so, and that
the fransaction described herein is consistent with any applicable procurement regufations.

Payment Terms NET 30 Credit Limit N/A

Payment terms & cred}t limits are subJect {o change,
Thank you for the opportunity to be of service. We are looking forward to supplying your sait needs.

Cargill, Incorporated Accepted
o Saf ——

Sall, Roa oty Signature:
Sara Kaminskd Wi
Bld Analyst i
Sara_Kaminski@carglll.com Title:
800-600-7268 - p e
952-404-8491 - £ .

Gonfidential - This documentis intended only for the named recipient (i.e., Seller) and contains confidential Information, Anyone ofier than the Seller [s not
pemiited accass to this Information, Any dissemination or distibution of this formation 1s a braach of the terms and conditions of thls document. IF yau have Pg1of2
received this document in enor, please advise CDT by reply e-mall / mail at the address above, and delete this document and any email related thereta
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TO: Public Work Committee

FROM: Connie Blair, Customer Service Manager

SUBJECT: Customer Service Calls and Requests May 1% — 29", 2019
DATE: May 30, 2019

The Customer Service Center received 1154 service calls with 813 requests for service related to Public
Works. Listed are amounts of requests received in each Public Works category, what number of service
requests remain in progress, and the number of requests completed.

Category: In Progress Completed Total
Drainage 12 10 32
Catch basin cleaning, and
repair, culvert maintenance
Engineering 29 29 58
Contractor trench, permit
Inspections, paving
Landscaping 18 56 74
Tree inspection and removal,
tree pruning and cutbacks
Snow 13 16 29
Plow, salt/sand
Road 32 65 97
Potholes, curbing, and sidewalk
Solid Waste 7 330 337
Recycling, and garbage
Bulk Waste Billing/Acct. 57 sch. for June 69 126
Traffic 5 21 26
TMP 15 3 18
Signals, parking, new signage
Ordinance Enforcement 14 2 16

Public Works

Total Request 813



TO: Public Work Committee

FROM: Connie Blair, Customer Service Manager

SUBJECT: Customer Service Calls and Requests June 1%t — July 31%, 2019
DATE: August 1,2019

The Customer Service Center received 2387 service calls with 1572 requests for service related to Public
Works. Listed are amounts of requests received in each Public Works category, what number of service

requests remain in progress, and the number of requests completed.

Category:

Drainage
Catch basin cleaning, and
repair, culvert maintenance

Engineering

Contractor trench, permit
Inspections, paving

Landscaping

Tree inspection and removal,
tree pruning and cutbacks

Snow
Plow, salt/sand

Road
Potholes, curbing, and sidewalk

Solid Waste
Recycling, and garbage

Bulk Waste Billing/Acct.

DPW Traffic

In Progress

82

73

287

190

395

50 sch. for Aug.

12

Completed

63

24

69

44

221

44

Public Works
Total Request

Total

145

97

356

12

234

400

271

57

1572
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NCRWALK

The Sound of Comnect

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: May 28, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - April 2019

icut

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: Apr-18 Current FY: Apr-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,225.48 1,264.63 3.2% 12,784.76
MSW tonnage out 1,789.98 1,935.84 8.1% 19,406.96
Transfer station operating fee $66,875.00 $68,291.67 2.1% $682,916.70
Transport and disposal fee $157,518.24 $172,289.76 9.4% $1,727,219.44
Curbside collection fee $92,754.75 $95,537.42 3.0% $955,374.20
Total operating costs (less curbside) $224,393.24 $240,581.43 7.2% $2,410,136.14
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $4,045,199.00
Amount expended $3,365,510.33
Percent remaining 16.8%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: Apr-18 Current FY; Apr-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 687.57 727.72 5.8% 7,276.44
Transfer station tonnage 32.14 32.01 -0.4% 378.66
Total monthly tonnage 719.71 759.73 5.6% 7,655.10
Curbside collection fee $90,040.75 $92,741.92 3.0% $927,419.20
Recycling Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $1,112,903.00
Amount expended $927,419.20
Percent Remaining 16.7%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: Apr-18 Current FY: Apr-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $36,827.55 544,247.95 20.1% 5401,947.45
Recycling revenue (curbside) $12,032.48 $12,735.10 5.8% $127,337.70
Recycling revenue (T.5.) $562.45 $560.18 -0.4% $6,626.55
Total revenues $49,422.48 $57,543.23 16.4% $535,911.70




NCRWALK

The Sound of (onnect

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: June 21, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - May 2019

)

icut

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: May-18 Current FY: May-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,382.49 1,328.77 -3.9% 14,113.53
MSW tonnage out 2,051.18 2,117.39 3.2% 21,524.35
Transfer station operating fee $66,875.00 568,291.67 2.1% $751,208.37
Transport and disposal fee $180,503.84 $188,447.71 4.4% $1,915,667.15
Curbside collection fee $92,754.75 $95,537.42 3.0% $1,050,911.62
Total operating costs (less curbside) $247,378.84 $256,739.38 3.8% $2,666,875.52
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $4,045,199.00
Amount expended $3,717,787.13
Percent remaining 8.1%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: May-18 Current FY: May-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 757.92 781.31 3.1% 8,057.75
Transfer station tonnage 41.8 46.59 11.5% 425.25
Total monthly tonnage 799.72 827.90 3.5% 8,483.00
Curbside collection fee $90,040.75 $92,741.92 3.0% $1,020,161.12
Recycling Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $1,112,903.00
Amount expended $1,020,161.12
Percent Remaining 8.3%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: May-18 Current FY: May-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $41,628.92 $47,073.25 13.1% $449,020.70
Recycling revenue (curbside) $13,263.60 $13,672.93 3.1% $141,010.63
Recycling revenue (T.S.) $731.50 $815.33 11.5% $7,441.88
Total revenues 555,624.02 $61,561.50 10.7% $597,473.20
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NORWALK

The Sound of Commecticut

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date; July 8, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - June 2019

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: Jun-18 Current FY: Jun-19 Change [ FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,284.58 1,206.80 -6.1% 15,320.33
MSW tonnage out 2,064.65 2,164.63 4.8% 23,688.98
Transfer station operating fee $66,875.00 $68,291.67 2.1% $819,500.04
Transport and disposal fee $181,689.20 $192,652.07 6.0% $2,108,319.22
Curbside collection fee $92,754.75 $95,537.42 3.0% $1,146,449.04
Total operating costs (less curbside) $248,564.20 $260,943.74 5.0% $2,927,819.26
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $4,045,199.00
Amount expended $4,074,268.29
Percent remaining -0.7%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: Jun-18 Current FY: Jun-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 761.04 712.55 -6.4% 8,770.30
Transfer station tonnage 49,34 35.38 -28.3% 460.63
Total monthly tonnage 810.38 747.93 -7.7% 9,230.93
Curbside collection fee $90,040.75 $92,741.92 3.0% $1,112,903.04
Recycling Budget
FY 18/19 Budget $1,112,903.00
Amount expended $1,112,903.04
Percent Remaining 0.0%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: Jun-18 Current FY: Jun-19 Change | FY 18/19 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $42,006.20 547,374.35 12.8% 5496,395.05
Recycling revenue (curbside) $13,318.20 $12,469.63 -6.4% $153,480.25
Recycling revenue (T.S.) $863.45 $619.15 -28.3% $8,061.03
Total revenues $56,187.85 $60,463.13 7.6% $657,936.33
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NCRWALK

The Sound of Commecticut

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: August 6, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - July 2019

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: Jul-18 Current FY: Jul-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,370.09 1,331.19 -2.8% 1,331.19
MSW tonnage out 2,079.77 2,193.85 5.5% 2,193.85
Transfer station operating fee $68,291.67 $69,708.33 2.1% $69,708.33
Transport and disposal fee $185,099.53 $199,640.35 7.9% $199,640.35
Curbside collection fee $95,537.42 $98,403.50 3.0% $98,403.50
Total operating costs (less curbside) $253,391.20 $269,348.68 6.3% $269,348.68
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 19/20 Budget 54,142,842.00
Amount expended $367,752.18
Percent remaining 91.1%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: Jul-18 Current FY: Jul-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 758.99 805.42 6.1% 805.42
Transfer station tonnage 44,22 43.99 -0.5% 0.00
Total monthly tonnage 803.21 849.41 5.8% 805.42
Curbside collection fee $92,741.92 $95,524.17 3.0% $95,524.17
Recycling Budget
FY 19/20 Budget $1,146,290.00
Amount expended $95,524.17
Percent Remaining 91.7%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: Jul-18 Current FY: Jul-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $37,619.45 540,040.90 6.4% $40,040.90
Recycling revenue (curbside) 513,282.33 $14,094.85 6.1% $14,094.85
Recycling revenue (T.5.) $773.85 $769.83 -0.5% $769.83
Total revenues 551,675.63 $54,905.58 6.3% $54,905.58
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NCRWALK

The Sound of Conmecticut

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations and Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Lisa Burns, Principal Engineer
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant

From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: September 24, 2019
Re: MSW and Recycling Report - August 2019

MSW Collection and Disposal

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Previous FY: Aug-18 Current FY: Aug-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 1,369.96 1,280.88 -6.5% 2,612.07
MSW tonnage out 2,140.38 2,008.81 -6.1% 4,202.66
Transfer station operating fee $68,291.67 $69,708.33 2.1% $139,416.66
Transport and disposal fee $190,493.82 $182,801.71 -4.0% $382,442.06
Curbside collection fee $95,537.42 $98,403.50 3.0% $196,807.00
Total operating costs (less curbside) $258,785.49 $252,510.04 -2.4% $521,858.72
MSW Consolidated Budget
FY 19/20 Budget $4,142,842.00
Amount expended $718,665.72
Percent remaining 82.7%
Recycling Collection
Recycling Collection Previous FY: Aug-18 Current FY: Aug-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Curbside tonnage 741.83 740.92 -0.1% 1,546.34
Transfer station tonnage 44,84 46.50 3.7% 0.00
Total monthly tonnage 786.67 787.42 0.1% 1,546.34
Curbside collection fee $92,741.92 $95,524.17 3.0% $191,048.34
Recycling Budget
FY 19/20 Budget $1,146,290.00
Amount expended $191,048.34
Percent Remaining 83.3%
MSW and Recycling Revenues
MSW and Recycling Revenues Previous FY: Aug-18 Current FY: Aug-19 Change | FY 19/20 Cumulative
Transfer station tip fees $39,300.20 $36,736.15 -6.5% $76,777.05
Recycling revenue (curbside) $12,982.03 $12,966.10 -0.1% $27,060.95
Recycling revenue (T.S.) $784.70 $813.75 3.7% 51,583.58
Total revenues $53,066.93 $50,516.00 -4.8% $105,421.58




NORWALK

The Sound of Connecticut

|Year to Date -

To: Anthony R. Carr, Chief of Operations & Public Works
Chris Torre, Superintendant of Operations
Dilene Byrd, Administrative Assistant
From: Jessica C. Paladino, Waste Programs Manager
Date: September 26, 2019
Re: 2019 Bulky Collection Report
| Calendar Year 2019
Number of | Bulky Weight | Metal Weight | Plastic Weight
Month Collections (Tons) (Tons) (Tons) NOTES
January 70 7.18 1.08 0.21
February - 83 6.76 0.80 0.20
March 63 6.26 0.87 0.28
Apr;l o 110 10.13 1.28 0.64
MEY__ 117 11.11 1.87 0.29 — i
June 160 14.76 3.75 0.86
Juty 112 11.82 1.55 0.45 )
August o 131 12.24 2.17 0.45 - L
September - 117 8.08 1.61 0.52 -
Octc_)_ber__ - 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
[November B 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 . )
- |December 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
963 88.34 | 1497 | 3.90




CITY OF NORWALK
Jessica C. Paladino
Waste Programs Manager
jpaladino@norwalkct.org

NORWALK P: 203-854-3215 / F: 203-854-3224
15 South Smith Street

The $ound of Conmecticut Norwalk, CT 06855
July 31, 2019

Ms. Paula Guerrera

Bureau of Materials Management & Compliance Assurance
Recycling Office

Department of Energy & Environmental Protection

79 Elm Street, 4™ Floor

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

Subject:  City of Norwalk
Quarterly Report — 2" Quarter 2019

Dear Ms. Guerrera:

Enclosed please find the quarterly report for the Second Quarter 2019 (April, May, and June) for
the City of Norwalk Transfer Station at 61 Crescent Street, Norwalk CT.

If you should have any questions or require additional information, please feel free to contact
me at 203-854-3215.

Very truly yours,

Jeskica C. Paladino
Waste Programs Manager

cc: DPW File



MUNICIPAL TRANSFER STATION (TS) QUARTERLY REPORT FORM (9/23/2016 version)
(For Municipal Transfer Stations (1) Receiving Solid Waste and/or Recyclables from One Municipality or (2) Receiving
Solid Waste & Recyclables from Fewer than Four Municipalities with No Scale to Separately Track Amounts Received

from Each Municipality)

REPORTING Facility Name: C_'i-ty of Norwalk Tfahéfer Station

FACILITY
Facility Location - Street: 61 Crescent St.

Town: Norwalk State: CT Zipcode: 06850 Phone: 203-854-3200

REPORTING QUARTER YEAR: 2019 QUARTER: [ [15-Jan-Mar; [X]2" Apr-un; [ _]3" Jul-Sep;

Are loads of waste and/or recyclables weighed at the transfer station when received? E]Yes I___]No

[]at oct-Dec

(1) If no, please describe method for estimating tonnage reported received:

quarterly reporting form,

(2) If yes, and this transfer station receives waste and/or recyclables from more than one municipality, are the weights
from each municipality weighed and tracked separately when received at the transfer station? D_Y_e; No
If the answer to (2) is yes; please contact Judy Belaval at DEEP (860) 424-3237 to request a multi-town TS

PART 1: QUANTITIES (TONS) OF SOLID WASTE & RECYCLABLES RECEIVED

CT CITY(ies) OR CT TOWN(s) of City of Norwalk

ORIGIN

Does the MSW tonnage include non-residential waste? [XYes [ |No;
If Yes — what is your balipark estimate % of MSW that is non-residential? 25%

TYPE of SOLID WASTE or RECYCLABLE RECEIVED

TONS RCVD
this QTR

Msw!

6,217.86 Tons

OVERSIZED MSW (e.g. furniture, carpets, etc)

ete.)

CONSTRUGTION & DEMOLITION (C&D) WASTE (e.g. dry wall, brick, concrete, lumber,

MIX — OVERSIZED MSW/C&D WASTE.

LANDCLEARING DEBRIS (LOGS/STUMPS)

373.61 Tons

SPECIAL2?

RECYCLABLES — Type: Single Stream Recycling
Res or [X] NonRes

2,335.56 Tons

RECYCLABLES — Type: Scrap Metal
Res or [X] NonRes

180.05 Tons

RECYCLABLES - Type: Electronics
Res or [X] NonRes

37.17 Tons

RECYCLABLES — Type: Tires
Res or [X] NonRes

6.56 Tons

RECYCLABLES — Type: .

[] Res or [] NonRes

1 MISW is solid waste from residential, commercial and industrial sources; excluding hazardous, bulky, biomedical,

sludge, or scrap metal waste.

2 SPECIAL WASTE is any waste other than hazardous or biomedical which requires special handling for safe

disposal




PART 2: QUANTITIES (TONS) of SOLID WASTE and RECYCLABLES TRANSFERRED

TYPE of WASTE or RECYCLABLE
TRANSFERRED

DESTINATION
Name/Location Of Disposal Facility Receiving Waste Or Recycling
Facility Receiving Recyclables

TONNAGE
TRANSFERRED OUT THIS
QUARTER

MSW Bridgeport RESCO 6,217.86 Tons
6 Howard Avenue, Bridgeport CT

C&D Waste

Oversized MSW

MIX C&D Waste & Oversized MSW
DW Transport & Leasing 383.61 Tons

OTHER - Type: Landclearing (Logs/
Stumps/ Woodchips)

140 Route 32
North Franklin, CT

RECYCLABLE City Carting Taylor Reed Facility 2,335.56 Tons
Type: Single-Stream Taylor Reed Avenue, Stamford CT

RECYCLABLE Laloie’s Auto & Scrap 180.05 Tons
Type: Scrap Metal 40 Meadow St, Norwalk CT

RECYCLABLE Newtech Recycling 37.17 Tons
Type: Electronic Waste 600A Apgar Drive, Somerset NJ

RECYCLABLE Empire Tire 6.56 Tons
Type: Tires 1414 Norwich Road, Plainfield CT

RECYCLABLE

Type:

PART 3 - CERTIFICATION and SIGNATURE

This document, which Is required to be submitted to the Commissioner of the Department of Energy and Environmental Protection, shall be signed by the
Permittee or, If Permittee is not an individual, by Permittee’s chief executive officer or a duly authorized representative of such officer, as those terms are
defined in §22a-430-3{b)(2) of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies, and by the individual(s) responsible for actually preparing such document,
and each such individual shall certify in writing as follows:

“| have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this document and all attachments thereto, and | certify, based

on reasonable investigation, including my inquiry of those individuals responsible for pbtaiging the information, that the submitted information is

true, accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 1 understand 2 fm@nt made in the submitted information
may be punishable as a criminal offense under §53a-157h of the Connecticut Gengral Statutep ang gther applicable law.”

Signature of permittee or duly authorized representative of permittee: k AR-<  Dpate: 7/31/19

Printed name: Anthony R. Carr Title: Chief of Operations & Public Works

\ p
Signature of person responsible for preparing report: >\ O (lO Od}r\_;

Title: Waste Programs Manager

Date: 7/31/19

Printed name: Jessica C. Paladino

Fax #: 203-854-3224 E-mail Address: jpaladino@norwalkct.org

Phone #: 203-854-3215



