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           1                 (Commencing at 12:37 p.m.)

           2                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Let's call the

           3        meeting of the Water Planning Council to order.

           4                    First is the approval of the

           5        September 5th transcript.  Are people getting the

           6        transcripts?

           7                    MS. MATHIEU:  No.

           8                (Off-the-record discussion.)

           9                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Let's come back to

          10        that.  We'll move to -- actually, we'll do 3 and 4

          11        together, Outreach and the Upcoming Public Hearing

          12        and Forums.  Lori.

          13                    MS. MATHIEU:  So, the people that are

          14        here, Linda, Gail, why don't you come up quickly,

          15        Corinne, if you wouldn't mind, come on up, part of

          16        our Outreach group.

          17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And I just want to

          18        say that Lori and I spoke this morning, at 8:30

          19        this morning, to the Connecticut Conference of

          20        Municipalities, the mayor and first selectman in

          21        Wallingford, at their Government Affairs Committee

          22        meeting, and we were there from 9:00 to 10:00.  I

          23        thought it went very, very well.  There were a lot

          24        of questions, really good questions.

          25                    MS. MATHIEU:  Excellent.
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           1                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We got a little bit

           2        of input from them.  One of the things was around

           3        fire hydrant rental and the cost.  For example,

           4        Mayor Blake of Milford was there; he said he pays

           5        about $1.3 million a year to John's company in fire

           6        hydrant; yet, the MDC charges nothing.  So there's

           7        a real discrepancy there, and we said we would take

           8        a look at it.  It was really engaging, and I

           9        thought it went very well.

          10                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.  There were over 70,

          11        I think, chief elected officials there, and they

          12        asked some really good questions about water

          13        projects and source protection and watershed

          14        protection and law changes and interest in

          15        conservation, so . . .

          16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And we also have

          17        been out to Simsbury, since our last --

          18                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.

          19                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Why don't you talk

          20        about Simsbury?

          21                    MS. MATHIEU:  Simsbury --

          22                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Lori, Betsey, and

          23        I; Garrett was at the legislature.

          24                    MS. MATHIEU:  There were three of us

          25        there, and Jonathan Hamilton, it's his town, he
�
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           1        opened up the forum, and we had a handful of

           2        people, but very well-informed, they had great

           3        questions.  We presented, essentially, the core

           4        presentation and had a good conversation.

           5        Representative Hamilton was thrilled that we were

           6        there.

           7                    We're moving all in toward others, and

           8        Linda and Corinne and Eric, Gail and Nick and

           9        myself make up our team of agencies working on

          10        outreach, so we work really hard.  We've held a

          11        number of forums.

          12                    Simsbury was our first public meeting

          13        held at night, and we're working toward scheduling

          14        more.  We have one other scheduled November 8th, I

          15        believe, in Wallingford, Mary Mushinsky's area, and

          16        then we have yet to schedule the next two with

          17        Jonathan Steinberg in Westport, and we're looking

          18        to work with Senator Austin, from Sprague, and

          19        Senator Paul Formica, from East Lyme, to hold a

          20        public meeting in eastern Connecticut.

          21                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  There's a big one

          22        on Halloween.

          23                    MS. MATHIEU:  Then we have our public

          24        hearing on the 30th, a pre-Halloween celebration,

          25        at DEEP headquarters, I think at 6:30, at DEEP, 79
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           1        Elm Street; that's the one public hearing that

           2        we're holding and it's at night.  So we have some

           3        work to do to schedule the other public meetings in

           4        the evening in those communities.

           5                    Linda, if you want to talk about the

           6        calendar.

           7                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I just want to say,

           8        last month was really, I think, very productive,

           9        and we also taped our webinar, which I thought was

          10        great.  Are we getting royalties now?

          11                    MS. WINGFIELD:  And, Jack, also just to

          12        mention a couple of other opportunities.  I had an

          13        opportunity to give the standard presentation to

          14        the DEEP Fisheries Advisory Council, which is a

          15        very engaged and interested group.  I also, at

          16        SEQ's last meeting, I guess it was 10 days ago,

          17        gave the presentation also, and they were also very

          18        interested in the topic and the information.

          19                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Excellent.

          20                    MS. MATHIEU:  Thank you, Betsey, for

          21        that.

          22                    There have been, also, a number of

          23        things that we have been doing with Public Health.

          24        I present every month at our local health directors

          25        monthly call.  I presented last Friday in Boston,
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           1        the Groundwater Protection Council.  There were a

           2        lot of people from other states very interested in

           3        what we're doing and very, very interested in the

           4        details and what we've been able to pull together

           5        and very interested in the white papers.

           6                    Linda and I presented in Bridgeport at

           7        a drinking water public health forum with the local

           8        health director, on the 25th.

           9                    We also had a very interesting

          10        opportunity to present in front of our State Health

          11        Improvement Plan Advisory Committee, and there's a

          12        group of Public Health stakeholders, about 20 or so

          13        different groups represented, and a wide variety of

          14        health interests.  They're quite interested in what

          15        we're doing and how we're doing it.  Our

          16        commissioner was at that meeting as well.

          17                    So, we've done a lot.  And the webinar

          18        is taped.  The webinar, we've all reviewed; it

          19        looks very good.  It's momentarily going to be

          20        posted to our Web page.  We do have to look at the

          21        timing very carefully, because you have to time the

          22        discussions with the slides and make sure the video

          23        is on target, so we're tweaking those and making

          24        those final adjustments on the webinar.  That's

          25        what I understand is going there.
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           1                    Linda, why don't you take it away and

           2        give us more details?

           3                    MS. FERRARO:  Sure.  We have been busy.

           4        The council has done 15 presentations so far since

           5        the beginning of August, end of July, and we have

           6        14 more planned, so these are already events that

           7        are on our schedule.  So, the various members have

           8        been representing the council at meetings, some of

           9        them from more than one, but we have made sure that

          10        the council members have been represented at all of

          11        these presentations.

          12                    I just wanted to add to a couple of

          13        more that were not mentioned.  Jack did a

          14        presentation for AARP, and that was in August, I

          15        believe.  And, then, Jack has a couple more coming

          16        up: the Connecticut Association of Golf

          17        Superintendents.  We have at Yale, the School of

          18        Public Health, Lori is going to be doing a

          19        presentation there.  And we also have a semiannual

          20        meeting that our commissioner holds for all the

          21        local Health directors, it's a day-long session,

          22        and Lori is going to be presenting there.  Those

          23        are going really well.

          24                    All of the COGs, we've reached out to

          25        all of the COGs, and we have all except two of them
�
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           1        that we've been able to fit into our schedule.

           2        Unfortunately, the Metropolitan COG, they only hold

           3        meetings on a quarterly basis, so we weren't able

           4        to get onto their schedule, but their planning

           5        director came to our Bridgeport water forum and was

           6        excited about what she heard.  And at that forum,

           7        it was really great, EPA was there, representatives

           8        from Aquarion were there, so that was a very broad

           9        audience that we presented the Water Plan to.

          10                    MS. MATHIEU:  And, Linda, just to

          11        clarify, the Metropolitan COG represents what

          12        towns?

          13                    MS. FERRARO:  That is Bridgeport --

          14        Fairfield County, upper Fairfield County.

          15                    MS. MATHIEU:  It's about eight or nine

          16        towns around greater Bridgeport.

          17                    MS. FERRARO:  Correct.

          18                    MS. MATHIEU:  It's one of the smaller

          19        areas.  The executive director sat in on our Public

          20        Health forum in Bridgeport.

          21                    MS. FERRARO:  Right.  Fairfield,

          22        Stratford, Trumbull, Easton, Monroe.  So, those

          23        have been going well.

          24                    MS. MATHIEU:  And the Northeast COG.

          25                    MS. FERRARO:  The Northeast COG, we did
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           1        reach out to the Northeast COG.  Actually, I think

           2        all of us at some point have been in touch with

           3        John Filchak and trying to arrange a meeting up

           4        there, and we have not been able to get a meeting

           5        there.  There were some issues with John feeling as

           6        though the transition with elections; there were

           7        going to be quite a number of new members

           8        represented in that COG.  He's eager, though, and I

           9        think a lot of them, too, are eager to possibly

          10        have some type of information meetings once we

          11        start looking at implementation.  So that's

          12        something, I would think, at some point we'll be

          13        thinking about.  Right now, we're concentrating on

          14        outreach.

          15                    MS. MATHIEU:  One thing I just thought

          16        of that we could do for the Northeast and maybe for

          17        John, we could send to him just the electronic

          18        versions of everything and say if he could get this

          19        out to his membership.  While we can't go there and

          20        present, because he really hasn't invited us to

          21        anything, at least he could send this out and see

          22        if there's elected officials that are interested

          23        commenting before the 20th.

          24                    MS. FERRARO:  Our team actually has

          25        been looking at putting together some information
�
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           1        that all of the COGs and all of our stakeholders

           2        could put up on their websites with all the

           3        information on how to post comments, looking at the

           4        Water Planning Council website as the main source

           5        for any updates, so guiding them to driving

           6        everyone to that website.

           7                    MS. MATHIEU:  Speaking of that, the

           8        group has produced this document, if you want to

           9        speak to this a little bit.  This was well-received

          10        today.  One of the things that Jack and I spoke

          11        about is, we really want you to comment.  We want

          12        you, as an elected official or town planner, read

          13        this and give us comments and submit them

          14        electronically.  This was well-received, this

          15        document, because it's easy to understand.  You can

          16        just hand it out; you can easily submit comments.

          17        This is going to work well.  So, we could hand this

          18        out here today as well, so people could see this

          19        and take a look at it.  So, Gail, I'll give this

          20        back to you.

          21                    MS. LUCCHINA:  I have it.

          22                    MS. MATHIEU:  Oh, good.  Thank you,

          23        Gail.

          24                    MS. FERRARO:  So, that's really a great

          25        piece.  We found that in our presentations we need
�
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           1        to have something succinct for people to go to.

           2        There's actually a snapshot of what the page looks

           3        like in order to provide comments electrically, and

           4        that pretty much is a step-by-step how to submit

           5        comments.

           6                    I think you covered where we're at in

           7        terms of our public meetings and the public

           8        hearing.  And just to add to those public meetings,

           9        we are working on putting together a press release

          10        that will be issued; we're basically working on the

          11        final draft of that.  We're going to be putting the

          12        press release out, but also having press alerts and

          13        media alerts for all of the public events coming up

          14        so that we can generate some more interest.  And

          15        those media alerts, each of our agencies will be

          16        pushing those to notify the media of some of these

          17        events, hopefully get some media at the events

          18        themselves, but really using those for some of the

          19        more local news broadcasts and publications to let

          20        people know that we're having these public

          21        meetings.  We're expanding our e-mail list for

          22        different organizations that we're going to be

          23        reaching out to and really working on really

          24        pushing the outreach efforts that we have and

          25        opportunities for people to come and learn about
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           1        the Plan.

           2                    MS. MATHIEU:  To your point, once we

           3        finish the webinar, which is shortly going to be

           4        published up on the Web page.  Our idea is to use

           5        our social media through our State agencies and

           6        push that out to everyone who is on our e-mail, all

           7        of our e-mail lists, so everyone has a link and

           8        they can look at the webinar.

           9                    And, again, I want to congratulate

          10        everyone here and also thank you for spending your

          11        time to put that together, because it did take a

          12        big effort, but it looks very, very good.  So once

          13        you get a chance to see it -- if your e-mail is not

          14        on our e-mail list, please let us know, because we

          15        want to be able to push that out to everybody.  And

          16        that's available in the next two days hopefully.

          17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions?

          18        Comments?

          19                       (No response.)

          20                    MS. MATHIEU:  There's one missing group

          21        that we have not reached out to, which I think is

          22        important, that's the CBIA.  We should talk about

          23        who has a connection there and who we could talk

          24        to.  My connection was Eric Brown and Eric is not

          25        there anymore, from what I understand.  So if we
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           1        have a connection to CBIA, we'd like to -- is Eric

           2        still there, at CBIA?

           3                    MR. EUCALITTO:  I can talk to the CBIA.

           4                    MS. MATHIEU:  Okay.  Thank you.

           5                    MS. FERRARO:  Just before we leave, I

           6        just want to make sure folks know that the core

           7        presentation that the team put together is on the

           8        website, so that is up.  I know people were eager

           9        for that, and so that is up on the website.  The

          10        website's going to be updated; we're getting new

          11        information out.  Any questions?

          12                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions?

          13        Comments?

          14                       (No response.)

          15                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I just want to say

          16        thank you very much for really keeping the ball

          17        moving here.  A lot of great work from you and your

          18        Outreach committee.  Appreciate it.

          19                    MS. FERRARO:  Thank you.

          20                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think we've taken

          21        care of 4 as well.

          22                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Agenda Item 1:  I did

          23        check our website, ct.gov/water, and the minutes

          24        are posted online.  All of them have been posted.

          25                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Do you want to
�
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           1        approve them as submitted?

           2                    MS. WINGFIELD:  An evolution of

           3        thought, if there's actually a transcript, do we

           4        need to approve them?  I thought that was the piece

           5        that we were going look at.

           6                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yeah, I don't think

           7        we have to approve them.  We can just accept the

           8        transcript as submitted.

           9                    MS. WINGFIELD:  If I could request that

          10        when the transcripts posted, Water Planning Council

          11        committee members get a link.  That would be very

          12        helpful.

          13                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  So do you

          14        want to accept the transcript as submitted?

          15                    MS. MATHIEU:  I make a motion.

          16                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Second.

          17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made and

          18        seconded to accept the transcript as submitted.

          19        Questions?  If not, all in favor say aye.

          20                      (Motion passed.)

          21                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.  That's

          22        what we'll do, we'll accept it as submitted.

          23                    Water Planning Council Advisory Group.

          24        Good afternoon.

          25                    MR. HUDAK:  Would you like me to start?
�
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           1                    MS. DeLIMA:  Yes, please.

           2                    MR. HUDAK:  At our September 19th

           3        meeting, we discussed Fred Klein's candidacy to

           4        fill the electric power vacancy; the group was

           5        supportive of that.  Fred does have more than 30

           6        years of experience in energy, water and utility

           7        industries.  Is that your pleasure, how you want to

           8        proceed, Jack?

           9                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would,

          10        absolutely.  I've talked to Fred, and he's very

          11        enthusiastic about on coming on the Water Planning

          12        Council Advisory Group.  So please make a motion.

          13                    MS. MATHIEU:  I'll make a motion.

          14                    MS. WINGFIELD:  Second.

          15                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made that

          16        Attorney Fred Klein be appointed to the Water

          17        Planning Council Advisory Group for purposes of

          18        filling the electricity sector seat on that group.

          19        Any questions on the motion?  If not, all in favor

          20        say aye.

          21                      (Motion carried.)

          22                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion's carried.

          23        Congratulations to Fred, and we'll get a letter out

          24        to him appointing him.

          25                    MR. HUDAK:  Thank you.  We have three
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           1        subgroups in play right now.  One is Membership

           2        Composition, and we have -- both the group as a

           3        whole discussed that at the last meeting and also

           4        the subgroup met since that time.  We're looking

           5        at -- there's an ongoing conversation; we're

           6        looking at the balance among consumptive and

           7        nonconsumptive uses and matching up individual

           8        members with the statutory categories.  It's not as

           9        clear-cut a task as you might think.

          10                    Some categories are unfilled, like

          11        boating and endangered species; however, some

          12        represented intersect and cross over into those

          13        categories.  Some members represent interests not

          14        listed in statute.  So it comes down to, while the

          15        statute says "May include this list of 15," does

          16        that mean it may also include others?  There was

          17        some confusion on that point.

          18                    As far as crossover, for example, Len

          19        DeJong represents recreation, but certainly boating

          20        could be a subset of that.  I'm a regional water

          21        supplier; most people call it consumptive use, but

          22        we also engage in land conservation, which is

          23        another category.

          24                    On paper, we've got 20 membership slots

          25        as it stands now.  We went through an exercise
�
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           1        where we assigned each to consumptive or

           2        nonconsumptive.  There wasn't a hundred percent

           3        agreement on who was nonconsumptive and consumptive

           4        at times, but I think it's fair to say that the

           5        consumptive uses did have an edge.  But it also

           6        doesn't mean that's currently problematic.  We

           7        generally reach decisions by consensus.  We also

           8        have the subgroup process, where we can find

           9        balance by looking at specific issues and

          10        assembling groups in that manner.  So we have a

          11        subcommittee currently fleshing that out, and we're

          12        going to be reporting our findings at the next

          13        Advisory group meeting.

          14                    The second ad hoc committee is the

          15        Implementation Framework, which is on hold, based

          16        on out last meeting with you, pending development

          17        of our operating procedures, and we do have another

          18        group working on the operating procedures and you

          19        should have a draft in front of you.  I will

          20        emphasize, this is a work in progress, it's not a

          21        final, but it opens up with an Article I, kind of

          22        with the purpose and statutory reference for the

          23        Advisory group.  Section 1 actually is a number of

          24        categories, again quoted from statute.  Again, we

          25        could use some feedback on that on the "may
�
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           1        include," and it may be that we just kind of strike

           2        this section and say the members are appointed in

           3        accordance with Statute 25-33.

           4                    Regarding alternates, that's another

           5        point of discussion.  In practice, we've had

           6        individual members appoint their alternate, kind of

           7        self-appoint.  There's a question as to whether

           8        alternates should be from the same organization or

           9        could they be from same interest but a different

          10        organization, so there's some different viewpoints

          11        on that.  Also, whether they require approval by

          12        the Advisory group or the Water Planning Council is

          13        another point of discussion.

          14                    We do have a provision to remove

          15        members for lack of attendance; that's something

          16        that we would want to be rare, but we wanted to

          17        emphasize the importance of attending meetings.

          18                    In Article III, we address co-chairs.

          19        It's stated here, one co-chair has to represent

          20        nonconsumptive or in-stream uses; the other has to

          21        represent out-of-stream uses or consumptive uses.

          22        Appointment of chairs is with the odd-numbered

          23        years; meaning, essentially, two-year terms that

          24        can be renewed.  I forgot to mention that members

          25        were four-year terms as proposed.
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           1                    Article IV goes on to talk about

           2        workgroup appointments.  We have both standing

           3        workgroups and ad hoc workgroups.  Standing

           4        workgroups can be established by the Advisory group

           5        or the Water Planning Council.  The workgroups are

           6        not necessarily restricted to members of the

           7        Advisory group; we can bring in subject-matter

           8        experts as needed, which has been the case in past

           9        workgroups.

          10                    We go on to Article V to address

          11        meetings and quorums, voting.

          12                    And that's essentially it.  I would say

          13        that this summarizes our questions at this point.

          14        One, does the use of the words "may include,"

          15        enabling statute regarding represented interests,

          16        allow other interests as well?  Past practice says

          17        yes.  Selection of member alternates, do they need

          18        to be from the same organization and do they need

          19        to be approved by the Advisory group and/or the

          20        Water Planning Council?  We're also talking about

          21        logistics, like when did current member terms

          22        start; if we adopt these rules, should they be

          23        staggered?  And we may need a little bit more

          24        administrative support to track attendance and

          25        terms, so find an official way to do that.
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           1                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very

           2        much.  You've put a great deal of time and effort

           3        into this.  It's a nice framework.

           4                    MR. HUDAK:  Any questions?

           5                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yes.  I know this is

           6        still a draft, a work in progress, but I'll just

           7        raise a few issues.  On "may include," I don't know

           8        of anywhere in the statute that would limit it to

           9        that; that's why they would include "may include."

          10        Others who have been around the legislature longer,

          11        but when I worked on the language changing that

          12        section of the statute, our intent was not to limit

          13        it to those.  So, that's that the "may include"

          14        portion.

          15                    The appointment section you have under

          16        Article II, Section 2, it says that any recommended

          17        appointments shall be voted on by the Water

          18        Planning Council Advisory Group, subject to

          19        approval by the Water Planning Council.  I mean,

          20        the statute gives the power to Water Planning

          21        Council, who they put on there, so I think this

          22        goes beyond the statutory construct.  For instance,

          23        if the council wanted to appoint someone that the

          24        Advisory group necessarily didn't vote on, it

          25        shouldn't limit the council's ability to do that,
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           1        just citing for statutory purposes.

           2                    MR. HUDAK:  So we could say "may

           3        recommend," or something like that?

           4                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.

           5                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Just like we did

           6        today with Fred Klein.

           7                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.  I think

           8        Section 3 about attendance -- or Section 4, I think

           9        it would be helpful if the Water Planning Council

          10        was made aware that someone has not been present

          11        for three or four or however many different

          12        meetings, so not necessarily wait for the Advisory

          13        group to vote and provide notice before they tell

          14        the council.  I think the council should be made

          15        aware of that, too.

          16                    Those are the first things that stood

          17        out to me.  I know this is just a work in progress,

          18        so I'm just finding that now.

          19                    MR. HUDAK:  That's helpful.  Thank you.

          20        Do you have more questions?

          21                    MS. MATHIEU:  One thing that I

          22        mentioned previously about the Advisory group is

          23        Public Health representation.  When Linda and I

          24        were at the Public Health gathering, a number of

          25        Public Health gatherings, there's many, many groups
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           1        that are out there that have no idea about what

           2        we're doing here and how it links to Public Health.

           3        We would like to be able to, and we're getting

           4        close to being able to, identify at least two

           5        people that would represent Public Health

           6        advocates.  So we are going to be bringing those

           7        people forward in the next couple of months for

           8        consideration for sitting on the Advisory group,

           9        and they would represent various interests, whether

          10        it's the Public Health Foundation, Public Health

          11        Association, Children's Health Network, oral

          12        health.  There's a group of oral health people that

          13        are very interested.  We received a lot of comments

          14        and questions about consumption of water,

          15        children's health, infant health, fluoride, all

          16        sorts of things, so there's a lot of interest

          17        there.  We talked about up and coming emergent

          18        contaminants that are quite interesting, PFCs and

          19        fluorinated compounds, which is an upcoming issue

          20        in our state.

          21                    Again, I just want to -- maybe I'm just

          22        making a statement.  I don't know how it fits into

          23        what you're talking about, and Garrett's point

          24        about "may," I think it allows, the statute's

          25        permissive in allowing other groups, but the
�
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           1        statute also says "shall" balance consumptive

           2        versus nonconsumptive; it does say that.  You

           3        mentioned that consumptive sort of outweighs right

           4        now nonconsumptive.

           5                    Anyway, we're going to tee up a few

           6        people that are very interested in participating

           7        and want to be an active part of this discussion

           8        moving forward.

           9                    MR. HUDAK:  I would speak to one

          10        concern that I've heard in discussions is that

          11        making the group too big, and in light of our

          12        difficulties assembling of quorums for meetings or

          13        just being able to efficiently get things done, so

          14        that's something to weigh as move forward.  I would

          15        add, too, this side wants two, then this side wants

          16        two, pretty soon you have 30 people, so . . .

          17                    MS. MATHIEU:  We're not adding 10

          18        people.  We're going to be adding a couple of

          19        select people that are very, very interested.  And,

          20        again, I'll go back to my statement before.  I

          21        don't think Public Health has been represented

          22        really at all, and there are so many people

          23        interested, so many groups very, very interested,

          24        asking very good questions about what the Plan

          25        means to children's health, for instance.  What do
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           1        you say in the Plan about children's health and

           2        water consumption?  Well, you know, we have to dig

           3        pretty hard and deep to find something that would

           4        be protective of childhood health.  Where do we

           5        speak to that?  So they're good questions, and I

           6        think those voices need to be heard during the

           7        Advisory committee meetings and those discussions.

           8                    MR. HUDAK:  We have David Knauf on the

           9        group as well, the Darien Public Health Director.

          10                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Public Health is on

          11        already; that's a component.  We just don't have

          12        active Public Health participation, is that not

          13        correct?  We're not adding a new category.

          14                    MS. MATHIEU:  There is one person, who

          15        is Health Director.

          16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.  My point is

          17        that we're not making it any larger than it's been.

          18        I mean, people just have not been active in the

          19        process from the Public Health community.  Let's be

          20        fair here.

          21                    MS. MATHIEU:  No, that's true.  I

          22        agree.  They have one Health Director, but --

          23                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We should not be

          24        critical of the group.

          25                    MS. MATHIEU:  Oh, no, I'm not
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           1        criticizing.  I'm just saying --

           2                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I just want to

           3        clarify that.

           4                    MS. MATHIEU:  No, no, that's not what

           5        I'm saying.  What I'm saying is --

           6                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The point is, we're

           7        not making it any bigger, there's a slot for Public

           8        Health, and we just want to find a person that's

           9        going to be active.

          10                    MS. MATHIEU:  Well, I'm saying that

          11        it's possible that we're looking to add more people

          12        beyond the group today, because it says "may," and

          13        it says that you could add others that might be

          14        necessary moving forward that are interested, and

          15        that's why it's permissive and not saying there's

          16        only 15, forget it, you're never going to add any

          17        more.

          18                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.

          19                    MS. MATHIEU:  So I'll bring up the

          20        people, and we'll talk about it here, people that

          21        are interested, and we'll have a conversation about

          22        it.  There are very good comments that are out

          23        there in the Public Health area.  So, anyway,

          24        thanks.

          25                    MS. WINGFIELD:  I do think what's
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           1        important, and Lori raised this and John raised it,

           2        is this balance concept, and in the analysis that

           3        the Advisory group went through, there isn't

           4        necessarily balance now between consumptive and

           5        nonconsumptive.  So if we are considering making it

           6        bigger, we need to make sure that at the same time

           7        that we achieve balance.  I'm assuming Public

           8        Health would go on the consumptive side of the

           9        equation, which would presently put it further out

          10        of balance, so we need to figure out how going to

          11        address that issue.

          12                    MS. MATHIEU:  I don't know where Public

          13        Health would end up, consumptive or nonconsumptive;

          14        I'm not sure.  It's worth a discussion, and it's

          15        worth the interest, and there's a series of groups,

          16        again, that are very interested in what we're doing

          17        and would have some input into this Plan.  Anyway,

          18        thank you for your time.

          19                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret, do you

          20        want to add anything?

          21                    MS. MINOR:  Yeah.  In response to what

          22        was on the agenda here, the Watershed Lands Group

          23        brought to the Water Planning Council Advisory

          24        Group two issues that had arisen in the Lands

          25        group, and I was given instructions to make very
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           1        cautious remarks on the reaction of the Advisory

           2        group, which possibly I was supposed to mail around

           3        before I made my cautious remarks, so they're going

           4        to be even more cautious than they would have been.

           5                    The two issues that came up, one had to

           6        do with sewer lines through drinking water

           7        watersheds, no surprise, and the group, and I think

           8        particularly Aaron Budris, was interested in some

           9        sort of standards or guidelines or criteria.  We

          10        have an interesting precedential case here, so do

          11        we have criteria that will be derived from that or

          12        not?  I think my assignment was to tell you that we

          13        discussed that issue; at least some people thought

          14        it was important enough that it should be brought

          15        to your attention that we discussed it, and we

          16        decided to pass it on so it would be on your radar.

          17        So, that was one issue that came up in the Lands

          18        group.

          19                    The other was the coordination of State

          20        plans with respect to drinking water watershed

          21        lands, and the three plans we're looking at are the

          22        Green Plan, the State Plan of Conservation and

          23        Development, which is up for comment, and of course

          24        the State Water Plan.  And the general

          25        recommendation of the group was that, I guess we
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           1        all at the Water Planning Council should be aware

           2        that these plans should be consistent.

           3                    And I can mention that I also am on the

           4        Natural Heritage Open Space and Land Acquisition

           5        Review Board, which is the review board that

           6        overlooks State grants -- well, we mostly

           7        approve -- the State grants for land acquisition,

           8        and again the issue of the three plans came up.

           9        The Green Plan, which is finished, incidentally,

          10        and so this one did not go by the Water Planning

          11        Council Advisory Group, but in the subsequent

          12        meeting, most everybody felt the Green Plan was

          13        very good on this issue.  So, you know, at this

          14        moment, the plans do not seem particularly

          15        well-coordinated, so that was discussed as

          16        something council might want to keep their eye on.

          17                    I think that, to go back to John and

          18        some of the others, I think it was more than an

          19        edge, the difference between consumptive and

          20        nonconsumptive representatives, a fairly

          21        significant difference, and I think it has made a

          22        difference in the conclusions that we've reached

          23        and the reports that we've submitted.  We have been

          24        a very good group to work with, I think everybody

          25        agrees with that, and we have reached a positive
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           1        consensus on almost all things.  Nevertheless, I do

           2        feel we're outweighed, and the numbers that

           3        Virginia counted were significant, and I don't

           4        think they're in the minutes; it might be because

           5        there were one or two representatives that we

           6        weren't sure what category to put them in.  My

           7        memory is that there was a pretty clear outweighing

           8        of interests, with consumptive outweighing

           9        nonconsumptive.

          10                    To jump, then, just to comment on the

          11        council's comments, I think all of Garrett's

          12        comments were very well put, very much on point,

          13        and hit on things we've discussed somewhat

          14        inconclusively, so thank you.  For instance, that

          15        "may," the significance of that "may" we talked

          16        about for a long time.

          17                    The Public Health, I would just mention

          18        that it's hard to know where Public Health fits

          19        into some of the work that we do.  There is --

          20        there should be adequate representation as the

          21        statute is written.  I, by coincidence, this

          22        morning was speaking to a physician in the, let's

          23        say, generally Pomperaug area, and she said nobody

          24        in her area has been drinking -- she has not drunk

          25        her water for 20 years.  The only person in her
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           1        neighborhood that got good water got such a

           2        trickle, this neighbor decided to frac for more

           3        water and now she has the same problems: iron, 40

           4        times above the recommended limit; manganese, so

           5        much manganese that you can't do your white linens

           6        at home.  What concerns me, not just that this

           7        exists, that the kind of water treatment systems

           8        that people are having to put in are very expensive

           9        and even so, probably will not yield the water that

          10        they want to drink.  It will yield water for all

          11        other household uses, including the kitchen, which

          12        will have a separate, it will be a general

          13        treatment: you chlorinate, you dechlorinate.  But

          14        then for the kitchen, for washing dishes, or for

          15        bathing, there's another installation you have to

          16        put in to get the water better, healthier.  And

          17        then, still, the physician I was speaking to said

          18        she probably wouldn't be drinking the water.  I'm

          19        concerned about this because, you know, unless

          20        these people's needs are taken care of somehow or

          21        other that at the same time protects our

          22        high-quality stream water and we know this is a

          23        stressed basin, where are we going with this?  So

          24        I'm concerned both from the point of view of health

          25        and also that here's a whole neighborhood where
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           1        people just take it for granted that they buy

           2        bottled water.  And I don't know if it's four

           3        houses or six or whatever.  I know the area

           4        generally.  I didn't get into how many houses, but

           5        there is the same problem this doctor mentioned,

           6        some of her neighbors say, "Why would you want to

           7        know what's in your water?  You won't be able to

           8        sell your house."  I said, "I've certainly heard

           9        that."  And she, being a doctor, said, "That's

          10        ridiculous.  We're living there.  We need to know

          11        what's in our water."  But there is another point

          12        of view.  That was my morning's adventure, which

          13        was very much with concerns on both sides:  What

          14        does it mean for our high-quality aquifers, our

          15        high-quality streams, and what does it mean for

          16        health and what's available for people?

          17                    Having strayed, when we get to the

          18        public comment section, I have two comments that

          19        are not related to what the -- at least not closely

          20        to what the Water Planning Council Advisory Group

          21        discussed, so like to throw those in at the end.

          22                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.  Any

          23        comments or follow-up?  Lori.

          24                    MS. MATHIEU:  I'm interested in what

          25        your Lands group is talking about, because I don't
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           1        know how we can further that conversation.

           2                    MS. MINOR:  I think Karen is leaving on

           3        vacation, but maybe you'd like to come to Lands

           4        group and we could talk about it.

           5                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.

           6                    MS. MINOR:  That's easy.

           7                    MS. MATHIEU:  That's easy.

           8                    MR. HUDAK:  I would think the timing of

           9        some of those recommendations, jives well with the

          10        Conservation Development Plan comments as well.

          11                    MS. MINOR:  I think so, yes.

          12                    MS. MATHIEU:  Right.  And the comment

          13        due date, I think, is the 16th of October.

          14                    MS. MINOR:  If there's trouble setting

          15        up a meeting before then, perhaps we could arrange

          16        a conference call, so it wouldn't necessarily be a

          17        group meeting, but whoever is on the call could

          18        convey some of your ideas to the wider group.

          19                    MS. MATHIEU:  Right.  So, certainly, I

          20        agree on your comment about the Green Plan.  The

          21        Green Plan, in our opinion -- we've reviewed it,

          22        we're a big part of that, working with DEEP, in

          23        providing information.  I think the Green Plan is

          24        excellent.  I think it makes a good linkage to what

          25        we're talking about, the State Water Plan, C and D
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           1        Plan, our agency's commenting on as well.  And the

           2        sewer line item, obviously the order has been

           3        issued there in the Torrington-Goshen situation,

           4        and we have, as a department, just ongoing internal

           5        discussions about how to deal with things moving

           6        forward, and sewer lines within Public Works

           7        watersheds, in particular, and what's the public

           8        policy and what should be the public policy.  We

           9        know that some of this controversial.  We know what

          10        the C and D Plan used to say; we know the use in

          11        the C and D Plan is not there now.  Moving forward,

          12        what does the Health department want to do, so

          13        we're having some internal discussions about that.

          14                    MS. MINOR:  Let's try to get together.

          15        We are thinking of comments on the Plan in

          16        Conservation and Development.  The standard that

          17        we'd like to see, I think, is generally we, you

          18        know, some people I talked to on the Green Plan,

          19        and if I recall the old language, the old language

          20        in the old plan of Conservation and Development was

          21        good, so that's the direction we'd be looking, and

          22        perhaps we can talk so we can at least share views,

          23        even if we can't do anything more formal.

          24                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Garrett.

          25                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Pertaining to C and D,
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           1        we're working on that right now at OPM.  Unlike

           2        some other plans, though, it is legislatively

           3        driven; they get to dictate what's in the Plan.

           4        Our staff at OPM is assigned to work for the

           5        legislature community, work with the statute of the

           6        Plan.  So, they are doing that.  This version and

           7        the previous version, the statute changed to make

           8        it bottom up.  The local plans and regional plans

           9        feed into the State Plan, and, really, if there's a

          10        disconnect between plans, our staff, Dan and Bruce

          11        and Eric and Patrick, would love to meet with

          12        anyone who has concerns because the statute says

          13        that other plans are supposed to be consistent with

          14        the State plans C and D, not the other way around.

          15        So that's something that I would encourage you to

          16        meet with Dan and talk about.

          17                    MS. MINOR:  Karen Burnaska, who is my

          18        cochair, did go to a presentation by Dan and Eric

          19        and found it very informative.  I think we've all

          20        read at least key parts of the Plan.  The bottom

          21        up, which you all call it, I think the New Jersey

          22        method, where you start at the local and you go up

          23        and you bring the Plan, I think, as I recall, in

          24        the New Jersey approach, there's supposed to be a

          25        final meeting where the localities sign off on the
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           1        Plan, and as I recall last time, the very good -- I

           2        think it was Bruce and Dan last time doing the

           3        Plan, they said there wasn't time to go back to get

           4        that final step.  So I just wanted to point out

           5        that without that final step, that's one reason the

           6        plans don't get coordinated.

           7                    MR. EUCALITTO:  I mean, I will say, the

           8        legislature, they can do what they want with this.

           9        We have gone out to -- I think they've gone out to

          10        almost every single COG for presentations and

          11        discussions on this, and there's plenty of time to

          12        make changes to it as well.

          13                    MS. MINOR:  Thank you.

          14                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.

          15        Anything further from the WPCAG?

          16                       (No response.)

          17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  WUCC?

          18                    MS. MATHIEU:  So, WUCC continues to

          19        work on the third document, as well as the

          20        integrative report.  The meeting's coming up in

          21        October.  We'll move that forward in great deal.  A

          22        lot of information is being gathered by the water

          23        utilities, and the integrative report speaks to the

          24        50-year part of the Plan and looks at projections

          25        and water supply in areas.  So if you're at all
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           1        interested, I continue to encourage all of you to

           2        attend those meetings, which are being held

           3        monthly.  A draft integrative report is due to the

           4        department, I believe in February or March, coming

           5        up soon.  So if you're at all interested in that

           6        process, that's moving forward.  The next stage of

           7        the process ends after a two-year period, which is

           8        in June of next year.  After the integrative report

           9        is completed and moved forward, there is an

          10        executive summary, and then the last final piece is

          11        pulling all of the three regional plans together

          12        into one plan for the state.  So that's moving

          13        forward, and we're on time and on budget.  I do see

          14        one of our co-chairs in the audience, if he has

          15        anything to add.  Dan?  No comment?

          16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Excellent.

          17                    MS. MATHIEU:  Thank you.

          18                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions on

          19        WUCC?

          20                       (No response.)

          21                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Under

          22        Business, Discussion of remaining funds, I guess we

          23        want to know exactly how much we have left.

          24                    MR. EUCALITTO:  The exact amount hasn't

          25        changed since the last time we talked about this.
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           1        We did not incur additional expenses, because we

           2        directed them to stop any work so they could

           3        reserve it to finalize the Plan after comments that

           4        incorporate changes.  I can get the exact amount

           5        and send that around.

           6                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  It was around 23.

           7                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah, I think it's a

           8        little -- yeah, I think it's around 23, and then

           9        you would subtract what would be the administrative

          10        costs.

          11                    MS. MATHIEU:  So, the time clock is

          12        running on us.  So, the end of the comment period

          13        is November 20th.  We are to then produce a

          14        document which addresses all the comments under the

          15        statute, it's a requirement, and we are to

          16        hand-deliver the Plan to the governor and

          17        committees by the first of January.  So the idea

          18        was to move and utilize those funds almost right

          19        away.  I think we have to start moving on, talking

          20        to who we pick and getting that in place and making

          21        a decision as to how we're going to utilize those

          22        funds.  An idea that we've already discussed is to

          23        contract CDM to produce that document, rewrite the

          24        Plan where it needs to be rewritten, address

          25        comments, and finalize the Plan and use those funds
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           1        to do that.  So I think we need to possibly

           2        finalize our discussions and say that we're okay

           3        with all of that and move forward now.

           4                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think we had

           5        decided a while back, I think somebody made the

           6        motion, Betsey, maybe you did, that the remaining

           7        funds were going to be earmarked for helping us

           8        compile the final report.

           9                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.

          10                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We also talked

          11        about additional money needed, so we have to figure

          12        out we're going to do that, and I believe that's a

          13        work in progress.

          14                    MR. EUCALITTO:  So, what I could --

          15                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  It's not the time

          16        to be discussing the need for dollars in the state

          17        right now.

          18                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.  I mean, what I

          19        can do is, I can ask to prepare to bring CDM on

          20        board to close it out so that they're ready to pull

          21        the trigger on that.  We can talk about additional

          22        money; I'm not going to my boss on that today.

          23                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I can't imagine why

          24        not.  Betsey?

          25                    MS. WINGFIELD:  Nothing.
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           1                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We're going to have

           2        a conference call set up in the near future with

           3        the Army Corps of Engineers looking at futuristic

           4        funding.

           5                    MS. WINGFIELD:  So, my understanding is

           6        that the Corps money is available for

           7        implementation, but not for Plan development; is

           8        that correct?

           9                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Correct.

          10                    MS. WINGFIELD:  So it's the future,

          11        post-approval of the Plan.

          12                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Correct.  It's very

          13        interesting today that, I should point out, that

          14        the mayors and first selectmen were very sensitive

          15        to dollars and asked, Does this plan mean that

          16        we're going to be charged more, are there going to

          17        be assessments put back on the town.  They were

          18        pretty cranked up about that, I'd say; wouldn't

          19        you?

          20                    MS. MATHIEU:  Right.  And there was

          21        comment from a town that has a lot of watershed, a

          22        lot of watershed land in it, and the first

          23        selectwoman stood up and said, "Well, how are you

          24        going to compensate us?  Because we lose a lot of

          25        tax dollars because of this."  I've heard that a
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           1        number of times, not just from that selectperson,

           2        but others.  To me, that's something with Karen, I

           3        think we should talk about that.  That's a real

           4        serious issue I've heard a number of times.  These

           5        lands are held for the watersheds, and they stand

           6        up and say, "Well, we don't drink this water.  How

           7        do we benefit?  We lose because of these lands."

           8        Is that something to consider and think about?

           9        That was another comment.

          10                    MS. MINOR:  It's constant, I think,

          11        more so as water companies are looking for more

          12        money.  But it goes back, Lori, when we were in

          13        Groton working on the drinking water quality

          14        management plan; the upland towns, Ledyard,

          15        Montville, What's in it for us to make your water

          16        downstream healthier, you know, why can't we have

          17        sewers and water facilities, or whatever, from the

          18        State?  So it's an old problem.  I think it's

          19        getting more severe.

          20                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.  And with the towns

          21        like that, there's a number of them, there's

          22        probably 10 or 15 of them that are like that, that

          23        have large tracks of water company land.

          24                    MS. MINOR:  The Burlington area, too.

          25                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes, agreed.
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           1                    So, just a question.  Do we have a

           2        decision, then, to move forward?  Because I think

           3        we have to get everything moving right away so that

           4        we can, probably beginning of November, have the

           5        contracting secured so that we can, after the 20th

           6        or maybe even before the 20th, hit the ground

           7        running.

           8                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think Karen has

           9        agreed to do that already.

          10                    MS. MATHIEU:  Very good, because I'm

          11        very mindful of the timing here.  We're kind of

          12        running out of time.  So that's good.  Thank you.

          13                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Speaking of

          14        comments, this is a nice segue into a little bit of

          15        discussion of response to comments.  There's one

          16        letter for my signature going out to the DECD

          17        commissioner, and we did receive another letter

          18        from the legislature that we wanted -- we had some

          19        comments on it.  I think that everything should go

          20        through the Chair, on behalf of the council, things

          21        that can be responded to.  Obviously, you guys are

          22        going to be looking at whatever I send out, so we

          23        have consensus on whatever responses we make, but

          24        we also get -- like for one particular group, we

          25        got hundreds of -- well, it was on a petition,
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           1        actually; we would not respond to those by

           2        individual letters.  Historically, we have

           3        responded.

           4                    MS. MATHIEU:  Right.  So, Corinne had

           5        pointed out -- Corinne, Linda, and the team

           6        developed the electronic filing system for

           7        comments.  There is an electronic response that is

           8        provided back, Corinne; is that correct?

           9                    MS. FITTING:  Correct.

          10                    MS. MATHIEU:  So if you want to just

          11        mention that quickly.

          12                    MS. FITTING:  It previously was just a

          13        sort of "Thank you for your comments."  We've

          14        recently expanded it to say a little bit about what

          15        will be done with the comments.  We're going to

          16        take them into consideration for finalization of

          17        the Plan.  We've just sort of expanded it so people

          18        will have a better idea that their comments will be

          19        taken into consideration.

          20                    MS. MATHIEU:  That's one thing that's

          21        being done, which is good, but then we have these

          22        other --

          23                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Unique

          24        circumstances come before us when we get a letter

          25        from a group of legislators that we have to -- the
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           1        question is:  They're legislators, do we wait?

           2        It's not like we have to respond to this letter

           3        tomorrow, either.  I mean, this could also be

           4        something we could do, we have until December,

           5        quite frankly.

           6                    MS. MATHIEU:  True.

           7                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I don't want to

           8        get -- you know, we have to be very careful about

           9        speaking in one tongue here, so we're not going to

          10        be having different types of reactions to letters

          11        like that coming in.

          12                    MR. EUCALITTO:  When it comes to

          13        legislators, I think it's drafted by a legislative

          14        aide and it goes back to the legislative aide; the

          15        legislator might not see it.  So I think probably

          16        the most effective way to handle legislators, who

          17        have to vote on this, is to thank them for it and

          18        offer for you or one other member to meet with them

          19        and talk, maybe after the public comment period

          20        closed, explain what's in the Plan so that they

          21        have a better understanding.  I think a one-on-one

          22        explanation of it would be helpful to them.  They

          23        have a lot of things they're responding to.

          24                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I agree.  I think

          25        the less we put in writing, probably the better,
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           1        from my past experience, and that we well can do

           2        the interpersonal contact with them.  Betsey.

           3                    MS. WINGFIELD:  I think what's really

           4        important, and this came up in terms of the

           5        response of the Department of Economic and

           6        Community Development Commissioner, is that the

           7        response be neutral, "Thank you for your comments,

           8        and we will consider them during the process," but

           9        not engage in endorsing or sort of recognizing any

          10        of the policy standards.  Everyone's on equal

          11        footing in terms of the comments and as we process

          12        them.

          13                    MS. MATHIEU:  And I would agree with

          14        that.  I think that's a good idea.  I think Gail's

          15        already drafted something.  You have something teed

          16        up already, Gail, to respond, which I think Debbie

          17        sends to me.

          18                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would always

          19        share, you know, even if it's something relatively

          20        simple, I'd share it with people before it goes

          21        out, quick look at it.  It sounds like we have a

          22        procedure set up like our docket procedure here

          23        when someone is going to weigh in on a rate case,

          24        or something like that, they get an announcement of

          25        any closing of the docket, and that's what we're
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           1        doing with you.  Any other comments on

           2        correspondence?

           3                       (No response.)

           4                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  We have the

           5        Executive Session today?  Drought Plan?

           6                    MR. EUCALITTO:  I can do that.  Eric

           7        is -- I had him stay back and work on the Plan C

           8        and D stuff, and I didn't want to pull him away

           9        from that.  He provided me some information that I

          10        can report on, and then at the next meeting, he can

          11        be here to talk in more depth.  He reported to me

          12        that precipitation has been below normal over

          13        across much of the state over the last several

          14        months, no significant precipitation in the

          15        long-range forecast.  C3 drought core group may

          16        convene soon to discuss conditions and determine

          17        whether to recommend any actions.  Since the

          18        revised Drought Plan has not yet been adopted, the

          19        2003 plan is still in effect, so the committee task

          20        group revising the Drought Plan will meet again

          21        within the next couple of weeks to continue

          22        addressing the priorities that Eric discussed at

          23        last month's Water Planning Council meeting.  I

          24        think at the next meeting, there will be more to

          25        discuss, but it looks like they're going to be
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           1        convening soon to make a decision on actions or

           2        consider the data.

           3                    MS. MATHIEU:  It's dry again, and we

           4        have one utility that's reported to us and has hit

           5        their first trigger, and that's UConn.  I think

           6        everyone gets that notification as well.  I'm not

           7        aware of any other utility that's reported to us at

           8        this point about hitting their first trigger.

           9        We'll be getting a letter out to them to remind the

          10        utilities to take a careful look and report what

          11        they need to report to the Health department so

          12        that we can share all of that on our Web page.

          13                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.  Public

          14        comment.  Margaret, I know you have --

          15                    MS. MINOR:  Why don't I go after . . .

          16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes.  State your

          17        name and affiliation for the record, please.

          18                    MS. ALLEN:  Judy Allen.  I'm with Save

          19        Our Water Connecticut.  A couple of things.

          20                    This is kind of a question.  Given the

          21        package of the FOIA bill in 2017 about the water

          22        supply plans, some questions are:  When water

          23        supply companies submit water supply plans in the

          24        future, are there guidelines for what must not be

          25        redacted, that must be made public, and is there a
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           1        way for anybody to check for compliance about that?

           2        Is there anybody that's going to look and say, You

           3        need to give more information to the public?

           4        Because it sort of defeats the purpose if people

           5        have to go and make a FOIA request because what

           6        they were looking for isn't in the redacted

           7        version.

           8                    I know one of our Save members

           9        recently, over the last year or so, went through

          10        the FOIA process in order to get the MDC Water

          11        Supply Plan, and it's gone through various things

          12        and people have redacted and done their thing, and

          13        she's had a chance to look at it and it still

          14        doesn't contain the information she was looking

          15        for.  Specifically, she's concerned about safe

          16        yields, because that's kind of the bedrock of water

          17        planning is to really know what those safe yields

          18        are.  So one of the questions is, I know that when

          19        the water supply plans have to be submitted and

          20        updated, it would include safe yield, but there's

          21        water companies that that's going to be a while

          22        before that happens, and a lot of the information

          23        is really old, so is there a way to have safe

          24        yields made public and current exclusive of the

          25        timing of the Water Plan submission?  I don't know
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           1        if that makes sense.

           2                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Lori?

           3                    MS. MATHIEU:  Hi.  So yes, Bowers Eddie

           4        spent a number of days, Linda has helped

           5        significantly with MDC, and there was quite the

           6        redaction process, as you maybe heard, so it took

           7        us a while to redact the thousand-page Plan per the

           8        old statute.  So, yes, safe yield was redacted, and

           9        I spent some time speaking with Valerie about that

          10        directly, and I advised her that she could go to

          11        MDC and talk to them about release of that

          12        information.  The statute was changed, as you

          13        mentioned, in 2017.  It has a laundry list of items

          14        that have to be redacted that have to be held

          15        secure.  Absent of being on that list, moving

          16        forward, everything else should be releasable.

          17                    I don't know if the water industry is a

          18        hundred percent in agreement on that, so that's

          19        something we're going to possibly be asking the

          20        water industry to make sure that it's clear, Based

          21        upon your memo to the Water Planning Council from

          22        November of 2015, maybe an update to that memo as

          23        to where you stand at this point and what you

          24        think, as the water industry, is releasable.  Back

          25        in September, I heard a presentation that was
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           1        provided at a CWWA meeting on security risk, and

           2        there were some comments and some interesting

           3        information provided there, and I think what we're

           4        going look for is maybe working together.  You

           5        mentioned about guidance, and I agree with you that

           6        there needs to be some guidance on redaction of the

           7        water supply plans, and, actually, the water

           8        industry has asked us about that.  I don't have any

           9        staff to sit down and write guidance documents, but

          10        we certainly could work together on what we would

          11        agree to.  The statute is 75 percent there, which

          12        is good; it got us much further than we were, but

          13        it's not 100 percent, and it needs to get to that

          14        next level, so I agree with you.

          15                    The one thing we have to look at, we've

          16        been advised by our attorneys, is there are three

          17        hearing decisions through the FOIC.  There are a

          18        number of letters from Jeff Beckham, through the

          19        commissioner of DAS, that have advised us

          20        historically that safe yield has to be redacted.

          21        So if we redact the Plan today, we're going to

          22        redact it based upon that advice, which is very

          23        conservative, and my lead attorney has advised us

          24        to that end.

          25                    MS. ALLEN:  Okay.
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           1                    MS. MATHIEU:  That's how our department

           2        is looking at that, because we have to.  And if

           3        anyone's interested in those FOIC decisions, three

           4        of them back in 2010, as well as DAS decisions,

           5        they're up online, and Linda could give you the Web

           6        page, but it's under the Department of Public

           7        Health, Drinking Water section, if you want to

           8        google that, you can find those decisions, and we

           9        can help you find those.

          10                    MS. ALLEN:  And so the new law, the

          11        2017, wouldn't thank change that?

          12                    MS. MATHIEU:  No.

          13                    MS. MINOR:  That's a surprise to me.

          14                    MS. ALLEN:  Yeah.

          15                    MS. MATHIEU:  We could have a further

          16        discussion about that.  But talking to my attorneys

          17        and my department, the determination was, unless

          18        those are overturned in some way, those are

          19        standing.

          20                    MS. MINOR:  So why did we bother going

          21        through this whole business of getting a new

          22        statute?

          23                    MS. MATHIEU:  I think we should have a

          24        discussion about it.

          25                    MS. MINOR:  I would say.  That's a
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           1        shock.

           2                    MS. MATHIEU:  If you have an FOI -- I'm

           3        not an attorney.  But if you have an FOIC decision

           4        and you have at least 10 letters of guidance from

           5        the DAS commissioner under previous statute, I

           6        don't know how one statute change can trump those

           7        legal decisions, so that's something possibly -- I

           8        hate to get attorneys all involved in this, but

           9        I've gone and had that discussion with our lead

          10        attorney.  We can discuss this further.

          11                    I think what's necessary, and what we

          12        have discussed, is to have the water industry put

          13        in writing, now that the law has passed, what is

          14        the water industry okay with, given the past

          15        history, given what we've gone through

          16        historically, it's been 12 years since 9/11, and

          17        then what are we going to do moving forward, given

          18        that the law has passed.  It's kind of looking at

          19        it as a new day.  It's a new day, it's a new time,

          20        and can we all agree moving forward on a direction.

          21                    MS. MINOR:  I do not see what the old

          22        statute and the findings under the old statute has

          23        to do with the law today, and obviously, we would

          24        not have worked on a law that did not change the

          25        abuses under the old law.
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           1                    MS. MATHIEU:  One group that we could

           2        reach out to would be the FOIC.

           3                    MS. MINOR:  I think that would be a

           4        good place to include.

           5                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.  And Tom Hennick, in

           6        particular, we've actually wanted to reach out to

           7        him, so it's something that myself and Linda could

           8        work on.

           9                    MS. ALLEN:  I have one question about

          10        what you said.  In terms of the attorney's

          11        decision, and that's what I could look up on DPH,

          12        and does it say why they came to that conclusion?

          13                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.  In the DAS

          14        discussions, they will talk about what needs to be

          15        redacted and give some evidence as to why.

          16                    MS. ALLEN:  Okay.  I have one more

          17        comment.  This is the work I've been doing on

          18        getting presentations of the Water Supply Plan out

          19        there for comments.  I'm going to be on Derek

          20        Slap's West Hartford community cable TV show

          21        specifically to talk about the Safe Water Plan, and

          22        what I expect I would do is just be able to let

          23        people know where they can go to make comments,

          24        where they can go for the public hearing.  I'm not

          25        going to get into a long explanation of the State
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           1        Water Plan.  But West Hartford residents are kind

           2        of interested in knowing more about this.  And Beth

           3        Bye will be there, too, so she'll do all the

           4        talking and I'll nod my head.  I think that's it.

           5                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.

           6        Appreciate you doing that.  Any assistance we can

           7        be to get the information to you, we'll do that.

           8        Thank you.  Other public comment?  Karen.

           9                    MS. BURNASKA:  Karen Burnaska,

          10        Connecticut Fund for the Environment.  There's

          11        three points.  One, to go back to the Watershed

          12        Lands Workgroup, one of the main focuses on the

          13        draft State Water Plan, the POCD, and the Green

          14        Plan was consistency between them.  And

          15        specifically in regard to the POCD was in growth

          16        principle No. 5, that there should be a stronger

          17        focus on the protection of watershed land and

          18        source, particularly source water protection.  At

          19        our Watershed Lands Workgroup meeting, we had water

          20        company reps from their workgroup.  What is the

          21        name of their workgroup?

          22                    MS. MINOR:  Connecticut Water Works

          23        Association.

          24                    MS. BURNASKA:  Yeah, but that --

          25                    MR. HUDAK:  Section A, WWA, Source
�
                                                                       55


           1        Water Protection.

           2                    MS. BURNASKA:  Thank you.  There was a

           3        major concern, in that the timing is now critical,

           4        because you have the draft up until October 16 and

           5        the POCD draft comments are still coming in on the

           6        State Water Plan, and the Green Plan is there,

           7        which does have a good focus on the need to protect

           8        source water and watershed lands.

           9                    To add on to what John had said, as a

          10        member of the Water Planning Council Ad Hoc

          11        Membership Subcommittee, and to your comment, Lori,

          12        we felt - this is a subgroup, it's not the entire

          13        Water Planning Council - that the 20-member was

          14        plenty, was enough; that we would not like to

          15        see -- and we would recommend this to the Advisory

          16        group.  We would not like to see the number

          17        increased.  We don't want to remove any of the

          18        existing members or existing categories, but we

          19        thought that possibly the Water Planning Council

          20        through attrition could consider adding new groups,

          21        new members, or from different categories, but we

          22        did feel that 20 members was probably the largest

          23        that we would like to see.

          24                    And my third comment is generally from

          25        the Connecticut Fund for the Environment.  I was
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           1        very happy to hear you say that you had a second

           2        informational meeting scheduled in Wallingford with

           3        Representative Mushinsky.  And I would only urge

           4        you to, as quickly as possible, set a date and time

           5        in the Westport area and also in southeast

           6        Connecticut.  If you're looking to get people there

           7        and have other groups publicize it, time is of the

           8        essence.  So, thank you.

           9                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very

          10        much, Karen.  Appreciate it.

          11                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Karen, are you going to

          12        submit those comments on the Plan of C and D?

          13                    MS. BURNASKA:  I personally submitted

          14        them, and we're going to bring this up again to the

          15        Water Planning Council Advisory Group at its

          16        meeting on the -- oh, it's after the 16th.

          17                    MR. EUCALITTO:  You have 13 days, so

          18        get them in.

          19                    MS. BURNASKA:  Okay.  Thanks.

          20                    MS. MINOR:  We have spoken to our

          21        members, including those from the water utilities,

          22        and I think people will be submitting comments

          23        individually or from their groups outside the

          24        Advisory group.

          25                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Other public
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           1        comment?  Yes.

           2                    MS. MILLER:  My name is Tollie Miller.

           3        I live in Bloomfield, and I'm a member of Save Our

           4        Water Connecticut, and I just want to say that I

           5        think we share a lot of the concern that Margaret

           6        spoke to about the real impact of that FOIA bill.

           7        A lot of us worked really hard for that, so we'll

           8        be looking really carefully at whatever

           9        developments happen.  I'm a little bit shocked,

          10        too, that it wouldn't override some of the old

          11        abuses, so I just wanted to say that.

          12                    And I also want to appreciate all of

          13        you for the depth and the breadth of the work

          14        you're doing.  I know that this is a huge, huge

          15        task, so I'm grateful to be able to make some

          16        comments.

          17                    I've been watching the progress of this

          18        planning for the safe use and preservation of our

          19        precious resource of water.  One thing I'm

          20        concerned about is that there's barely any mention

          21        of industrial-sized water bottling operations in

          22        the Plan.  At this point, a decision to allow

          23        operation of a large water bottling plant is based

          24        only on the current margin of safety, with no

          25        future projections taken into consideration.  Water
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           1        can now leave a watershed with no diversion permit.

           2        I believe that there should be oversight of any

           3        large use of public trust water for corporate

           4        profit, as has happened in Bloomfield with the

           5        Niagara plant.  At the least, there should be a

           6        diversion permit.  Certainly, we should not

           7        incentivize the use of water for corporate profit

           8        with discounts, especially declining block

           9        discounts.  The business of water bottling also

          10        creates a staggering amount of single-use plastic

          11        water bottles, which foul our environment and

          12        stress aquatic life.  The Water Plan should address

          13        these concerns and suggest methods of oversight of

          14        any large-scale water bottling operations.

          15                    Secondly, the Water Plan highlights the

          16        fact that there are stress watersheds in

          17        Connecticut and watersheds where registered

          18        diversions exceed the supply.  How will the WPC

          19        move ahead with actual implementation of a plan to

          20        retire these unused diversions?

          21                    Thirdly, the Drought Plan needs to be

          22        officially updated.  We need a uniform table of

          23        drought stages and responses.  The drought triggers

          24        need to be updated.  We need a municipal drought

          25        action plan with outlined enforcement, and I
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           1        understand that that's being worked on, so I'm

           2        really curious to hear about that upcoming report.

           3                    Fourthly, protection of Class I and II

           4        watersheds is absolutely correctly emphasized in

           5        the draft.  I'm curious how we're going to ensure

           6        that Tilcon does not endanger that state priority.

           7                    And finally, at the last WPC Advisory

           8        meeting, it was pointed out that there is an

           9        overrepresentation of consumptive users on the

          10        committee.  It sounds like this is really being

          11        dealt with, but I just want people to know that a

          12        lot of us in the public are really hoping that that

          13        is dealt with so that there's a really good spread

          14        there.

          15                    So, those are my comments.  Thank you

          16        for your attention.

          17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you for being

          18        here; appreciate it.  Any other public comment?

          19        Yes.

          20                    MS. JONES:  My name is Paula Jones.

          21        I'm also an active member of Save Our Water

          22        Connecticut.  I'm from Bloomfield.  First of all, I

          23        want to thank you for the opportunity to be here

          24        and make public comment today.  I feel like I'm

          25        late to the dance here, because I know that this
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           1        has been going on for a while, and this is the

           2        first council meeting that I've attended, so thanks

           3        for the opportunity.

           4                    I have prepared some comments.  I think

           5        what I'm going to do is, I'm going to submit those

           6        online, now that I have guidance on how to do that.

           7         Thank you for that.  But I do want to make a

           8        couple of comments based on some of the things I've

           9        heard today.

          10                    One topic is just generally,

          11        municipality interest and involvement in state

          12        water planning.  Being from Bloomfield and having

          13        the Niagara water bottling plant there, the

          14        residents of Bloomfield are very interested in

          15        water and I think much more aware of the issues

          16        around water.  And I would venture to say that

          17        after the November municipal election, with a new

          18        Town Council, we're going to have much more of an

          19        appetite and interest in participation in terms of

          20        the State Water Plan and in terms of maybe

          21        municipal ordinances around drought.  Basically

          22        what happened was, there was a democratic primary

          23        and all of the democratic incumbents on the council

          24        were knocked off, and Niagara was really the

          25        catalyst for this happening.  It was a real kind of
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           1        shock wave in terms of a political event.  The good

           2        news is that people are very aware and concerned

           3        about water, and that was a recurring theme when

           4        the group was out canvassing; it was really pretty

           5        remarkable.  I think the expectation was after a

           6        year and a half, things would die down, and things

           7        have not died down.

           8                    One of my questions, just listening to

           9        the public outreach that's going on, what's the

          10        best opportunity for soon-to-be-elected municipal

          11        representatives to comment?  Is it through the

          12        website?  Is there an opportunity for someone to

          13        come to the Bloomfield-West Hartford area, in terms

          14        of doing a presentation, if there's interest in

          15        doing that?  So that would be one question.

          16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The answer is the

          17        newly-elected council people are welcome to submit

          18        a letter to us, just like the legislators do as

          19        well; that becomes part of the official record.  In

          20        terms of coming out, if there's a request made, we

          21        would make an effort to get out there and meet with

          22        them.

          23                    MS. JONES:  Okay.  Great.

          24                    MS. MATHIEU:  And there is a forum in

          25        Wallingford on the 8th of November.
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           1                    MS. JONES:  The day after the

           2        elections.

           3                    MS. MATHIEU:  And the other two that we

           4        have to set up might be after that as well.

           5                    MS. JONES:  Okay, great.  Thank you for

           6        that.

           7                    I'll echo what Tollie Miller said, just

           8        in terms of the concern about Tilcon.  It's

           9        wonderful that the Plan highlights the continued

          10        need for protection of Class I and Class II

          11        watersheds.  To me, it's been personally a real

          12        education in terms of how wonderful our water is.

          13        It's a hard way to learn it, by having something

          14        kind of traumatic happen in your town, but that's

          15        something we all pretty much appreciate and are

          16        really concerned about.  So that would be a

          17        question I would echo, in terms of how you can

          18        reconcile consumptive, nonconsumptive Tilcon with

          19        respect to our Class I and Class II watershed.

          20                    And, finally, I just want to bring up

          21        the whole point about water conservation ethic,

          22        because I think, again, that's something the draft

          23        plan points out.  Connecticut leads the nation in

          24        protection of high drinking water quality, but we

          25        lag in our water conservation ethic, and certain
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           1        industries -- Nestlé Corporation is kind of a

           2        poster child for this, although I would argue

           3        Niagara doesn't have a good track record, either.

           4        Companies sort of take advantage of the situation

           5        in terms of financial problems and cash-drought

           6        municipalities.  Water utilities we know are really

           7        struggling with aging infrastructure and, you know,

           8        how do you generate enough revenue to do what you

           9        need to do in terms of public health and in terms

          10        of maintaining the systems.  One concern I have and

          11        what I wonder about is whether the Plan addresses

          12        the need or ways to decouple revenue from the

          13        quantity of water sold so that all water utilities

          14        have reliable cash flows, regardless of weather and

          15        how much water they sell.  There's no incentive for

          16        these large industrial users to conserve, if they

          17        don't have to, during a drought, and it makes it

          18        tough on the water utility if they see their

          19        revenue source decline in those situations.  So I'm

          20        hopeful that the Plan at least addresses that or

          21        provides some opportunity for changes to be made in

          22        pricing structure.

          23                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, we do that,

          24        the Public Utility Regulatory Authority.

          25                    MS. JONES:  Well, I know PURA does
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           1        that.

           2                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  But you're talking

           3        about municipal --

           4                    MS. JONES:  Right.

           5                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  As the Plan

           6        progresses, we can certainly address that moving

           7        forward and make that recommendation.

           8                    MS. JONES:  Thank you.

           9                    MS. MATHIEU:  In our Plan itself,

          10        there's a policy and a pathway forward on water

          11        conservation, so the Plan doesn't go far enough.

          12        These are definitely great comments.

          13                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good comments.

          14                    MS. JONES:  I haven't read all 612

          15        pages, so obviously I need to do that.

          16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I'm sure you will.

          17                    MS. JONES:  Probably, eventually.

          18                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very

          19        much.  Further public comment?  Do you have a

          20        public comment?

          21                    MR. BURCH:  Yes, sir.

          22                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.

          23                    MR. BURCH:  Thank you.  Good afternoon.

          24        For the record, my name is Louis Burch, Citizens

          25        Campaign for the Environment.  Thank you for the
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           1        opportunity to comment.  I have a few high-level

           2        points that I would like to make about the Water

           3        Plan, and I also have some comments on the process.

           4        Just to be clear, once again, we are still

           5        reviewing the Plan, and we intend to submit more

           6        detailed comments before the end of the public

           7        comments period.

           8                    The first comment, specifically on the

           9        Water Plan, and this is a fundamental issue for us,

          10        CCE's position is that water should be used as a

          11        public trust resource and not simply a commodity

          12        and that the overall tone of this plan is somewhat

          13        lacking in that respect, starting with specifically

          14        including language around water as a public trust

          15        resource; acknowledging this reality is a critical

          16        first step.  Additionally, language to the effect

          17        that only when it makes economic sense to do so is

          18        particularly problematic when we talk about this

          19        issue.

          20                    We feel strongly that the Plan still

          21        needs stronger protections for public water

          22        supplies during times of drought.  We agree with

          23        previous comments that the Drought Plan and related

          24        drought triggers need to be updated, and based on

          25        current projected precipitation data, feel strongly
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           1        that the Plan needs a stronger emphasis on the

           2        importance of minimum streamflow standards in order

           3        to support healthy waterways for fish and aquatic

           4        wildlife.  Putting a higher premium on maintaining

           5        and enforcing the existing streamflow regulations

           6        is critical to strike a sustainable balance between

           7        the needs of a healthy environment and sustainable

           8        economic development.

           9                    I would also echo that we appreciate

          10        that the Plan recommends doing away with unused

          11        registrations, but again, in my mind, this does not

          12        get at the problem with large registered

          13        diversions.  There should be a process whereby all

          14        registered diversions in the state are reviewed.

          15                    A few concerns about the process.  Very

          16        early on in this process, CCE was approached by

          17        council staff and asked to help get the word out

          18        about the public comment period, but to be frank,

          19        and I can only speak for CCE, there's been little

          20        followthrough on this point.  For example, CCE,

          21        though we've been in communication with some of the

          22        offices, was not notified about the Simsbury

          23        hearing until the after the fact.  In the interest

          24        of providing timely and meaningful opportunities

          25        for public comment, we would have also preferred
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           1        that all of those hearing dates be scheduled in

           2        advance of the public comment period and have them

           3        conveniently organized and disseminated to the

           4        public.  For example, many of you were following,

           5        I'm sure, the CES process that recently closed, and

           6        at the opening of the CES public comment period,

           7        DEEP and PURA put out a memo that had six hearing

           8        dates, the locations, all of it went out at one

           9        time; that made it very, very straightforward and

          10        very easy to push that information out to our

          11        members, get up on our calendar, et cetera.  So

          12        moving forward, this is the type of process that

          13        makes it much more effective for and efficient for

          14        groups like mine to get this information out to the

          15        public.

          16                    Appreciate that the Outreach team will

          17        be sending out media advisories and other Outreach

          18        material via the website and social media, as well

          19        as hosting meetings for COGs and other groups at

          20        their request.  We appreciate that very much;

          21        that's a very important part of this all.  I just

          22        feel the need to emphasize, once again, the

          23        importance of getting those dates out well in

          24        advance so that members of the public have the time

          25        to review and to provide meaningful comments to the
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           1        600-plus page document.  In other words, the old

           2        rule of sending your media advisory out two days in

           3        advance of the event really would not apply in this

           4        type of situation, and we want to make sure that

           5        people have the time to review the document and put

           6        together some thoughtful comments.

           7                    Finally, and this is a really big issue

           8        for us, the Water Planning Council has shown you

           9        prioritize submissions through a Survey Monkey

          10        forum on the website, and we appreciate that this

          11        is being done in order to organize the comments and

          12        make them available for public review, but the

          13        council must understand that without providing a

          14        simple e-mail address, you actually are making it

          15        more challenging for advocacy groups to guarantee

          16        that members will participate.  From my experience,

          17        when you put together forums like this, that

          18        actually tends to limit the response that you would

          19        get from the public.  CCE raised this concern with

          20        Water Planning Council staff, who were kind enough

          21        to create an e-mail address.  That e-mail address

          22        is "deep.waterplancomments@ct.gov."  I'll read that

          23        again for the advocates in the room.  That's

          24        "deep.waterplancomments@ct.gov."

          25                    So my final comment is just that as we
�
                                                                       69


           1        move forward in --

           2                    MR. EUCALITTO:  That's not the e-mail

           3        address.

           4                    MS. MATHIEU:  That's not the e-mail

           5        address.  Linda is and Corinne is here, and if you

           6        put -- actually, it's in the handout that we just

           7        provided.  I don't want to misinform people.

           8                    MR. BURCH:  This handout?

           9                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yeah, it's on that

          10        handout, and so that's going through -- it's OPM's

          11        address and we can get that to everybody.

          12                    MR. BURCH:  Okay.  That's appreciated.

          13        I also have an address, and I double-checked this

          14        address; this was sent to me by Linda.

          15                    MS. FERRARO:  By me?

          16                    MR. BURCH:  It's

          17        deep.waterplancomments@ct.gov.

          18                    MS. FERRARO:  I don't believe I sent

          19        that to you, because it's not the correct address.

          20        I will confirm.  If you want to send me another

          21        e-mail, I don't believe that was the correct one.

          22                    MR. BURCH:  Okay.  That's the e-mail

          23        address that I received.  I just double-checked the

          24        e-mail before actually putting this all together.

          25        This, I think, is indicative of the problem that
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           1        I'm trying to describe here.  Specifically, and

           2        we'll square all that away, but what I'm asking is

           3        that there be an e-mail address that be included in

           4        any type of communications that go out; for

           5        example, this type of flyer and any other e-mails

           6        that go out, that include an e-mail address to

           7        ensure that those comments will also be counted and

           8        made available for public review.  Thank you.

           9                    MS. MATHIEU:  A couple of comments.

          10        Thank you for all of your comments.  You're right,

          11        that's why we thought that we needed an e-mail

          12        address, and we worked with OPM, and I think the

          13        address is an OPM address.  By the end of today,

          14        can we get that straightened out and sent out?  We

          15        do have it, I think, up online on that page.

          16        That's a good comment.  I agree with you that

          17        people that will never be able to upload comments,

          18        they'll say, "Boy, I'm frustrated by this process.

          19        I want to just send you e-mail."  Our preferred

          20        method is the electronic version.

          21                    I will say that we have worked really

          22        hard to try to get -- Nick, who's not here today,

          23        Gail, Linda and Corinne have worked really hard to

          24        try to work with the legislators to get the

          25        meetings in Westport and the meeting in Norwich or
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           1        somewhere in eastern Connecticut, but it's -- as we

           2        speak, we hope we are corralling the state

           3        legislators to get a date with them and get a date

           4        set up.  It's been difficult reaching out.  We have

           5        two dates coming up.  We have the public hearing on

           6        the 30th, at 6:30, at DEEP headquarters; that's the

           7        one public hearing.  That's the 30th of October.

           8        Then there's a November 8th forum, a night meeting,

           9        at seven o'clock, in Wallingford; that's Mary

          10        Mushinsky's area.  And where is that location?

          11                    MS. FERRARO:  That's at the Wallingford

          12        Town Hall.

          13                    MS. MATHIEU:  Wallingford Town Hall,

          14        seven o'clock.

          15                    MS. FERRARO:  6:30, actually.

          16                    MS. MATHIEU:  6:30.  We'll get that

          17        information out to you.  So there are two that we

          18        can publicize more.  But to your point, it's

          19        well-taken.  As soon as we set something up, we

          20        have to get the information out there, I agree with

          21        you.

          22                    MR. BURCH:  And we're certainly not

          23        insensitive to the reality of trying to schedule

          24        around legislators' schedules, either, so I want to

          25        be clear on that.  We appreciate everything the
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           1        council's doing up until now.  But once again, just

           2        wanted to get the request out there to try to

           3        settle on those dates as soon as possible.  With

           4        the public comment period, the clock is ticking,

           5        obviously.

           6                    MR. EUCALITTO:  I just want to make a

           7        comment, too.  Those are legislative forums; it's

           8        not a place for comments to be submitted by the

           9        public.  At the one in Simsbury, the council did

          10        tell people, here's how you submit comments; they

          11        told them how to go to the website.  There's one

          12        public hearing.  Those, we're being invited at the

          13        request of legislators to go.  Representative

          14        Hampton notified -- his press people sent out a

          15        notification, so . . . I don't want people to be

          16        confused.  They made clear in the notification that

          17        it's a forum.

          18                    MR. BURCH:  Yeah, and I appreciate that

          19        clarification.  And not to beat a dead horse, but

          20        just to say that had we have known about the

          21        Simsbury meeting, we may have actually been -- we

          22        have significant membership in that part of the

          23        state, and so we may have actually been able to

          24        push that out and get more people to come.

          25        Somebody made the comment before that, you know, a
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           1        handful of folks showed up.  But I made my point.

           2        Thank you all for your work and the opportunity to

           3        comment.

           4                    MS. FERRARO:  Lori, can I just make a

           5        comment?

           6                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes, go ahead, Linda.

           7                    MS. FERRARO:  The e-mail address, if

           8        anybody wants to write this down, and it is on the

           9        WPC website, under Requesting Written Comments, the

          10        address, and we'll make this more prominent,

          11        wpc@ct.gov.

          12                    MS. MATHIEU:  So, wpc --

          13                    MS. FERRARO:   wpc@ct.gov.

          14                    MS. MATHIEU:  Thank you.

          15                    MS. MINOR:  That's an e-mail address

          16        that someone who wants to comment can use?

          17                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.

          18                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.  But we would

          19        encourage people to use the other tool so that

          20        those are publicly available comments.

          21                    MS. MINOR:  I know.  Well, they're

          22        all --

          23                    MR. EUCALITTO:  It's easier to make it

          24        available to the public if you use the Survey

          25        Monkey.
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           1                    MS. MINOR:  I understand that.

           2                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Any other public

           3        comments?

           4                    MS. MINOR:  Yes.  I agree with

           5        everything people said, including complimenting the

           6        Water Planning Council on their hard work.

           7                    I was very concerned that in the merger

           8        between Eversource and Aquarion, which sets up a

           9        unique utility affecting thousands of customers,

          10        the outreach could not have been good; I know we

          11        filled out a little.  But 24 hours, 36 hours before

          12        the end of the period, exactly one member of the

          13        public had commented, and he found out because he's

          14        a financial man and he read about it in the

          15        financial news.  He also pointed out -- and the

          16        people that we then contacted were all very

          17        surprised and had a lot of questions.  The

          18        materials are extraordinarily redacted.  I told

          19        David Radka it makes the water companies look not

          20        so bad.  How the public is supposed to assess the

          21        impact of this when page after page is blacked out,

          22        I have no idea; that is not informing the public on

          23        a really important merger that will affect many

          24        people, especially in western Connecticut where

          25        Aquarion has most of the claimed service areas.
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           1                    And I just would also like to point out

           2        that this has implications for how the WUCCs will

           3        work, where I think a lot of authority has been

           4        outsourced to the WUCCs, and now it's outsourced

           5        one extra layer and it has definite, I think,

           6        potential negative impact to watershed land

           7        protection, because Eversource's land protection

           8        practices have deteriorated from the old Northeast

           9        Utilities, and there's every indication they have

          10        no particular respect for open space.  So I'm very

          11        concerned about that.  We asked for more time, we

          12        probably won't get it, but we'll keep asking until

          13        we get very clear rejections.  Thanks.

          14                    MR. EUCALITTO:  You waited until Jack

          15        left to talk about Eversource.

          16                    MS. MINOR:  I'll be glad to forward my

          17        comments.

          18                    MR. EUCALITTO:  That is the end of the

          19        agenda.  Do I have a motion to adjourn?

          20                    MS. MATHIEU:  So moved.

          21                    MS. WINGFIELD:  Second.

          22                    MR. EUCALITTO:  All in favor.

          23                      (Motion passed.)

          24                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Thanks.

          25              (Hearing adjourned at 2:13 p.m.)
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           1   STATE OF CONNECTICUT  )
                                     )  SS. AVON
           2   COUNTY OF HARTFORD    )

           3

           4              I, Ann W. Friedman, License No. 91, a notary

           5   public for the State of Connecticut, do hereby certify

           6   that the above meeting was taken before me at the Public

           7   Utilities Regulatory Authority, 10 Franklin Square, New

           8   Britain, Connecticut, on Tuesday, October 3, 2017,

           9   commencing at 12:37 p.m.

          10              I further certify that the proceeding was

          11   stenographically reported by me and subsequently

          12   transcribed as hereinbefore appears; that this is a true

          13   record to the best of my ability.

          14              I further certify that I am not related to

          15   the parties hereto or their counsel, and that I am not

          16   in any way interested in the event of said cause.

          17              Dated this 26th day of October, 2017.

          18

          19

          20

          21   ________________________________
               Ann W. Friedman, Notary Public
          22   My commission expires:  8-31-21.

          23

          24

          25
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 1                 (Commencing at 12:37 p.m.)
  


 2                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Let's call the
  


 3        meeting of the Water Planning Council to order.
  


 4                    First is the approval of the
  


 5        September 5th transcript.  Are people getting the
  


 6        transcripts?
  


 7                    MS. MATHIEU:  No.
  


 8                (Off-the-record discussion.)
  


 9                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Let's come back to
  


10        that.  We'll move to -- actually, we'll do 3 and 4
  


11        together, Outreach and the Upcoming Public Hearing
  


12        and Forums.  Lori.
  


13                    MS. MATHIEU:  So, the people that are
  


14        here, Linda, Gail, why don't you come up quickly,
  


15        Corinne, if you wouldn't mind, come on up, part of
  


16        our Outreach group.
  


17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And I just want to
  


18        say that Lori and I spoke this morning, at 8:30
  


19        this morning, to the Connecticut Conference of
  


20        Municipalities, the mayor and first selectman in
  


21        Wallingford, at their Government Affairs Committee
  


22        meeting, and we were there from 9:00 to 10:00.  I
  


23        thought it went very, very well.  There were a lot
  


24        of questions, really good questions.
  


25                    MS. MATHIEU:  Excellent.
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 1                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We got a little bit
  


 2        of input from them.  One of the things was around
  


 3        fire hydrant rental and the cost.  For example,
  


 4        Mayor Blake of Milford was there; he said he pays
  


 5        about $1.3 million a year to John's company in fire
  


 6        hydrant; yet, the MDC charges nothing.  So there's
  


 7        a real discrepancy there, and we said we would take
  


 8        a look at it.  It was really engaging, and I
  


 9        thought it went very well.
  


10                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.  There were over 70,
  


11        I think, chief elected officials there, and they
  


12        asked some really good questions about water
  


13        projects and source protection and watershed
  


14        protection and law changes and interest in
  


15        conservation, so . . .
  


16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And we also have
  


17        been out to Simsbury, since our last --
  


18                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.
  


19                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Why don't you talk
  


20        about Simsbury?
  


21                    MS. MATHIEU:  Simsbury --
  


22                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Lori, Betsey, and
  


23        I; Garrett was at the legislature.
  


24                    MS. MATHIEU:  There were three of us
  


25        there, and Jonathan Hamilton, it's his town, he
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 1        opened up the forum, and we had a handful of
  


 2        people, but very well-informed, they had great
  


 3        questions.  We presented, essentially, the core
  


 4        presentation and had a good conversation.
  


 5        Representative Hamilton was thrilled that we were
  


 6        there.
  


 7                    We're moving all in toward others, and
  


 8        Linda and Corinne and Eric, Gail and Nick and
  


 9        myself make up our team of agencies working on
  


10        outreach, so we work really hard.  We've held a
  


11        number of forums.
  


12                    Simsbury was our first public meeting
  


13        held at night, and we're working toward scheduling
  


14        more.  We have one other scheduled November 8th, I
  


15        believe, in Wallingford, Mary Mushinsky's area, and
  


16        then we have yet to schedule the next two with
  


17        Jonathan Steinberg in Westport, and we're looking
  


18        to work with Senator Austin, from Sprague, and
  


19        Senator Paul Formica, from East Lyme, to hold a
  


20        public meeting in eastern Connecticut.
  


21                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  There's a big one
  


22        on Halloween.
  


23                    MS. MATHIEU:  Then we have our public
  


24        hearing on the 30th, a pre-Halloween celebration,
  


25        at DEEP headquarters, I think at 6:30, at DEEP, 79
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 1        Elm Street; that's the one public hearing that
  


 2        we're holding and it's at night.  So we have some
  


 3        work to do to schedule the other public meetings in
  


 4        the evening in those communities.
  


 5                    Linda, if you want to talk about the
  


 6        calendar.
  


 7                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I just want to say,
  


 8        last month was really, I think, very productive,
  


 9        and we also taped our webinar, which I thought was
  


10        great.  Are we getting royalties now?
  


11                    MS. WINGFIELD:  And, Jack, also just to
  


12        mention a couple of other opportunities.  I had an
  


13        opportunity to give the standard presentation to
  


14        the DEEP Fisheries Advisory Council, which is a
  


15        very engaged and interested group.  I also, at
  


16        SEQ's last meeting, I guess it was 10 days ago,
  


17        gave the presentation also, and they were also very
  


18        interested in the topic and the information.
  


19                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Excellent.
  


20                    MS. MATHIEU:  Thank you, Betsey, for
  


21        that.
  


22                    There have been, also, a number of
  


23        things that we have been doing with Public Health.
  


24        I present every month at our local health directors
  


25        monthly call.  I presented last Friday in Boston,
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 1        the Groundwater Protection Council.  There were a
  


 2        lot of people from other states very interested in
  


 3        what we're doing and very, very interested in the
  


 4        details and what we've been able to pull together
  


 5        and very interested in the white papers.
  


 6                    Linda and I presented in Bridgeport at
  


 7        a drinking water public health forum with the local
  


 8        health director, on the 25th.
  


 9                    We also had a very interesting
  


10        opportunity to present in front of our State Health
  


11        Improvement Plan Advisory Committee, and there's a
  


12        group of Public Health stakeholders, about 20 or so
  


13        different groups represented, and a wide variety of
  


14        health interests.  They're quite interested in what
  


15        we're doing and how we're doing it.  Our
  


16        commissioner was at that meeting as well.
  


17                    So, we've done a lot.  And the webinar
  


18        is taped.  The webinar, we've all reviewed; it
  


19        looks very good.  It's momentarily going to be
  


20        posted to our Web page.  We do have to look at the
  


21        timing very carefully, because you have to time the
  


22        discussions with the slides and make sure the video
  


23        is on target, so we're tweaking those and making
  


24        those final adjustments on the webinar.  That's
  


25        what I understand is going there.
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 1                    Linda, why don't you take it away and
  


 2        give us more details?
  


 3                    MS. FERRARO:  Sure.  We have been busy.
  


 4        The council has done 15 presentations so far since
  


 5        the beginning of August, end of July, and we have
  


 6        14 more planned, so these are already events that
  


 7        are on our schedule.  So, the various members have
  


 8        been representing the council at meetings, some of
  


 9        them from more than one, but we have made sure that
  


10        the council members have been represented at all of
  


11        these presentations.
  


12                    I just wanted to add to a couple of
  


13        more that were not mentioned.  Jack did a
  


14        presentation for AARP, and that was in August, I
  


15        believe.  And, then, Jack has a couple more coming
  


16        up: the Connecticut Association of Golf
  


17        Superintendents.  We have at Yale, the School of
  


18        Public Health, Lori is going to be doing a
  


19        presentation there.  And we also have a semiannual
  


20        meeting that our commissioner holds for all the
  


21        local Health directors, it's a day-long session,
  


22        and Lori is going to be presenting there.  Those
  


23        are going really well.
  


24                    All of the COGs, we've reached out to
  


25        all of the COGs, and we have all except two of them
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 1        that we've been able to fit into our schedule.
  


 2        Unfortunately, the Metropolitan COG, they only hold
  


 3        meetings on a quarterly basis, so we weren't able
  


 4        to get onto their schedule, but their planning
  


 5        director came to our Bridgeport water forum and was
  


 6        excited about what she heard.  And at that forum,
  


 7        it was really great, EPA was there, representatives
  


 8        from Aquarion were there, so that was a very broad
  


 9        audience that we presented the Water Plan to.
  


10                    MS. MATHIEU:  And, Linda, just to
  


11        clarify, the Metropolitan COG represents what
  


12        towns?
  


13                    MS. FERRARO:  That is Bridgeport --
  


14        Fairfield County, upper Fairfield County.
  


15                    MS. MATHIEU:  It's about eight or nine
  


16        towns around greater Bridgeport.
  


17                    MS. FERRARO:  Correct.
  


18                    MS. MATHIEU:  It's one of the smaller
  


19        areas.  The executive director sat in on our Public
  


20        Health forum in Bridgeport.
  


21                    MS. FERRARO:  Right.  Fairfield,
  


22        Stratford, Trumbull, Easton, Monroe.  So, those
  


23        have been going well.
  


24                    MS. MATHIEU:  And the Northeast COG.
  


25                    MS. FERRARO:  The Northeast COG, we did
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 1        reach out to the Northeast COG.  Actually, I think
  


 2        all of us at some point have been in touch with
  


 3        John Filchak and trying to arrange a meeting up
  


 4        there, and we have not been able to get a meeting
  


 5        there.  There were some issues with John feeling as
  


 6        though the transition with elections; there were
  


 7        going to be quite a number of new members
  


 8        represented in that COG.  He's eager, though, and I
  


 9        think a lot of them, too, are eager to possibly
  


10        have some type of information meetings once we
  


11        start looking at implementation.  So that's
  


12        something, I would think, at some point we'll be
  


13        thinking about.  Right now, we're concentrating on
  


14        outreach.
  


15                    MS. MATHIEU:  One thing I just thought
  


16        of that we could do for the Northeast and maybe for
  


17        John, we could send to him just the electronic
  


18        versions of everything and say if he could get this
  


19        out to his membership.  While we can't go there and
  


20        present, because he really hasn't invited us to
  


21        anything, at least he could send this out and see
  


22        if there's elected officials that are interested
  


23        commenting before the 20th.
  


24                    MS. FERRARO:  Our team actually has
  


25        been looking at putting together some information
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 1        that all of the COGs and all of our stakeholders
  


 2        could put up on their websites with all the
  


 3        information on how to post comments, looking at the
  


 4        Water Planning Council website as the main source
  


 5        for any updates, so guiding them to driving
  


 6        everyone to that website.
  


 7                    MS. MATHIEU:  Speaking of that, the
  


 8        group has produced this document, if you want to
  


 9        speak to this a little bit.  This was well-received
  


10        today.  One of the things that Jack and I spoke
  


11        about is, we really want you to comment.  We want
  


12        you, as an elected official or town planner, read
  


13        this and give us comments and submit them
  


14        electronically.  This was well-received, this
  


15        document, because it's easy to understand.  You can
  


16        just hand it out; you can easily submit comments.
  


17        This is going to work well.  So, we could hand this
  


18        out here today as well, so people could see this
  


19        and take a look at it.  So, Gail, I'll give this
  


20        back to you.
  


21                    MS. LUCCHINA:  I have it.
  


22                    MS. MATHIEU:  Oh, good.  Thank you,
  


23        Gail.
  


24                    MS. FERRARO:  So, that's really a great
  


25        piece.  We found that in our presentations we need
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 1        to have something succinct for people to go to.
  


 2        There's actually a snapshot of what the page looks
  


 3        like in order to provide comments electrically, and
  


 4        that pretty much is a step-by-step how to submit
  


 5        comments.
  


 6                    I think you covered where we're at in
  


 7        terms of our public meetings and the public
  


 8        hearing.  And just to add to those public meetings,
  


 9        we are working on putting together a press release
  


10        that will be issued; we're basically working on the
  


11        final draft of that.  We're going to be putting the
  


12        press release out, but also having press alerts and
  


13        media alerts for all of the public events coming up
  


14        so that we can generate some more interest.  And
  


15        those media alerts, each of our agencies will be
  


16        pushing those to notify the media of some of these
  


17        events, hopefully get some media at the events
  


18        themselves, but really using those for some of the
  


19        more local news broadcasts and publications to let
  


20        people know that we're having these public
  


21        meetings.  We're expanding our e-mail list for
  


22        different organizations that we're going to be
  


23        reaching out to and really working on really
  


24        pushing the outreach efforts that we have and
  


25        opportunities for people to come and learn about
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 1        the Plan.
  


 2                    MS. MATHIEU:  To your point, once we
  


 3        finish the webinar, which is shortly going to be
  


 4        published up on the Web page.  Our idea is to use
  


 5        our social media through our State agencies and
  


 6        push that out to everyone who is on our e-mail, all
  


 7        of our e-mail lists, so everyone has a link and
  


 8        they can look at the webinar.
  


 9                    And, again, I want to congratulate
  


10        everyone here and also thank you for spending your
  


11        time to put that together, because it did take a
  


12        big effort, but it looks very, very good.  So once
  


13        you get a chance to see it -- if your e-mail is not
  


14        on our e-mail list, please let us know, because we
  


15        want to be able to push that out to everybody.  And
  


16        that's available in the next two days hopefully.
  


17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions?
  


18        Comments?
  


19                       (No response.)
  


20                    MS. MATHIEU:  There's one missing group
  


21        that we have not reached out to, which I think is
  


22        important, that's the CBIA.  We should talk about
  


23        who has a connection there and who we could talk
  


24        to.  My connection was Eric Brown and Eric is not
  


25        there anymore, from what I understand.  So if we
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 1        have a connection to CBIA, we'd like to -- is Eric
  


 2        still there, at CBIA?
  


 3                    MR. EUCALITTO:  I can talk to the CBIA.
  


 4                    MS. MATHIEU:  Okay.  Thank you.
  


 5                    MS. FERRARO:  Just before we leave, I
  


 6        just want to make sure folks know that the core
  


 7        presentation that the team put together is on the
  


 8        website, so that is up.  I know people were eager
  


 9        for that, and so that is up on the website.  The
  


10        website's going to be updated; we're getting new
  


11        information out.  Any questions?
  


12                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions?
  


13        Comments?
  


14                       (No response.)
  


15                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I just want to say
  


16        thank you very much for really keeping the ball
  


17        moving here.  A lot of great work from you and your
  


18        Outreach committee.  Appreciate it.
  


19                    MS. FERRARO:  Thank you.
  


20                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think we've taken
  


21        care of 4 as well.
  


22                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Agenda Item 1:  I did
  


23        check our website, ct.gov/water, and the minutes
  


24        are posted online.  All of them have been posted.
  


25                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Do you want to
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 1        approve them as submitted?
  


 2                    MS. WINGFIELD:  An evolution of
  


 3        thought, if there's actually a transcript, do we
  


 4        need to approve them?  I thought that was the piece
  


 5        that we were going look at.
  


 6                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yeah, I don't think
  


 7        we have to approve them.  We can just accept the
  


 8        transcript as submitted.
  


 9                    MS. WINGFIELD:  If I could request that
  


10        when the transcripts posted, Water Planning Council
  


11        committee members get a link.  That would be very
  


12        helpful.
  


13                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  So do you
  


14        want to accept the transcript as submitted?
  


15                    MS. MATHIEU:  I make a motion.
  


16                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Second.
  


17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made and
  


18        seconded to accept the transcript as submitted.
  


19        Questions?  If not, all in favor say aye.
  


20                      (Motion passed.)
  


21                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.  That's
  


22        what we'll do, we'll accept it as submitted.
  


23                    Water Planning Council Advisory Group.
  


24        Good afternoon.
  


25                    MR. HUDAK:  Would you like me to start?
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 1                    MS. DeLIMA:  Yes, please.
  


 2                    MR. HUDAK:  At our September 19th
  


 3        meeting, we discussed Fred Klein's candidacy to
  


 4        fill the electric power vacancy; the group was
  


 5        supportive of that.  Fred does have more than 30
  


 6        years of experience in energy, water and utility
  


 7        industries.  Is that your pleasure, how you want to
  


 8        proceed, Jack?
  


 9                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would,
  


10        absolutely.  I've talked to Fred, and he's very
  


11        enthusiastic about on coming on the Water Planning
  


12        Council Advisory Group.  So please make a motion.
  


13                    MS. MATHIEU:  I'll make a motion.
  


14                    MS. WINGFIELD:  Second.
  


15                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made that
  


16        Attorney Fred Klein be appointed to the Water
  


17        Planning Council Advisory Group for purposes of
  


18        filling the electricity sector seat on that group.
  


19        Any questions on the motion?  If not, all in favor
  


20        say aye.
  


21                      (Motion carried.)
  


22                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion's carried.
  


23        Congratulations to Fred, and we'll get a letter out
  


24        to him appointing him.
  


25                    MR. HUDAK:  Thank you.  We have three
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 1        subgroups in play right now.  One is Membership
  


 2        Composition, and we have -- both the group as a
  


 3        whole discussed that at the last meeting and also
  


 4        the subgroup met since that time.  We're looking
  


 5        at -- there's an ongoing conversation; we're
  


 6        looking at the balance among consumptive and
  


 7        nonconsumptive uses and matching up individual
  


 8        members with the statutory categories.  It's not as
  


 9        clear-cut a task as you might think.
  


10                    Some categories are unfilled, like
  


11        boating and endangered species; however, some
  


12        represented intersect and cross over into those
  


13        categories.  Some members represent interests not
  


14        listed in statute.  So it comes down to, while the
  


15        statute says "May include this list of 15," does
  


16        that mean it may also include others?  There was
  


17        some confusion on that point.
  


18                    As far as crossover, for example, Len
  


19        DeJong represents recreation, but certainly boating
  


20        could be a subset of that.  I'm a regional water
  


21        supplier; most people call it consumptive use, but
  


22        we also engage in land conservation, which is
  


23        another category.
  


24                    On paper, we've got 20 membership slots
  


25        as it stands now.  We went through an exercise
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 1        where we assigned each to consumptive or
  


 2        nonconsumptive.  There wasn't a hundred percent
  


 3        agreement on who was nonconsumptive and consumptive
  


 4        at times, but I think it's fair to say that the
  


 5        consumptive uses did have an edge.  But it also
  


 6        doesn't mean that's currently problematic.  We
  


 7        generally reach decisions by consensus.  We also
  


 8        have the subgroup process, where we can find
  


 9        balance by looking at specific issues and
  


10        assembling groups in that manner.  So we have a
  


11        subcommittee currently fleshing that out, and we're
  


12        going to be reporting our findings at the next
  


13        Advisory group meeting.
  


14                    The second ad hoc committee is the
  


15        Implementation Framework, which is on hold, based
  


16        on out last meeting with you, pending development
  


17        of our operating procedures, and we do have another
  


18        group working on the operating procedures and you
  


19        should have a draft in front of you.  I will
  


20        emphasize, this is a work in progress, it's not a
  


21        final, but it opens up with an Article I, kind of
  


22        with the purpose and statutory reference for the
  


23        Advisory group.  Section 1 actually is a number of
  


24        categories, again quoted from statute.  Again, we
  


25        could use some feedback on that on the "may
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 1        include," and it may be that we just kind of strike
  


 2        this section and say the members are appointed in
  


 3        accordance with Statute 25-33.
  


 4                    Regarding alternates, that's another
  


 5        point of discussion.  In practice, we've had
  


 6        individual members appoint their alternate, kind of
  


 7        self-appoint.  There's a question as to whether
  


 8        alternates should be from the same organization or
  


 9        could they be from same interest but a different
  


10        organization, so there's some different viewpoints
  


11        on that.  Also, whether they require approval by
  


12        the Advisory group or the Water Planning Council is
  


13        another point of discussion.
  


14                    We do have a provision to remove
  


15        members for lack of attendance; that's something
  


16        that we would want to be rare, but we wanted to
  


17        emphasize the importance of attending meetings.
  


18                    In Article III, we address co-chairs.
  


19        It's stated here, one co-chair has to represent
  


20        nonconsumptive or in-stream uses; the other has to
  


21        represent out-of-stream uses or consumptive uses.
  


22        Appointment of chairs is with the odd-numbered
  


23        years; meaning, essentially, two-year terms that
  


24        can be renewed.  I forgot to mention that members
  


25        were four-year terms as proposed.
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 1                    Article IV goes on to talk about
  


 2        workgroup appointments.  We have both standing
  


 3        workgroups and ad hoc workgroups.  Standing
  


 4        workgroups can be established by the Advisory group
  


 5        or the Water Planning Council.  The workgroups are
  


 6        not necessarily restricted to members of the
  


 7        Advisory group; we can bring in subject-matter
  


 8        experts as needed, which has been the case in past
  


 9        workgroups.
  


10                    We go on to Article V to address
  


11        meetings and quorums, voting.
  


12                    And that's essentially it.  I would say
  


13        that this summarizes our questions at this point.
  


14        One, does the use of the words "may include,"
  


15        enabling statute regarding represented interests,
  


16        allow other interests as well?  Past practice says
  


17        yes.  Selection of member alternates, do they need
  


18        to be from the same organization and do they need
  


19        to be approved by the Advisory group and/or the
  


20        Water Planning Council?  We're also talking about
  


21        logistics, like when did current member terms
  


22        start; if we adopt these rules, should they be
  


23        staggered?  And we may need a little bit more
  


24        administrative support to track attendance and
  


25        terms, so find an official way to do that.
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 1                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


 2        much.  You've put a great deal of time and effort
  


 3        into this.  It's a nice framework.
  


 4                    MR. HUDAK:  Any questions?
  


 5                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yes.  I know this is
  


 6        still a draft, a work in progress, but I'll just
  


 7        raise a few issues.  On "may include," I don't know
  


 8        of anywhere in the statute that would limit it to
  


 9        that; that's why they would include "may include."
  


10        Others who have been around the legislature longer,
  


11        but when I worked on the language changing that
  


12        section of the statute, our intent was not to limit
  


13        it to those.  So, that's that the "may include"
  


14        portion.
  


15                    The appointment section you have under
  


16        Article II, Section 2, it says that any recommended
  


17        appointments shall be voted on by the Water
  


18        Planning Council Advisory Group, subject to
  


19        approval by the Water Planning Council.  I mean,
  


20        the statute gives the power to Water Planning
  


21        Council, who they put on there, so I think this
  


22        goes beyond the statutory construct.  For instance,
  


23        if the council wanted to appoint someone that the
  


24        Advisory group necessarily didn't vote on, it
  


25        shouldn't limit the council's ability to do that,
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 1        just citing for statutory purposes.
  


 2                    MR. HUDAK:  So we could say "may
  


 3        recommend," or something like that?
  


 4                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.
  


 5                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Just like we did
  


 6        today with Fred Klein.
  


 7                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.  I think
  


 8        Section 3 about attendance -- or Section 4, I think
  


 9        it would be helpful if the Water Planning Council
  


10        was made aware that someone has not been present
  


11        for three or four or however many different
  


12        meetings, so not necessarily wait for the Advisory
  


13        group to vote and provide notice before they tell
  


14        the council.  I think the council should be made
  


15        aware of that, too.
  


16                    Those are the first things that stood
  


17        out to me.  I know this is just a work in progress,
  


18        so I'm just finding that now.
  


19                    MR. HUDAK:  That's helpful.  Thank you.
  


20        Do you have more questions?
  


21                    MS. MATHIEU:  One thing that I
  


22        mentioned previously about the Advisory group is
  


23        Public Health representation.  When Linda and I
  


24        were at the Public Health gathering, a number of
  


25        Public Health gatherings, there's many, many groups
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 1        that are out there that have no idea about what
  


 2        we're doing here and how it links to Public Health.
  


 3        We would like to be able to, and we're getting
  


 4        close to being able to, identify at least two
  


 5        people that would represent Public Health
  


 6        advocates.  So we are going to be bringing those
  


 7        people forward in the next couple of months for
  


 8        consideration for sitting on the Advisory group,
  


 9        and they would represent various interests, whether
  


10        it's the Public Health Foundation, Public Health
  


11        Association, Children's Health Network, oral
  


12        health.  There's a group of oral health people that
  


13        are very interested.  We received a lot of comments
  


14        and questions about consumption of water,
  


15        children's health, infant health, fluoride, all
  


16        sorts of things, so there's a lot of interest
  


17        there.  We talked about up and coming emergent
  


18        contaminants that are quite interesting, PFCs and
  


19        fluorinated compounds, which is an upcoming issue
  


20        in our state.
  


21                    Again, I just want to -- maybe I'm just
  


22        making a statement.  I don't know how it fits into
  


23        what you're talking about, and Garrett's point
  


24        about "may," I think it allows, the statute's
  


25        permissive in allowing other groups, but the
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 1        statute also says "shall" balance consumptive
  


 2        versus nonconsumptive; it does say that.  You
  


 3        mentioned that consumptive sort of outweighs right
  


 4        now nonconsumptive.
  


 5                    Anyway, we're going to tee up a few
  


 6        people that are very interested in participating
  


 7        and want to be an active part of this discussion
  


 8        moving forward.
  


 9                    MR. HUDAK:  I would speak to one
  


10        concern that I've heard in discussions is that
  


11        making the group too big, and in light of our
  


12        difficulties assembling of quorums for meetings or
  


13        just being able to efficiently get things done, so
  


14        that's something to weigh as move forward.  I would
  


15        add, too, this side wants two, then this side wants
  


16        two, pretty soon you have 30 people, so . . .
  


17                    MS. MATHIEU:  We're not adding 10
  


18        people.  We're going to be adding a couple of
  


19        select people that are very, very interested.  And,
  


20        again, I'll go back to my statement before.  I
  


21        don't think Public Health has been represented
  


22        really at all, and there are so many people
  


23        interested, so many groups very, very interested,
  


24        asking very good questions about what the Plan
  


25        means to children's health, for instance.  What do
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 1        you say in the Plan about children's health and
  


 2        water consumption?  Well, you know, we have to dig
  


 3        pretty hard and deep to find something that would
  


 4        be protective of childhood health.  Where do we
  


 5        speak to that?  So they're good questions, and I
  


 6        think those voices need to be heard during the
  


 7        Advisory committee meetings and those discussions.
  


 8                    MR. HUDAK:  We have David Knauf on the
  


 9        group as well, the Darien Public Health Director.
  


10                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Public Health is on
  


11        already; that's a component.  We just don't have
  


12        active Public Health participation, is that not
  


13        correct?  We're not adding a new category.
  


14                    MS. MATHIEU:  There is one person, who
  


15        is Health Director.
  


16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.  My point is
  


17        that we're not making it any larger than it's been.
  


18        I mean, people just have not been active in the
  


19        process from the Public Health community.  Let's be
  


20        fair here.
  


21                    MS. MATHIEU:  No, that's true.  I
  


22        agree.  They have one Health Director, but --
  


23                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We should not be
  


24        critical of the group.
  


25                    MS. MATHIEU:  Oh, no, I'm not
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 1        criticizing.  I'm just saying --
  


 2                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I just want to
  


 3        clarify that.
  


 4                    MS. MATHIEU:  No, no, that's not what
  


 5        I'm saying.  What I'm saying is --
  


 6                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The point is, we're
  


 7        not making it any bigger, there's a slot for Public
  


 8        Health, and we just want to find a person that's
  


 9        going to be active.
  


10                    MS. MATHIEU:  Well, I'm saying that
  


11        it's possible that we're looking to add more people
  


12        beyond the group today, because it says "may," and
  


13        it says that you could add others that might be
  


14        necessary moving forward that are interested, and
  


15        that's why it's permissive and not saying there's
  


16        only 15, forget it, you're never going to add any
  


17        more.
  


18                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
  


19                    MS. MATHIEU:  So I'll bring up the
  


20        people, and we'll talk about it here, people that
  


21        are interested, and we'll have a conversation about
  


22        it.  There are very good comments that are out
  


23        there in the Public Health area.  So, anyway,
  


24        thanks.
  


25                    MS. WINGFIELD:  I do think what's
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 1        important, and Lori raised this and John raised it,
  


 2        is this balance concept, and in the analysis that
  


 3        the Advisory group went through, there isn't
  


 4        necessarily balance now between consumptive and
  


 5        nonconsumptive.  So if we are considering making it
  


 6        bigger, we need to make sure that at the same time
  


 7        that we achieve balance.  I'm assuming Public
  


 8        Health would go on the consumptive side of the
  


 9        equation, which would presently put it further out
  


10        of balance, so we need to figure out how going to
  


11        address that issue.
  


12                    MS. MATHIEU:  I don't know where Public
  


13        Health would end up, consumptive or nonconsumptive;
  


14        I'm not sure.  It's worth a discussion, and it's
  


15        worth the interest, and there's a series of groups,
  


16        again, that are very interested in what we're doing
  


17        and would have some input into this Plan.  Anyway,
  


18        thank you for your time.
  


19                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret, do you
  


20        want to add anything?
  


21                    MS. MINOR:  Yeah.  In response to what
  


22        was on the agenda here, the Watershed Lands Group
  


23        brought to the Water Planning Council Advisory
  


24        Group two issues that had arisen in the Lands
  


25        group, and I was given instructions to make very
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 1        cautious remarks on the reaction of the Advisory
  


 2        group, which possibly I was supposed to mail around
  


 3        before I made my cautious remarks, so they're going
  


 4        to be even more cautious than they would have been.
  


 5                    The two issues that came up, one had to
  


 6        do with sewer lines through drinking water
  


 7        watersheds, no surprise, and the group, and I think
  


 8        particularly Aaron Budris, was interested in some
  


 9        sort of standards or guidelines or criteria.  We
  


10        have an interesting precedential case here, so do
  


11        we have criteria that will be derived from that or
  


12        not?  I think my assignment was to tell you that we
  


13        discussed that issue; at least some people thought
  


14        it was important enough that it should be brought
  


15        to your attention that we discussed it, and we
  


16        decided to pass it on so it would be on your radar.
  


17        So, that was one issue that came up in the Lands
  


18        group.
  


19                    The other was the coordination of State
  


20        plans with respect to drinking water watershed
  


21        lands, and the three plans we're looking at are the
  


22        Green Plan, the State Plan of Conservation and
  


23        Development, which is up for comment, and of course
  


24        the State Water Plan.  And the general
  


25        recommendation of the group was that, I guess we
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 1        all at the Water Planning Council should be aware
  


 2        that these plans should be consistent.
  


 3                    And I can mention that I also am on the
  


 4        Natural Heritage Open Space and Land Acquisition
  


 5        Review Board, which is the review board that
  


 6        overlooks State grants -- well, we mostly
  


 7        approve -- the State grants for land acquisition,
  


 8        and again the issue of the three plans came up.
  


 9        The Green Plan, which is finished, incidentally,
  


10        and so this one did not go by the Water Planning
  


11        Council Advisory Group, but in the subsequent
  


12        meeting, most everybody felt the Green Plan was
  


13        very good on this issue.  So, you know, at this
  


14        moment, the plans do not seem particularly
  


15        well-coordinated, so that was discussed as
  


16        something council might want to keep their eye on.
  


17                    I think that, to go back to John and
  


18        some of the others, I think it was more than an
  


19        edge, the difference between consumptive and
  


20        nonconsumptive representatives, a fairly
  


21        significant difference, and I think it has made a
  


22        difference in the conclusions that we've reached
  


23        and the reports that we've submitted.  We have been
  


24        a very good group to work with, I think everybody
  


25        agrees with that, and we have reached a positive
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 1        consensus on almost all things.  Nevertheless, I do
  


 2        feel we're outweighed, and the numbers that
  


 3        Virginia counted were significant, and I don't
  


 4        think they're in the minutes; it might be because
  


 5        there were one or two representatives that we
  


 6        weren't sure what category to put them in.  My
  


 7        memory is that there was a pretty clear outweighing
  


 8        of interests, with consumptive outweighing
  


 9        nonconsumptive.
  


10                    To jump, then, just to comment on the
  


11        council's comments, I think all of Garrett's
  


12        comments were very well put, very much on point,
  


13        and hit on things we've discussed somewhat
  


14        inconclusively, so thank you.  For instance, that
  


15        "may," the significance of that "may" we talked
  


16        about for a long time.
  


17                    The Public Health, I would just mention
  


18        that it's hard to know where Public Health fits
  


19        into some of the work that we do.  There is --
  


20        there should be adequate representation as the
  


21        statute is written.  I, by coincidence, this
  


22        morning was speaking to a physician in the, let's
  


23        say, generally Pomperaug area, and she said nobody
  


24        in her area has been drinking -- she has not drunk
  


25        her water for 20 years.  The only person in her
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 1        neighborhood that got good water got such a
  


 2        trickle, this neighbor decided to frac for more
  


 3        water and now she has the same problems: iron, 40
  


 4        times above the recommended limit; manganese, so
  


 5        much manganese that you can't do your white linens
  


 6        at home.  What concerns me, not just that this
  


 7        exists, that the kind of water treatment systems
  


 8        that people are having to put in are very expensive
  


 9        and even so, probably will not yield the water that
  


10        they want to drink.  It will yield water for all
  


11        other household uses, including the kitchen, which
  


12        will have a separate, it will be a general
  


13        treatment: you chlorinate, you dechlorinate.  But
  


14        then for the kitchen, for washing dishes, or for
  


15        bathing, there's another installation you have to
  


16        put in to get the water better, healthier.  And
  


17        then, still, the physician I was speaking to said
  


18        she probably wouldn't be drinking the water.  I'm
  


19        concerned about this because, you know, unless
  


20        these people's needs are taken care of somehow or
  


21        other that at the same time protects our
  


22        high-quality stream water and we know this is a
  


23        stressed basin, where are we going with this?  So
  


24        I'm concerned both from the point of view of health
  


25        and also that here's a whole neighborhood where
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 1        people just take it for granted that they buy
  


 2        bottled water.  And I don't know if it's four
  


 3        houses or six or whatever.  I know the area
  


 4        generally.  I didn't get into how many houses, but
  


 5        there is the same problem this doctor mentioned,
  


 6        some of her neighbors say, "Why would you want to
  


 7        know what's in your water?  You won't be able to
  


 8        sell your house."  I said, "I've certainly heard
  


 9        that."  And she, being a doctor, said, "That's
  


10        ridiculous.  We're living there.  We need to know
  


11        what's in our water."  But there is another point
  


12        of view.  That was my morning's adventure, which
  


13        was very much with concerns on both sides:  What
  


14        does it mean for our high-quality aquifers, our
  


15        high-quality streams, and what does it mean for
  


16        health and what's available for people?
  


17                    Having strayed, when we get to the
  


18        public comment section, I have two comments that
  


19        are not related to what the -- at least not closely
  


20        to what the Water Planning Council Advisory Group
  


21        discussed, so like to throw those in at the end.
  


22                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.  Any
  


23        comments or follow-up?  Lori.
  


24                    MS. MATHIEU:  I'm interested in what
  


25        your Lands group is talking about, because I don't
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 1        know how we can further that conversation.
  


 2                    MS. MINOR:  I think Karen is leaving on
  


 3        vacation, but maybe you'd like to come to Lands
  


 4        group and we could talk about it.
  


 5                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.
  


 6                    MS. MINOR:  That's easy.
  


 7                    MS. MATHIEU:  That's easy.
  


 8                    MR. HUDAK:  I would think the timing of
  


 9        some of those recommendations, jives well with the
  


10        Conservation Development Plan comments as well.
  


11                    MS. MINOR:  I think so, yes.
  


12                    MS. MATHIEU:  Right.  And the comment
  


13        due date, I think, is the 16th of October.
  


14                    MS. MINOR:  If there's trouble setting
  


15        up a meeting before then, perhaps we could arrange
  


16        a conference call, so it wouldn't necessarily be a
  


17        group meeting, but whoever is on the call could
  


18        convey some of your ideas to the wider group.
  


19                    MS. MATHIEU:  Right.  So, certainly, I
  


20        agree on your comment about the Green Plan.  The
  


21        Green Plan, in our opinion -- we've reviewed it,
  


22        we're a big part of that, working with DEEP, in
  


23        providing information.  I think the Green Plan is
  


24        excellent.  I think it makes a good linkage to what
  


25        we're talking about, the State Water Plan, C and D
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 1        Plan, our agency's commenting on as well.  And the
  


 2        sewer line item, obviously the order has been
  


 3        issued there in the Torrington-Goshen situation,
  


 4        and we have, as a department, just ongoing internal
  


 5        discussions about how to deal with things moving
  


 6        forward, and sewer lines within Public Works
  


 7        watersheds, in particular, and what's the public
  


 8        policy and what should be the public policy.  We
  


 9        know that some of this controversial.  We know what
  


10        the C and D Plan used to say; we know the use in
  


11        the C and D Plan is not there now.  Moving forward,
  


12        what does the Health department want to do, so
  


13        we're having some internal discussions about that.
  


14                    MS. MINOR:  Let's try to get together.
  


15        We are thinking of comments on the Plan in
  


16        Conservation and Development.  The standard that
  


17        we'd like to see, I think, is generally we, you
  


18        know, some people I talked to on the Green Plan,
  


19        and if I recall the old language, the old language
  


20        in the old plan of Conservation and Development was
  


21        good, so that's the direction we'd be looking, and
  


22        perhaps we can talk so we can at least share views,
  


23        even if we can't do anything more formal.
  


24                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Garrett.
  


25                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Pertaining to C and D,
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 1        we're working on that right now at OPM.  Unlike
  


 2        some other plans, though, it is legislatively
  


 3        driven; they get to dictate what's in the Plan.
  


 4        Our staff at OPM is assigned to work for the
  


 5        legislature community, work with the statute of the
  


 6        Plan.  So, they are doing that.  This version and
  


 7        the previous version, the statute changed to make
  


 8        it bottom up.  The local plans and regional plans
  


 9        feed into the State Plan, and, really, if there's a
  


10        disconnect between plans, our staff, Dan and Bruce
  


11        and Eric and Patrick, would love to meet with
  


12        anyone who has concerns because the statute says
  


13        that other plans are supposed to be consistent with
  


14        the State plans C and D, not the other way around.
  


15        So that's something that I would encourage you to
  


16        meet with Dan and talk about.
  


17                    MS. MINOR:  Karen Burnaska, who is my
  


18        cochair, did go to a presentation by Dan and Eric
  


19        and found it very informative.  I think we've all
  


20        read at least key parts of the Plan.  The bottom
  


21        up, which you all call it, I think the New Jersey
  


22        method, where you start at the local and you go up
  


23        and you bring the Plan, I think, as I recall, in
  


24        the New Jersey approach, there's supposed to be a
  


25        final meeting where the localities sign off on the
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 1        Plan, and as I recall last time, the very good -- I
  


 2        think it was Bruce and Dan last time doing the
  


 3        Plan, they said there wasn't time to go back to get
  


 4        that final step.  So I just wanted to point out
  


 5        that without that final step, that's one reason the
  


 6        plans don't get coordinated.
  


 7                    MR. EUCALITTO:  I mean, I will say, the
  


 8        legislature, they can do what they want with this.
  


 9        We have gone out to -- I think they've gone out to
  


10        almost every single COG for presentations and
  


11        discussions on this, and there's plenty of time to
  


12        make changes to it as well.
  


13                    MS. MINOR:  Thank you.
  


14                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


15        Anything further from the WPCAG?
  


16                       (No response.)
  


17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  WUCC?
  


18                    MS. MATHIEU:  So, WUCC continues to
  


19        work on the third document, as well as the
  


20        integrative report.  The meeting's coming up in
  


21        October.  We'll move that forward in great deal.  A
  


22        lot of information is being gathered by the water
  


23        utilities, and the integrative report speaks to the
  


24        50-year part of the Plan and looks at projections
  


25        and water supply in areas.  So if you're at all
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 1        interested, I continue to encourage all of you to
  


 2        attend those meetings, which are being held
  


 3        monthly.  A draft integrative report is due to the
  


 4        department, I believe in February or March, coming
  


 5        up soon.  So if you're at all interested in that
  


 6        process, that's moving forward.  The next stage of
  


 7        the process ends after a two-year period, which is
  


 8        in June of next year.  After the integrative report
  


 9        is completed and moved forward, there is an
  


10        executive summary, and then the last final piece is
  


11        pulling all of the three regional plans together
  


12        into one plan for the state.  So that's moving
  


13        forward, and we're on time and on budget.  I do see
  


14        one of our co-chairs in the audience, if he has
  


15        anything to add.  Dan?  No comment?
  


16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Excellent.
  


17                    MS. MATHIEU:  Thank you.
  


18                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions on
  


19        WUCC?
  


20                       (No response.)
  


21                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Under
  


22        Business, Discussion of remaining funds, I guess we
  


23        want to know exactly how much we have left.
  


24                    MR. EUCALITTO:  The exact amount hasn't
  


25        changed since the last time we talked about this.
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 1        We did not incur additional expenses, because we
  


 2        directed them to stop any work so they could
  


 3        reserve it to finalize the Plan after comments that
  


 4        incorporate changes.  I can get the exact amount
  


 5        and send that around.
  


 6                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  It was around 23.
  


 7                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah, I think it's a
  


 8        little -- yeah, I think it's around 23, and then
  


 9        you would subtract what would be the administrative
  


10        costs.
  


11                    MS. MATHIEU:  So, the time clock is
  


12        running on us.  So, the end of the comment period
  


13        is November 20th.  We are to then produce a
  


14        document which addresses all the comments under the
  


15        statute, it's a requirement, and we are to
  


16        hand-deliver the Plan to the governor and
  


17        committees by the first of January.  So the idea
  


18        was to move and utilize those funds almost right
  


19        away.  I think we have to start moving on, talking
  


20        to who we pick and getting that in place and making
  


21        a decision as to how we're going to utilize those
  


22        funds.  An idea that we've already discussed is to
  


23        contract CDM to produce that document, rewrite the
  


24        Plan where it needs to be rewritten, address
  


25        comments, and finalize the Plan and use those funds
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 1        to do that.  So I think we need to possibly
  


 2        finalize our discussions and say that we're okay
  


 3        with all of that and move forward now.
  


 4                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think we had
  


 5        decided a while back, I think somebody made the
  


 6        motion, Betsey, maybe you did, that the remaining
  


 7        funds were going to be earmarked for helping us
  


 8        compile the final report.
  


 9                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.
  


10                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We also talked
  


11        about additional money needed, so we have to figure
  


12        out we're going to do that, and I believe that's a
  


13        work in progress.
  


14                    MR. EUCALITTO:  So, what I could --
  


15                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  It's not the time
  


16        to be discussing the need for dollars in the state
  


17        right now.
  


18                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.  I mean, what I
  


19        can do is, I can ask to prepare to bring CDM on
  


20        board to close it out so that they're ready to pull
  


21        the trigger on that.  We can talk about additional
  


22        money; I'm not going to my boss on that today.
  


23                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I can't imagine why
  


24        not.  Betsey?
  


25                    MS. WINGFIELD:  Nothing.
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 1                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We're going to have
  


 2        a conference call set up in the near future with
  


 3        the Army Corps of Engineers looking at futuristic
  


 4        funding.
  


 5                    MS. WINGFIELD:  So, my understanding is
  


 6        that the Corps money is available for
  


 7        implementation, but not for Plan development; is
  


 8        that correct?
  


 9                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Correct.
  


10                    MS. WINGFIELD:  So it's the future,
  


11        post-approval of the Plan.
  


12                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Correct.  It's very
  


13        interesting today that, I should point out, that
  


14        the mayors and first selectmen were very sensitive
  


15        to dollars and asked, Does this plan mean that
  


16        we're going to be charged more, are there going to
  


17        be assessments put back on the town.  They were
  


18        pretty cranked up about that, I'd say; wouldn't
  


19        you?
  


20                    MS. MATHIEU:  Right.  And there was
  


21        comment from a town that has a lot of watershed, a
  


22        lot of watershed land in it, and the first
  


23        selectwoman stood up and said, "Well, how are you
  


24        going to compensate us?  Because we lose a lot of
  


25        tax dollars because of this."  I've heard that a
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 1        number of times, not just from that selectperson,
  


 2        but others.  To me, that's something with Karen, I
  


 3        think we should talk about that.  That's a real
  


 4        serious issue I've heard a number of times.  These
  


 5        lands are held for the watersheds, and they stand
  


 6        up and say, "Well, we don't drink this water.  How
  


 7        do we benefit?  We lose because of these lands."
  


 8        Is that something to consider and think about?
  


 9        That was another comment.
  


10                    MS. MINOR:  It's constant, I think,
  


11        more so as water companies are looking for more
  


12        money.  But it goes back, Lori, when we were in
  


13        Groton working on the drinking water quality
  


14        management plan; the upland towns, Ledyard,
  


15        Montville, What's in it for us to make your water
  


16        downstream healthier, you know, why can't we have
  


17        sewers and water facilities, or whatever, from the
  


18        State?  So it's an old problem.  I think it's
  


19        getting more severe.
  


20                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.  And with the towns
  


21        like that, there's a number of them, there's
  


22        probably 10 or 15 of them that are like that, that
  


23        have large tracks of water company land.
  


24                    MS. MINOR:  The Burlington area, too.
  


25                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes, agreed.
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 1                    So, just a question.  Do we have a
  


 2        decision, then, to move forward?  Because I think
  


 3        we have to get everything moving right away so that
  


 4        we can, probably beginning of November, have the
  


 5        contracting secured so that we can, after the 20th
  


 6        or maybe even before the 20th, hit the ground
  


 7        running.
  


 8                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think Karen has
  


 9        agreed to do that already.
  


10                    MS. MATHIEU:  Very good, because I'm
  


11        very mindful of the timing here.  We're kind of
  


12        running out of time.  So that's good.  Thank you.
  


13                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Speaking of
  


14        comments, this is a nice segue into a little bit of
  


15        discussion of response to comments.  There's one
  


16        letter for my signature going out to the DECD
  


17        commissioner, and we did receive another letter
  


18        from the legislature that we wanted -- we had some
  


19        comments on it.  I think that everything should go
  


20        through the Chair, on behalf of the council, things
  


21        that can be responded to.  Obviously, you guys are
  


22        going to be looking at whatever I send out, so we
  


23        have consensus on whatever responses we make, but
  


24        we also get -- like for one particular group, we
  


25        got hundreds of -- well, it was on a petition,
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 1        actually; we would not respond to those by
  


 2        individual letters.  Historically, we have
  


 3        responded.
  


 4                    MS. MATHIEU:  Right.  So, Corinne had
  


 5        pointed out -- Corinne, Linda, and the team
  


 6        developed the electronic filing system for
  


 7        comments.  There is an electronic response that is
  


 8        provided back, Corinne; is that correct?
  


 9                    MS. FITTING:  Correct.
  


10                    MS. MATHIEU:  So if you want to just
  


11        mention that quickly.
  


12                    MS. FITTING:  It previously was just a
  


13        sort of "Thank you for your comments."  We've
  


14        recently expanded it to say a little bit about what
  


15        will be done with the comments.  We're going to
  


16        take them into consideration for finalization of
  


17        the Plan.  We've just sort of expanded it so people
  


18        will have a better idea that their comments will be
  


19        taken into consideration.
  


20                    MS. MATHIEU:  That's one thing that's
  


21        being done, which is good, but then we have these
  


22        other --
  


23                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Unique
  


24        circumstances come before us when we get a letter
  


25        from a group of legislators that we have to -- the
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 1        question is:  They're legislators, do we wait?
  


 2        It's not like we have to respond to this letter
  


 3        tomorrow, either.  I mean, this could also be
  


 4        something we could do, we have until December,
  


 5        quite frankly.
  


 6                    MS. MATHIEU:  True.
  


 7                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I don't want to
  


 8        get -- you know, we have to be very careful about
  


 9        speaking in one tongue here, so we're not going to
  


10        be having different types of reactions to letters
  


11        like that coming in.
  


12                    MR. EUCALITTO:  When it comes to
  


13        legislators, I think it's drafted by a legislative
  


14        aide and it goes back to the legislative aide; the
  


15        legislator might not see it.  So I think probably
  


16        the most effective way to handle legislators, who
  


17        have to vote on this, is to thank them for it and
  


18        offer for you or one other member to meet with them
  


19        and talk, maybe after the public comment period
  


20        closed, explain what's in the Plan so that they
  


21        have a better understanding.  I think a one-on-one
  


22        explanation of it would be helpful to them.  They
  


23        have a lot of things they're responding to.
  


24                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I agree.  I think
  


25        the less we put in writing, probably the better,
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 1        from my past experience, and that we well can do
  


 2        the interpersonal contact with them.  Betsey.
  


 3                    MS. WINGFIELD:  I think what's really
  


 4        important, and this came up in terms of the
  


 5        response of the Department of Economic and
  


 6        Community Development Commissioner, is that the
  


 7        response be neutral, "Thank you for your comments,
  


 8        and we will consider them during the process," but
  


 9        not engage in endorsing or sort of recognizing any
  


10        of the policy standards.  Everyone's on equal
  


11        footing in terms of the comments and as we process
  


12        them.
  


13                    MS. MATHIEU:  And I would agree with
  


14        that.  I think that's a good idea.  I think Gail's
  


15        already drafted something.  You have something teed
  


16        up already, Gail, to respond, which I think Debbie
  


17        sends to me.
  


18                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would always
  


19        share, you know, even if it's something relatively
  


20        simple, I'd share it with people before it goes
  


21        out, quick look at it.  It sounds like we have a
  


22        procedure set up like our docket procedure here
  


23        when someone is going to weigh in on a rate case,
  


24        or something like that, they get an announcement of
  


25        any closing of the docket, and that's what we're
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 1        doing with you.  Any other comments on
  


 2        correspondence?
  


 3                       (No response.)
  


 4                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  We have the
  


 5        Executive Session today?  Drought Plan?
  


 6                    MR. EUCALITTO:  I can do that.  Eric
  


 7        is -- I had him stay back and work on the Plan C
  


 8        and D stuff, and I didn't want to pull him away
  


 9        from that.  He provided me some information that I
  


10        can report on, and then at the next meeting, he can
  


11        be here to talk in more depth.  He reported to me
  


12        that precipitation has been below normal over
  


13        across much of the state over the last several
  


14        months, no significant precipitation in the
  


15        long-range forecast.  C3 drought core group may
  


16        convene soon to discuss conditions and determine
  


17        whether to recommend any actions.  Since the
  


18        revised Drought Plan has not yet been adopted, the
  


19        2003 plan is still in effect, so the committee task
  


20        group revising the Drought Plan will meet again
  


21        within the next couple of weeks to continue
  


22        addressing the priorities that Eric discussed at
  


23        last month's Water Planning Council meeting.  I
  


24        think at the next meeting, there will be more to
  


25        discuss, but it looks like they're going to be
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 1        convening soon to make a decision on actions or
  


 2        consider the data.
  


 3                    MS. MATHIEU:  It's dry again, and we
  


 4        have one utility that's reported to us and has hit
  


 5        their first trigger, and that's UConn.  I think
  


 6        everyone gets that notification as well.  I'm not
  


 7        aware of any other utility that's reported to us at
  


 8        this point about hitting their first trigger.
  


 9        We'll be getting a letter out to them to remind the
  


10        utilities to take a careful look and report what
  


11        they need to report to the Health department so
  


12        that we can share all of that on our Web page.
  


13                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.  Public
  


14        comment.  Margaret, I know you have --
  


15                    MS. MINOR:  Why don't I go after . . .
  


16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes.  State your
  


17        name and affiliation for the record, please.
  


18                    MS. ALLEN:  Judy Allen.  I'm with Save
  


19        Our Water Connecticut.  A couple of things.
  


20                    This is kind of a question.  Given the
  


21        package of the FOIA bill in 2017 about the water
  


22        supply plans, some questions are:  When water
  


23        supply companies submit water supply plans in the
  


24        future, are there guidelines for what must not be
  


25        redacted, that must be made public, and is there a
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 1        way for anybody to check for compliance about that?
  


 2        Is there anybody that's going to look and say, You
  


 3        need to give more information to the public?
  


 4        Because it sort of defeats the purpose if people
  


 5        have to go and make a FOIA request because what
  


 6        they were looking for isn't in the redacted
  


 7        version.
  


 8                    I know one of our Save members
  


 9        recently, over the last year or so, went through
  


10        the FOIA process in order to get the MDC Water
  


11        Supply Plan, and it's gone through various things
  


12        and people have redacted and done their thing, and
  


13        she's had a chance to look at it and it still
  


14        doesn't contain the information she was looking
  


15        for.  Specifically, she's concerned about safe
  


16        yields, because that's kind of the bedrock of water
  


17        planning is to really know what those safe yields
  


18        are.  So one of the questions is, I know that when
  


19        the water supply plans have to be submitted and
  


20        updated, it would include safe yield, but there's
  


21        water companies that that's going to be a while
  


22        before that happens, and a lot of the information
  


23        is really old, so is there a way to have safe
  


24        yields made public and current exclusive of the
  


25        timing of the Water Plan submission?  I don't know
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 1        if that makes sense.
  


 2                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Lori?
  


 3                    MS. MATHIEU:  Hi.  So yes, Bowers Eddie
  


 4        spent a number of days, Linda has helped
  


 5        significantly with MDC, and there was quite the
  


 6        redaction process, as you maybe heard, so it took
  


 7        us a while to redact the thousand-page Plan per the
  


 8        old statute.  So, yes, safe yield was redacted, and
  


 9        I spent some time speaking with Valerie about that
  


10        directly, and I advised her that she could go to
  


11        MDC and talk to them about release of that
  


12        information.  The statute was changed, as you
  


13        mentioned, in 2017.  It has a laundry list of items
  


14        that have to be redacted that have to be held
  


15        secure.  Absent of being on that list, moving
  


16        forward, everything else should be releasable.
  


17                    I don't know if the water industry is a
  


18        hundred percent in agreement on that, so that's
  


19        something we're going to possibly be asking the
  


20        water industry to make sure that it's clear, Based
  


21        upon your memo to the Water Planning Council from
  


22        November of 2015, maybe an update to that memo as
  


23        to where you stand at this point and what you
  


24        think, as the water industry, is releasable.  Back
  


25        in September, I heard a presentation that was
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 1        provided at a CWWA meeting on security risk, and
  


 2        there were some comments and some interesting
  


 3        information provided there, and I think what we're
  


 4        going look for is maybe working together.  You
  


 5        mentioned about guidance, and I agree with you that
  


 6        there needs to be some guidance on redaction of the
  


 7        water supply plans, and, actually, the water
  


 8        industry has asked us about that.  I don't have any
  


 9        staff to sit down and write guidance documents, but
  


10        we certainly could work together on what we would
  


11        agree to.  The statute is 75 percent there, which
  


12        is good; it got us much further than we were, but
  


13        it's not 100 percent, and it needs to get to that
  


14        next level, so I agree with you.
  


15                    The one thing we have to look at, we've
  


16        been advised by our attorneys, is there are three
  


17        hearing decisions through the FOIC.  There are a
  


18        number of letters from Jeff Beckham, through the
  


19        commissioner of DAS, that have advised us
  


20        historically that safe yield has to be redacted.
  


21        So if we redact the Plan today, we're going to
  


22        redact it based upon that advice, which is very
  


23        conservative, and my lead attorney has advised us
  


24        to that end.
  


25                    MS. ALLEN:  Okay.
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 1                    MS. MATHIEU:  That's how our department
  


 2        is looking at that, because we have to.  And if
  


 3        anyone's interested in those FOIC decisions, three
  


 4        of them back in 2010, as well as DAS decisions,
  


 5        they're up online, and Linda could give you the Web
  


 6        page, but it's under the Department of Public
  


 7        Health, Drinking Water section, if you want to
  


 8        google that, you can find those decisions, and we
  


 9        can help you find those.
  


10                    MS. ALLEN:  And so the new law, the
  


11        2017, wouldn't thank change that?
  


12                    MS. MATHIEU:  No.
  


13                    MS. MINOR:  That's a surprise to me.
  


14                    MS. ALLEN:  Yeah.
  


15                    MS. MATHIEU:  We could have a further
  


16        discussion about that.  But talking to my attorneys
  


17        and my department, the determination was, unless
  


18        those are overturned in some way, those are
  


19        standing.
  


20                    MS. MINOR:  So why did we bother going
  


21        through this whole business of getting a new
  


22        statute?
  


23                    MS. MATHIEU:  I think we should have a
  


24        discussion about it.
  


25                    MS. MINOR:  I would say.  That's a
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 1        shock.
  


 2                    MS. MATHIEU:  If you have an FOI -- I'm
  


 3        not an attorney.  But if you have an FOIC decision
  


 4        and you have at least 10 letters of guidance from
  


 5        the DAS commissioner under previous statute, I
  


 6        don't know how one statute change can trump those
  


 7        legal decisions, so that's something possibly -- I
  


 8        hate to get attorneys all involved in this, but
  


 9        I've gone and had that discussion with our lead
  


10        attorney.  We can discuss this further.
  


11                    I think what's necessary, and what we
  


12        have discussed, is to have the water industry put
  


13        in writing, now that the law has passed, what is
  


14        the water industry okay with, given the past
  


15        history, given what we've gone through
  


16        historically, it's been 12 years since 9/11, and
  


17        then what are we going to do moving forward, given
  


18        that the law has passed.  It's kind of looking at
  


19        it as a new day.  It's a new day, it's a new time,
  


20        and can we all agree moving forward on a direction.
  


21                    MS. MINOR:  I do not see what the old
  


22        statute and the findings under the old statute has
  


23        to do with the law today, and obviously, we would
  


24        not have worked on a law that did not change the
  


25        abuses under the old law.
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 1                    MS. MATHIEU:  One group that we could
  


 2        reach out to would be the FOIC.
  


 3                    MS. MINOR:  I think that would be a
  


 4        good place to include.
  


 5                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.  And Tom Hennick, in
  


 6        particular, we've actually wanted to reach out to
  


 7        him, so it's something that myself and Linda could
  


 8        work on.
  


 9                    MS. ALLEN:  I have one question about
  


10        what you said.  In terms of the attorney's
  


11        decision, and that's what I could look up on DPH,
  


12        and does it say why they came to that conclusion?
  


13                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.  In the DAS
  


14        discussions, they will talk about what needs to be
  


15        redacted and give some evidence as to why.
  


16                    MS. ALLEN:  Okay.  I have one more
  


17        comment.  This is the work I've been doing on
  


18        getting presentations of the Water Supply Plan out
  


19        there for comments.  I'm going to be on Derek
  


20        Slap's West Hartford community cable TV show
  


21        specifically to talk about the Safe Water Plan, and
  


22        what I expect I would do is just be able to let
  


23        people know where they can go to make comments,
  


24        where they can go for the public hearing.  I'm not
  


25        going to get into a long explanation of the State
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 1        Water Plan.  But West Hartford residents are kind
  


 2        of interested in knowing more about this.  And Beth
  


 3        Bye will be there, too, so she'll do all the
  


 4        talking and I'll nod my head.  I think that's it.
  


 5                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


 6        Appreciate you doing that.  Any assistance we can
  


 7        be to get the information to you, we'll do that.
  


 8        Thank you.  Other public comment?  Karen.
  


 9                    MS. BURNASKA:  Karen Burnaska,
  


10        Connecticut Fund for the Environment.  There's
  


11        three points.  One, to go back to the Watershed
  


12        Lands Workgroup, one of the main focuses on the
  


13        draft State Water Plan, the POCD, and the Green
  


14        Plan was consistency between them.  And
  


15        specifically in regard to the POCD was in growth
  


16        principle No. 5, that there should be a stronger
  


17        focus on the protection of watershed land and
  


18        source, particularly source water protection.  At
  


19        our Watershed Lands Workgroup meeting, we had water
  


20        company reps from their workgroup.  What is the
  


21        name of their workgroup?
  


22                    MS. MINOR:  Connecticut Water Works
  


23        Association.
  


24                    MS. BURNASKA:  Yeah, but that --
  


25                    MR. HUDAK:  Section A, WWA, Source
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 1        Water Protection.
  


 2                    MS. BURNASKA:  Thank you.  There was a
  


 3        major concern, in that the timing is now critical,
  


 4        because you have the draft up until October 16 and
  


 5        the POCD draft comments are still coming in on the
  


 6        State Water Plan, and the Green Plan is there,
  


 7        which does have a good focus on the need to protect
  


 8        source water and watershed lands.
  


 9                    To add on to what John had said, as a
  


10        member of the Water Planning Council Ad Hoc
  


11        Membership Subcommittee, and to your comment, Lori,
  


12        we felt - this is a subgroup, it's not the entire
  


13        Water Planning Council - that the 20-member was
  


14        plenty, was enough; that we would not like to
  


15        see -- and we would recommend this to the Advisory
  


16        group.  We would not like to see the number
  


17        increased.  We don't want to remove any of the
  


18        existing members or existing categories, but we
  


19        thought that possibly the Water Planning Council
  


20        through attrition could consider adding new groups,
  


21        new members, or from different categories, but we
  


22        did feel that 20 members was probably the largest
  


23        that we would like to see.
  


24                    And my third comment is generally from
  


25        the Connecticut Fund for the Environment.  I was
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 1        very happy to hear you say that you had a second
  


 2        informational meeting scheduled in Wallingford with
  


 3        Representative Mushinsky.  And I would only urge
  


 4        you to, as quickly as possible, set a date and time
  


 5        in the Westport area and also in southeast
  


 6        Connecticut.  If you're looking to get people there
  


 7        and have other groups publicize it, time is of the
  


 8        essence.  So, thank you.
  


 9                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


10        much, Karen.  Appreciate it.
  


11                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Karen, are you going to
  


12        submit those comments on the Plan of C and D?
  


13                    MS. BURNASKA:  I personally submitted
  


14        them, and we're going to bring this up again to the
  


15        Water Planning Council Advisory Group at its
  


16        meeting on the -- oh, it's after the 16th.
  


17                    MR. EUCALITTO:  You have 13 days, so
  


18        get them in.
  


19                    MS. BURNASKA:  Okay.  Thanks.
  


20                    MS. MINOR:  We have spoken to our
  


21        members, including those from the water utilities,
  


22        and I think people will be submitting comments
  


23        individually or from their groups outside the
  


24        Advisory group.
  


25                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Other public
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 1        comment?  Yes.
  


 2                    MS. MILLER:  My name is Tollie Miller.
  


 3        I live in Bloomfield, and I'm a member of Save Our
  


 4        Water Connecticut, and I just want to say that I
  


 5        think we share a lot of the concern that Margaret
  


 6        spoke to about the real impact of that FOIA bill.
  


 7        A lot of us worked really hard for that, so we'll
  


 8        be looking really carefully at whatever
  


 9        developments happen.  I'm a little bit shocked,
  


10        too, that it wouldn't override some of the old
  


11        abuses, so I just wanted to say that.
  


12                    And I also want to appreciate all of
  


13        you for the depth and the breadth of the work
  


14        you're doing.  I know that this is a huge, huge
  


15        task, so I'm grateful to be able to make some
  


16        comments.
  


17                    I've been watching the progress of this
  


18        planning for the safe use and preservation of our
  


19        precious resource of water.  One thing I'm
  


20        concerned about is that there's barely any mention
  


21        of industrial-sized water bottling operations in
  


22        the Plan.  At this point, a decision to allow
  


23        operation of a large water bottling plant is based
  


24        only on the current margin of safety, with no
  


25        future projections taken into consideration.  Water
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 1        can now leave a watershed with no diversion permit.
  


 2        I believe that there should be oversight of any
  


 3        large use of public trust water for corporate
  


 4        profit, as has happened in Bloomfield with the
  


 5        Niagara plant.  At the least, there should be a
  


 6        diversion permit.  Certainly, we should not
  


 7        incentivize the use of water for corporate profit
  


 8        with discounts, especially declining block
  


 9        discounts.  The business of water bottling also
  


10        creates a staggering amount of single-use plastic
  


11        water bottles, which foul our environment and
  


12        stress aquatic life.  The Water Plan should address
  


13        these concerns and suggest methods of oversight of
  


14        any large-scale water bottling operations.
  


15                    Secondly, the Water Plan highlights the
  


16        fact that there are stress watersheds in
  


17        Connecticut and watersheds where registered
  


18        diversions exceed the supply.  How will the WPC
  


19        move ahead with actual implementation of a plan to
  


20        retire these unused diversions?
  


21                    Thirdly, the Drought Plan needs to be
  


22        officially updated.  We need a uniform table of
  


23        drought stages and responses.  The drought triggers
  


24        need to be updated.  We need a municipal drought
  


25        action plan with outlined enforcement, and I
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 1        understand that that's being worked on, so I'm
  


 2        really curious to hear about that upcoming report.
  


 3                    Fourthly, protection of Class I and II
  


 4        watersheds is absolutely correctly emphasized in
  


 5        the draft.  I'm curious how we're going to ensure
  


 6        that Tilcon does not endanger that state priority.
  


 7                    And finally, at the last WPC Advisory
  


 8        meeting, it was pointed out that there is an
  


 9        overrepresentation of consumptive users on the
  


10        committee.  It sounds like this is really being
  


11        dealt with, but I just want people to know that a
  


12        lot of us in the public are really hoping that that
  


13        is dealt with so that there's a really good spread
  


14        there.
  


15                    So, those are my comments.  Thank you
  


16        for your attention.
  


17                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you for being
  


18        here; appreciate it.  Any other public comment?
  


19        Yes.
  


20                    MS. JONES:  My name is Paula Jones.
  


21        I'm also an active member of Save Our Water
  


22        Connecticut.  I'm from Bloomfield.  First of all, I
  


23        want to thank you for the opportunity to be here
  


24        and make public comment today.  I feel like I'm
  


25        late to the dance here, because I know that this
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 1        has been going on for a while, and this is the
  


 2        first council meeting that I've attended, so thanks
  


 3        for the opportunity.
  


 4                    I have prepared some comments.  I think
  


 5        what I'm going to do is, I'm going to submit those
  


 6        online, now that I have guidance on how to do that.
  


 7         Thank you for that.  But I do want to make a
  


 8        couple of comments based on some of the things I've
  


 9        heard today.
  


10                    One topic is just generally,
  


11        municipality interest and involvement in state
  


12        water planning.  Being from Bloomfield and having
  


13        the Niagara water bottling plant there, the
  


14        residents of Bloomfield are very interested in
  


15        water and I think much more aware of the issues
  


16        around water.  And I would venture to say that
  


17        after the November municipal election, with a new
  


18        Town Council, we're going to have much more of an
  


19        appetite and interest in participation in terms of
  


20        the State Water Plan and in terms of maybe
  


21        municipal ordinances around drought.  Basically
  


22        what happened was, there was a democratic primary
  


23        and all of the democratic incumbents on the council
  


24        were knocked off, and Niagara was really the
  


25        catalyst for this happening.  It was a real kind of
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 1        shock wave in terms of a political event.  The good
  


 2        news is that people are very aware and concerned
  


 3        about water, and that was a recurring theme when
  


 4        the group was out canvassing; it was really pretty
  


 5        remarkable.  I think the expectation was after a
  


 6        year and a half, things would die down, and things
  


 7        have not died down.
  


 8                    One of my questions, just listening to
  


 9        the public outreach that's going on, what's the
  


10        best opportunity for soon-to-be-elected municipal
  


11        representatives to comment?  Is it through the
  


12        website?  Is there an opportunity for someone to
  


13        come to the Bloomfield-West Hartford area, in terms
  


14        of doing a presentation, if there's interest in
  


15        doing that?  So that would be one question.
  


16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The answer is the
  


17        newly-elected council people are welcome to submit
  


18        a letter to us, just like the legislators do as
  


19        well; that becomes part of the official record.  In
  


20        terms of coming out, if there's a request made, we
  


21        would make an effort to get out there and meet with
  


22        them.
  


23                    MS. JONES:  Okay.  Great.
  


24                    MS. MATHIEU:  And there is a forum in
  


25        Wallingford on the 8th of November.
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 1                    MS. JONES:  The day after the
  


 2        elections.
  


 3                    MS. MATHIEU:  And the other two that we
  


 4        have to set up might be after that as well.
  


 5                    MS. JONES:  Okay, great.  Thank you for
  


 6        that.
  


 7                    I'll echo what Tollie Miller said, just
  


 8        in terms of the concern about Tilcon.  It's
  


 9        wonderful that the Plan highlights the continued
  


10        need for protection of Class I and Class II
  


11        watersheds.  To me, it's been personally a real
  


12        education in terms of how wonderful our water is.
  


13        It's a hard way to learn it, by having something
  


14        kind of traumatic happen in your town, but that's
  


15        something we all pretty much appreciate and are
  


16        really concerned about.  So that would be a
  


17        question I would echo, in terms of how you can
  


18        reconcile consumptive, nonconsumptive Tilcon with
  


19        respect to our Class I and Class II watershed.
  


20                    And, finally, I just want to bring up
  


21        the whole point about water conservation ethic,
  


22        because I think, again, that's something the draft
  


23        plan points out.  Connecticut leads the nation in
  


24        protection of high drinking water quality, but we
  


25        lag in our water conservation ethic, and certain
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 1        industries -- Nestlé Corporation is kind of a
  


 2        poster child for this, although I would argue
  


 3        Niagara doesn't have a good track record, either.
  


 4        Companies sort of take advantage of the situation
  


 5        in terms of financial problems and cash-drought
  


 6        municipalities.  Water utilities we know are really
  


 7        struggling with aging infrastructure and, you know,
  


 8        how do you generate enough revenue to do what you
  


 9        need to do in terms of public health and in terms
  


10        of maintaining the systems.  One concern I have and
  


11        what I wonder about is whether the Plan addresses
  


12        the need or ways to decouple revenue from the
  


13        quantity of water sold so that all water utilities
  


14        have reliable cash flows, regardless of weather and
  


15        how much water they sell.  There's no incentive for
  


16        these large industrial users to conserve, if they
  


17        don't have to, during a drought, and it makes it
  


18        tough on the water utility if they see their
  


19        revenue source decline in those situations.  So I'm
  


20        hopeful that the Plan at least addresses that or
  


21        provides some opportunity for changes to be made in
  


22        pricing structure.
  


23                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, we do that,
  


24        the Public Utility Regulatory Authority.
  


25                    MS. JONES:  Well, I know PURA does
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 1        that.
  


 2                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  But you're talking
  


 3        about municipal --
  


 4                    MS. JONES:  Right.
  


 5                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  As the Plan
  


 6        progresses, we can certainly address that moving
  


 7        forward and make that recommendation.
  


 8                    MS. JONES:  Thank you.
  


 9                    MS. MATHIEU:  In our Plan itself,
  


10        there's a policy and a pathway forward on water
  


11        conservation, so the Plan doesn't go far enough.
  


12        These are definitely great comments.
  


13                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good comments.
  


14                    MS. JONES:  I haven't read all 612
  


15        pages, so obviously I need to do that.
  


16                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I'm sure you will.
  


17                    MS. JONES:  Probably, eventually.
  


18                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


19        much.  Further public comment?  Do you have a
  


20        public comment?
  


21                    MR. BURCH:  Yes, sir.
  


22                    CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
  


23                    MR. BURCH:  Thank you.  Good afternoon.
  


24        For the record, my name is Louis Burch, Citizens
  


25        Campaign for the Environment.  Thank you for the
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 1        opportunity to comment.  I have a few high-level
  


 2        points that I would like to make about the Water
  


 3        Plan, and I also have some comments on the process.
  


 4        Just to be clear, once again, we are still
  


 5        reviewing the Plan, and we intend to submit more
  


 6        detailed comments before the end of the public
  


 7        comments period.
  


 8                    The first comment, specifically on the
  


 9        Water Plan, and this is a fundamental issue for us,
  


10        CCE's position is that water should be used as a
  


11        public trust resource and not simply a commodity
  


12        and that the overall tone of this plan is somewhat
  


13        lacking in that respect, starting with specifically
  


14        including language around water as a public trust
  


15        resource; acknowledging this reality is a critical
  


16        first step.  Additionally, language to the effect
  


17        that only when it makes economic sense to do so is
  


18        particularly problematic when we talk about this
  


19        issue.
  


20                    We feel strongly that the Plan still
  


21        needs stronger protections for public water
  


22        supplies during times of drought.  We agree with
  


23        previous comments that the Drought Plan and related
  


24        drought triggers need to be updated, and based on
  


25        current projected precipitation data, feel strongly
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 1        that the Plan needs a stronger emphasis on the
  


 2        importance of minimum streamflow standards in order
  


 3        to support healthy waterways for fish and aquatic
  


 4        wildlife.  Putting a higher premium on maintaining
  


 5        and enforcing the existing streamflow regulations
  


 6        is critical to strike a sustainable balance between
  


 7        the needs of a healthy environment and sustainable
  


 8        economic development.
  


 9                    I would also echo that we appreciate
  


10        that the Plan recommends doing away with unused
  


11        registrations, but again, in my mind, this does not
  


12        get at the problem with large registered
  


13        diversions.  There should be a process whereby all
  


14        registered diversions in the state are reviewed.
  


15                    A few concerns about the process.  Very
  


16        early on in this process, CCE was approached by
  


17        council staff and asked to help get the word out
  


18        about the public comment period, but to be frank,
  


19        and I can only speak for CCE, there's been little
  


20        followthrough on this point.  For example, CCE,
  


21        though we've been in communication with some of the
  


22        offices, was not notified about the Simsbury
  


23        hearing until the after the fact.  In the interest
  


24        of providing timely and meaningful opportunities
  


25        for public comment, we would have also preferred
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 1        that all of those hearing dates be scheduled in
  


 2        advance of the public comment period and have them
  


 3        conveniently organized and disseminated to the
  


 4        public.  For example, many of you were following,
  


 5        I'm sure, the CES process that recently closed, and
  


 6        at the opening of the CES public comment period,
  


 7        DEEP and PURA put out a memo that had six hearing
  


 8        dates, the locations, all of it went out at one
  


 9        time; that made it very, very straightforward and
  


10        very easy to push that information out to our
  


11        members, get up on our calendar, et cetera.  So
  


12        moving forward, this is the type of process that
  


13        makes it much more effective for and efficient for
  


14        groups like mine to get this information out to the
  


15        public.
  


16                    Appreciate that the Outreach team will
  


17        be sending out media advisories and other Outreach
  


18        material via the website and social media, as well
  


19        as hosting meetings for COGs and other groups at
  


20        their request.  We appreciate that very much;
  


21        that's a very important part of this all.  I just
  


22        feel the need to emphasize, once again, the
  


23        importance of getting those dates out well in
  


24        advance so that members of the public have the time
  


25        to review and to provide meaningful comments to the
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 1        600-plus page document.  In other words, the old
  


 2        rule of sending your media advisory out two days in
  


 3        advance of the event really would not apply in this
  


 4        type of situation, and we want to make sure that
  


 5        people have the time to review the document and put
  


 6        together some thoughtful comments.
  


 7                    Finally, and this is a really big issue
  


 8        for us, the Water Planning Council has shown you
  


 9        prioritize submissions through a Survey Monkey
  


10        forum on the website, and we appreciate that this
  


11        is being done in order to organize the comments and
  


12        make them available for public review, but the
  


13        council must understand that without providing a
  


14        simple e-mail address, you actually are making it
  


15        more challenging for advocacy groups to guarantee
  


16        that members will participate.  From my experience,
  


17        when you put together forums like this, that
  


18        actually tends to limit the response that you would
  


19        get from the public.  CCE raised this concern with
  


20        Water Planning Council staff, who were kind enough
  


21        to create an e-mail address.  That e-mail address
  


22        is "deep.waterplancomments@ct.gov."  I'll read that
  


23        again for the advocates in the room.  That's
  


24        "deep.waterplancomments@ct.gov."
  


25                    So my final comment is just that as we
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 1        move forward in --
  


 2                    MR. EUCALITTO:  That's not the e-mail
  


 3        address.
  


 4                    MS. MATHIEU:  That's not the e-mail
  


 5        address.  Linda is and Corinne is here, and if you
  


 6        put -- actually, it's in the handout that we just
  


 7        provided.  I don't want to misinform people.
  


 8                    MR. BURCH:  This handout?
  


 9                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yeah, it's on that
  


10        handout, and so that's going through -- it's OPM's
  


11        address and we can get that to everybody.
  


12                    MR. BURCH:  Okay.  That's appreciated.
  


13        I also have an address, and I double-checked this
  


14        address; this was sent to me by Linda.
  


15                    MS. FERRARO:  By me?
  


16                    MR. BURCH:  It's
  


17        deep.waterplancomments@ct.gov.
  


18                    MS. FERRARO:  I don't believe I sent
  


19        that to you, because it's not the correct address.
  


20        I will confirm.  If you want to send me another
  


21        e-mail, I don't believe that was the correct one.
  


22                    MR. BURCH:  Okay.  That's the e-mail
  


23        address that I received.  I just double-checked the
  


24        e-mail before actually putting this all together.
  


25        This, I think, is indicative of the problem that
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 1        I'm trying to describe here.  Specifically, and
  


 2        we'll square all that away, but what I'm asking is
  


 3        that there be an e-mail address that be included in
  


 4        any type of communications that go out; for
  


 5        example, this type of flyer and any other e-mails
  


 6        that go out, that include an e-mail address to
  


 7        ensure that those comments will also be counted and
  


 8        made available for public review.  Thank you.
  


 9                    MS. MATHIEU:  A couple of comments.
  


10        Thank you for all of your comments.  You're right,
  


11        that's why we thought that we needed an e-mail
  


12        address, and we worked with OPM, and I think the
  


13        address is an OPM address.  By the end of today,
  


14        can we get that straightened out and sent out?  We
  


15        do have it, I think, up online on that page.
  


16        That's a good comment.  I agree with you that
  


17        people that will never be able to upload comments,
  


18        they'll say, "Boy, I'm frustrated by this process.
  


19        I want to just send you e-mail."  Our preferred
  


20        method is the electronic version.
  


21                    I will say that we have worked really
  


22        hard to try to get -- Nick, who's not here today,
  


23        Gail, Linda and Corinne have worked really hard to
  


24        try to work with the legislators to get the
  


25        meetings in Westport and the meeting in Norwich or
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 1        somewhere in eastern Connecticut, but it's -- as we
  


 2        speak, we hope we are corralling the state
  


 3        legislators to get a date with them and get a date
  


 4        set up.  It's been difficult reaching out.  We have
  


 5        two dates coming up.  We have the public hearing on
  


 6        the 30th, at 6:30, at DEEP headquarters; that's the
  


 7        one public hearing.  That's the 30th of October.
  


 8        Then there's a November 8th forum, a night meeting,
  


 9        at seven o'clock, in Wallingford; that's Mary
  


10        Mushinsky's area.  And where is that location?
  


11                    MS. FERRARO:  That's at the Wallingford
  


12        Town Hall.
  


13                    MS. MATHIEU:  Wallingford Town Hall,
  


14        seven o'clock.
  


15                    MS. FERRARO:  6:30, actually.
  


16                    MS. MATHIEU:  6:30.  We'll get that
  


17        information out to you.  So there are two that we
  


18        can publicize more.  But to your point, it's
  


19        well-taken.  As soon as we set something up, we
  


20        have to get the information out there, I agree with
  


21        you.
  


22                    MR. BURCH:  And we're certainly not
  


23        insensitive to the reality of trying to schedule
  


24        around legislators' schedules, either, so I want to
  


25        be clear on that.  We appreciate everything the
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 1        council's doing up until now.  But once again, just
  


 2        wanted to get the request out there to try to
  


 3        settle on those dates as soon as possible.  With
  


 4        the public comment period, the clock is ticking,
  


 5        obviously.
  


 6                    MR. EUCALITTO:  I just want to make a
  


 7        comment, too.  Those are legislative forums; it's
  


 8        not a place for comments to be submitted by the
  


 9        public.  At the one in Simsbury, the council did
  


10        tell people, here's how you submit comments; they
  


11        told them how to go to the website.  There's one
  


12        public hearing.  Those, we're being invited at the
  


13        request of legislators to go.  Representative
  


14        Hampton notified -- his press people sent out a
  


15        notification, so . . . I don't want people to be
  


16        confused.  They made clear in the notification that
  


17        it's a forum.
  


18                    MR. BURCH:  Yeah, and I appreciate that
  


19        clarification.  And not to beat a dead horse, but
  


20        just to say that had we have known about the
  


21        Simsbury meeting, we may have actually been -- we
  


22        have significant membership in that part of the
  


23        state, and so we may have actually been able to
  


24        push that out and get more people to come.
  


25        Somebody made the comment before that, you know, a
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 1        handful of folks showed up.  But I made my point.
  


 2        Thank you all for your work and the opportunity to
  


 3        comment.
  


 4                    MS. FERRARO:  Lori, can I just make a
  


 5        comment?
  


 6                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes, go ahead, Linda.
  


 7                    MS. FERRARO:  The e-mail address, if
  


 8        anybody wants to write this down, and it is on the
  


 9        WPC website, under Requesting Written Comments, the
  


10        address, and we'll make this more prominent,
  


11        wpc@ct.gov.
  


12                    MS. MATHIEU:  So, wpc --
  


13                    MS. FERRARO:   wpc@ct.gov.
  


14                    MS. MATHIEU:  Thank you.
  


15                    MS. MINOR:  That's an e-mail address
  


16        that someone who wants to comment can use?
  


17                    MS. MATHIEU:  Yes.
  


18                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Yeah.  But we would
  


19        encourage people to use the other tool so that
  


20        those are publicly available comments.
  


21                    MS. MINOR:  I know.  Well, they're
  


22        all --
  


23                    MR. EUCALITTO:  It's easier to make it
  


24        available to the public if you use the Survey
  


25        Monkey.
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 1                    MS. MINOR:  I understand that.
  


 2                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Any other public
  


 3        comments?
  


 4                    MS. MINOR:  Yes.  I agree with
  


 5        everything people said, including complimenting the
  


 6        Water Planning Council on their hard work.
  


 7                    I was very concerned that in the merger
  


 8        between Eversource and Aquarion, which sets up a
  


 9        unique utility affecting thousands of customers,
  


10        the outreach could not have been good; I know we
  


11        filled out a little.  But 24 hours, 36 hours before
  


12        the end of the period, exactly one member of the
  


13        public had commented, and he found out because he's
  


14        a financial man and he read about it in the
  


15        financial news.  He also pointed out -- and the
  


16        people that we then contacted were all very
  


17        surprised and had a lot of questions.  The
  


18        materials are extraordinarily redacted.  I told
  


19        David Radka it makes the water companies look not
  


20        so bad.  How the public is supposed to assess the
  


21        impact of this when page after page is blacked out,
  


22        I have no idea; that is not informing the public on
  


23        a really important merger that will affect many
  


24        people, especially in western Connecticut where
  


25        Aquarion has most of the claimed service areas.
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 1                    And I just would also like to point out
  


 2        that this has implications for how the WUCCs will
  


 3        work, where I think a lot of authority has been
  


 4        outsourced to the WUCCs, and now it's outsourced
  


 5        one extra layer and it has definite, I think,
  


 6        potential negative impact to watershed land
  


 7        protection, because Eversource's land protection
  


 8        practices have deteriorated from the old Northeast
  


 9        Utilities, and there's every indication they have
  


10        no particular respect for open space.  So I'm very
  


11        concerned about that.  We asked for more time, we
  


12        probably won't get it, but we'll keep asking until
  


13        we get very clear rejections.  Thanks.
  


14                    MR. EUCALITTO:  You waited until Jack
  


15        left to talk about Eversource.
  


16                    MS. MINOR:  I'll be glad to forward my
  


17        comments.
  


18                    MR. EUCALITTO:  That is the end of the
  


19        agenda.  Do I have a motion to adjourn?
  


20                    MS. MATHIEU:  So moved.
  


21                    MS. WINGFIELD:  Second.
  


22                    MR. EUCALITTO:  All in favor.
  


23                      (Motion passed.)
  


24                    MR. EUCALITTO:  Thanks.
  


25              (Hearing adjourned at 2:13 p.m.)
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   1   STATE OF CONNECTICUT  )
                         )  SS. AVON


 2   COUNTY OF HARTFORD    )
  


 3
  


 4              I, Ann W. Friedman, License No. 91, a notary
  


 5   public for the State of Connecticut, do hereby certify
  


 6   that the above meeting was taken before me at the Public
  


 7   Utilities Regulatory Authority, 10 Franklin Square, New
  


 8   Britain, Connecticut, on Tuesday, October 3, 2017,
  


 9   commencing at 12:37 p.m.
  


10              I further certify that the proceeding was
  


11   stenographically reported by me and subsequently
  


12   transcribed as hereinbefore appears; that this is a true
  


13   record to the best of my ability.
  


14              I further certify that I am not related to
  


15   the parties hereto or their counsel, and that I am not
  


16   in any way interested in the event of said cause.
  


17              Dated this 26th day of October, 2017.
  


18
  


19
  


20
  


21   ________________________________   
   Ann W. Friedman, Notary Public


22   My commission expires:  8-31-21.
  


23
  


24
  


25





		Index

		 Number Index

		1

		1 (2)

		10 (4)

		100 (1)

		10:00 (1)

		12 (1)

		12:37 (1)

		13 (1)

		14 (1)

		15 (4)

		16 (1)

		16th (2)

		19th (1)



		2

		2 (1)

		20 (4)

		20-member (1)

		2003 (1)

		2010 (1)

		2015 (1)

		2017 (3)

		20th (4)

		23 (2)

		24 (1)

		25-33 (1)

		25th (1)

		2:13 (1)



		3

		3 (2)

		30 (2)

		30th (3)

		36 (1)



		4

		4 (3)

		40 (1)



		5

		5 (1)

		50-year (1)

		5th (1)



		6

		600-plus (1)

		612 (1)

		6:30 (4)



		7

		70 (1)

		75 (1)

		79 (1)



		8

		8:30 (1)

		8th (3)



		9

		9/11 (1)

		9:00(1)





		$

		$1.3 (1)



		A

		Aaron (1)

		AARP (1)

		ability (1)

		able (13)

		above (1)

		Absent (1)

		absolutely (2)

		abuses (2)

		accept (4)

		accordance (1)

		achieve (1)

		acknowledging (1)

		Acquisition (2)

		across (1)

		action (1)

		actions (2)

		active (5)

		actual (1)

		actually (16)

		ad (3)

		add (9)

		adding (4)

		additional (3)

		Additionally (1)

		address (24)

		addresses (3)

		addressing (1)

		adequate (1)

		adjourn (1)

		adjourned (1)

		adjustments (1)

		administrative (2)

		adopt (1)

		adopted (1)

		advance (3)

		advantage (1)

		adventure (1)

		advice (1)

		advised (4)

		advisories (1)

		Advisory (27)

		advocacy (1)

		advocates (2)

		Affairs (1)

		affect (1)

		affecting (1)

		affiliation (1)

		afternoon (2)

		again (16)

		agencies (3)

		agency's (1)

		Agenda (3)

		aging (1)

		ago (1)

		agree (12)

		agreed (2)

		agreement (2)

		agrees (1)

		ahead (2)

		aide (2)

		alerts (3)

		Allen (7)

		allow (2)

		allowing (1)

		allows (1)

		almost (3)

		alternate (1)

		alternates (3)

		although (1)

		always (1)

		among (1)

		amount (3)

		analysis (1)

		and/or (1)

		announcement (1)

		anymore (1)

		appetite (1)

		apply (1)

		appoint (2)

		appointed (2)

		appointing (1)

		Appointment (2)

		appointments (2)

		Appreciate (12)

		appreciated (1)

		approach (1)

		approached (1)

		approval (3)

		approve (4)

		approved (1)

		Aquarion (3)

		aquatic (2)

		aquifers (1)

		area (9)

		areas (3)

		argue (1)

		arisen (1)

		Army (1)

		around (12)

		arrange (2)

		Article (5)

		assembling (2)

		assess (1)

		assessments (1)

		assigned (2)

		assignment (1)

		assistance (1)

		Association (3)

		assuming (1)

		attend (1)

		attendance (3)

		attended (1)

		attending (1)

		attention (2)

		Attorney (4)

		attorney's (1)

		attorneys (3)

		attrition (1)

		audience (2)

		August (2)

		Austin (1)

		Authority (2)

		available (7)

		aware (6)

		away (6)

		aye (2)



		B

		back (14)

		bad (1)

		balance (8)

		ball (1)

		barely (1)

		based (6)

		basically (2)

		basin (1)

		basis (1)

		bathing (1)

		beat (1)

		Beckham (1)

		becomes (1)

		bedrock (1)

		beginning (2)

		behalf (1)

		below (1)

		benefit (1)

		best (1)

		Beth (1)

		BETKOSKI (68)

		Betsey (5)

		better (4)

		beyond (2)

		big (5)

		bigger (2)

		bill (2)

		bit (6)

		blacked (1)

		Blake (1)

		block (1)

		Bloomfield (5)

		Bloomfield-West (1)

		board (3)

		boating (2)

		boss (1)

		Boston (1)

		both (4)

		bother (1)

		bottled (1)

		bottles (1)

		bottling (5)

		bottom (2)

		Bowers (1)

		Boy (1)

		breadth (1)

		Bridgeport (5)

		bring (6)

		bringing (1)

		broad (1)

		broadcasts (1)

		brought (2)

		Brown (1)

		Bruce (2)

		budget (1)

		Budris (1)

		BURCH (9)

		Burlington (1)

		Burnaska (7)

		Business (3)

		busy (1)

		buy (1)

		Bye (1)



		C

		C3 (1)

		cable (1)

		calendar (2)

		call (7)

		came (6)

		Campaign (1)

		can (44)

		candidacy (1)

		canvassing (1)

		care (2)

		careful (2)

		carefully (2)

		carried (2)

		case (3)

		cash (1)

		cash-drought (1)

		catalyst (1)

		categories (6)

		category (3)

		cautious (3)

		CBIA (4)

		CCE (4)

		CCE's (1)

		CDM (2)

		celebration (1)

		certain (1)

		certainly (7)

		CES (2)

		cetera (1)

		Chair (1)

		CHAIRMAN (68)

		chairs (1)

		challenging (1)

		chance (2)

		change (3)

		changed (3)

		changes (4)

		changing (1)

		charged (1)

		charges (1)

		check (2)

		chief (1)

		child (1)

		childhood (1)

		Children's (4)

		chlorinate (1)

		circumstances (1)

		citing (1)

		Citizens (1)

		claimed (1)

		clarification (1)

		clarify (2)

		Class (5)

		clear (6)

		clear-cut (1)

		clock (2)

		close (2)

		closed (2)

		closely (1)

		closing (1)

		co-chair (1)

		co-chairs (2)

		cochair (1)

		COG (7)

		COGs (4)

		coincidence (1)

		coming (10)

		Commencing (1)

		comment (36)

		commented (1)

		commenting (2)

		comments (57)

		commissioner (6)

		Committee (8)

		committees (1)

		commodity (1)

		communication (1)

		communications (1)

		communities (1)

		community (4)

		companies (5)

		company (3)

		compensate (1)

		compile (1)

		completed (1)

		compliance (1)

		complimenting (1)

		component (1)

		Composition (1)

		compounds (1)

		concentrating (1)

		concept (1)

		concern (6)

		concerned (8)

		concerns (5)

		conclusion (1)

		conclusions (1)

		conditions (1)

		Conference (3)

		confirm (1)

		confused (1)

		confusion (1)

		congratulate (1)

		Congratulations (1)

		Connecticut (14)

		connection (3)

		consensus (3)

		conservation (9)

		conservative (1)

		conserve (1)

		consider (4)

		consideration (4)

		considering (1)

		consistency (1)

		consistent (2)

		constant (1)

		construct (1)

		consumption (2)

		consumptive (15)

		contact (1)

		contacted (1)

		contain (1)

		contaminants (1)

		continue (2)

		continued (1)

		continues (1)

		contract (1)

		contracting (1)

		controversial (1)

		convene (1)

		conveniently (1)

		convening (1)

		conversation (4)

		convey (1)

		coordinated (1)

		coordination (1)

		core (3)

		Corinne (7)

		corporate (2)

		Corporation (1)

		Corps (2)

		corralling (1)

		correctly (1)

		correspondence (1)

		cost (1)

		costs (1)

		Council (43)

		council's (3)

		counted (2)

		County (2)

		couple (9)

		course (1)

		covered (1)

		cranked (1)

		create (1)

		creates (1)

		criteria (2)

		critical (4)

		criticizing (1)

		cross (1)

		crossover (1)

		ctgov/water (1)

		curious (2)

		current (4)

		currently (2)

		customers (1)

		CWWA (1)



		D

		Dan (5)

		dance (1)

		Darien (1)

		DAS (4)

		data (2)

		date (4)

		dates (5)

		David (2)

		day (3)

		day-long (1)

		days (5)

		dead (1)

		deal (3)

		dealt (2)

		Debbie (1)

		DECD (1)

		December (1)

		dechlorinate (1)

		decided (3)

		decision (6)

		decisions (6)

		decline (1)

		declining (1)

		decouple (1)

		DEEP (7)

		deepwaterplancomments@ctgov (3)

		defeats (1)

		definite (1)

		definitely (1)

		DeJong (1)

		DeLIMA (1)

		democratic (2)

		department (8)

		depth (2)

		Derek (1)

		derived (1)

		describe (1)

		detailed (1)

		details (2)

		deteriorated (1)

		determination (1)

		determine (1)

		developed (1)

		development (8)

		developments (1)

		dictate (1)

		die (1)

		died (1)

		difference (3)

		different (7)

		difficult (1)

		difficulties (1)

		dig (1)

		directed (1)

		direction (2)

		directly (1)

		director (6)

		directors (2)

		disconnect (1)

		discounts (2)

		discrepancy (1)

		discuss (3)

		discussed (10)

		discussing (1)

		discussion (10)

		discussions (8)

		dishes (1)

		disseminated (1)

		diversion (2)

		diversions (4)

		docket (2)

		doctor (2)

		document (7)

		documents (1)

		dollars (3)

		done (7)

		double-checked (2)

		down (5)

		downstream (1)

		DPH (1)

		draft (9)

		drafted (2)

		drink (2)

		drinking (8)

		driven (1)

		driving (1)

		Drought (13)

		drunk (1)

		dry (1)

		due (2)

		during (4)



		E

		e-mail (19)

		e-mails (1)

		eager (3)

		early (1)

		earmarked (1)

		easier (1)

		easily (1)

		East (1)

		eastern (2)

		Easton (1)

		easy (4)

		echo (3)

		Economic (3)

		Eddie (1)

		edge (2)

		education (1)

		effect (2)

		effective (2)

		efficient (1)

		efficiently (1)

		effort (3)

		efforts (1)

		eight (1)

		either (3)

		elected (3)

		election (1)

		elections (2)

		electric (1)

		electrically (1)

		electricity (1)

		electronic (4)

		electronically (1)

		Elm (1)

		else (1)

		emergent (1)

		emphasis (1)

		emphasize (3)

		emphasized (1)

		enabling (1)

		encourage (3)

		end (9)

		endanger (1)

		endangered (1)

		endorsing (1)

		ends (1)

		energy (1)

		enforcement (1)

		enforcing (1)

		engage (2)

		engaged (1)

		engaging (1)

		Engineers (1)

		enough (5)

		ensure (2)

		enthusiastic (1)

		entire (1)

		Environment (5)

		EPA (1)

		equal (1)

		equation (1)

		Eric (8)

		especially (2)

		essence (1)

		essentially (3)

		established (1)

		et (1)

		ethic (2)

		EUCALITTO (26)

		even (5)

		evening (1)

		event (2)

		events (4)

		eventually (1)

		Eversource (2)

		Eversource's (1)

		everybody (4)

		everyone (5)

		Everyone's (1)

		evidence (1)

		evolution (1)

		exact (2)

		exactly (2)

		example (5)

		exceed (1)

		Excellent (4)

		except (1)

		excited (1)

		exclusive (1)

		executive (3)

		exercise (1)

		existing (3)

		exists (1)

		expanded (2)

		expanding (1)

		expect (1)

		expectation (1)

		expenses (1)

		expensive (1)

		experience (3)

		experts (1)

		explain (1)

		explanation (2)

		extra (1)

		extraordinarily (1)

		eye (1)



		F

		facilities (1)

		fact (2)

		fair (2)

		Fairfield (3)

		fairly (1)

		far (3)

		favor (3)

		February (1)

		feed (1)

		feedback (1)

		feel (6)

		feeling (1)

		felt (2)

		FERRARO (16)

		few (4)

		figure (2)

		Filchak (1)

		filing (1)

		fill (1)

		filled (1)

		filling (1)

		final (9)

		finalization (1)

		finalize (3)

		finally (3)

		financial (3)

		find (6)

		finding (1)

		findings (2)

		finish (1)

		finished (1)

		fire (2)

		First (13)

		fish (1)

		Fisheries (1)

		fit (1)

		fits (2)

		FITTING (2)

		fleshing (1)

		flows (1)

		fluoride (1)

		fluorinated (1)

		flyer (1)

		focus (2)

		focuses (1)

		FOI (1)

		FOIA (4)

		FOIC (4)

		folks (2)

		follow-up (1)

		following (1)

		followthrough (1)

		footing (1)

		forecast (1)

		forget (1)

		forgot (1)

		formal (1)

		Formica (1)

		forum (9)

		Forums (4)

		forward (20)

		foul (1)

		found (3)

		Foundation (1)

		four (2)

		four-year (1)

		Fourthly (1)

		frac (1)

		Framework (2)

		frank (1)

		frankly (1)

		Fred (6)

		Friday (1)

		front (2)

		frustrated (1)

		Fund (2)

		fundamental (1)

		funding (1)

		funds (5)

		further (7)

		future (4)

		futuristic (1)



		G

		Gail (6)

		Gail's (1)

		Garrett (2)

		Garrett's (2)

		gathered (1)

		gathering (1)

		gatherings (1)

		gave (1)

		general (2)

		generally (6)

		generate (2)

		gets (1)

		given (5)

		gives (1)

		glad (1)

		goes (5)

		Golf (1)

		good (31)

		google (1)

		Government (1)

		governor (1)

		granted (1)

		grants (2)

		grateful (1)

		great (10)

		greater (1)

		Green (9)

		Groton (1)

		ground (1)

		Groundwater (1)

		group (52)

		groups (12)

		growth (1)

		guarantee (1)

		guess (3)

		guidance (5)

		guidelines (2)

		guiding (1)

		guys (1)



		H

		half (1)

		Hall (2)

		Halloween (1)

		Hamilton (2)

		Hampton (1)

		hand (2)

		hand-deliver (1)

		handful (2)

		handle (1)

		handout (3)

		happen (2)

		happened (2)

		happening (1)

		happens (1)

		happy (1)

		hard (8)

		Hartford (3)

		hate (1)

		head (1)

		headquarters (2)

		Health (44)

		healthier (2)

		healthy (2)

		hear (2)

		heard (9)

		Hearing (13)

		held (5)

		help (2)

		helped (1)

		helpful (4)

		helping (1)

		Hennick (1)

		here's (2)

		Heritage (1)

		Hi (1)

		high (1)

		high-level (1)

		high-quality (3)

		higher (1)

		highlights (2)

		Historically (3)

		history (1)

		hit (3)

		hitting (1)

		hoc (3)

		hold (3)

		holding (1)

		holds (1)

		home (1)

		hope (1)

		hopeful (1)

		hopefully (2)

		hoping (1)

		horse (1)

		hosting (1)

		hours (2)

		house (1)

		household (1)

		houses (2)

		HUDAK (10)

		huge (2)

		hundred (2)

		hundreds (1)

		hydrant (2)



		I

		idea (7)

		ideas (1)

		identify (1)

		II (4)

		III (1)

		imagine (1)

		impact (3)

		implementation (4)

		implications (1)

		importance (3)

		important (6)

		Improvement (1)

		in-stream (1)

		incentive (1)

		incentivize (1)

		incidentally (1)

		include (11)

		included (1)

		including (4)

		inconclusively (1)

		incorporate (1)

		increased (1)

		incumbents (1)

		incur (1)

		indication (1)

		indicative (1)

		individual (3)

		individually (1)

		industrial (1)

		industrial-sized (1)

		industries (2)

		industry (6)

		infant (1)

		information (18)

		informational (1)

		informative (1)

		informing (1)

		infrastructure (1)

		input (2)

		insensitive (1)

		installation (1)

		instance (3)

		instructions (1)

		integrative (4)

		intend (1)

		intent (1)

		interest (9)

		interested (22)

		interesting (5)

		interests (6)

		internal (2)

		interpersonal (1)

		intersect (1)

		into (14)

		invited (2)

		involved (1)

		involvement (1)

		iron (1)

		issue (10)

		issued (2)

		issues (6)

		Item (2)

		items (1)

		IV (1)



		J

		Jack (6)

		January (1)

		Jeff (1)

		Jersey (2)

		jives (1)

		John (6)

		John's (1)

		Jonathan (2)

		JONES (10)

		Judy (1)

		July (1)

		jump (1)

		June (1)



		K

		Karen (8)

		keep (2)

		keeping (1)

		key (1)

		kind (13)

		kitchen (2)

		Klein (2)

		Klein's (1)

		Knauf (1)

		knocked (1)

		knowing (1)

		known (1)



		L

		lack (1)

		lacking (1)

		lag (1)

		land (8)

		Lands (11)

		language (5)

		large (5)

		large-scale (1)

		larger (1)

		largest (1)

		last (14)

		late (1)

		laundry (1)

		law (7)

		layer (1)

		lead (2)

		leads (1)

		learn (2)

		least (9)

		leave (2)

		leaving (1)

		Ledyard (1)

		left (2)

		legal (1)

		legislative (3)

		legislatively (1)

		legislator (1)

		legislators (8)

		legislators' (1)

		legislature (5)

		Len (1)

		less (1)

		letter (7)

		letters (4)

		level (1)

		life (1)

		light (1)

		limit (5)

		Linda (15)

		line (1)

		linens (1)

		lines (2)

		link (2)

		linkage (1)

		links (1)

		list (5)

		listed (1)

		listening (1)

		lists (1)

		little (9)

		live (1)

		living (1)

		local (6)

		localities (1)

		location (1)

		locations (1)

		logistics (1)

		long (2)

		long-range (1)

		longer (1)

		look (13)

		looking (19)

		looks (5)

		Lori (11)

		lose (2)

		lot (18)

		Louis (1)

		love (1)

		LUCCHINA (1)

		Lyme (1)



		M

		mail (1)

		main (2)

		maintaining (2)

		major (1)

		makes (6)

		making (8)

		man (1)

		management (1)

		manganese (2)

		manner (1)

		many (8)

		March (1)

		Margaret (3)

		margin (1)

		Mary (2)

		matching (1)

		material (1)

		materials (1)

		MATHIEU (70)

		May (17)

		maybe (10)

		mayor (2)

		mayors (1)

		MDC (4)

		mean (10)

		meaning (1)

		meaningful (2)

		means (1)

		media (8)

		meet (5)

		meeting (29)

		meeting's (1)

		meetings (15)

		member (7)

		members (19)

		membership (5)

		memo (3)

		memory (1)

		mention (6)

		mentioned (6)

		merger (2)

		met (1)

		method (2)

		methods (1)

		Metropolitan (2)

		might (6)

		Milford (1)

		Miller (3)

		million (1)

		mind (2)

		mindful (1)

		mine (1)

		minimum (1)

		MINOR (23)

		minutes (2)

		misinform (1)

		missing (1)

		moment (1)

		momentarily (1)

		money (4)

		Monkey (2)

		Monroe (1)

		month (2)

		month's (1)

		monthly (2)

		months (2)

		Montville (1)

		more (35)

		morning (3)

		morning's (1)

		most (4)

		mostly (1)

		motion (11)

		Motion's (1)

		move (8)

		moved (2)

		moving (15)

		much (17)

		municipal (5)

		Municipalities (2)

		municipality (1)

		Mushinsky (1)

		Mushinsky's (2)

		must (3)

		myself (2)



		N

		name (5)

		nation (1)

		Natural (1)

		near (1)

		necessarily (5)

		necessary (2)

		need (23)

		needed (3)

		needs (9)

		negative (1)

		neighbor (1)

		neighborhood (2)

		neighbors (1)

		Nestlé (1)

		Network (1)

		neutral (1)

		Nevertheless (1)

		new (13)

		newly-elected (1)

		news (3)

		next (10)

		Niagara (4)

		nice (2)

		Nick (2)

		night (3)

		nine (1)

		nobody (1)

		nod (1)

		nonconsumptive (11)

		normal (1)

		Northeast (5)

		Norwich (1)

		notice (1)

		notification (3)

		notified (2)

		notify (1)

		November (7)

		number (11)

		numbers (1)



		O

		o'clock (2)

		obviously (5)

		October (4)

		odd-numbered (1)

		off (2)

		Off-the-record (1)

		offer (1)

		offices (1)

		official (3)

		officially (1)

		officials (2)

		old (12)

		once (6)

		One (50)

		one-on-one (1)

		ongoing (2)

		online (4)

		only (7)

		onto (1)

		Open (2)

		opened (1)

		opening (1)

		opens (1)

		operating (2)

		operation (1)

		operations (2)

		opinion (1)

		OPM (4)

		OPM's (1)

		opportunities (3)

		opportunity (9)

		oral (2)

		order (6)

		ordinances (1)

		organization (3)

		organizations (1)

		organize (1)

		organized (1)

		others (6)

		out (64)

		out-of-stream (1)

		outlined (1)

		Outreach (10)

		outside (1)

		outsourced (2)

		outweighed (1)

		outweighing (2)

		outweighs (1)

		over (5)

		overall (1)

		overlooks (1)

		overrepresentation (1)

		override (1)

		oversight (2)

		overturned (1)



		P

		package (1)

		page (9)

		pages (1)

		paper (1)

		papers (1)

		part (7)

		participate (1)

		participating (1)

		participation (2)

		particular (4)

		particularly (4)

		parts (1)

		pass (1)

		passed (4)

		past (4)

		pathway (1)

		Patrick (1)

		Paul (1)

		Paula (1)

		pays (1)

		pending (1)

		people (48)

		people's (1)

		per (1)

		percent (4)

		perhaps (2)

		period (9)

		permissive (2)

		permit (2)

		person (3)

		personally (2)

		Pertaining (1)

		petition (1)

		PFCs (1)

		physician (2)

		pick (1)

		piece (3)

		place (3)

		Plan (80)

		planned (1)

		planner (1)

		Planning (30)

		plans (17)

		plant (3)

		plastic (1)

		play (1)

		please (4)

		pleasure (1)

		plenty (2)

		pm (2)

		POCD (3)

		point (23)

		pointed (3)

		points (3)

		policy (4)

		political (1)

		Pomperaug (1)

		portion (1)

		position (1)

		positive (1)

		possible (3)

		possibly (6)

		post (1)

		post-approval (1)

		posted (4)

		poster (1)

		potential (1)

		power (2)

		practice (2)

		practices (1)

		pre-Halloween (1)

		precedential (1)

		precious (1)

		precipitation (3)

		preferred (2)

		premium (1)

		prepare (1)

		prepared (1)

		present (4)

		presentation (9)

		presentations (5)

		presented (4)

		presenting (1)

		presently (1)

		preservation (1)

		press (4)

		pretty (7)

		previous (3)

		previously (2)

		pricing (1)

		primary (1)

		principle (1)

		priorities (1)

		prioritize (1)

		priority (1)

		probably (9)

		problem (4)

		problematic (2)

		problems (2)

		procedure (2)

		procedures (2)

		proceed (1)

		process (15)

		produce (2)

		produced (1)

		productive (1)

		profit (2)

		progress (5)

		progresses (1)

		projected (1)

		projections (2)

		projects (1)

		prominent (1)

		proposed (1)

		protect (1)

		protection (11)

		protections (1)

		protective (1)

		protects (1)

		provide (3)

		provided (5)

		provides (1)

		providing (3)

		provision (1)

		Public (80)

		publications (1)

		publicize (2)

		publicly (1)

		published (1)

		pull (3)

		pulling (1)

		PURA (2)

		purpose (2)

		purposes (2)

		push (4)

		pushing (2)

		put (17)

		putting (5)



		Q

		quality (2)

		quantity (1)

		quarterly (1)

		quick (1)

		quickly (3)

		quite (5)

		quorums (2)

		quoted (1)



		R

		radar (1)

		Radka (1)

		raise (1)

		raised (3)

		rare (1)

		rate (1)

		reach (4)

		reached (4)

		reaching (2)

		reaction (1)

		reactions (1)

		read (5)

		ready (1)

		real (5)

		reality (2)

		really (34)

		reason (1)

		recall (3)

		receive (1)

		received (2)

		recently (3)

		recognizing (1)

		recommend (3)

		recommendation (2)

		recommendations (1)

		recommended (2)

		recommends (1)

		reconcile (1)

		record (4)

		recreation (1)

		recurring (1)

		redact (3)

		redacted (8)

		redaction (2)

		reference (1)

		regard (1)

		Regarding (2)

		regardless (1)

		regional (3)

		registered (3)

		registrations (1)

		regulations (1)

		Regulatory (1)

		rejections (1)

		related (2)

		relatively (1)

		releasable (2)

		release (3)

		reliable (1)

		remaining (2)

		remarkable (1)

		remarks (2)

		remind (1)

		remove (2)

		renewed (1)

		rental (1)

		report (9)

		reported (3)

		reporting (1)

		reports (1)

		represent (5)

		representation (2)

		Representative (3)

		representatives (4)

		represented (6)

		representing (1)

		represents (2)

		reps (1)

		request (6)

		Requesting (1)

		require (1)

		requirement (1)

		reserve (1)

		residents (2)

		resource (3)

		respect (4)

		respond (3)

		responded (2)

		responding (1)

		response (11)

		responses (2)

		restricted (1)

		retire (1)

		revenue (3)

		review (6)

		reviewed (3)

		reviewing (1)

		revised (1)

		revising (1)

		rewrite (1)

		rewritten (1)

		ridiculous (1)

		Right (15)

		risk (1)

		room (1)

		royalties (1)

		rule (1)

		rules (1)

		running (3)



		S

		safe (8)

		safety (1)

		same (7)

		sat (1)

		Save (4)

		saying (5)

		schedule (6)

		scheduled (3)

		schedules (1)

		scheduling (1)

		School (1)

		seat (1)

		Second (5)

		seconded (1)

		Secondly (1)

		Section (10)

		sector (1)

		secure (1)

		secured (1)

		security (1)

		seem (1)

		segue (1)

		select (1)

		Selection (1)

		selectman (1)

		selectmen (1)

		selectperson (1)

		selectwoman (1)

		self-appoint (1)

		sell (2)

		semiannual (1)

		Senator (2)

		send (6)

		sending (2)

		sends (1)

		sense (2)

		sensitive (1)

		sent (4)

		separate (1)

		September (3)

		SEQ's (1)

		series (1)

		serious (1)

		service (1)

		session (2)

		set (6)

		sets (1)

		setting (1)

		settle (1)

		seven (2)

		several (1)

		severe (1)

		sewer (3)

		sewers (1)

		shall (2)

		share (5)

		shock (2)

		shocked (1)

		shortly (1)

		show (1)

		showed (1)

		shown (1)

		side (3)

		sides (1)

		sign (1)

		signature (1)

		significance (1)

		significant (4)

		significantly (1)

		simple (2)

		simply (1)

		Simsbury (7)

		single (1)

		single-use (1)

		sit (1)

		sitting (1)

		situation (3)

		situations (1)

		six (2)

		Slap's (1)

		slides (1)

		slot (1)

		slots (1)

		smaller (1)

		snapshot (1)

		social (2)

		sold (1)

		somebody (2)

		somehow (1)

		someone (5)

		somewhat (2)

		somewhere (1)

		soon (6)

		soon-to-be-elected (1)

		sort (7)

		sorts (1)

		sounds (2)

		source (7)

		southeast (1)

		Space (2)

		speak (5)

		Speaking (6)

		speaks (1)

		species (1)

		specific (1)

		Specifically (6)

		spending (1)

		spent (2)

		spoke (3)

		spoken (1)

		Sprague (1)

		spread (1)

		square (1)

		staff (5)

		stage (1)

		stages (1)

		staggered (1)

		staggering (1)

		stakeholders (2)

		stand (2)

		standard (2)

		standards (3)

		standing (3)

		stands (1)

		start (5)

		starting (1)

		State (25)

		stated (1)

		statement (2)

		states (1)

		statute (22)

		statute's (1)

		statutory (4)

		stay (1)

		Steinberg (1)

		step (3)

		step-by-step (1)

		still (8)

		stood (2)

		stop (1)

		straightened (1)

		straightforward (1)

		Stratford (1)

		strayed (1)

		stream (1)

		streamflow (2)

		streams (1)

		Street (1)

		stress (2)

		stressed (1)

		strike (2)

		stronger (3)

		strongly (2)

		structure (1)

		struggling (1)

		stuff (1)

		subcommittee (2)

		subgroup (3)

		subgroups (1)

		subject (1)

		subject-matter (1)

		submission (1)

		submissions (1)

		submit (9)

		submitted (9)

		submitting (1)

		subsequent (1)

		subset (1)

		subtract (1)

		succinct (1)

		suggest (1)

		summarizes (1)

		summary (1)

		Superintendents (1)

		supplier (1)

		supplies (1)

		supply (9)

		support (2)

		supportive (1)

		supposed (4)

		sure (11)

		surprise (2)

		surprised (1)

		Survey (2)

		sustainable (2)

		system (1)

		systems (2)



		T

		table (1)

		talk (19)

		talked (6)

		talking (8)

		taped (2)

		target (1)

		task (3)

		tax (1)

		team (5)

		tee (1)

		teed (1)

		tends (1)

		terms (19)

		thanks (5)

		theme (1)

		thinking (2)

		third (2)

		Thirdly (1)

		though (4)

		thought (9)

		thoughtful (1)

		thousand-page (1)

		thousands (1)

		three (9)

		thrilled (1)

		throw (1)

		ticking (1)

		Tilcon (3)

		timely (1)

		times (5)

		timing (5)

		today (13)

		together (13)

		told (2)

		Tollie (2)

		Tom (1)

		tomorrow (1)

		tone (1)

		tongue (1)

		took (1)

		tool (1)

		topic (2)

		Torrington-Goshen (1)

		touch (1)

		tough (1)

		toward (2)

		town (8)

		towns (4)

		track (2)

		tracks (1)

		transcript (5)

		transcripts (2)

		transition (1)

		traumatic (1)

		treatment (2)

		trickle (1)

		trigger (3)

		triggers (2)

		trouble (1)

		true (2)

		Trumbull (1)

		trump (1)

		trust (3)

		try (4)

		trying (3)

		TV (1)

		tweaking (1)

		two (14)

		two-year (2)

		type (5)

		types (1)



		U

		UConn (1)

		under (8)

		unfilled (1)

		Unfortunately (1)

		uniform (1)

		Unique (2)

		unless (2)

		Unlike (1)

		unused (2)

		up (48)

		Upcoming (3)

		update (1)

		updated (5)

		updates (1)

		upland (1)

		upload (1)

		upon (2)

		upper (1)

		urge (1)

		use (12)

		used (2)

		users (2)

		uses (6)

		using (1)

		utilities (6)

		utility (6)

		utilize (2)



		V

		vacancy (1)

		vacation (1)

		Valerie (1)

		variety (1)

		various (3)

		venture (1)

		version (4)

		versions (1)

		versus (1)

		via (1)

		video (1)

		view (2)

		viewpoints (1)

		views (1)

		Virginia (1)

		voices (1)

		vote (3)

		voted (1)

		voting (1)



		W

		wait (2)

		waited (1)

		Wallingford (7)

		wants (4)

		washing (1)

		watching (1)

		Water (121)

		watershed (12)

		watersheds (7)

		waterways (1)

		wave (1)

		way (7)

		ways (1)

		weather (1)

		Web (4)

		webinar (6)

		website (10)

		website's (1)

		websites (1)

		weeks (1)

		weigh (2)

		welcome (1)

		well-coordinated (1)

		well-informed (1)

		well-received (2)

		well-taken (1)

		weren't (2)

		West (2)

		western (1)

		Westport (3)

		what's (11)

		whereby (1)

		white (2)

		who's (1)

		whole (4)

		wide (1)

		wider (1)

		wildlife (1)

		WINGFIELD (10)

		within (2)

		without (2)

		wonder (1)

		wonderful (2)

		word (1)

		words (2)

		work (24)

		worked (7)

		workgroup (5)

		workgroups (5)

		working (10)

		Works (2)

		worth (2)

		WPC (4)

		wpc@ctgov (2)

		WPCAG (1)

		write (2)

		writing (2)

		written (2)

		WUCC (3)

		WUCCs (2)

		WWA (1)



		Y

		Yale (1)

		year (4)

		years (4)

		yield (5)

		yields (3)







