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� 1                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Okay.  Some folks

 2  are going to be arriving late, so Jack has asked

 3  me to convene and start the meeting.  So with

 4  that, I guess until we get more of a quorum we'll

 5  table approval of the January 3, 2017, transcript.

 6  And that means CDM is up.

 7                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Good afternoon,

 8  everyone.  It's Elaine Sistare from CDM Smith.

 9  Joe Laliberte may be joining us, too, but Kirk

10  Westphal is out of town today, so he will not be

11  attending.  First, Dave Murphy from Milone &

12  MacBroom is also we here with me.

13                 I've got four topics I wanted to

14  give an update on.  Some of which I may ask Bob

15  Moore to supplement a little bit on the policy

16  papers as far as how we're working together on

17  that.  So we've got the policy papers, the

18  recommendations that we prepared over the last

19  week along with the policy subcommittee.  And we

20  hope that if they haven't already been, that they

21  will be posted for review by the public and others

22  basically on the website, available.

23                 We have a second task which is

24  pathways forward.  Those are for those topics that

25  we determined could not be considered consensus
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� 1  likely in the timeframe we have to prepare the

 2  water plan.

 3                 So those are topics that are

 4  challenges or options on water planning, but that

 5  while we may not be able to draft a recommendation

 6  in the next few months of the water plan

 7  development, but rather we can develop a pathway

 8  forward as things move forward in future months

 9  and even years.

10                 Thirdly, I'll go over the technical

11  evaluation which includes some of those maps and

12  stress indicators and how we're updating that in

13  phase two.  And then finally talk, discussing

14  about how we'll be going over comments to the

15  interim report and some of the back and forth that

16  we've had with different groups and individuals

17  about those comments and our subsequent responses.

18                 So getting back to the policy

19  papers, they were initially prepared by CDM Smith

20  and Milone & MacBroom based on policy group

21  discussions and the workshop.  They were reviewed

22  at the policy committee meeting in February, and

23  then again reviewed with the Steering Committee at

24  the February 16th workshop number 5.

25                 They have been over the last two
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� 1  weeks revised by individual policy members and now

 2  we have a recommendation that, as like I said,

 3  initially drafted by us and now revised by

 4  individual policy members.  We expect that that

 5  new revision will be posted, and ultimately we are

 6  looking for feedback on that recommendation so

 7  that we can incorporate it into the plan.

 8                 Bob, can you maybe speak to that?

 9  Or we have a Thursday meeting, policy meeting, so

10  maybe --

11                 BOB MOORE:  Yeah, we're having a

12  policy meeting on Thursday which half the time

13  will be focused on going over the draft.  We

14  received comments from Margaret Miner and similar

15  comments of the completed ones.  I don't know if

16  we received any other comments.  I have not.

17                 ELAINE SISTARE:  I think we

18  specifically asked that folks hold off on their

19  comments until we meet as a group and basically

20  discuss in person so that we don't go too round

21  and round with, you know, comments and responses

22  individually.

23                 BOB MOORE:  But the drafts have all

24  been completed.  They all look more complete than

25  they were.  They've been incorporated in a lot of
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� 1  the comments we had at the last workshop.  I think

 2  they're getting in pretty good shape.  I think

 3  there's some issues that we should talk about.

 4  Probably the Water Planning Council needs to

 5  decide issues where it says the State should, the

 6  State will, the State could, and change those to

 7  positive things.

 8                 Either this is a report from the

 9  State to the agencies, to themselves, or to the

10  Legislature and it seems like you ought to make

11  positive statements out of it.  Like instead of,

12  you know, the State should investigate, it should

13  say, investigate XYZ.  And I think those are

14  policy questions that the Water Planning Council

15  should look at in terms of the edits which are

16  inconsistent throughout the graphs.

17                 You know, if it's going to be the

18  state water plan it shouldn't say the State should

19  think about this, or the State should do this.  It

20  shouldn't say we're going to do this, or here's

21  how it's going to get done, or some other more

22  positive verb.  Then the state should think about

23  it.

24                 And I think that's my biggest

25  concern with the policies as they're written,
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� 1  because they're not firm and they leave a lot to

 2  be, you know, thought about rather than done.  And

 3  I think you've got to -- somewhere along if the

 4  plan is going to be implemented you can't say the

 5  State should think about doing this, or could do

 6  this, or will do this, because there's no

 7  finalization.  There's no time commitment.

 8  There's nothing that gets that thing final.

 9                 So I think that should be looked at

10  in terms of the Planning Council's role in this,

11  is as you look at these, how do you get them to a

12  state where it is a positive statement.

13                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah.  And like

14  Dave said, it is a good point and I think it kind

15  of goes to the core of the plan.  These are

16  recommendations to be included in the plan.  What

17  will those recommendations then go on to?

18                 What comes to mind is that

19  flowchart that ultimately is a summary but needs

20  to be, you know, have the text to go along with

21  it.  With any sort of recommendation that has to

22  do with water planning in the state, what will the

23  Water Planning Council do with it?  You know, does

24  it need consensus, you know, in that series of

25  should it go to some advisory group?
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� 1                 Or could it go -- could a

 2  recommendation with the Water Planning Council, if

 3  they're all in agreement, could it go straight to

 4  the Legislature, a recommendation like that?  So I

 5  think maybe the recommendations of the plan and

 6  how those recommendations actually will be

 7  implemented or pushed forward needs to be, you

 8  know, those two topics need some cohesion.

 9                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I have a

10  question in terms of responsibility, at what point

11  in time the policy committee is drafting those

12  policies.

13                 ELAINE SISTARE:  It has.

14                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  It has drafted

15  those policies.  And are they going to be blessed,

16  approved, whatever the word be, by the Water

17  Planning Council in the near term before they

18  become part of CDM Smith's report to us?  Or will

19  they go essentially as is with these edits like

20  Bob was talking about in the report, and then the

21  Water Planning Council itself will be reviewing

22  that as part of the report?

23                 I guess I'm looking at you, Dave.

24                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  And I'm not sure

25  we've determined that yet.  I know that while
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� 1  there hasn't been a lot of attention shown on it,

 2  all four members of the Planning Council have been

 3  solicited for input at every step of the way in

 4  developing these papers.  So I would suspect that

 5  that will continue based upon whatever the

 6  finalized policy plan looks like before we go

 7  final with it.

 8                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah.  There are a

 9  number, and you know, that may be why it's

10  somewhat confusing, but there are a number of

11  opportunities for, you know, comment and actual

12  creation of these.

13                 Like Dave said, it was, you know,

14  first developed from the workshop on, okay.  This

15  is a recommendation what's included in this.

16                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  And quite frankly,

17  with the creation of any of the white papers there

18  have been ample opportunities, not only for the

19  white papers, but a number of the other materials

20  for the Water Planning Council members to weigh in

21  before it even gets posted to the website.

22                 So I think we've been pretty

23  heavily involved in terms of reviewing the

24  comments.  I just don't think until such time as

25  the policy group is finalized that I don't think
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� 1  we're in a position to look at it until then.

 2                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yeah.  That

 3  makes sense because at some point the Water

 4  Planning Council has to take ownership of all

 5  these pieces, and you would envision that

 6  happening before the final report is submitted in

 7  June?

 8                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Yes.

 9                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Great.

10                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  If there's

11  no more comments on those policy papers and, you

12  know, what ultimately are comprised of the 13

13  recommendations, my second topic was those other

14  components of options and challenges that are

15  important but aren't able to find consensus in the

16  short timeframe we have.  So those are the ones

17  that we've developed pathways forward.

18                 And that was in workshop 4, which

19  was February 2nd where we chose different

20  challenges and options that we need pathways

21  forward and we are starting to develop that.  So

22  we have created -- and this is, you know, sort of

23  in CDM's Smith's hands at the moment.  We've

24  created an outline for some high-priority issues

25  of those items that need a pathway forward.
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� 1                 Similar to how we set up the

 2  recommendations, each of those pathways forward

 3  will have a purpose, statement, any information

 4  that needs to move forward, possible partnerships,

 5  how consensus building and communication can be

 6  prioritized or any recommendations for that, and

 7  prioritizing any recommendations for the Steering

 8  Committee that needs to happen in order for those

 9  pathways to move.

10                 Other issues are grouped into major

11  categories so we're trying -- we've had, I think,

12  about 30 or so options or challenges that required

13  a pathway forward.  And rather than, you know, say

14  the same thing over and over again, we are trying

15  to group a few into categories.  In some cases

16  they were already categorized such as policy,

17  technology, regulatory components and

18  recommendations on individual issues as that

19  applies.

20                 So we're drafting these on the

21  information we received based on that February 2nd

22  workshop number 4, and along with policy group

23  discussions and we'll get drafts to the Steering

24  Committee and available for others' input mid

25  March.  We're looking at March 17th for that.
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� 1                 And then kind of, Dave, something

 2  you said about the Water Planning Council and all

 3  the opportunities for review.  As I believe maybe

 4  now the calendar dates are posted, but ultimately

 5  we have requested -- and the Water Planning

 6  Council has provided additional meetings in

 7  addition to the once a month Water Planning

 8  Council or Steering Committee meeting so that we

 9  can get together as a group and move things

10  forward.

11                 So the pathways forward, that we'll

12  have submitted March 17th.  We can discuss those

13  at the Water Planning Council meeting that is

14  currently scheduled for March 24th.

15                 Moving onto my third update is the

16  technical evaluation.  So this is, you know, as

17  we've discussed in the past phase one with the

18  framework for data and technical information, and

19  now how are we progressing on that in phase two?

20  There's climate change impacts to those various

21  basins and how that stress risk will be modified

22  depending on how climate change actually comes up,

23  or what the estimates are.

24                 Impacts of conservation on those

25  same stress risk categories, and then we've
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� 1  discussed quite a bit refinement of the ecological

 2  flow representation.  So recasting some of those

 3  consumptive uses in a more positive basis on the

 4  fact sheets that we've created for each basin, and

 5  we've calling that consumptive use, drinking and

 6  industrial water.  So that's been ongoing with the

 7  science and technical committee.

 8                 We have a demonstration basin model

 9  we're working on to evaluate some of those

10  management alternatives.  With the science and

11  technical committee we've selected the Quinnipiac

12  basin as our demonstration basin model, because it

13  has both groundwater and surface water and it

14  shows a moderate stress level from our phase one

15  work.  It helps us evaluate both -- some of the

16  options that we've talked about, class B for

17  non-potable use, reuse conservation, localized

18  impacts on streamflow.

19                 So that's our demonstration basin

20  on a bit of a higher level.  Under the technical

21  evaluation it's a correlation between land use and

22  basin stress, and then depending on how far we can

23  push that, can we also determine or make some

24  statements related to the correlation between high

25  seasonal water use and basin stress?
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� 1                 So I think our maps have already

 2  shown some of that, but looking out into planning

 3  in the future -- and I guess similar to my request

 4  to Bob, Virginia, I'll ask you to maybe add

 5  anything regarding the science and technical

 6  group.  And also the policy meeting on Thursday is

 7  in the afternoon.  The science and technical

 8  meeting is in the morning on Thursday, I believe.

 9                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  It's going to be

10  a busy day.

11                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes.

12                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yes, the science

13  and technical group, we've been having a lot of

14  fun.  We've had a lot of very productive

15  conversations, some in meetings and some via

16  email.  I have been very pleased that Kirk and

17  John Boyer, who's the technical person working on

18  this that I don't believe most of you have met.

19  He's based in South Carolina.  They have been very

20  receptive to input we've had.  A lot bantering

21  going back and forth and they have, you know, they

22  listen and they try and incorporate the comments

23  that we're making.  So it has been a lot of fun.

24                 As Elaine just said, a lot of the

25  discussion has been on the ecological flows.  As
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� 1  was presented, I think, in the workshop at the

 2  last meeting that we had here we had recognized

 3  early on that the fact that those were not

 4  represented on the basin sheets was a huge gap.

 5                 And so the estimates of ecological

 6  flows are now included as a use, as a water use.

 7  And there's been some discussion in the group in

 8  terms of what the appropriate estimating technique

 9  should be for that.  And Kirk told me that CDM

10  Smith has reconciled -- that's his word -- all

11  that they heard, and he will be presenting it to

12  us on Thursday.

13                 And I sense -- are you going to

14  clue me in what this is going to be before

15  Thursday?  Or are you going to surprise me?  And

16  he didn't really answer my question, so I think I

17  need to expect to be surprised.  And he's out of

18  town so I mean, we can't do it now.

19                 Also we had extensive discussions

20  on choosing that representative basin.  So you've

21  heard from John that he's actually going forth

22  with the Quinnipiac?

23                 ELAINE SISTARE:  That's the basin I

24  heard.  And Dave, I think you remember the

25  conversation a bit, too, but I guess we discussed,
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� 1  you know, there are quite a bit of complicating

 2  factors for that basin, but there's also a wealth

 3  of information about that basin.

 4                 DAVID MURPHY:  A lot of the

 5  complexity in that basin is something that John

 6  feels is something that he can incorporate because

 7  there's the factual where withdrawals are

 8  occurring, permit conditions, that sort of thing.

 9  He can build that all into his analysis.

10                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Great.

11                 DAVID MURPHY:  So they're looking

12  forward to that.

13                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And just for, I

14  guess, primarily your information, I copied you on

15  my email this morning, Elaine.  I don't think I

16  copied you, Dave.  I sent an email to the

17  president and vice president of the Quinnipiac

18  River Watershed Association letting them know that

19  their basin was under consideration and inviting

20  them to the meeting on Thursday if they wanted to

21  be involved.  So you know, I just sent that an

22  hour ago.  So I have not heard back from them.

23                 The other major discussion that

24  we've been having very actively is the maps and

25  the graphs, as you've seen them so far, have as a
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� 1  subset of the ecological flows the regulated

 2  releases that are a result of the streamflow

 3  regulation.  And there's been a lot of discussion

 4  in terms of, if we show those what about all the

 5  other mandated releases, whether they be the ones

 6  that have been historically applied to stock

 7  streams, or whether they be other ones that are

 8  just existing under permit conditions for

 9  individual water companies, that they would be

10  appropriately shown as well?  And I thank John

11  Hudak for really pushing this point and bringing

12  it to our attention and getting the conversation

13  started.

14                 The big question about that is, can

15  we get that data?  Does it exist in a reasonable

16  format in a reasonable amount of time, because

17  certainly CDM Smith does not have the time and

18  resources to actually compile the data?  I've been

19  working with Corinne in terms of what would be

20  available from DEEP and also talked a lot with

21  Dave about it.

22                 And at a minimum we can present, or

23  CDM Smith will present in the stress maps the

24  extremes.  On one end would be having just the

25  regulated releases, and the other end is the
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� 1  estimate of what we assume -- what we're

 2  estimating to be required ecological flows.  So we

 3  could at least bracket those extremes and the

 4  other mandated releases would fall somewhere in

 5  between.  So that's the basis.

 6                 We've identified it clearly as a

 7  data gap.  That is being added to the report as a

 8  data gap that if we can't get those data compiled

 9  in a way that can be used in the next, literally

10  the next several weeks, then it will be a

11  recommendation that that data gap be filled in the

12  future.  I think we all acknowledge that's

13  something that should exist, but it just has never

14  been a priority that's been demanding the minimum

15  resources that have been available to deal with

16  it.

17                 So those are the kinds of things

18  we've been talking about, and we're going to

19  continue doing it.

20                 ELAINE SISTARE:  On Thursday.

21  Thanks, Virginia.  My forth topic today was --

22                 BOB MOORE:  Can I ask a question,

23  Elaine?  By the mandated releases, Virginia, are

24  we talking about from dams, or are you talking

25  about all releases and all discharges, or both?
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� 1                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  We were focusing

 2  primarily on dams.  What other ones are you

 3  thinking of?

 4                 BOB MOORE:  Well, there's permitted

 5  wastewater discharges to the streams, and I assume

 6  you have that data.

 7                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yeah, that's

 8  actually been another piece of the discussion that

 9  wastewater has been -- has not been a focus of the

10  analysis so far.  And if you look through a lot of

11  the responses to the comments, I know that was one

12  concern that Lori had -- and thank you.  We'll

13  bring that up again because it slipped off my

14  radar.  Thank you.

15                 BOB MOORE:  On the Quinnipiac I

16  mean, a lot of the flow in the river is wastewater

17  and has been, and it goes back a long, long time

18  ago.

19                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Right.  There's

20  an increasing trend in the flow at the Longford

21  gauge and that's probably because of all the

22  wastewater treatment plants.

23                 BOB MOORE:  Right.  Yeah.  I mean,

24  you know, that was solely allocated.  Virtually

25  all the similar capacity was allocated for
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� 1  wastewater back in the early seventies.  And so

 2  there was analysis done on that, you know, 50

 3  years ago, or 40 years ago now that shows how much

 4  wastewater and how much capacity there was, but

 5  there also have been dams removed along the way.

 6  And so the, you know, conditions of which the

 7  wastewater permits are changed from what was

 8  originally occurring.

 9                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Elaine, do you

10  know if John's model includes -- or Dave, do you

11  know if John's model includes wastewater

12  discharges?

13                 DAVID MURPHY:  I believe they're

14  included.

15                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I mean, if it's

16  flow accounting -- I would assume it would be.  So

17  in at least in the test basin we're going to be

18  doing it.  In terms of how we're going to capture

19  that in the larger analysis of the basin summary

20  sheets and the basin maps, I think that warrants

21  discussion.

22                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Other questions?

23                 (No response.)

24                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  My fourth

25  topic is how we're addressing or finalizing some
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� 1  of the comments that may be considered outstanding

 2  on the interim report.  A policy or a procedure

 3  that we developed with the advisory group that

 4  we're recommending be applied across the board is

 5  reviewing those individual comments, comparing

 6  them against the response that was provided and if

 7  the response is not satisfactory, kind of try to

 8  triage it a bit and determine whether or not the

 9  issue is critical.

10                 Is it relevant to the plan?  And if

11  so, reach out so that we can make sure that those

12  comments are, you know, incorporated or if it's

13  data in need, then that's noted.  If the issue is

14  still unresolved, Virginia, I think you've been

15  volunteered or somehow appointed as keeping a

16  master list of unresolved comments.

17                 And John Hudak, thank you.  I think

18  you're on the phone.  I think you kind of brought

19  this point up in one of the advisory group

20  meetings that it's, you know, rather than continue

21  in, you know, creating a circle of going back, we

22  do have a finite amount of time and resources and

23  we want to make sure we spend it wisely.

24                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Just a brief

25  addendum to that.  I would -- I guess on behalf of
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� 1  CDM Smith, I would ask that if you have concerns

 2  or issues with how they address some of the

 3  comments, that if possible you provide a solution?

 4  For example, some of the issues that I said.  You

 5  know I said, if you change this sentence in this

 6  way it would address my concern.  And I actually

 7  gave them the words so that there wasn't, you

 8  know, so that I made it easy for CDM Smith.  And I

 9  think the more people who could do that it would

10  be appreciated.

11                 Also, I do get a lot of those

12  comments back through.  One of the things I'm

13  going to try and do, if I get similar comments

14  from different people, I'm going to try to combine

15  them.  And so that would be helpful for me in that

16  process if you could make clear suggestions on how

17  to address your concern.

18                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Uh-huh.  And I

19  think, you know, it does go back to the

20  recommendations that are standing out there today

21  for review on the policy recommendations and why

22  we're trying to use the policy subcommittees

23  meeting as a, let's go over, you know, comments

24  and responses and ultimately develop that next

25  revision that may become part of the plan in a
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� 1  more efficient way.

 2                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And also I think

 3  the reason why I got volunteered to do this is,

 4  for my own benefit, I had gone through the

 5  comments that I had made earlier.  And in some of

 6  the responses CDM Smith had said -- this was

 7  comments on the phase one draft report -- and the

 8  response was, this is more appropriate as a

 9  recommendation in phase two.

10                 And I was highlighting those as

11  things to track, because I know very well when

12  I've said, yeah, I'm going to put that in phase

13  two and then, you know, I forget to put it in

14  phase two.  And so as I said, I've already started

15  that process.  So that's another function of my

16  compilation, will be things to be tracking and

17  make sure that they actually get into the phase

18  two information.

19                 DAVID MURPHY:  Virginia, thank you

20  for doing that.  Kirk and I had been taking things

21  like that and parking them off on the side list as

22  well.  If you could compare notes at some point

23  soon, just make sure that we have all of those in

24  a good running list.

25                 ELAINE SISTARE:  With that, that is
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� 1  the four topics that I was discussing today.  So

 2  I'll take any questions or you can --

 3                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Any questions for

 4  Elaine or David?

 5                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Do you have an

 6  overview of the Southbury meeting?

 7                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Oh, Southbury

 8  public.  I think --

 9                 THE CHAIRMAN:  It was cozy.

10                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah, it was cozy.

11  In real estate terms, cozy, because unlike our

12  public meetings, including the three held in phase

13  one and also the public meetings -- there were

14  four held in Norwich in January.  We had a small

15  crowd.  I want to use the word "relatively."

16                 It was a small crowd.  It

17  literally -- probably had, you know, five to seven

18  members in the audience.  And it was, you know, we

19  sort of bantered around afterwords.  You know, was

20  it because word wasn't spread enough?  Although I

21  think the local papers included it -- and

22  different Facebook, like, Len DeJong's, he had it

23  in his different Facebook postings as far as the

24  group that he runs.

25                 But ultimately I think, you know,
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 2  perfect, you know, 65, 70 degrees, sunny afternoon

 3  and, you know, we were in a darkened town hall

 4  room.  So the opportunities for doing something

 5  else may have been too tempting.  But overall we

 6  did hold the public meeting like we have in the

 7  past, which we had the two-hour, 1 to 3 p.m. set.

 8                 The first half an is hour where we

 9  gave an update on work to date, including phase

10  one, including our science and technical

11  information.  We had allocated an hour for public

12  discussion and then the last half-hour was a

13  summary of what's coming as part of phase two in

14  the next few months.

15                 We did -- because it was such a

16  small crowd it was more interactive throughout the

17  two-hour session, rather than a formal

18  presentation followed by comment, then

19  presentation.  So in some respects, you know, that

20  was a nice change of pace and we did have, you

21  know, an engaged crowd while it was few in number.

22                 Dave, were there any -- I think

23  overall some of the topics and comments were

24  somewhat similar to what we've seen in the past,

25  you know, worried about seasonal water use.
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 2                 DAVID MURPHY:  Droughts.

 3                 ELAINE SISTARE:  -- droughts.

 4                 DAVID MURPHY:  Similar comments,

 5  good discussion, but nothing really new came up.

 6                 ELAINE SISTARE:  And we do have the

 7  final public meeting number six included here as

 8  part of phase two.  That's going to be held here

 9  at PURA in April, I believe the 13th, Thursday the

10  13th from 1 to 3.

11                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Okay.  Thank you,

12  Elaine.

13                 Any other questions?

14                 ANDREW LORD:  Just a quick question

15  on sort of timing and dates for once these papers

16  go public.  Do we know when that will happen and

17  then how much of a comment period will there be

18  from, you know, the constituent groups?

19                 ELAINE SISTARE:  The policy

20  recommendation, which is, you know, what we've

21  recently provided to the Water Planning Council

22  and we'd like to see that posted if it hasn't been

23  already.  But ultimately I think even when we have

24  a draft updated plan report, meaning phase one and

25  phase two, turnaround for review is going to be
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 2  be lucky to have two weeks for these policy papers

 3  also.

 4                 DAVID MURPHY:  What's the thinking

 5  for the pathways forward?  Would they be discussed

 6  in the March 24th meeting, then published right

 7  after that?

 8                 ELAINE SISTARE:  I would agree,

 9  yes.  Yes.

10                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Okay.  Thank you

11  very much.  Now that we've got more of a quorum,

12  let's circle back to item one, and that's approval

13  of January 3, 2017, transcript of the Steering

14  Committee.  Do I have a motion?

15                 THE CHAIRMAN:  I'll move adoption.

16                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  May I have a

17  second?

18                 BOB MOORE:  Second.

19                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  It's been moved

20  and seconded.  All those in favor, signify by

21  saying aye.

22                 THE COMMITTEE:  Aye.

23                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Opposed?

24                 (No response.)

25                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  The motion
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 2                 And that brings us to our two

 3  workgroups.  Bob, I'll start with policy.  Is

 4  there anything else you would like to add after

 5  the other comments?

 6                 BOB MOORE:  The policy committee

 7  met after the workshop up at UConn and went over

 8  the items that ended up being the 13 or so drafts

 9  that had come out of that.  So that was kind of

10  after the workshop.  We took the review of those

11  and ended up -- these are the 13 or so that ended

12  up as policy drafts, and that's where those came

13  from.

14                 One of the issues we talked

15  about -- did not get into, that was funding of the

16  implementation, or funding of any of the process

17  which probably needs to happen somewhere before

18  the report is done.  Sorry.  And also a lot of

19  stuff we talked about was some groundwater

20  monitoring in private wells, and we're actually

21  talking about this Thursday as well.

22                 So that could end up as one of

23  these pathways, could end up as a policy that we

24  have some consistency on.  So that was the

25  workshop in January after the UConn meeting.  And
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 2  ended up in one of those papers.  So I thought

 3  that was really constructive to have it right

 4  after the workshop so that things were done and

 5  focused.

 6                 And the last one was right before

 7  the last March -- the February 17th, 22nd,

 8  somewhere in there?

 9                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Sixteenth, I

10  believe.  I think it was the morning of the

11  workshop number five.

12                 BOB MOORE:  Yeah, the 16th in which

13  we reluctantly, but did assign spokespersons for

14  each policy and those spokespersons then had to

15  present the policy at the workshop.  And then

16  subsequently they had to edit the drafts that were

17  presented by CDM, and those were sent out.

18                 And then Elaine's comments were

19  then used to help you revise your draft.  And then

20  every one of the -- I think everybody sent them

21  in.  So the policy workgroup did a lot of the

22  drafting -- redrafting of all the policy issues

23  that were there and those have been all sent

24  forward.  Right?

25                 So we will go over those again on
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 2  for you.  And one of the comments I said while you

 3  weren't here, Jack, was a lot of those -- there's

 4  some inconsistencies in the writing because you

 5  have 10 people writing it, but other than that the

 6  issues of implementation, a lot of it says the

 7  State will, the State shall, the State could.

 8                 We might want to have a training.

 9  Those have to be -- I think, before you submit

10  this as, you know, the Water Planning Council, you

11  need to turn those into positive things and either

12  say what agency will do it, or just say this will

13  be done.

14                 I mean, some work has to go to the

15  agency and some work -- otherwise it's the State

16  should do this -- doesn't leave anybody any sense

17  of what's going to actually happen.  So I think as

18  the Planning Council, as you do your edits you're

19  going to have to take those policies and make an

20  assumption.  I'd be happy to do it, but I think it

21  might be better for you guys to assign that work.

22  But it would be -- I think it would be helpful if

23  you thought about that over the next couple of

24  weeks as to how you're going to decide who's going

25  to be responsible for the recommendations.
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 2  meeting on Thursday.  We're going to have a

 3  discussion on groundwater from Professor Robbins

 4  from UConn, and we'll be talking more about

 5  private well monitoring at that time.

 6                 Any questions?

 7                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Back over to you

 8  Mr. Chair.

 9                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much

10  for covering.  Apologies for being late.  Any

11  questions?

12                 (No response.)

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  We'll move on.

14                 Lori, do you have any questions?

15                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Did I miss the

16  CDM discussion about how comments are going to be

17  addressed?

18                 DAVID MURPHY:  Yes.

19                 LORI MATHIEU:  Do you have, like,

20  two sentences you could tell me about comments?

21                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Sure.  The

22  procedure that was first brought in the advisory

23  group, we requested that various chairs of their

24  subcommittees share with their members, that they

25  review their individual comments and the CDM Smith
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 2  whether or not those responses are satisfactory,

 3  determining whether the issue is critical and

 4  relevant to the plan.

 5                 And if it is critical and relevant

 6  to the plan then we want to hear.  You know,

 7  basically reach out to us as the consultants and

 8  determine how we can move that forward.

 9                 LORI MATHIEU:  Just to clarify,

10  that would go through the chairs.  Each comment

11  would go through the chairs of these committees?

12                 ELAINE SISTARE:  If the issue is

13  still unresolved after that conversation with the

14  consultants, then Virginia is keeping a list of

15  those that need further discussion.

16                 LORI MATHIEU:  So that goes for

17  everybody's comments, including the Department of

18  Public Health, like agency generated comments

19  would have to go through a chair of the policy

20  committee.  I'm just wondering how my comments --

21  I mean, there's a lot of disagrees and I think

22  there's some other people that have, you know.

23                 Your comment, here's your comment.

24  Spend the time commenting, and you've got

25  disagreement, and here's why we disagree.  And so
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 2  having a further conversation.  I know it did for

 3  me.

 4                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Lori, if I may?

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  So if -- and for me

 6  as an agency, I represent an agency.  I have a

 7  comment.  I think it would be, you know, we should

 8  have a chance to have a discussion.

 9                 And I think in talking to Kirk

10  about this, one of the discussions we might have

11  the time to have a discussion over it is when we

12  have the additional meetings for the Water

13  Planning Council meetings.  Because as an agency,

14  as a representative of one of four agencies on

15  this council I don't think I need to go through a

16  committee to have a discussion with CDM Smith.

17  That's just my opinion.

18                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I think maybe

19  there was a misunderstanding in that when we were

20  talking about this.  Kirk encouraged people to

21  contact him directly, and so that would be

22  specifically the agency folks.  But even some of

23  the committee folks, if they felt strongly about

24  something they were encouraged to contact him

25  directly for that discussion and not go through a
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 2                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  And I've

 3  talked to him about that.  I just want to be clear

 4  on the record, just the distinction there, because

 5  there you're making a distinction.

 6                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Everybody was

 7  encouraged to contact CDM Smith and/or me.

 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  So I've done

 9  that and had that conversation, and I still have

10  some concerns that I want to talk about.  So we'll

11  deal with it when we have those other additional

12  meetings.

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Which we have a lot

14  of them scheduled.

15                 LORI MATHIEU:  We have a lot of

16  them scheduled, so that's good.  Okay.  Thank you.

17                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other questions?

18                 (No response.)

19                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  We'll turn it

20  over to the science and technology subcommittee

21  report.

22                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I don't have

23  anything to add, but if you want me to summarize

24  my earlier comments for you, I can certainly do

25  that.
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 2  have some time here, so I appreciate that.

 3                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  What I said was

 4  that we've been having a lot of fun and I've been

 5  very pleased with the interactions that we've been

 6  having with the CDM Smith team, Kirk -- and John

 7  Boyer who's based in South Carolina, who you

 8  haven't met -- have been very responsive to our

 9  input and we've had some lively discussions both

10  in meetings and via email.

11                 We're meeting on Thursday morning

12  of this week and hopefully finalizing our

13  discussions on topics that we've been addressing.

14  One is how best to estimate ecological flows.

15  That was recognized as a major gap in terms of the

16  presentation.  That's a water use to be accounted

17  for.

18                 Also we've been talking about

19  choosing a basin for CDM Smith to use as a test

20  case for their flow accounting model, and we

21  settled on the Quinnipiac.  It's got a lot of

22  withdrawals, both groundwater and surface water

23  and a lot of information available.  And then

24  we've also been talking about whether to include

25  other mandated discharges -- excuse me, mandated
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 2  graphs with the bars, the regulatory releases

 3  resulting from the stream flow regs, but also

 4  there are historic releases that have been

 5  mandated either through permits or through the

 6  stock stream regulations that are currently in

 7  place.

 8                 And if we decide that those should

 9  be included, having to figure out whether the data

10  are available, or whether that just goes in as a

11  data gap that needs to be addressed for the

12  future.

13                 And then following up on a question

14  that Bob asked today, we're also going to be

15  talking about whether those basin summary

16  sheets -- and that should be including the

17  wastewater discharges.  I know, Lori, that was

18  something that you also had some concerns about.

19  So that's going to be part of the discussion on

20  Thursday as well.

21                 LORI MATHIEU:  So I read the agenda

22  to say that you were looking at the Quinnipiac,

23  but that it wasn't solidified yet.

24                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  That was the

25  last conversation that I had with John and Kirk.
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 2  understand from Elaine and Dave Murphy is that he

 3  took a look at the data that are available and he

 4  thinks he can do it.

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  So that's still up

 6  for discussion, though?

 7                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  It's not really

 8  up for discussion.

 9                 LORI MATHIEU:  No?  That's not what

10  the agenda says, though.

11                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I realize that,

12  but since the agenda went out I've heard that

13  John -- it was on there as a tentative because

14  John was looking into it to see if it was

15  possible.  He thinks it is possible, so we're

16  going to go ahead with it.

17                 LORI MATHIEU:  So the people at the

18  meeting will have no input into the choice of that

19  basin?

20                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  That's right.

21  It's been something that we've discussed for the

22  last two meetings and a lot of discussion via

23  email.

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  But it's on the

25  agenda as a discussion point --


                            37
� 1                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I apologize.

 2  I'll change the agenda and send it out again.

 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  I don't know,

 4  because the reason why I'm going is -- as you know

 5  I sent you an e-mail.  One of the reasons I'm

 6  going is I would like to have a discussion about

 7  which basin to choose and why.  I'd like to be

 8  part of that discussion.

 9                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Well as I said,

10  it has been on the agenda and discussed in the

11  last two meetings.

12                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, just to

13  repeat, I guess I would like to be part of that

14  discussion.  And it's on the agenda as a

15  discussion point, and people are looking at that

16  and I don't know, but I think it's important for

17  the Health Department to have some input into

18  which basin should be chosen.

19                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I'll just

20  explain the criteria that we used for a basin, was

21  that it had experienced some stress, that it have

22  gauging stations downstream of some of the things

23  that were going -- you know, the various stresses

24  that existed, that it had a lot of data available

25  and -- help me David.  There was another one.
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 2  surface water.

 3                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  It had ideally

 4  both groundwater and surface water and some

 5  storage.

 6                 DAVID MURPHY:  The ability to test

 7  some of the alternatives, the conservation, reuse

 8  of wastewater, things that could be tested because

 9  there are ways to test that in those communities

10  that would make sense.

11                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Right.

12                 LORI MATHIEU:  So can we have a

13  discussion during the science meeting on this and

14  then have a final decision, as the agenda says?

15                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  We can certainly

16  discuss it.  I believe that John has already

17  invested time in developing the model for the

18  Quinnipiac.

19                 ELAINE SISTARE:  The only thing I

20  guess I would add -- and I'm maybe one step behind

21  all the discussions that have been happening over

22  the last couple of months -- but it is supposed to

23  be a representative choice.

24                 You know, will there be some

25  information that you can gain from this?  Possibly
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 2  drought information that we have over the state

 3  works reasonably at a local level.

 4                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yeah, and this

 5  model is a proof of concept.  The intent is to try

 6  it on a basin to see if it's a useful tool.  And

 7  it is not proprietary software, but if it does

 8  appear that it could be a useful tool CDM Smith

 9  will leave it with us so that it can be applied to

10  any and all basins that have concerns.

11                 I haven't talked to him about it

12  yet, but my idea is that Glen should have his

13  students work on that if we decide it's a useful

14  tool.  But as I said, it's -- will this work to

15  address the kinds of management options that have

16  been identified, specifically the response to

17  climate change?  Also if we had interconnects or

18  if we were able to transfer some non-potable uses

19  to class B water or conservation, those are the

20  kinds of management tools that would be tested by

21  this map, by this model.

22                 If those were implemented would it

23  have an effect on the long-term sustainability of

24  the basin?  But it is a test case and as I said,

25  if it proves to be an effective tool it would be
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 2  in the state.

 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  So we can

 4  have this conversation on Thursday morning?

 5                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Certainly.

 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  As the agenda says?

 7  I want to make sure that it's truly

 8  representative.  And Quinnipiac, no disrespect,

 9  but it has been studied and studied and studied.

10  There's a lot of information on the Quinnipiac,

11  and is it truly representative of every issue and

12  every concern that we have?

13                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  None of the

14  basins are perfect.

15                 LORI MATHIEU:  And again, I'm not

16  looking for answers.  I'm just making a statement

17  that I think there should be a little bit of a

18  discussion between the group as to why it should

19  have, you know, again as an agency, one of four

20  agencies as part of this Council in July through

21  December we have to defend what we've chosen.  So

22  I have no idea what we've chosen and why we've

23  chosen it.  So that's why I want to be part of the

24  discussion.  And I want to feel comfortable with

25  talking why we picked that basin.
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 2  is important and there's a lot of discharges and

 3  there's a lot of other things and groundwater

 4  discharges, but is there sufficient surface water

 5  supply, registered surface water in that basin?  I

 6  don't know.

 7                 So I would like to have that

 8  conversation at that meeting with those people

 9  that are in that room.

10                 Thanks.

11                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.

12  Any further questions for the science and

13  technology subcommittee report?

14                 (No response.)

15                 THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, we'll move

16  on to legislative matters.  Maureen Westbrook

17  texted me, speaking to the Legislature.  She's up

18  at an energy and technology committee meeting.

19  She's there, so it's kind of a busy day today.

20                 I have no legislative matters.  Do

21  you?

22                 LORI MATHIEU:  What's that?

23                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Would you like to

24  report any legislative matters?  You're working on

25  some legislative matters.
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 2  legislation, and the Health Department is moving

 3  some forward.  You may have seen Bill 7220.  If

 4  anyone has any questions on that and the efforts

 5  there --

 6                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Tell them what Bill

 7  7220 is.

 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  What 7220 is --

 9  actually I had it in front of me, I know -- but

10  anyway, as a lot of people know, small community

11  public water systems are a continuous concern.

12  The focus of that bill primarily is four different

13  areas and different aspects of small systems

14  issues.

15                 One, asset management.  Two --

16  actually five different issues -- hydro tanks.  As

17  you may recall back in the summer of 2015 we had

18  10,000-gallon hydropneumatic tank explode, an SCWA

19  system in North Stonington.  We're asking our

20  small water systems to do an assessment of those

21  tanks and replacement if necessary.  Because

22  there, right now there is no inspection of

23  hydropneumatic tanks as a requirement in the

24  health code.

25                 The next item is a receivership
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 2  small system and you are not doing what you need

 3  to do to take water quality issues or address

 4  water quantity issues, or a series of public

 5  health code violations, then we would put you

 6  under receivership similar -- we modeled it after

 7  a nursing home care bill.

 8                 Civil penalties, we would change it

 9  from a regulatory process to a statutory process.

10  And investigative powers, we believe in

11  researching our investigative powers as an agency

12  we don't have enough authority in that area to

13  conduct an investigation and hold hearings as

14  needed.

15                 So that's 7220, and that's coming

16  up either on the 13th of March or the 20th of

17  March, or through the Public Health Committee.  We

18  also have a fee proposal working with the

19  Governor's office, and that is the Governor's Bill

20  797, section 2.  And it deals with fees to support

21  the drinking water section and our existing staff.

22                 If you have any questions you can

23  ask, or you can see me later.  Thanks.

24                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Lori.

25                 Any other legislative matters?
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 2                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other business

 3  to come before us today?

 4                 (No response.)

 5                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Anybody on the phone

 6  have any questions, comments.

 7                 (No response.)

 8                 THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, I'm going to

 9  entertain a motion to adjourn the Steering

10  Committee, and we're going to have a very quick

11  Water Planning Council meeting following this.  Do

12  I hear a motion?

13                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  So moved.

14                 LORI MATHIEU:  Second.

15                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and

16  seconded of adjournment.

17                 All those in favor?

18                 THE COMMITTEE:  Aye.

19                 (Whereupon, the above proceedings

20  were concluded at 1:50 p.m.)

21

22

23

24

25
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 1                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Okay.  Some folks
  


 2   are going to be arriving late, so Jack has asked
  


 3   me to convene and start the meeting.  So with
  


 4   that, I guess until we get more of a quorum we'll
  


 5   table approval of the January 3, 2017, transcript.
  


 6   And that means CDM is up.
  


 7                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Good afternoon,
  


 8   everyone.  It's Elaine Sistare from CDM Smith.
  


 9   Joe Laliberte may be joining us, too, but Kirk
  


10   Westphal is out of town today, so he will not be
  


11   attending.  First, Dave Murphy from Milone &
  


12   MacBroom is also we here with me.
  


13                  I've got four topics I wanted to
  


14   give an update on.  Some of which I may ask Bob
  


15   Moore to supplement a little bit on the policy
  


16   papers as far as how we're working together on
  


17   that.  So we've got the policy papers, the
  


18   recommendations that we prepared over the last
  


19   week along with the policy subcommittee.  And we
  


20   hope that if they haven't already been, that they
  


21   will be posted for review by the public and others
  


22   basically on the website, available.
  


23                  We have a second task which is
  


24   pathways forward.  Those are for those topics that
  


25   we determined could not be considered consensus
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 1   likely in the timeframe we have to prepare the
  


 2   water plan.
  


 3                  So those are topics that are
  


 4   challenges or options on water planning, but that
  


 5   while we may not be able to draft a recommendation
  


 6   in the next few months of the water plan
  


 7   development, but rather we can develop a pathway
  


 8   forward as things move forward in future months
  


 9   and even years.
  


10                  Thirdly, I'll go over the technical
  


11   evaluation which includes some of those maps and
  


12   stress indicators and how we're updating that in
  


13   phase two.  And then finally talk, discussing
  


14   about how we'll be going over comments to the
  


15   interim report and some of the back and forth that
  


16   we've had with different groups and individuals
  


17   about those comments and our subsequent responses.
  


18                  So getting back to the policy
  


19   papers, they were initially prepared by CDM Smith
  


20   and Milone & MacBroom based on policy group
  


21   discussions and the workshop.  They were reviewed
  


22   at the policy committee meeting in February, and
  


23   then again reviewed with the Steering Committee at
  


24   the February 16th workshop number 5.
  


25                  They have been over the last two
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 1   weeks revised by individual policy members and now
  


 2   we have a recommendation that, as like I said,
  


 3   initially drafted by us and now revised by
  


 4   individual policy members.  We expect that that
  


 5   new revision will be posted, and ultimately we are
  


 6   looking for feedback on that recommendation so
  


 7   that we can incorporate it into the plan.
  


 8                  Bob, can you maybe speak to that?
  


 9   Or we have a Thursday meeting, policy meeting, so
  


10   maybe --
  


11                  BOB MOORE:  Yeah, we're having a
  


12   policy meeting on Thursday which half the time
  


13   will be focused on going over the draft.  We
  


14   received comments from Margaret Miner and similar
  


15   comments of the completed ones.  I don't know if
  


16   we received any other comments.  I have not.
  


17                  ELAINE SISTARE:  I think we
  


18   specifically asked that folks hold off on their
  


19   comments until we meet as a group and basically
  


20   discuss in person so that we don't go too round
  


21   and round with, you know, comments and responses
  


22   individually.
  


23                  BOB MOORE:  But the drafts have all
  


24   been completed.  They all look more complete than
  


25   they were.  They've been incorporated in a lot of
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 1   the comments we had at the last workshop.  I think
  


 2   they're getting in pretty good shape.  I think
  


 3   there's some issues that we should talk about.
  


 4   Probably the Water Planning Council needs to
  


 5   decide issues where it says the State should, the
  


 6   State will, the State could, and change those to
  


 7   positive things.
  


 8                  Either this is a report from the
  


 9   State to the agencies, to themselves, or to the
  


10   Legislature and it seems like you ought to make
  


11   positive statements out of it.  Like instead of,
  


12   you know, the State should investigate, it should
  


13   say, investigate XYZ.  And I think those are
  


14   policy questions that the Water Planning Council
  


15   should look at in terms of the edits which are
  


16   inconsistent throughout the graphs.
  


17                  You know, if it's going to be the
  


18   state water plan it shouldn't say the State should
  


19   think about this, or the State should do this.  It
  


20   shouldn't say we're going to do this, or here's
  


21   how it's going to get done, or some other more
  


22   positive verb.  Then the state should think about
  


23   it.
  


24                  And I think that's my biggest
  


25   concern with the policies as they're written,
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 1   because they're not firm and they leave a lot to
  


 2   be, you know, thought about rather than done.  And
  


 3   I think you've got to -- somewhere along if the
  


 4   plan is going to be implemented you can't say the
  


 5   State should think about doing this, or could do
  


 6   this, or will do this, because there's no
  


 7   finalization.  There's no time commitment.
  


 8   There's nothing that gets that thing final.
  


 9                  So I think that should be looked at
  


10   in terms of the Planning Council's role in this,
  


11   is as you look at these, how do you get them to a
  


12   state where it is a positive statement.
  


13                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah.  And like
  


14   Dave said, it is a good point and I think it kind
  


15   of goes to the core of the plan.  These are
  


16   recommendations to be included in the plan.  What
  


17   will those recommendations then go on to?
  


18                  What comes to mind is that
  


19   flowchart that ultimately is a summary but needs
  


20   to be, you know, have the text to go along with
  


21   it.  With any sort of recommendation that has to
  


22   do with water planning in the state, what will the
  


23   Water Planning Council do with it?  You know, does
  


24   it need consensus, you know, in that series of
  


25   should it go to some advisory group?
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 1                  Or could it go -- could a
  


 2   recommendation with the Water Planning Council, if
  


 3   they're all in agreement, could it go straight to
  


 4   the Legislature, a recommendation like that?  So I
  


 5   think maybe the recommendations of the plan and
  


 6   how those recommendations actually will be
  


 7   implemented or pushed forward needs to be, you
  


 8   know, those two topics need some cohesion.
  


 9                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I have a
  


10   question in terms of responsibility, at what point
  


11   in time the policy committee is drafting those
  


12   policies.
  


13                  ELAINE SISTARE:  It has.
  


14                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  It has drafted
  


15   those policies.  And are they going to be blessed,
  


16   approved, whatever the word be, by the Water
  


17   Planning Council in the near term before they
  


18   become part of CDM Smith's report to us?  Or will
  


19   they go essentially as is with these edits like
  


20   Bob was talking about in the report, and then the
  


21   Water Planning Council itself will be reviewing
  


22   that as part of the report?
  


23                  I guess I'm looking at you, Dave.
  


24                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  And I'm not sure
  


25   we've determined that yet.  I know that while
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 1   there hasn't been a lot of attention shown on it,
  


 2   all four members of the Planning Council have been
  


 3   solicited for input at every step of the way in
  


 4   developing these papers.  So I would suspect that
  


 5   that will continue based upon whatever the
  


 6   finalized policy plan looks like before we go
  


 7   final with it.
  


 8                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah.  There are a
  


 9   number, and you know, that may be why it's
  


10   somewhat confusing, but there are a number of
  


11   opportunities for, you know, comment and actual
  


12   creation of these.
  


13                  Like Dave said, it was, you know,
  


14   first developed from the workshop on, okay.  This
  


15   is a recommendation what's included in this.
  


16                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  And quite frankly,
  


17   with the creation of any of the white papers there
  


18   have been ample opportunities, not only for the
  


19   white papers, but a number of the other materials
  


20   for the Water Planning Council members to weigh in
  


21   before it even gets posted to the website.
  


22                  So I think we've been pretty
  


23   heavily involved in terms of reviewing the
  


24   comments.  I just don't think until such time as
  


25   the policy group is finalized that I don't think
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 1   we're in a position to look at it until then.
  


 2                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yeah.  That
  


 3   makes sense because at some point the Water
  


 4   Planning Council has to take ownership of all
  


 5   these pieces, and you would envision that
  


 6   happening before the final report is submitted in
  


 7   June?
  


 8                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Yes.
  


 9                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Great.
  


10                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  If there's
  


11   no more comments on those policy papers and, you
  


12   know, what ultimately are comprised of the 13
  


13   recommendations, my second topic was those other
  


14   components of options and challenges that are
  


15   important but aren't able to find consensus in the
  


16   short timeframe we have.  So those are the ones
  


17   that we've developed pathways forward.
  


18                  And that was in workshop 4, which
  


19   was February 2nd where we chose different
  


20   challenges and options that we need pathways
  


21   forward and we are starting to develop that.  So
  


22   we have created -- and this is, you know, sort of
  


23   in CDM's Smith's hands at the moment.  We've
  


24   created an outline for some high-priority issues
  


25   of those items that need a pathway forward.
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 1                  Similar to how we set up the
  


 2   recommendations, each of those pathways forward
  


 3   will have a purpose, statement, any information
  


 4   that needs to move forward, possible partnerships,
  


 5   how consensus building and communication can be
  


 6   prioritized or any recommendations for that, and
  


 7   prioritizing any recommendations for the Steering
  


 8   Committee that needs to happen in order for those
  


 9   pathways to move.
  


10                  Other issues are grouped into major
  


11   categories so we're trying -- we've had, I think,
  


12   about 30 or so options or challenges that required
  


13   a pathway forward.  And rather than, you know, say
  


14   the same thing over and over again, we are trying
  


15   to group a few into categories.  In some cases
  


16   they were already categorized such as policy,
  


17   technology, regulatory components and
  


18   recommendations on individual issues as that
  


19   applies.
  


20                  So we're drafting these on the
  


21   information we received based on that February 2nd
  


22   workshop number 4, and along with policy group
  


23   discussions and we'll get drafts to the Steering
  


24   Committee and available for others' input mid
  


25   March.  We're looking at March 17th for that.
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 1                  And then kind of, Dave, something
  


 2   you said about the Water Planning Council and all
  


 3   the opportunities for review.  As I believe maybe
  


 4   now the calendar dates are posted, but ultimately
  


 5   we have requested -- and the Water Planning
  


 6   Council has provided additional meetings in
  


 7   addition to the once a month Water Planning
  


 8   Council or Steering Committee meeting so that we
  


 9   can get together as a group and move things
  


10   forward.
  


11                  So the pathways forward, that we'll
  


12   have submitted March 17th.  We can discuss those
  


13   at the Water Planning Council meeting that is
  


14   currently scheduled for March 24th.
  


15                  Moving onto my third update is the
  


16   technical evaluation.  So this is, you know, as
  


17   we've discussed in the past phase one with the
  


18   framework for data and technical information, and
  


19   now how are we progressing on that in phase two?
  


20   There's climate change impacts to those various
  


21   basins and how that stress risk will be modified
  


22   depending on how climate change actually comes up,
  


23   or what the estimates are.
  


24                  Impacts of conservation on those
  


25   same stress risk categories, and then we've
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 1   discussed quite a bit refinement of the ecological
  


 2   flow representation.  So recasting some of those
  


 3   consumptive uses in a more positive basis on the
  


 4   fact sheets that we've created for each basin, and
  


 5   we've calling that consumptive use, drinking and
  


 6   industrial water.  So that's been ongoing with the
  


 7   science and technical committee.
  


 8                  We have a demonstration basin model
  


 9   we're working on to evaluate some of those
  


10   management alternatives.  With the science and
  


11   technical committee we've selected the Quinnipiac
  


12   basin as our demonstration basin model, because it
  


13   has both groundwater and surface water and it
  


14   shows a moderate stress level from our phase one
  


15   work.  It helps us evaluate both -- some of the
  


16   options that we've talked about, class B for
  


17   non-potable use, reuse conservation, localized
  


18   impacts on streamflow.
  


19                  So that's our demonstration basin
  


20   on a bit of a higher level.  Under the technical
  


21   evaluation it's a correlation between land use and
  


22   basin stress, and then depending on how far we can
  


23   push that, can we also determine or make some
  


24   statements related to the correlation between high
  


25   seasonal water use and basin stress?







14


 1                  So I think our maps have already
  


 2   shown some of that, but looking out into planning
  


 3   in the future -- and I guess similar to my request
  


 4   to Bob, Virginia, I'll ask you to maybe add
  


 5   anything regarding the science and technical
  


 6   group.  And also the policy meeting on Thursday is
  


 7   in the afternoon.  The science and technical
  


 8   meeting is in the morning on Thursday, I believe.
  


 9                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  It's going to be
  


10   a busy day.
  


11                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes.
  


12                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yes, the science
  


13   and technical group, we've been having a lot of
  


14   fun.  We've had a lot of very productive
  


15   conversations, some in meetings and some via
  


16   email.  I have been very pleased that Kirk and
  


17   John Boyer, who's the technical person working on
  


18   this that I don't believe most of you have met.
  


19   He's based in South Carolina.  They have been very
  


20   receptive to input we've had.  A lot bantering
  


21   going back and forth and they have, you know, they
  


22   listen and they try and incorporate the comments
  


23   that we're making.  So it has been a lot of fun.
  


24                  As Elaine just said, a lot of the
  


25   discussion has been on the ecological flows.  As
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 1   was presented, I think, in the workshop at the
  


 2   last meeting that we had here we had recognized
  


 3   early on that the fact that those were not
  


 4   represented on the basin sheets was a huge gap.
  


 5                  And so the estimates of ecological
  


 6   flows are now included as a use, as a water use.
  


 7   And there's been some discussion in the group in
  


 8   terms of what the appropriate estimating technique
  


 9   should be for that.  And Kirk told me that CDM
  


10   Smith has reconciled -- that's his word -- all
  


11   that they heard, and he will be presenting it to
  


12   us on Thursday.
  


13                  And I sense -- are you going to
  


14   clue me in what this is going to be before
  


15   Thursday?  Or are you going to surprise me?  And
  


16   he didn't really answer my question, so I think I
  


17   need to expect to be surprised.  And he's out of
  


18   town so I mean, we can't do it now.
  


19                  Also we had extensive discussions
  


20   on choosing that representative basin.  So you've
  


21   heard from John that he's actually going forth
  


22   with the Quinnipiac?
  


23                  ELAINE SISTARE:  That's the basin I
  


24   heard.  And Dave, I think you remember the
  


25   conversation a bit, too, but I guess we discussed,
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 1   you know, there are quite a bit of complicating
  


 2   factors for that basin, but there's also a wealth
  


 3   of information about that basin.
  


 4                  DAVID MURPHY:  A lot of the
  


 5   complexity in that basin is something that John
  


 6   feels is something that he can incorporate because
  


 7   there's the factual where withdrawals are
  


 8   occurring, permit conditions, that sort of thing.
  


 9   He can build that all into his analysis.
  


10                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Great.
  


11                  DAVID MURPHY:  So they're looking
  


12   forward to that.
  


13                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And just for, I
  


14   guess, primarily your information, I copied you on
  


15   my email this morning, Elaine.  I don't think I
  


16   copied you, Dave.  I sent an email to the
  


17   president and vice president of the Quinnipiac
  


18   River Watershed Association letting them know that
  


19   their basin was under consideration and inviting
  


20   them to the meeting on Thursday if they wanted to
  


21   be involved.  So you know, I just sent that an
  


22   hour ago.  So I have not heard back from them.
  


23                  The other major discussion that
  


24   we've been having very actively is the maps and
  


25   the graphs, as you've seen them so far, have as a
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 1   subset of the ecological flows the regulated
  


 2   releases that are a result of the streamflow
  


 3   regulation.  And there's been a lot of discussion
  


 4   in terms of, if we show those what about all the
  


 5   other mandated releases, whether they be the ones
  


 6   that have been historically applied to stock
  


 7   streams, or whether they be other ones that are
  


 8   just existing under permit conditions for
  


 9   individual water companies, that they would be
  


10   appropriately shown as well?  And I thank John
  


11   Hudak for really pushing this point and bringing
  


12   it to our attention and getting the conversation
  


13   started.
  


14                  The big question about that is, can
  


15   we get that data?  Does it exist in a reasonable
  


16   format in a reasonable amount of time, because
  


17   certainly CDM Smith does not have the time and
  


18   resources to actually compile the data?  I've been
  


19   working with Corinne in terms of what would be
  


20   available from DEEP and also talked a lot with
  


21   Dave about it.
  


22                  And at a minimum we can present, or
  


23   CDM Smith will present in the stress maps the
  


24   extremes.  On one end would be having just the
  


25   regulated releases, and the other end is the
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 1   estimate of what we assume -- what we're
  


 2   estimating to be required ecological flows.  So we
  


 3   could at least bracket those extremes and the
  


 4   other mandated releases would fall somewhere in
  


 5   between.  So that's the basis.
  


 6                  We've identified it clearly as a
  


 7   data gap.  That is being added to the report as a
  


 8   data gap that if we can't get those data compiled
  


 9   in a way that can be used in the next, literally
  


10   the next several weeks, then it will be a
  


11   recommendation that that data gap be filled in the
  


12   future.  I think we all acknowledge that's
  


13   something that should exist, but it just has never
  


14   been a priority that's been demanding the minimum
  


15   resources that have been available to deal with
  


16   it.
  


17                  So those are the kinds of things
  


18   we've been talking about, and we're going to
  


19   continue doing it.
  


20                  ELAINE SISTARE:  On Thursday.
  


21   Thanks, Virginia.  My forth topic today was --
  


22                  BOB MOORE:  Can I ask a question,
  


23   Elaine?  By the mandated releases, Virginia, are
  


24   we talking about from dams, or are you talking
  


25   about all releases and all discharges, or both?
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 1                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  We were focusing
  


 2   primarily on dams.  What other ones are you
  


 3   thinking of?
  


 4                  BOB MOORE:  Well, there's permitted
  


 5   wastewater discharges to the streams, and I assume
  


 6   you have that data.
  


 7                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yeah, that's
  


 8   actually been another piece of the discussion that
  


 9   wastewater has been -- has not been a focus of the
  


10   analysis so far.  And if you look through a lot of
  


11   the responses to the comments, I know that was one
  


12   concern that Lori had -- and thank you.  We'll
  


13   bring that up again because it slipped off my
  


14   radar.  Thank you.
  


15                  BOB MOORE:  On the Quinnipiac I
  


16   mean, a lot of the flow in the river is wastewater
  


17   and has been, and it goes back a long, long time
  


18   ago.
  


19                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Right.  There's
  


20   an increasing trend in the flow at the Longford
  


21   gauge and that's probably because of all the
  


22   wastewater treatment plants.
  


23                  BOB MOORE:  Right.  Yeah.  I mean,
  


24   you know, that was solely allocated.  Virtually
  


25   all the similar capacity was allocated for
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 1   wastewater back in the early seventies.  And so
  


 2   there was analysis done on that, you know, 50
  


 3   years ago, or 40 years ago now that shows how much
  


 4   wastewater and how much capacity there was, but
  


 5   there also have been dams removed along the way.
  


 6   And so the, you know, conditions of which the
  


 7   wastewater permits are changed from what was
  


 8   originally occurring.
  


 9                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Elaine, do you
  


10   know if John's model includes -- or Dave, do you
  


11   know if John's model includes wastewater
  


12   discharges?
  


13                  DAVID MURPHY:  I believe they're
  


14   included.
  


15                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I mean, if it's
  


16   flow accounting -- I would assume it would be.  So
  


17   in at least in the test basin we're going to be
  


18   doing it.  In terms of how we're going to capture
  


19   that in the larger analysis of the basin summary
  


20   sheets and the basin maps, I think that warrants
  


21   discussion.
  


22                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Other questions?
  


23                  (No response.)
  


24                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  My fourth
  


25   topic is how we're addressing or finalizing some
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 1   of the comments that may be considered outstanding
  


 2   on the interim report.  A policy or a procedure
  


 3   that we developed with the advisory group that
  


 4   we're recommending be applied across the board is
  


 5   reviewing those individual comments, comparing
  


 6   them against the response that was provided and if
  


 7   the response is not satisfactory, kind of try to
  


 8   triage it a bit and determine whether or not the
  


 9   issue is critical.
  


10                  Is it relevant to the plan?  And if
  


11   so, reach out so that we can make sure that those
  


12   comments are, you know, incorporated or if it's
  


13   data in need, then that's noted.  If the issue is
  


14   still unresolved, Virginia, I think you've been
  


15   volunteered or somehow appointed as keeping a
  


16   master list of unresolved comments.
  


17                  And John Hudak, thank you.  I think
  


18   you're on the phone.  I think you kind of brought
  


19   this point up in one of the advisory group
  


20   meetings that it's, you know, rather than continue
  


21   in, you know, creating a circle of going back, we
  


22   do have a finite amount of time and resources and
  


23   we want to make sure we spend it wisely.
  


24                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Just a brief
  


25   addendum to that.  I would -- I guess on behalf of







22


 1   CDM Smith, I would ask that if you have concerns
  


 2   or issues with how they address some of the
  


 3   comments, that if possible you provide a solution?
  


 4   For example, some of the issues that I said.  You
  


 5   know I said, if you change this sentence in this
  


 6   way it would address my concern.  And I actually
  


 7   gave them the words so that there wasn't, you
  


 8   know, so that I made it easy for CDM Smith.  And I
  


 9   think the more people who could do that it would
  


10   be appreciated.
  


11                  Also, I do get a lot of those
  


12   comments back through.  One of the things I'm
  


13   going to try and do, if I get similar comments
  


14   from different people, I'm going to try to combine
  


15   them.  And so that would be helpful for me in that
  


16   process if you could make clear suggestions on how
  


17   to address your concern.
  


18                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Uh-huh.  And I
  


19   think, you know, it does go back to the
  


20   recommendations that are standing out there today
  


21   for review on the policy recommendations and why
  


22   we're trying to use the policy subcommittees
  


23   meeting as a, let's go over, you know, comments
  


24   and responses and ultimately develop that next
  


25   revision that may become part of the plan in a
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 1   more efficient way.
  


 2                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And also I think
  


 3   the reason why I got volunteered to do this is,
  


 4   for my own benefit, I had gone through the
  


 5   comments that I had made earlier.  And in some of
  


 6   the responses CDM Smith had said -- this was
  


 7   comments on the phase one draft report -- and the
  


 8   response was, this is more appropriate as a
  


 9   recommendation in phase two.
  


10                  And I was highlighting those as
  


11   things to track, because I know very well when
  


12   I've said, yeah, I'm going to put that in phase
  


13   two and then, you know, I forget to put it in
  


14   phase two.  And so as I said, I've already started
  


15   that process.  So that's another function of my
  


16   compilation, will be things to be tracking and
  


17   make sure that they actually get into the phase
  


18   two information.
  


19                  DAVID MURPHY:  Virginia, thank you
  


20   for doing that.  Kirk and I had been taking things
  


21   like that and parking them off on the side list as
  


22   well.  If you could compare notes at some point
  


23   soon, just make sure that we have all of those in
  


24   a good running list.
  


25                  ELAINE SISTARE:  With that, that is
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 1   the four topics that I was discussing today.  So
  


 2   I'll take any questions or you can --
  


 3                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Any questions for
  


 4   Elaine or David?
  


 5                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Do you have an
  


 6   overview of the Southbury meeting?
  


 7                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Oh, Southbury
  


 8   public.  I think --
  


 9                  THE CHAIRMAN:  It was cozy.
  


10                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah, it was cozy.
  


11   In real estate terms, cozy, because unlike our
  


12   public meetings, including the three held in phase
  


13   one and also the public meetings -- there were
  


14   four held in Norwich in January.  We had a small
  


15   crowd.  I want to use the word "relatively."
  


16                  It was a small crowd.  It
  


17   literally -- probably had, you know, five to seven
  


18   members in the audience.  And it was, you know, we
  


19   sort of bantered around afterwords.  You know, was
  


20   it because word wasn't spread enough?  Although I
  


21   think the local papers included it -- and
  


22   different Facebook, like, Len DeJong's, he had it
  


23   in his different Facebook postings as far as the
  


24   group that he runs.
  


25                  But ultimately I think, you know,
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 1   part of it could have been it was that first
  


 2   perfect, you know, 65, 70 degrees, sunny afternoon
  


 3   and, you know, we were in a darkened town hall
  


 4   room.  So the opportunities for doing something
  


 5   else may have been too tempting.  But overall we
  


 6   did hold the public meeting like we have in the
  


 7   past, which we had the two-hour, 1 to 3 p.m. set.
  


 8                  The first half an is hour where we
  


 9   gave an update on work to date, including phase
  


10   one, including our science and technical
  


11   information.  We had allocated an hour for public
  


12   discussion and then the last half-hour was a
  


13   summary of what's coming as part of phase two in
  


14   the next few months.
  


15                  We did -- because it was such a
  


16   small crowd it was more interactive throughout the
  


17   two-hour session, rather than a formal
  


18   presentation followed by comment, then
  


19   presentation.  So in some respects, you know, that
  


20   was a nice change of pace and we did have, you
  


21   know, an engaged crowd while it was few in number.
  


22                  Dave, were there any -- I think
  


23   overall some of the topics and comments were
  


24   somewhat similar to what we've seen in the past,
  


25   you know, worried about seasonal water use.
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 1   Worried about, you know --
  


 2                  DAVID MURPHY:  Droughts.
  


 3                  ELAINE SISTARE:  -- droughts.
  


 4                  DAVID MURPHY:  Similar comments,
  


 5   good discussion, but nothing really new came up.
  


 6                  ELAINE SISTARE:  And we do have the
  


 7   final public meeting number six included here as
  


 8   part of phase two.  That's going to be held here
  


 9   at PURA in April, I believe the 13th, Thursday the
  


10   13th from 1 to 3.
  


11                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Okay.  Thank you,
  


12   Elaine.
  


13                  Any other questions?
  


14                  ANDREW LORD:  Just a quick question
  


15   on sort of timing and dates for once these papers
  


16   go public.  Do we know when that will happen and
  


17   then how much of a comment period will there be
  


18   from, you know, the constituent groups?
  


19                  ELAINE SISTARE:  The policy
  


20   recommendation, which is, you know, what we've
  


21   recently provided to the Water Planning Council
  


22   and we'd like to see that posted if it hasn't been
  


23   already.  But ultimately I think even when we have
  


24   a draft updated plan report, meaning phase one and
  


25   phase two, turnaround for review is going to be
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 1   limited to two weeks.  So I think, you know, we'll
  


 2   be lucky to have two weeks for these policy papers
  


 3   also.
  


 4                  DAVID MURPHY:  What's the thinking
  


 5   for the pathways forward?  Would they be discussed
  


 6   in the March 24th meeting, then published right
  


 7   after that?
  


 8                  ELAINE SISTARE:  I would agree,
  


 9   yes.  Yes.
  


10                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Okay.  Thank you
  


11   very much.  Now that we've got more of a quorum,
  


12   let's circle back to item one, and that's approval
  


13   of January 3, 2017, transcript of the Steering
  


14   Committee.  Do I have a motion?
  


15                  THE CHAIRMAN:  I'll move adoption.
  


16                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  May I have a
  


17   second?
  


18                  BOB MOORE:  Second.
  


19                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  It's been moved
  


20   and seconded.  All those in favor, signify by
  


21   saying aye.
  


22                  THE COMMITTEE:  Aye.
  


23                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Opposed?
  


24                  (No response.)
  


25                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  The motion
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 1   carries.  The transcripts are adopted.
  


 2                  And that brings us to our two
  


 3   workgroups.  Bob, I'll start with policy.  Is
  


 4   there anything else you would like to add after
  


 5   the other comments?
  


 6                  BOB MOORE:  The policy committee
  


 7   met after the workshop up at UConn and went over
  


 8   the items that ended up being the 13 or so drafts
  


 9   that had come out of that.  So that was kind of
  


10   after the workshop.  We took the review of those
  


11   and ended up -- these are the 13 or so that ended
  


12   up as policy drafts, and that's where those came
  


13   from.
  


14                  One of the issues we talked
  


15   about -- did not get into, that was funding of the
  


16   implementation, or funding of any of the process
  


17   which probably needs to happen somewhere before
  


18   the report is done.  Sorry.  And also a lot of
  


19   stuff we talked about was some groundwater
  


20   monitoring in private wells, and we're actually
  


21   talking about this Thursday as well.
  


22                  So that could end up as one of
  


23   these pathways, could end up as a policy that we
  


24   have some consistency on.  So that was the
  


25   workshop in January after the UConn meeting.  And
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 1   I think most everything that we discussed there
  


 2   ended up in one of those papers.  So I thought
  


 3   that was really constructive to have it right
  


 4   after the workshop so that things were done and
  


 5   focused.
  


 6                  And the last one was right before
  


 7   the last March -- the February 17th, 22nd,
  


 8   somewhere in there?
  


 9                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Sixteenth, I
  


10   believe.  I think it was the morning of the
  


11   workshop number five.
  


12                  BOB MOORE:  Yeah, the 16th in which
  


13   we reluctantly, but did assign spokespersons for
  


14   each policy and those spokespersons then had to
  


15   present the policy at the workshop.  And then
  


16   subsequently they had to edit the drafts that were
  


17   presented by CDM, and those were sent out.
  


18                  And then Elaine's comments were
  


19   then used to help you revise your draft.  And then
  


20   every one of the -- I think everybody sent them
  


21   in.  So the policy workgroup did a lot of the
  


22   drafting -- redrafting of all the policy issues
  


23   that were there and those have been all sent
  


24   forward.  Right?
  


25                  So we will go over those again on
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 1   Thursday for final edits, and they should be ready
  


 2   for you.  And one of the comments I said while you
  


 3   weren't here, Jack, was a lot of those -- there's
  


 4   some inconsistencies in the writing because you
  


 5   have 10 people writing it, but other than that the
  


 6   issues of implementation, a lot of it says the
  


 7   State will, the State shall, the State could.
  


 8                  We might want to have a training.
  


 9   Those have to be -- I think, before you submit
  


10   this as, you know, the Water Planning Council, you
  


11   need to turn those into positive things and either
  


12   say what agency will do it, or just say this will
  


13   be done.
  


14                  I mean, some work has to go to the
  


15   agency and some work -- otherwise it's the State
  


16   should do this -- doesn't leave anybody any sense
  


17   of what's going to actually happen.  So I think as
  


18   the Planning Council, as you do your edits you're
  


19   going to have to take those policies and make an
  


20   assumption.  I'd be happy to do it, but I think it
  


21   might be better for you guys to assign that work.
  


22   But it would be -- I think it would be helpful if
  


23   you thought about that over the next couple of
  


24   weeks as to how you're going to decide who's going
  


25   to be responsible for the recommendations.
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 1                  So that's where we are.  We're
  


 2   meeting on Thursday.  We're going to have a
  


 3   discussion on groundwater from Professor Robbins
  


 4   from UConn, and we'll be talking more about
  


 5   private well monitoring at that time.
  


 6                  Any questions?
  


 7                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Back over to you
  


 8   Mr. Chair.
  


 9                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much
  


10   for covering.  Apologies for being late.  Any
  


11   questions?
  


12                  (No response.)
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  We'll move on.
  


14                  Lori, do you have any questions?
  


15                  LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Did I miss the
  


16   CDM discussion about how comments are going to be
  


17   addressed?
  


18                  DAVID MURPHY:  Yes.
  


19                  LORI MATHIEU:  Do you have, like,
  


20   two sentences you could tell me about comments?
  


21                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Sure.  The
  


22   procedure that was first brought in the advisory
  


23   group, we requested that various chairs of their
  


24   subcommittees share with their members, that they
  


25   review their individual comments and the CDM Smith
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 1   or Milone & MacBroom response, and determine
  


 2   whether or not those responses are satisfactory,
  


 3   determining whether the issue is critical and
  


 4   relevant to the plan.
  


 5                  And if it is critical and relevant
  


 6   to the plan then we want to hear.  You know,
  


 7   basically reach out to us as the consultants and
  


 8   determine how we can move that forward.
  


 9                  LORI MATHIEU:  Just to clarify,
  


10   that would go through the chairs.  Each comment
  


11   would go through the chairs of these committees?
  


12                  ELAINE SISTARE:  If the issue is
  


13   still unresolved after that conversation with the
  


14   consultants, then Virginia is keeping a list of
  


15   those that need further discussion.
  


16                  LORI MATHIEU:  So that goes for
  


17   everybody's comments, including the Department of
  


18   Public Health, like agency generated comments
  


19   would have to go through a chair of the policy
  


20   committee.  I'm just wondering how my comments --
  


21   I mean, there's a lot of disagrees and I think
  


22   there's some other people that have, you know.
  


23                  Your comment, here's your comment.
  


24   Spend the time commenting, and you've got
  


25   disagreement, and here's why we disagree.  And so
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 1   that may turn people off to commenting again or
  


 2   having a further conversation.  I know it did for
  


 3   me.
  


 4                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Lori, if I may?
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  So if -- and for me
  


 6   as an agency, I represent an agency.  I have a
  


 7   comment.  I think it would be, you know, we should
  


 8   have a chance to have a discussion.
  


 9                  And I think in talking to Kirk
  


10   about this, one of the discussions we might have
  


11   the time to have a discussion over it is when we
  


12   have the additional meetings for the Water
  


13   Planning Council meetings.  Because as an agency,
  


14   as a representative of one of four agencies on
  


15   this council I don't think I need to go through a
  


16   committee to have a discussion with CDM Smith.
  


17   That's just my opinion.
  


18                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I think maybe
  


19   there was a misunderstanding in that when we were
  


20   talking about this.  Kirk encouraged people to
  


21   contact him directly, and so that would be
  


22   specifically the agency folks.  But even some of
  


23   the committee folks, if they felt strongly about
  


24   something they were encouraged to contact him
  


25   directly for that discussion and not go through a
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 1   committee chair.
  


 2                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  And I've
  


 3   talked to him about that.  I just want to be clear
  


 4   on the record, just the distinction there, because
  


 5   there you're making a distinction.
  


 6                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Everybody was
  


 7   encouraged to contact CDM Smith and/or me.
  


 8                  LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  So I've done
  


 9   that and had that conversation, and I still have
  


10   some concerns that I want to talk about.  So we'll
  


11   deal with it when we have those other additional
  


12   meetings.
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Which we have a lot
  


14   of them scheduled.
  


15                  LORI MATHIEU:  We have a lot of
  


16   them scheduled, so that's good.  Okay.  Thank you.
  


17                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other questions?
  


18                  (No response.)
  


19                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  We'll turn it
  


20   over to the science and technology subcommittee
  


21   report.
  


22                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I don't have
  


23   anything to add, but if you want me to summarize
  


24   my earlier comments for you, I can certainly do
  


25   that.
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 1                  THE CHAIRMAN:  And it looks like we
  


 2   have some time here, so I appreciate that.
  


 3                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  What I said was
  


 4   that we've been having a lot of fun and I've been
  


 5   very pleased with the interactions that we've been
  


 6   having with the CDM Smith team, Kirk -- and John
  


 7   Boyer who's based in South Carolina, who you
  


 8   haven't met -- have been very responsive to our
  


 9   input and we've had some lively discussions both
  


10   in meetings and via email.
  


11                  We're meeting on Thursday morning
  


12   of this week and hopefully finalizing our
  


13   discussions on topics that we've been addressing.
  


14   One is how best to estimate ecological flows.
  


15   That was recognized as a major gap in terms of the
  


16   presentation.  That's a water use to be accounted
  


17   for.
  


18                  Also we've been talking about
  


19   choosing a basin for CDM Smith to use as a test
  


20   case for their flow accounting model, and we
  


21   settled on the Quinnipiac.  It's got a lot of
  


22   withdrawals, both groundwater and surface water
  


23   and a lot of information available.  And then
  


24   we've also been talking about whether to include
  


25   other mandated discharges -- excuse me, mandated
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 1   releases from dams.  We have already, on those
  


 2   graphs with the bars, the regulatory releases
  


 3   resulting from the stream flow regs, but also
  


 4   there are historic releases that have been
  


 5   mandated either through permits or through the
  


 6   stock stream regulations that are currently in
  


 7   place.
  


 8                  And if we decide that those should
  


 9   be included, having to figure out whether the data
  


10   are available, or whether that just goes in as a
  


11   data gap that needs to be addressed for the
  


12   future.
  


13                  And then following up on a question
  


14   that Bob asked today, we're also going to be
  


15   talking about whether those basin summary
  


16   sheets -- and that should be including the
  


17   wastewater discharges.  I know, Lori, that was
  


18   something that you also had some concerns about.
  


19   So that's going to be part of the discussion on
  


20   Thursday as well.
  


21                  LORI MATHIEU:  So I read the agenda
  


22   to say that you were looking at the Quinnipiac,
  


23   but that it wasn't solidified yet.
  


24                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  That was the
  


25   last conversation that I had with John and Kirk.
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 1   John was going to look at it, but from what I
  


 2   understand from Elaine and Dave Murphy is that he
  


 3   took a look at the data that are available and he
  


 4   thinks he can do it.
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  So that's still up
  


 6   for discussion, though?
  


 7                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  It's not really
  


 8   up for discussion.
  


 9                  LORI MATHIEU:  No?  That's not what
  


10   the agenda says, though.
  


11                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I realize that,
  


12   but since the agenda went out I've heard that
  


13   John -- it was on there as a tentative because
  


14   John was looking into it to see if it was
  


15   possible.  He thinks it is possible, so we're
  


16   going to go ahead with it.
  


17                  LORI MATHIEU:  So the people at the
  


18   meeting will have no input into the choice of that
  


19   basin?
  


20                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  That's right.
  


21   It's been something that we've discussed for the
  


22   last two meetings and a lot of discussion via
  


23   email.
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  But it's on the
  


25   agenda as a discussion point --
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 1                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I apologize.
  


 2   I'll change the agenda and send it out again.
  


 3                  LORI MATHIEU:  I don't know,
  


 4   because the reason why I'm going is -- as you know
  


 5   I sent you an e-mail.  One of the reasons I'm
  


 6   going is I would like to have a discussion about
  


 7   which basin to choose and why.  I'd like to be
  


 8   part of that discussion.
  


 9                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Well as I said,
  


10   it has been on the agenda and discussed in the
  


11   last two meetings.
  


12                  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, just to
  


13   repeat, I guess I would like to be part of that
  


14   discussion.  And it's on the agenda as a
  


15   discussion point, and people are looking at that
  


16   and I don't know, but I think it's important for
  


17   the Health Department to have some input into
  


18   which basin should be chosen.
  


19                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I'll just
  


20   explain the criteria that we used for a basin, was
  


21   that it had experienced some stress, that it have
  


22   gauging stations downstream of some of the things
  


23   that were going -- you know, the various stresses
  


24   that existed, that it had a lot of data available
  


25   and -- help me David.  There was another one.
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 1                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Groundwater and
  


 2   surface water.
  


 3                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  It had ideally
  


 4   both groundwater and surface water and some
  


 5   storage.
  


 6                  DAVID MURPHY:  The ability to test
  


 7   some of the alternatives, the conservation, reuse
  


 8   of wastewater, things that could be tested because
  


 9   there are ways to test that in those communities
  


10   that would make sense.
  


11                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Right.
  


12                  LORI MATHIEU:  So can we have a
  


13   discussion during the science meeting on this and
  


14   then have a final decision, as the agenda says?
  


15                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  We can certainly
  


16   discuss it.  I believe that John has already
  


17   invested time in developing the model for the
  


18   Quinnipiac.
  


19                  ELAINE SISTARE:  The only thing I
  


20   guess I would add -- and I'm maybe one step behind
  


21   all the discussions that have been happening over
  


22   the last couple of months -- but it is supposed to
  


23   be a representative choice.
  


24                  You know, will there be some
  


25   information that you can gain from this?  Possibly
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 1   and yes, but ultimately it's a test that the
  


 2   drought information that we have over the state
  


 3   works reasonably at a local level.
  


 4                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yeah, and this
  


 5   model is a proof of concept.  The intent is to try
  


 6   it on a basin to see if it's a useful tool.  And
  


 7   it is not proprietary software, but if it does
  


 8   appear that it could be a useful tool CDM Smith
  


 9   will leave it with us so that it can be applied to
  


10   any and all basins that have concerns.
  


11                  I haven't talked to him about it
  


12   yet, but my idea is that Glen should have his
  


13   students work on that if we decide it's a useful
  


14   tool.  But as I said, it's -- will this work to
  


15   address the kinds of management options that have
  


16   been identified, specifically the response to
  


17   climate change?  Also if we had interconnects or
  


18   if we were able to transfer some non-potable uses
  


19   to class B water or conservation, those are the
  


20   kinds of management tools that would be tested by
  


21   this map, by this model.
  


22                  If those were implemented would it
  


23   have an effect on the long-term sustainability of
  


24   the basin?  But it is a test case and as I said,
  


25   if it proves to be an effective tool it would be
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 1   available for us to use in any of the other basins
  


 2   in the state.
  


 3                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  So we can
  


 4   have this conversation on Thursday morning?
  


 5                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Certainly.
  


 6                  LORI MATHIEU:  As the agenda says?
  


 7   I want to make sure that it's truly
  


 8   representative.  And Quinnipiac, no disrespect,
  


 9   but it has been studied and studied and studied.
  


10   There's a lot of information on the Quinnipiac,
  


11   and is it truly representative of every issue and
  


12   every concern that we have?
  


13                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  None of the
  


14   basins are perfect.
  


15                  LORI MATHIEU:  And again, I'm not
  


16   looking for answers.  I'm just making a statement
  


17   that I think there should be a little bit of a
  


18   discussion between the group as to why it should
  


19   have, you know, again as an agency, one of four
  


20   agencies as part of this Council in July through
  


21   December we have to defend what we've chosen.  So
  


22   I have no idea what we've chosen and why we've
  


23   chosen it.  So that's why I want to be part of the
  


24   discussion.  And I want to feel comfortable with
  


25   talking why we picked that basin.
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 1                  Now I understand why the Quinnipiac
  


 2   is important and there's a lot of discharges and
  


 3   there's a lot of other things and groundwater
  


 4   discharges, but is there sufficient surface water
  


 5   supply, registered surface water in that basin?  I
  


 6   don't know.
  


 7                  So I would like to have that
  


 8   conversation at that meeting with those people
  


 9   that are in that room.
  


10                  Thanks.
  


11                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.
  


12   Any further questions for the science and
  


13   technology subcommittee report?
  


14                  (No response.)
  


15                  THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, we'll move
  


16   on to legislative matters.  Maureen Westbrook
  


17   texted me, speaking to the Legislature.  She's up
  


18   at an energy and technology committee meeting.
  


19   She's there, so it's kind of a busy day today.
  


20                  I have no legislative matters.  Do
  


21   you?
  


22                  LORI MATHIEU:  What's that?
  


23                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Would you like to
  


24   report any legislative matters?  You're working on
  


25   some legislative matters.
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 1                  LORI MATHIEU:  There is
  


 2   legislation, and the Health Department is moving
  


 3   some forward.  You may have seen Bill 7220.  If
  


 4   anyone has any questions on that and the efforts
  


 5   there --
  


 6                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Tell them what Bill
  


 7   7220 is.
  


 8                  LORI MATHIEU:  What 7220 is --
  


 9   actually I had it in front of me, I know -- but
  


10   anyway, as a lot of people know, small community
  


11   public water systems are a continuous concern.
  


12   The focus of that bill primarily is four different
  


13   areas and different aspects of small systems
  


14   issues.
  


15                  One, asset management.  Two --
  


16   actually five different issues -- hydro tanks.  As
  


17   you may recall back in the summer of 2015 we had
  


18   10,000-gallon hydropneumatic tank explode, an SCWA
  


19   system in North Stonington.  We're asking our
  


20   small water systems to do an assessment of those
  


21   tanks and replacement if necessary.  Because
  


22   there, right now there is no inspection of
  


23   hydropneumatic tanks as a requirement in the
  


24   health code.
  


25                  The next item is a receivership
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 1   statute update and upgrade, where if you're a
  


 2   small system and you are not doing what you need
  


 3   to do to take water quality issues or address
  


 4   water quantity issues, or a series of public
  


 5   health code violations, then we would put you
  


 6   under receivership similar -- we modeled it after
  


 7   a nursing home care bill.
  


 8                  Civil penalties, we would change it
  


 9   from a regulatory process to a statutory process.
  


10   And investigative powers, we believe in
  


11   researching our investigative powers as an agency
  


12   we don't have enough authority in that area to
  


13   conduct an investigation and hold hearings as
  


14   needed.
  


15                  So that's 7220, and that's coming
  


16   up either on the 13th of March or the 20th of
  


17   March, or through the Public Health Committee.  We
  


18   also have a fee proposal working with the
  


19   Governor's office, and that is the Governor's Bill
  


20   797, section 2.  And it deals with fees to support
  


21   the drinking water section and our existing staff.
  


22                  If you have any questions you can
  


23   ask, or you can see me later.  Thanks.
  


24                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Lori.
  


25                  Any other legislative matters?
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 1                  (No response.)
  


 2                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other business
  


 3   to come before us today?
  


 4                  (No response.)
  


 5                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Anybody on the phone
  


 6   have any questions, comments.
  


 7                  (No response.)
  


 8                  THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, I'm going to
  


 9   entertain a motion to adjourn the Steering
  


10   Committee, and we're going to have a very quick
  


11   Water Planning Council meeting following this.  Do
  


12   I hear a motion?
  


13                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  So moved.
  


14                  LORI MATHIEU:  Second.
  


15                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and
  


16   seconded of adjournment.
  


17                  All those in favor?
  


18                  THE COMMITTEE:  Aye.
  


19                  (Whereupon, the above proceedings
  


20   were concluded at 1:50 p.m.)
  


21
  


22
  


23
  


24
  


25
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