TOWN OF BOLTON
BOARD OF SELECTMEN MEETING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 2025, 6:30 P.M.
TOWN HALL & ZOOM
MINUTES

Board of Selectmen Present In-Person: First Selectman Rodney Fournier, Deputy First Selectman Robert
Morra, Pamela Sawyer, Gwen Marrion, Tim Sadler, Mather Clarke
Board of Selectman Present via Zoom: Amanda Gordon

Staff Present In-Person: Republican Registrar of Voters Ross Lally, Democratic Registrar of Voters Sandra Pierog
Staff Present Via Zoom: Town Administrator James Rupert, Recording Secretary Kacie Cannon

1. Callto Order: R. Fournier called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

2. Pledge of Allegiance
R. Fournier led the Pledge of Allegiance.

3. Public Comment

Ronald Carbone, 15 Birch Mountain Road Extension, requested that the incomplete grass-cutting at Hop River
Trail and overgrowth on the Greenway Trail be addressed by the Town. He also requested that visible signage
be placed prior to the entrance to Bolton Notch Park near the intersecting area of Route 44 and Route 6 to
warn drivers of the sharp turn ahead. Mr. Carbone was informed by CTDOT that the Town’s Local Traffic
Administrator (LTA) must review the signage issue first.

Registrar of Voters Ross Lally and Sandra Pierog requested that the referendum voting hours be permanently
changed from 12:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. to reduce costs. They also suggested using St. Maurice Church as the
initial voting location and then moving to the high school in June to ensure adequate air-conditioning.

S. Pierog raised concerns about the lack of communication from staff regarding Windows 11 updates that were
performed by NOVUS. She explained that the update created unexpected disruptions and issues with the
department’s computers. S. Pierog added that the laptop used for early voting was not updated, and noted
that early voting will be delayed this year if the update is not completed by September 9*".

Yolanda Faulkner, 12 Notch Road Extension, requested that speed cameras be installed at the intersection of
Route 6, Route 44, and 1-384 due to speeding and traffic hazards. CTDOT advised her that the application for
speed cameras must be submitted by Town Administrator James Rupert.

Ron Beaudoin, 2 Cook Drive, appeared with Yolanda Faulkner and provided handouts to the Board on
numerous concerns he provided to the CTDOT regarding the intersection of Route 6, Route 44, and 1-384.

Mr. Beaudoin and Ms. Faulkner were advised that major improvements to the intersection are in progress and
will begin when funding is available; however, the project could take up to seven years to complete.

4. Appointments/Resignations:

a. Theodore Lloyd — Board of Ethics

P. Sawyer noted that the Board of Ethics is comprised of two Democrat, two Republican, and two Unaffiliated
seats. She pointed out that only a Republican seat is available, and since Mr. Lloyd is listed as Unaffiliated, he
cannot be appointed at this time. P. Sawyer suggested the Board contact Mr. Lloyd to let him know his application
will be kept on file for consideration of other open positions.
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b. Kim Welch — Lake Commissioner — Resignation

P. Sawyer MOVED to ACCEPT the resignation of Kim Welch from the Friends of Bolton Lake (FBL) Commission
with regrets and gratitude for her many years of service. R. Morra SECONDED and commended her stewardship.
MOTION CARRIED 6:0:1 (A. Gordon Absent from 6:44 p.m. to 7:04 p.m.).

5. Correspondence:

a. Pullman & Comley — Solar Project (Lake Street, Manchester)

R. Fournier shared correspondence regarding a proposed 6.3-acre solar project at 83 and 91 Lake Street in
Manchester and noted that the developer will be filing a petition for declaratory ruling with the Connecticut
Line Siting Council.

b. CIRMA Letter

R. Fournier reported that CIRMA, the insurance agent for all of the towns, is refunding $12,680.00 to Bolton. J.
Rupert explained that since there were fewer insurance claims over the past year, CIRMA is providing a 1%
refund of each town’s annual premiums.

6. New Business:

a. Inland Wetlands Fee Discussion — Consider and Act on New Fee Schedule

Wetlands Agent Alyssa Barroso and Inlands Wetlands Commission Chairman Ross Lally provided the Board with
an updated fee schedule and noted that there have been no updates to the fees and regulations for ten years.
A. Barroso noted an approximately 30% increase to the fees based on a 3% inflation rate. She added that a new
line for Minimal Impact Permit fees has been added for minor repair projects. The fees for that category are
lower due to the minimal impact of the projects and the additional state fee applicants must pay. A. Barroso
added that Permits for Modifications are required for significant changes to existing projects.

G. Marrion asked why some of the base fees were reduced by $5.00. A. Barroso stated that the purpose is
likely to make them whole numbers ending in zero (i.e., $95.00 to $90.00). She noted that legal consultant fees
are being increased from $200.00 to $250.00 per hour to align with other towns.

R. Morra requested that a subcommittee review the proposed fees prior to the Board taking action. R. Lally
noted that the fees will be listed in the appendix to the regulations and will require a hearing for approval. He
encouraged the Board to thoroughly review the fees before making a decision. A. Barroso noted that a Motion
will need to be made approving both the new line item and the updated fees when the Board takes action.

The Board came to a consensus to submit the fee schedule to the Finance Committee for review.

b. Land Use Activity Report — P. Carson

G. Marrion shared her appreciation for the report from Community Development Patrice Carson, but noted
that it does not provide specifics on the time she spends on projects. She noted that the purpose of the
purpose of requesting the report was to determine if P. Carson has time to devote to additional projects. A.
Gordon also requested that metrics be provided on the Town’s website to provide public transparency.

R. Morra explained that it can be difficult to provide metrics due to nuances in working with developers and
fluctuating market conditions. He added that P. Carson has been working hard to update the Planning and
Zoning Regulations to simplify development, encourage growth, and expand affordable housing options. As a
result of those efforts, he expects to see significant development within the next three to six months. A.
Gordon suggested that this information be made public in the form of project summaries and accomplishments
to date on the website. G. Marrion also requested that P. Carson provide quarterly reports to the Board.
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c. Consider and Act on Applying for Amplify Grant
P. Sawyer MOVED to authorize Ashley Perreira to apply for the Amplify Grant in the amount of $5,000.00. T.
Sadler SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 7:0:0.

Discussion: J. Rupert stated that the Town has to apply for the grant rather than Ashley Perreira.
P. Sawyer MOVED to RESCIND the previous motion. T. Sadler SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 7:0:0.
P. Sawyer MOVED to apply for the $5,000.00 Amplify Grant. T. Sadler SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 7:0:0.

P. Sawyer requested that the grant application for the 2025 Bolton Greater Together Community Fund through
the Hartford Foundation for Public Giving be added to the next Agenda for further review.

d. Consider and Act on $250,000 Parks and Rec Grant

R. Fournier asked J. Rupert for further information on the grant. J. Rupert replied that Senator Rahman put in
the grant request for the Town, there are not many requirements since it is a legislative grant, and no match is
required.

T. Sadler MOVED TO authorize J. Rupert to submit an application for the $250,000.00 Parks and Recreation
Grant. R. Morra SECONDED.

Discussion: A. Gordon explained that Sen. Rahman requested a total of $500,000.00 in grant funds to be split
evenly between Bolton and Andover. She asked J. Rupert if the Board has to specify how the grant funds will be
spent. P. Sawyer also asked who is behind the request for the funding. J. Rupert replied that he is not aware of
anyone behind the request and noted that he received notification of the non-specific grant from the
Department of Administrative Services. He added that there is a lot of flexibility in how the funds can be spent.

P. Sawyer raised concerns about the unsolicited grant funds and expressed her discomfort with accepting the
funds without more information. R. Morra suggested approving the application with specifics on what the
funding will be used for. P. Sawyer acknowledged the option, but reiterated that the funding was not
requested by the Town. She asked T. Sadler to withdraw his Motion and bring it back to the next meeting with
options as to what specific projects the money could be used for.

J. Rupert suggested putting a committee together to discuss the grant in a public setting to ensure the Town is
serving the needs of the public. G. Marrion stated that she would like to authorize J. Rupert to apply for the
money as long as the funds are unrestricted. She also agreed with J. Rupert’s suggestion of forming a
committee to determine best uses.

A. Gordon noted that Sen. Rahman was approached by a group working to make the playground handicap-
accessible and noted that could be the reason for the funds and the lack of restrictions. She added that he did
leave the uses for the funds open; however, which provides the Town with flexibility in spending the funds.

T. Sadler RESCINDED the Motion.

R. Morra requested that the Parks and Recreation Department and Buildings and Grounds Supervisor John
Butrymovich be consulted on the best use of the funds. R. Fournier will meet with J. Rupert and J. Butrymovich
and will also get more information from Sen. Rahman. T. Sadler asked if there were any time limits on the
grant. J. Rupert replied that there is no time limit.

R. Fournier suggested tabling the item until he has more information on the purpose of the grant.
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e. Consider and Act on Forming Ad Hoc Advisory Committee for the Parks and Rec Grant
The Board of Selectman agreed to table the item.

7. Ongoing Business:

a. Consider and Possibly Act on Vernon/Quarry Road

R. Fournier reported that Town Engineer Joe Dillon is recommending the intersection be realigned with a three-
way stop and possible speed humps. R. Fournier asked J. Rupert if the Board is approving the work or just the
engineering design costs. J. Rupert explained approval is needed to spend approximately $7,000.00 for the
engineering costs, as well as the completion of the work, which can be paid for with approved funding, Town
Aid Road funds, or other available sources.

P. Sawyer suggested making a two-part motion as follows:

P. Sawyer MOVED to APPROVE the cost of engineering for the Vernon and Quarry Road project. R. Morra
SECONDED.

Discussion: T. Sadler asked if there are any speed humps anywhere else in the Town. Sandra Pierog voiced her
opposition to speed humps and noted that the Board can expect opposition from residents as well. She asked
the Board to carefully consider the effect of speed humps on Vernon or Quarry Roads.

P. Sawyer MOVED to AMEND the Motion to approve the engineering cost for a three-way stop at the
intersection of Vernon and Quarry Road. R. Morra SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 6:1:0. (R. Fournier Opposed).

P. Sawyer MOVED to include speed humps in the engineering study. R. Fournier SECONDED. MOTION FAILED
1:6:0 (All Opposed, except R. Fournier).

b. Review Engineering Schedule from J. Dillon

P. Sawyer expressed her appreciation to staff for obtaining the engineering schedule which includes status
updates on the Lori Road Draining Repairs, Herrick Park, Community Septic, Heritage Farm Trail, Brandy Street
Drainage, and Steele’s Crossing Crosswalk.

8. Approval of Minutes:

a. August 12,2025 — A/P Meeting

P. Sawyer MOVED to APPROVE the August 12, 2025 A/P Meeting Minutes as presented. M. Clarke SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 4:0:3 (A. Gordon, G. Marrion, and T. Sadler Abstained).

b. August 19, 2025 — Special Meeting
A. Gordon MOVED to APPROVE the August 19, 2025 Special Meeting Minutes as presented. G. Marrion
SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 5:0:2 (R. Morra and P. Sawyer Abstained).

c. August 26, 2025 — A/P Meeting
P. Sawyer MOVED to APPROVE the August 26, 2025 A/P Meeting Minutes as presented. T. Sadler SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 6:0:1 (A. Gordon Abstained).

9. Reports and Updates

J. Rupert reported that approximately 94% of the tax bills have been collected. The remaining tax bills will be
uploaded by the end of the week so residents can review the second installment amount for real estate and
property taxes. Motor Vehicle Tax bills are expected to go out the following week and are due on October 1°.
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G. Marrion asked about the unexpended amount of $610,884.40 on the financial report that was provided to
the Board. J. Rupert explained that the funds will be used to pay bills that have not come in yet from the prior
year. Once those bills are paid, the report will reflect what is left over from last year’s budget. The remaining
funds will first go through an audit, and any remaining amount will stay in the General Fund. R. Morra added
that the mill rate was determined from that amount and will show as an offset from this year’s tax bill.

10. Town Administrators Report
J. Rupert provided a report highlighting ongoing projects.

G. Marrion asked what revisions were requested on the Heritage Farm Trail. J. Rupert stated there were no
specifics, but there are concerns that the trail does not end at a particular destination. Options being discussed
with CRCOG include ending the trail in a small parking area or crossing the trail over to Brandy Street. G.
Marrion expressed concerns about the costs of expanding the trail to Brandy Street and the lack of plans for the
extension. J. Rupert noted that there is an eventual plan to extend the trail on Brandy Street, but not a current
plan. He explained that CTDOT is requesting revisions to the plan the Board approved. Once the revisions have
been made, construction costs have been determined, and CTDOT has approved of the changes, the Board will
have the opportunity to review and vote on the plan again.

T. Sadler asked what is needed to pursue the Brandy Street extension. J. Rupert replied that it is on hold due to
money constraints and public opposition that needs to be worked through. T. Sadler asked if there is a
consensus on whether the public wants the extension. J. Rupert stated there is a mix of opinions, but the most
significant challenges are funding and the improvements that would be needed to continue the trail to the high
school. T. Sadler suggested opening the discussion back up to address any obstacles to the expansion. R.
Morra proposed widening the road, addressing the drainage issues, and providing plenty of walking space.

P. Sawyer asked about the work being done at the Bolton Center Cemetery. J. Rupert replied that the fence line
is being cleared of ivy and overgrowth, dead trees are being removed, and families of the deceased who are

missing grave markers are assisting in identifying where their loved ones are buried.

11. Adjournment
R. Morra MOVED to Adjourn the Meeting at 8:23 p.m. P. Sawyer SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 7:0:0.

Respectfully submitted by Kacie Cannon

Please see the minutes of subsequent meetings for the approval of these minutes and any corrections hereto.
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Bolton Notch State Park Road
From: Ronald Carbone (2ndbn@sbcglobal.net)

To: dot.customercare@ct.gov

Date: Friday, August 29, 2025 at 09:22 AM EDT

Customer Care,

There's no sign before the park entrance road to inform drivers.

There's a large green sign preceding the turn that says "Boston Turnpike, Manchester Green, next exit", no
mention of the state park. There are tree limbs that hinder visibility to the green sign.

The turn off is a hair pin turn, so a driver has to slow down to make the turn from the merging highway
traffic road, adding risk to traffic flow.

Before the parking lot there's a sign stating "no parking on this side" of the ramp to the parking lot, plus
directions to use the commuter lot nearby when the lot is full. But this sign is over 100 feet from the
parking spaces, not very useful. I don't think there's a sign on RT 6 or44 merging roads indicating the
commuter lot is nearby. I might not have seen it, if it is there.

People have commented that they won't use the lot because it's difficult to negotiate driving there.

Respectfully,
Ron Carboné



RE: Bolton Notch State Park Road

DOT.CustomerCare (dot.customercare@ct.gov)
2ndbn@sbcglobal.net
Friday, August 29, 2025 at 12:47 PM EDT

Hello,

Thank you for reaching out to the Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT). Regarding your
inquiry, although the road in question may be a state road, requests and suggestions of this nature must
first be reviewed by the Town’s (LTA) since they are generally more familiar with
local issues. If the LTA agree, they will submit the proper request to the CTDOT for review.

Kind regards,

CTDOT CUSTOMER CARE

Customer Care Center

Connecticut Department of Transportation
Phone: 860-594-2560
DOT.CustomerCare@ct.gov

From: Ronald Carbone <2ndbn@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2025 9:23 AM

To: DOT.CustomerCare <DOT.CustomerCare@ct.gov>
Subject: Bolton Notch State Park Road

EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click any links or open any
attachments unless you trust the sender and know the content is safe.

Customer Care,

I would like the DOT to take a look at the signage (or lack of) in the vicinity of the entrance to Bolton Notch State Park
and parking lot. A driver has to make a sharp right turn off of the merging roads of RT 44 and RT6 (the beginning of
RT 384) to enter the park.

There's no sign before the park entrance road to inform drivers.

There's a large green sign preceding the turn that says "Boston Turnpike, Manchester Green, next exit", no mention
of the state park. There are tree limbs that hinder visibility to the green sign.



The turn off is a hair pin turn, so a driver has to slow down to make the turn from the merging highway traffic road,
adding risk to traffic flow.

Before the parking ot there's a sign stating "no parking on this side" of the ramp to the parking lot, plus directions to
use the commuter lot nearby when the lot is full. But this sign is over 100 feet from the parking spaces, not very
useful. | don't think there's a sign on RT 6 or44 merging roads indicating the commuter lot is nearby. | might not have
seen it, if it is there.

People have commented that they won't use the lot because it's difficult to negotiate driving there.

Respectfully,

Ron Carboné



The Issue

Living in a small neighborhood near the intersection of Rt 6, Rt 44, and I-384 in Bolton, CT
has become increasingly hazardous. Constantly, high-speed autos, trucks, and
motorcycles zoom past at all hours, making it perilous for residents who rely on this
intersection daily. Departing from the intersection becomes a gamble with life when

vehicles habitually speed through.

The situation is exacerbated at night when light traffic presents an open invitation for
racing, with cars and motorcycles reaching excessively highs speeds. Large vehicles
contribute to the disruption with their Jake brakes, leading to unnecessary noise pollution
especially as they tackle the hill.

We, as concerned residents, believe a critical and immediate solution is needed. The
installation of traffic cameras could significantly curb the excessive speeding, adding a
layer of safety for those of us who live and travel through this area.

It is worth noting that this intersection is so dangerous that the town of Bolton has
incorporated a no drive intersection for Bolton firetrucks and town vehicles.

Traffic monitoring systems have successfully reduced speeding incidents in many towns
and cities across the U.S. The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA)
outlines how automated enforcement can decrease speeds, reduce the severity and number
of crashes, and ultimately save lives. Implementing these measures at this perilous
intersection will help enforce speed limits and catch violators effectively.



Not everyone may want traffic cambers installed. There are concerns about cost. Who pays for

them, where will they be put, how to collect fines, what if you don’t pay the fines, how will the

traffic flow be affected?

The locations of such devices are identified in a plan approved by the Department of Transportation

If a device detects a violation a citation may be issued.

The citation will be mailed to the vehicle owner’s address within 30 days

If a violation occurs within the first 30 days, the citation will result in a written warning.
The citation can’t exceed $50 for first offense and $75 for each additional offense.

A fee up to $15 can be charged for electronic processing of a payment for the fine.

To understand who receives the money from traffic camera fines in Connecticut, consider the
following points:

State Revenue: A portion of the fines goes to the state’s general fund.

Municipalities: Local towns and cities may receive a share to support their budgets.

Law Enforcement: Some funds may be allocated to law enforcement agencies for traffic safety
programs.

Traffic Safety Initiatives: Money can be used for public safety campaigns and infrastructure
improvements.

Administrative Costs: A portion may cover the administrative costs of operating the traffic

camera system.
Judicial System: Some fines may contribute to the judicial system's operational expenses.



RE: Intersection of highway 384 and Notch Road in Bolton, ct

Pfaffinger, Marissa <marissa.ppiaflingsr@ct.govs

-

'beaudbinrd@sbcgIobal.net'
:‘Hayward, Hugh H,Joshi, Shraddha
Thu, Oct 8 at 3:50 PM
Good Afternoon Mr. Beaudoin,

My name is Marissa Pfaffinger and | am the Project Manager leading the Department of
Transportation’s Highway Management Unit (HMU). The primary responsibility of the unit is to
investigate ‘problem areas’ and propose solutions to reduce crashes, alleviate congestion, or
correct a substandard condition. Hugh Hayward from the Department’s Division of Highway
Design forwarded your questions to the HMU as this area us currently a location we are

investigating.

The Highway Management Unit is currently scoping a proposed project in the subject Bolton
Notch area . The purpose of this proposed project (PP_012_003) is to provide a bicycle/pedestrian
connection from Route 44 east of the Bolton Notch to the Hop River State Park Trail, to address
safety concerns at the intersection of Route 6/44 and Notch Road (limited sight distance due to
existing rock ledge, substandard compound curve), and to replace overhead signs at the end of
1-384 East expressway. A Public Information Meeting was held at the Town of Bolton in December
2017 to present the conceptual plans for proposed improvements in the area. Attached is the
Information Handout from the Public Information Meeting which shows the proposed conceptual
layouts.

Answers to your questions are as follows.
My main question is : Is it a non conforming area and what exactly does that mean?

e The intersection of |-384 East (technically, Rte 6/44) and Notch Road does not
meet the current Highway Design Standards. The sight distance looking towards
left from the Notch Road is limited (inadequate for the highway design speeds) due
to the existing rock ledge, and the vertical slope of Notch Road as you come over
the bridge also makes it difficult to see approaching traffic. Additionally, the existing
compound curve on Route 6 East just east of the Notch Road intersection does
not meet the current Highway Design Standards.

To address the safety concerns at the intersection of Route 6/44 with Notch Road
and the compound curve on Route 6 East, under PP_012_003 it is proposed that
Notch Road be realigned over existing Bridge No. 00484 (rail tunnel) and Route 6
East be realigned to provide a'simple curve as shown in the attached concept plan.
The relocation of Notch Road, combined with some rock ledge cutting, will increase
sight distance and decrease crossing length for vehicles turning onto Route 44
from the local road. This concept does impact the quarry property, and we are
aware of the redevelopment proposal.



Are there any current plans to improve the area?

Has the

~N

Yes. The Highway Management Unit is currently working on preparing a proposed
project scoping report for improvements in the area as mentioned above.

The concept plans for the addition of a shared used path and Notch Road relocation were
presented at a Public Information meeting in December 2017 in the Town of Bolton.
Additionally, in July and September of this year, updated concept plaris were shared with
the Town officials and local bicycle/pedestrian advocacy groups#during two virtual
meetings conveying Department’s intention to move forward with the project. The Town
and the local advocacy groups were in agreement with the overall concept.

rusty small bridge at that intersection ever been inspected or maintained?

The Notch Road over Hop River State Park Trail bridge (Bridge No. 04137) is
routinely inspected every 2 years by the CTDOT. The last inspection was
performed in 2018. Maintenance patching, membraning and overlaying deck was
performed in 2016.

Bridge No. 04137 is proposed to be removed under the proposed project
(PP_012_003) because the roadway would be relocated to the west.

I do want to note that while this concept is being developed and this scoping phase is
nearing completion, this is not yet an initiated project. That means that while we have
identified solutions to address the issues at this location, no funding has been assigned to
the project and no formal Design or Construction phase has been initiated. Assuming
funding is allocated, a design phase for a project of this size/type will likely take 2-3 years
to complete before any construction would commence. The design timeframe takes into
account not just the engineering work to produce construction-level plans, but also the
State and Federal reviews for potential environmental and cultural impacts. As part of the

design

process, another public information meeting would be held when the design is

approximately 30% complete. That meeting will allow the design team to present the

project

and solicit additional feedback from the public.

Please let me know if you would like any additional information.

Thank You,

Marissa

Marissa L Pfaffinger P.E.

Highway

Management Unit

Office: (860) 594-3358

Cell: (860)

375-0659
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Republican Registrar TOWN OF BOLTON Democratic Begistrar
Ross Lally REGISTRAR OF VOTERS Sandra W. Pierog

e e P O 0 e s e g T e B o e N B T e e, T R e i ot 7]

September 2, 2025

Dear Board of Selectmen,

The Registrars ask the Selectmen to adopt the following proposals for referenda for
the Fiscal Year 2026-27 budget.

e Allreferenda will start at 12:00 noon and continue to 8:00 p.m.
RATIONALE: The Elections budget was for four referenda, not the six we
had. We must reduce expenses accordingly. Additionally, taxpayers
have said that the budget referenda cost too much; this is a way to
accommodate them. By announcing this plan up front, we will not be
changing voter expectations midway through.

® The referenda will start at St. Maurice Parish center in May and move
to the Bolton High School Commons room after school closes in

June.
RATIONALE: St. Maurice Parish Center, unlike the Commons room, is

not airconditioned and not suited for use in hot weather. This way the
move is planned and not forced by circumstances as it was this year.
Again, we will avoid changing voter expectations in the middle of the

referenda.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Qgﬁ J/\ At Q/(/V/ ) o \N&LCU\\NQW;\
Ross Lally, Sandra @g )

Registrars of Voters, Bolton, CT

Office located in the 104 Notch Road Temporary Building

Mailing address
222 Bolton Center Road, Bolton, CT 06043
Tel. 860-533-1243 Fax 860-649-3187




ATTACHMENT 1
(Inland/Wetlands)

Appendix A: Fee Schedules

Schedule 1: New Applications for Regulated Activities

These are the fees the Agency charges for proposed new regulated activities, renewals (with no changes)
of permits that are about to expire, and for modifications to existing permits. These fees include the cost
of legal notices where applicable.

Notes:

1. The state of Connecticut requires that a $60.00 fee be charged for all permit applications.

2. The Agency may charge additional fees based on the specifics of the activity (Schedules 2 and 3).

F

501(c)(3)

State Application Fee:
$60.00

State Application Fee:
$60.00

.- New Applications Modifications Renewals
Pre-Application Advice $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Jurisdictional Ruiing $0.00 $0.00 N/A
Minimal Impact Permit* Base Fee: $60.00 Base Fee: $40.00 | $75.00
State Application Fee: State Application Fee:
$60.00 $60.00
Improvements Base Fee: $160.00 Base Fee: $90.00 | $75.00
(Residential/Commercial/ State Application Fee: State Application Fee:
Industrial/Mixed Use) $60.00 $60.00
Residence (Single Base Fee: $290.00 Base Fee: $140.00 | $75.00
Family/Duplex) State Application Fee: State Application Fee:
$60.00 $60.00
Residential Subdivision Base Fee: $380.00 Base Fee: $190.00 | $75.00
State Application Fee: State Application Fee:
$60.00 $60.00
Additional $80.00 fee per lot
if exceeding 2 total lots
Residential Multiunit Base Fee: $500.00 Base Fee: $250.00 | $75.00
(Apartments/Condominiums State Application Fee: State Application Fee:
with 3+ units) $60.00 $60.00
Commercial/Industrial/ Base Fee: $500.00 Base Fee: $250.00 | $75.00
Mixed Use State Application Fee: State Application Fee:
$60.00 $60.00
Town of Bolton Base Fee: $0.00 Base Fee: $0.00 | $75.00
State Application Fee: State Application Fee:
$60.00 $60.00
Non-Profit Organization Base Fee: $0.00 Base Fee: $0.00 $0.00

*To be eligible to apply for a Minimal Impact Permit, the applicant must first receive express permission from the
Inland Wetlands Agent. Issuance of a Minimal Impact Permit is to be determined by the Agent and is subject to site

conditions.




Schedule 2: Other Fees for Regulated Activities

The Agency may charge these additional fees for reviewing new applications and permit modifications.

These fees are based on the specifics of the application and are determined by the commission upon

review of the application or permit extension.

Significant Impact

Varies by application. Includes public hearing,
expert review, and other fees.

Public Hearing

(Assumes no more than two (2) public hearings.
Additional public hearings shall require an
additional fee of $150.)

$150.00

Complex Application

Varies by application. Includes expert review and
other fees.

Consultant Fees

Technical (engineer or scientific): $150.00/hour
Legal: $300.00/hour
Other: As Determined

Regulations of the Town of Bolton

Amendment of Inland Wetlands Regulations $400.00
Amendment of Wetlands Map $250.00
Copy of Inland Wetland and Watercourses $10.00

Schedule 3: Compliance Fees

The Agency may charge these fees for enforcement activities related to violations of the Inland Wetlands

and Watercourses Regulations of the Town of Bolton.

Notice of Violation $0.00
Cease and Correct Order $250.00
Cease and Desist Order $250.00
Compliance Inspection $200.00

Consultant Fees

Technical (engineer or scientific): $150.00/hour
Legal: $300.00/hour
Other: As Determined

After-the-fact Application Penalty

$50.00




Willington

19.5 Fee schedule. Application fees shall be based on the following schedule:

Type of Fee

Fee Amount

a. Regulated Activities

7 Residential Uses
= Plus fee from Schedule A

$150.00 plus $100.00/1ot
Plus fee from Schedule A

of the agency’s decision.

7 Commercial/Industrial Uses $750.00

= Plus fee from Schedule A Plus fee from Schedule A
» All Other Uses $150.00

= Plus fee from Schedule A Plus fee from Schedule A
» Appeal of Duly Authorized Agent Decision $100.00
» Significant Activity Fee $250.00
7 Public Hearing Fee $500.00
» Complex Application Fee: The Inland Wetlands Agency may charge an additional fee sufficient to

cover the cost of reviewing and acting on complex applications. Such fee may include. but not be
lunited to. the cost of retaining experts to analyze. review. and report on issues requiring such experts.
The Agency or the duly authonzed agent shall estimate the complex application fee which shall be paid
pursuant to section 19.1 of these regulations within 10 days of the applicant’s receipt or notice of such
estimate. Any additional cost to the Town. not covered by the said complex application fee shall be paid
by the applicant with 10 days of the applicants receipt or notice. Any portion of the complex application
fee in excess of the actual cost shall be refunded to the applicant no later than 45 days after publication

b. Permitted and Nonregulated Uses

e. Modifications/Extensions of Previous Approval - Residential
= Plus fee from Schedule A

Modification of Previous Approval — Commercial’Residential
= Plus fee from Schedule A

=  Renewal/extension of Previous Approval to be 25% of Base Fee

»  Pernutted Uses as of Right $100.00
» Nonregulated Uses $50.00
c. Regulation Amendinent Petitions $500.00*
7 Does not include Notices or Regulation Advisories from DEP
d. Map Amendment Petitions $100.00
= Plus fee from Schedule B Plus fee from Schedule B
$150.00

Plus fee from Schedule A

$375.00
Plus fee from Schedule A

f. Monitoring Compliance Fee

To be determined at time of

c. More than 5.000 ...."b" plus

application
g. Activity Initiated Prior to Permit $250.00
h. Applicant shall pay all costs associated with mailings.
i. These fees shall not include State DEP fees.
Schedule A '
Square feet of Wetlands or Watercourses Impacted
a. Less than 1,000 $100.00
b. 1.000 to 5.000 ....."a" plus $500.00
$1000.00

South Windsor

INLAND WETLANDS AGENCY / CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Single House Lot $110*
| Site Plan $260*
 Subdivision Plan $360* + $50/Lot
| Public Hearing $330

Map Amendment $260*
| Map Amendment Single Family House $95*
| Minimal Impact Permit | $200*
| Minor Modification of Permit $110*

Permit Extension Fee $35




Andover (2022)

Town of Andover Inland Wetlands & Watercourses
Commission
APPLICATION FEES

“‘Fees are determined in accordance with Section 19 of the Andover
Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations and are ponrafundab
cannot approve an application prior to payment of the required fees.**
Payments can be made by check or money order payable to the Town of Andover.
For Assistance, contact the Land Use Department by phone (860-742-7305) or by
email (huildingad, clorg)

Common Fees
¢ State of Connecticut Application Fee (Required for All Applications)-
$60.00
e PermitLink Processing Fee (Required for All Applications)- $15.00
« Basic Residential Wetlands Permit Filing Fee-
$150.00 + “Wetlands/Watercourse Impact Fee®

* Basic Residential Subdivision Filing Fee-
$150.00 per each Parcel or Lot with Regulated Activity

e Basic Commercial Wetlands Permit Filing Fee-
$300.00 + "Wetlands/Watercourse Impact Fee®
e Basic Other Uses Wetlands Permit Filing Fee-
$100.00 « “Wetlands/Watercourse Impact Fee®
* Basic Agent Approved (Upland Review Area) Wetlands Permil Filing Fee-
$65.00
e Residential Uses with Minimal Impact-
$100.00 + “Wetlands/Watercourse Impact Fee"
e Fee for Regulated Activity Started Withoul a Permit-
Double the Regular Fee + “Wetlands/Watercourse Impact Fee®
* Modification or Extension of Existing Permit-

$70.00

e Wetlands Impact Fee-
$100.00 for every 1000 sq. ft. of wetlands disturbed

= Watercourse Impact Fee-
$2.00 for every linear ft. of watercourse disturbed

Ashford has not updated their fees since 2009.

Other Fees

Significant Activity/Public Hearing Fee-
$250.00
Complex Application Fee-
Varies, See Section 19.5d
Map Amendment-
$250.00 « $20 for every 1000 linear feet changed
Monitoring and Inspection Fees:
o Wetlands Agent-
$35.00 per inspection or $70.00 per hour
< Engineer-
$85.00 per inspection or $150.00 per hour
o Environmental Consultant-
$85.00 per inspection or $150.00 per hour
< Non-Compliance Inspections by Wetlands Agent-
$50.00 per inspection or per % hour.
Road Construction in Wetlands or Watercourses-
$1000.00- Up to 1000 feet of road constructed.
Over 1000 feet- Add $1.00 per foot.
Publication of Legal Notice-
Varies by notice
Certified Mailings-
$6.00 per mailing
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